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Railways.]  The  Marquess  of  Clan- 
ricarde  wished  to  move  the  third  reading 
of  the  Birmingham,  Bristol,  and  Thames 
Junction  Railway  Bills,  if  the  proposition 
were  not  to  be  opposed  by  the  noble  Duke 
opposite,  who,  he  understood,  was  anxious 
to  move  a  resolution  on  the  subject  of 
Railway  Bills  generally.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  the  noble  Oulce  would  object  to 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  sincerely  wish- 
ed that  all  these  railway  projects  might 
prove  successful,  but  in  proportion  as  they 
were  successful,  in  the  same  proportion 
was  it  desirable  that  there  should  not  be  a 
perpetual  monopoly  established  in  the 
country.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
had  a  strong  feeling  that  it  was  desirable 
to  insert  in  all  these  Bills  some  clause  to 
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enable  the  Government  or  the  Parliament 
to  revise  theenactments  contained  in  them, 
at  some  future  period.  He  conceived 
that,  by  carrying  Inese  measures  into  exe- 
cution, a  very  great  injustice  was  often 
done  to  many  proprietors  !n  the  country, 
and  they  were  forced  to  submit  to  great 
inconvenience,  or  to  contend  against  that 
inconvenience,  by  means  of  incurring 
a  very  large  expense,  both  in  that  and  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  if  some 
measure  of  the  description  to  which  he 
alluded  were  not  adopted,  and  if  these 
railroads  were  to  become  monopolies  in 
the  hands  of  the  present  or  of  future  pro- 
prietors, they  would  hereafter  be  only 
enabled  to  get  the  better  of  such  mono- 
polies by  forming  fresh  lines  of  road,  ta 
the  detriment  of  the  interests  of  the  land- 
ed proprietors,  and  to  the  great  increase  of 
expense  and  inconvenience.  These  cir- 
cumstances had  most  forcibly  struck  his 
mind.  He  bad  had  the  subject  undei* 
consideration  for  some  days;  he  had  con- 
versed with  others  respecting  it,  and  it 
appeared  to  him,  that  some  pkn  ought  to 
be  devised,  in  order  to  bring  these  rail- 
roads under  the  supervision  of  Parliament 
at  some  future  period.  He,  therefore,  was 
anxious  that  the  further  proceedings  in 
all  these  Bills  should  be  suspended  for  a 
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short  time,  that  he  miglit  propose  some 
clause,  or  introduce  soine  measure,  to 
meet  the  object  to  which  he  had  referred. 
He  thought  it  was  a  subject,  the  consider- 
ation of  which  ought  not  to  fall  on  any 
individual,  but  which  the  Governmenl 
ought  10  take  in  hand.  He  was,  however, 
perfectly  ready  to  take  the  responsibility 
vith  the  Government  in  proposing  such  a 
measure  for  the  consideration  oftheir  Lord- 
ships; but  hedid  think ihatsomelhingought 
to  be  done,  in  order  that  the  Legislature 
might  be  invested  with  the  power  of 
revising  these  enactments  after  a  certain 
time. 

Lord  Wkamcliffe  approved  of  the  aug- 
geslion  which  had  been  thrown  out  by  tbe 
noble  Duke.  He  conceived  that  the 
adoption  of  some  measure  of  the  kind 
would  be  nothins  more  than  an  act  of 
justice  to  the  landed  proprietors. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  did  not 
mean  to  discuss  the  point  adverted  to  by 
the  noble  Duke;  but  he  felt  it  necessary 
to  point  out  the  state  of  the  Bill,  which  be 
wished  to  have  read  a  third  lime.  That 
Bill  had  passed  unopposed  through  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  (but  with  amend- 
ments )D  their  Lordships'  House),  and  it 
was  desirable  that  it  should  be  read  a  third 
time  as  soon  as  possible.  If  it  were  pass- 
ed to-night,  it  would  probably  be  the  law 
of  the  land  on  Monday  next;  but  if  it 
were  not  passed  now,  it  would  most  likely 
be  a  very  long  time  before  it  became  law. 
He  understood  that  the  measure  contem- 

})lated  by  the  noble  Duke  would  hare  re- 
erence  to  those  Bills  which  had  passed,  as 
well  as  to  those  which  were  to  be  consider- 
ed in  future.  If  that  were  so,  the  object 
of  the  noble  Duke  would  tiot  be  afTected  by 
allowing  the  Bill  to  be  now  read  a  third  time. 
The  Duke  of  Wellington  denied  that 
the  measure  which  he  contemplated  was 
intended  to  have  a  retrospective  effect. 
He  wished  a  clause  of  the  nature  to  which 
he  had  alluded  to  be  inserted  in  these 
Bills  before  they  became  the  law  of  the 
land.  He  conceived  that  this  ought  to  be 
done  on  the  first  opportiiuity  that  offered, 
and  he  believed  that  the  present  was  that 
first  opportunity.  He  was  anxious  that 
such  a  provision  as  he  had  descrihed 
should  be  insened  as  a  clause  in  the  Bill ; 
at  the  same  time,  lie  should  be  very 
sorry  to  interfere  with  the  private  in- 
terests of  individuals  by  any  unneceisary 

The   Marquess   of    Clanricarde  found 


that  he  had  misonderstood  the  nohU 
Duke,  and  he  would  not  press  the  third 
reading  then.  When  the  noble  Duke 
ipoke  of  seizing  the  first  opportunity  for 
the  introduction  of  such  a  clause,  he  was 
irror  if  he  supposed  that  the  present 
the  first  Railway  Bill  that  had  arrived 
ich  an  advanced  stage.  He  believed, 
on  the  contrary,  that  several  Railway 
"ills    had    already  received    the    ropl 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  this  was  a 
bject  well  worthy  the  consideration  of 
e  House.  He  agreed  in  the  general 
inciple  laid  down  by  the  noble  Duke. 
imething  ought  to  be  done  to  accomplish 
e  object  to  which  the  noble  Duke  had 
directed  their  attention :  aud'he  should  be 
happy  to  co-operate  with  the  noble  Duke 
the  formation  of  such  a  measure. 
The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  wished  to 
low  what  course  the  noble  Duke  meant 
pursue  ? 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  that  in 
the  course  of  a  few  days  he  should  be  able 
to  bring  forward  this  subject;  end  in  the 
mean  time  it  would  be  aecessary  to  atop 
the  further  progress  of  the  Bills  now  before 
the  House. 
The  CO  a  venation  tertninated. 

BisiioPBic  OP  DoRHAH  BiiL,]  The 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne,  in  moving  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  committal  of  the 
Bishopric  of  Durham  Bill,  said  it  was  ne- 
cessary that  the  measure  should  be  passed 
with  as  little  delay  as  possible.  There  was 
a  clause  In  the  Bill  for  the  abolition  of 
certain  local  courts.  On  that  point  very 
strong  representations  bad  been  made,  in 
order  to  retain  one  of  these  itoutts.  He 
alluded  to  the  Court  of  Pleas.  As  their 
Lordships  might  deem  it  expedient  not  to 
abolish  that  Court,  and  as  some  alterations 
must  be  made  in  the  Bill  if  that  were  the 
case,  he  trusted  that  the  noble  and  learn- 
ed Lord  would  allow  the  measure  to  go 
through  the  Committee  to-night,  pro 
forma.  The  proposed  amendments  might 
then  be  printed,  and  they  could  be  con- 
sidered on  the  report  or  on  (he  third  read- 
ing. By  this  means  all  unnecessary  delay 
would  be  avoided. 

Lord  Li/ndhuril  said,  he  was  nnxioits 
ihnt  ihe  Court  of  Pleat  should  not  be 
abolished,  because  the  general  feeling  waa, 
that  justice  was  promptly  and  eAectually 
administered  in  that  Court.  He  had  no 
objection  to  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
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M*n)UM»,  and  in  order  to  remmre  any 
difficulty,  be  would  propo*e  his  amead- 
menu  then. 

The  Marquess  q(  Londonderry  said,  he 
could  DOI,  in  justice  (o  tlie  pelitiooers 
against  the  Bill,  let  ibia  opportuoitj  pass 
williout  again  eipressiiig  liis  opinion.  It 
wai  not  hii  inl£iition  to  make  nay  obser- 
vationson  the  ecclesiastical  revenues  of  tlie 
See  of  Duihain,  until  the  Bill  appropriating 
Uiose  Tevenues  was  regularly  before  them  ; 
but  he  begged  leave  to  slate  what  was  the 
opinion  of  the  petitioners  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  abolition  of  those  Courts, 
The  petitioners  clearly  pointed  out  tlie 
great  loss  and  inconvenience  which  the 
county  would  experience  in  consequence 
of  the  proposed  srraDgement.  He  was 
extremely  sorry  that  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Wellington),  who  had  so  fre- 
quently declared  his  anxiety  to  uphold 
all  our  ancient  institutions,  should  have 
stated  it  to  be  his  inlention  to  support 
this  Bill.  And  what  were  the  grounds 
on  which  he  meant  to  afford  tt  that  sup- 
port? Why,  be  said  that  he  would  Uke 
that  course,  because  the  measure  was 
recommended  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners. If  the  noble  Duke  approved 
of  every  thing  recommended  by  the  Ec- 
clesiastical Commission,  he  must  approve 
of  much  that  was  recommended  by  per- 
Boni  whose  opinion,  with  reference  to  the 
Church  Establishment,  was  very  different 
from  his  own.  He,  therefore,  came  to 
this  conclusion,  that  the  noble  Duke  could 
not  agree  to  all  the  details  contained  in 
the  Reports  which  had  emanated  from 
that  Commission.  The  Commissioners 
had  altered  their  opinion  over  and  over 
■gain.  Let  theft  Lordships,  for  instance, 
look  to  the  See  of  Bristol,  On  ihat  poiut 
the  eyes  of  the  Commissioners  had,  it  ap- 
peared, becQ  opened.  If  lhat  were  so,  he 
could  not  understand  why  they  should 
not  look  again  into  the  case  of  the  county 
of  Durham.  Considering  the  statements 
made  in  the  petitions  which  he  had  pre- 
sented, ii  did  appear  to  him  that  the 
Commissioners  had  recommended  the  Le- 
gislature to  do  one  of  the  most  unjust 
Uiings  that  he  bad  ever  heard  of.  Now, 
of  whom  was  the  Commission  composed  ? 
He  saw  the  signatures  of  Sir  R.  Peel,  of 
Mr.  W.  Wynn,  &c..  affixed  to  the  first 
Report.  To  the  eecoud  Report  were  affixed 
the  signatures  of  Mvlboume,  S.  Rice,  and 
J.  C.  Ilobhouse— indiviiluLils  whose  feel- 
ings with  respect  to  the  Church  Estab- 


lishment were  rery  different  from  those 
that  were  entertained  by  the  preceding 
CommissioDers.  These  latter  individuals 
were  for  pursuing  a  couraeof  parsimonious 
economy;  but  ha  believed  if  they  had  a 
cheap  hierarchy  they  would  soon  have  a 
cheap  monarchy.  The  second  Report, 
speaking  of  the  palatine  Jurisdiction  of 
Durham,  said,  "With  respect  to  the  Bi- 
shopric of  Durham,  we  have  been  informed 
by  Viscount  Melbourne,  lhat  your  Majesty 
has  been  pleased  to  approve  of  a  plan  fur 
detaching  from  that  See  its  palatine  juris- 
diction, and  for  placing  the  county  of 
Durham  on  ihe  same  fooling  as  to  secuLir 
aft'airs  with  the  other  English  counties." 
Now,  the  noble  Duke  stated,  that  he 
would  support  this  Bill,  which  removed 
that  jurisdiction,  became  the  proposition 
was  recommended  by  the  Eoclesiastical 
Commissioners.  But  it  would  appear  that 
the  noble  Viscount  was  the  individual 
who  recommended  the  plan,  and  not  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  He  could 
not  see,  therefore,  how  the  noble  Duke 
could  give  the  measure  bis  support  as 
emanating  from  the  recommendation  of 
the  Commission.  He  should  now  advert 
to  the  reasons  which  induced  the  petition- 
ers to  object  to  the  abolition  of  the  Courts 
of  Chancery  and  Pleas  in  the  county  of 
Durham.  With  respect  to  the  first,  they 
said,  "  That  the  Court  of  Chancery,  in 
particular,  gives  the  advantage  (o  the  in- 
habitants of  obtaining  the  concurrence  of 
infant  heirs-at-law  and  trustees,  and  of 
prosecuting  the  other  matters  appertain- 
ing to  the  amicable  jurisdiction  of  the 
Court  of  Equity  at  a  slight  expense." 
And  why,  he  asked,  should  that  advan- 
tage be  taken  away  without  full  inquiry? 
It  had  not  been  removed  from  the  county 
of  Lancaster,  and  why  should  it  be  taken 
from  Durham  T  Why  should  this  harsh 
measure  be  restricted  to  Durham  alone? 
With  respect  to  the  Court  of  Pleas,  ihe 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  taken  up  that 
subject.  He  hoped  lhat  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  would  succeed  in  preventing 
the  abolition  of  that  Court ;  and  he  trusted 
that  the  noble  end  learned  Lord  would 
also  make  a  stand  for  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, and  prevent  it  being  annihilated. 
If  a  proper  case  were  made  out  for  that 
Court,  as  he  was  certain  could  be  done, 
why  should  it  not  be  left  untouched  ?  He 
should  be  glad  to  know  why,  in  the  exe- 
cution of  this  diOicult  task,  he  was  de- 
serted by  noble  Lords  on  that  side  of  the 
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the  propriety  of  appointbg  the  ConnDii^ 
sion,  he  thought  that  he  should  not  be 
far  wrong  in  sayiDg,  that  the  nobte  Lord 
had  deserted  and  disappointed  him.  Hs 
would  only  repeat,  that  he  felt  pleasure 
and  salisfacttoD  in  being  enabled  to  give 
his  support  to  the  present  or  any  other 
measure  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  which 
he  could  conscientiously  vote  for. 

The  Earl  of  WinckiUea  hoped,  that 
when  the  See  of  Durham  Appropriation 
Bill  should  be  brought  from  the  Com- 
mons, their  Lordships  would  show  every 
attention  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
late  Bishop,  as  regarded  the  institutions 
in  Durham  which  bad  been  founded  by 
him. 

The  House  went'  into  Committee,  and 
the  Bill,  with  amendments,  passed  throu^ 
the  Committee.  The  Report  to  be  re- 
ceived. 


House?  On  what  gronnds  did  they  sup- 
port this  Bill  ?  He  should,  of  course,  be 
told,  because  the  measure  was  recom- 
mended by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners. But  that  was  no  reason  for 
npholdiag  one  of  the  most  unjust  and 
cruel  measures  that  was  ever  brought  he- 
fore  Parliament.  The  petitioners  further 
stated,  in  support  of  the  continuance  of 
these- Courts, — 

"  tst.  Thai  the  Courts  are  of  immense  ad- 
vantage to  the  inhabitants  of  the  county,  in 
enabling  ihem  to  sue  for  and  obtain  payment 
of  debts  due  to  them  at  a  much  less  expense 
than  in  llie  courts  at  ^V  est  minster.  2d.  That 
if  tlic  Courts  are  abolished,  Ihe  inhabitants 
will  be  compelled  to  resort  to  the  superior 
Courts,  and  thereby  be  subjected  to  an  in- 
creased expense  per  annum  of  at  least  5,000{.. 
without  the  slightest  additional  advantage. 
3d.  That  no  case  of  abuse  in  the  practice  of 
the  Courts  of  Pleas  and  Chancery  can  be 
established  to  justify  their  abolition;  and  in 
the  absence  of  any  such  proof,  the  advantages 
now  enjoyed  by  the  inhabitants  ought  not  to 
he  taken  from  them,  4lh.  That  no  proper 
inquiry  has  been  instituted  into  the  necessity 
of  the  abolition  of  the  Courts,  all  information 
obtained  having  been  procured  fioro  one  or 
two  irresponsible  individuals  in  Durham,  by  a 
gentleman  sent  down  for  that  purpose,  and 
without  any  public  inquiry." 
He  conceived,  after  these  statemeats,  that 
their  Lordships  ought  to  pause  before  tli 
consented  to  such  a  measure  as  this.  For 
his  own  part,  he  must  protest  in  the 
strongest  manner  against  the  present  pro- 
ceeding for  the  abolition  of  those  most 
useful  Courts. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  that  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down  had 
complained  of  his  taking  him  by  surprise 
with  respect  to  the  support  he  had  chosen 
to  give  the  Bill  before  their  Lordships. 
He  (the  Duke  of  Wellington)  had  been  a 
party  [o  the  appointment  of  the  Cotnmis- 
aion  BO  frequently  alluded  to  by  the  noble 
Lord  in  the  course  of  his  speech,  and  al- 
though that  Commission  had  certainly 
been  considerably  changed  since  he  was 
in  office,  yet  he  felt  happy  in  being  able 
to  give  his  support  to  a  measure  brought 
forward  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  having 
the  Report  of  its  members  for  its  basis. 
The  noble  Lord  had  complained  of  his 
having  deserted  and  disappointed  him 
tipon  this  question  ;  but,  in  reality,  the 
contrary  was  the  case;  for  when  he  bore 
ill  mind  that  the  noble  Lord,  during  the 
time  that  he  (the  Duke  of  Wellington) 
was  in  oOice,  had  concurred  with  him  in 
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ponUau  (SwUuid). 
PelUoBi  pnKDtal.    : 


Hcgulitlao  An.— By  laiBil 
Mbkhiha  from  vvtoiu  jiImb  icahuC  TuRi]nke  Truicj 
CodMlUittal  na^^Sf  Mr.  Ldus,  ftom  Honvhan,  fbr 
KidH  Liovs  (Irdud)  Bin.— Bf  KTcnl  Hon.   Mn- 

ProrUoni  of  MuqkU>Bl  CarponlicRH  (It^htkI)  Bill,  M 
■Rlglunr  (HBCid  ti<r  the  Houh.— Bt  Brent  Ho*.  Mh- 
HEU.  frDm  >uiciiii|iliimfiiTAtii^ciao  of  TiUw  {IrdudK 
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ftnm  Lttia,  agtlDn  Vote  by  Ballot. — By  Dr.  Bowhiho. 
mn  Pea*ick.  tai  AltErUiaa  ot  Law  nliltng  to  Slttuta 
Liliou^(SfloUandl. — By  Dt.  Bowkimo,  rnnn  Feswidi,  D* 

AtBllUoD  ot  PlogRlDg  ind  NiTil  tmpnoncut By  Bn 

n.  VivnK,  from  ilrHai  Protarion  (Brtrtal),  tat  nnu- 
DsntioQ  for  Attcndiog  Comaei^  Inquati.  and  Tram  Uw 
LegtilatlTo  Council  oT  t^ower  Cuiidit.  ■plmt  attention 
of  TimbR  DuliH,— By  Ml.  Locb.  rtain  Spirit  Dealwi  of 
KilTDiud,  In  fhrouroT  Si^tIcudui  Llquon  BiUi  and  irom 
th*  Hmd-Loom  Wea-nn  of  Saltcoiti  and  SL  QuIroH, 
(be  AefulaHon  at  Wugn,  aod  rnmi  Cabin,  nfiAiil  SbIhiob 
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JODRNBD  Dbbate — Third  D*y._]  Mr. 
Sergeant  Jackson  in  rising  to  address  the 
House  said,  he  had  offered  himself  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  debate  fur  that  pur- 
pose, but  had  not  succeeded  in  catcnitiK 
the  Speaker's  eye.  He  was  rather  pleased 
than  otherwise  at  that  ctrcumstancet  be- 
cause,  since   lie    had    before    riseiit   the 
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important  question  wliicli  now  awaitecl 
ihc  decision  of  the  House  hurl  been  placed 
npon  its  true  grotinds.  The  quention  now 
resolved  itaelf  into  this — "are  we  to  hnve 
an  Established  Cliurch  in  Ireland,  or  are 
we  not }  He,  perhapB,  might  be  thought 
to  have  stated  the  question  within  too 
narrow  a  compass,  and  be  certainly  did 
believe  it  was  a  question  affecting  the  wel- 
fare and  dearest  interetits,  not  merely  of 
Ireland,  but  of  this  great  and  extensive 
empire.  He  believed  the  qaestion  to  be 
this,  and  no  less  than  this — "  are  we  to 
hare  an  Established  Church  within  this 
empire  at  all  ?"  He  believed  that  if  it  were 
not  now  distinctly  avowed  to  that  extent, 
sooner  or  later  the  queslion  must  come 
to  that.  Nay,  be  believed  that  if  they 
went  on  in  the  downward  course  proposed 
to  them,  they  would  at  no  distant  day 
have  to  decide  whether  they  were  to  have 
preserved  to  them  and  their  posterity  the 
blessings  of  the  British  mnuerchy  and  con- 
stitution. It  had  been  stated  again  and 
again,  even  within  these  ivaJIs,  that  this 
nuisance,  as  the  Protestant  Church  was 
termed,  must  be  abal«d.  Ticlenda  est 
Carthago  was  tlic  cry  now  used.  The 
boo.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the  Member 
for  Tij>]K:rary  (Mr.  Slieil)  had  no  later  than 
last  night  uttered  this  slrikiDg  exclama- 
tion— "Down  with  the  institution  which 
cannot  be  sustained  save  by  Old  Sarnm  and 
Gaiton."  Therefore,  it  was  now,  within 
these  walls  and  outside  of  them,  boldly 
stated  that  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land muiit  be  destroyed.  He  was  quite 
aware  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
fiudiog  from  the  loud  cheers  from  this  aide 
of  the  House  that  he  had  spoken  too  plainly, 
afterwards  sought  to  correct  his  expres- 
sions and  spoke  of  theabusesc^  the  Church 
— but  tliere  was  no  douht  us  to  the  kn- 
gnagehehad  really  used, and  it  was  evident 
from  the  quarter  where  the  cheers  proceeded 
that  his  real  meaning  was  perfectly  well 
understood.  But  even  supposing  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemun  bad  applied  him- 
self to  the  abuses  of  the  Church,  be  would 
ask  what  were  the  abuses  which  he  had 
established  or  even  alleged  against  the  Irish 
Church  ?  And  if  the  House  would  coolly 
and  dispassionately  consider  the  subject, 
he  would  venture  to  say,  that  they  would 
find  no  ground  of  complaint,  which  would 
justify  them  in  plundering  it  of  its  reve- 
nues, and  signing  its  death-vrarrant.  He 
had  taken  notes  of  the  topics  which  the 
bon,  and  learned  fjientleman  had  urged  in 
bit  Speech  lost  night ;  and  bis  first  char^ 
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against  tbc  Established  Church  in  Ireland 
was,  that  the  Clergy  of  that  Church,  for- 
sooth, had  had  tlie  audacity  to  assert  their 
claim  to  a  legal  and  incontrovertible  right. 
He  be^ed  to  know  whether  they  had 
already  arrived  at  the  time  when  it  was  to 
be  made  a  charge  against  a  body  or  an 
individual,  that  they  appealed  to  the  laws  of 
the  land  in  the  defence,  or  for  the  assertion 
of  their  own  rights,  that  the  clergy  were 
to  be  maligned  and  persecuted  ttecause 
they  had  dared  to  appeal  to  the  laws  for 
the  recovery  of  their  undoubted  right? 
This^roperty  had  belonged  to  the  Church 
for  centuries ;  but  it  rested  not  merely  upon 
the  possession  of  centuries  ;  it  rested  upon 
one  of  the  most  solemn  national  compacts 
that  ever  had  been  eutered  into.  The 
House  would  readily  conjecture  that  he 
referred  to  the  legislative  Union  between 
the  two  countries.  By  that  solemn  com- 
pact it  was  made  an  indispensable  and 
fundamental  provision,  that  the  branch  of 
the  united  Church  of  England  and  Ireland, 
established  in  Ireland,  shuuld  be  main, 
tained  inviolable.  And  it  was  not  to  be 
forgottcn,that  this  Actof  Union  was  passed 
suMcqucntly  to  the  period  when  Roman 
Catholics  obtained  politi«J  power,  as  the 
House  was  awure  that  the  elective  franchise 
was  conferred  on  the  Roman  Catholics  in 
1703,  and  the  Act  of  Union  was  not  passed 
tilt  the  year  1800.  The  next  charge  made 
against  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  Ire- 
laud  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentteman 
was,  that  they  hud  been  wded  in  enforcing 
their  legal  rights  by  a  body  called  the  Lay 
Association.  Upon  a  former  occasion  he 
had  not  hesitated  to  avow  that  he  was  a 
Member  of  that  Lay  Association.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenuy  bad 
given  notice  of  a  motion,  that  he  would 
move  for  a  Committee  to  inquire  Into  the 
nature  of  a  certain  illegal  Association  in 
Ireland,  called  the  Lay  Asttociation.  He 
had  attended  in  his  place  on  the  day  for 
which  the  notice  stood  upon  the  books  of 
the  House,  but  it  was  withdrawn  tub 
tilenlio.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  renewed  his  notice,  and  had  fixed  it 
for  a  day  in  which  it  was  quite  impossible 
he  could  have  attended.  He  had  mentioned 
the  circumstance  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  who  had  fixed  it  for  another 
day,  but  from  that  time  to  this  nothing 
more  had  been  heard  of  it.  He  would  only 
observe,  that  when  the  bon.  and  learnea 
Gentleman  should  think  proper  to  brine  it 
forward,  he  should  be  ready  to  meet  mm. 
But  til  the  time  thia  notice  had  been  ot) 
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tlie  books,  stigroatlslng  t)ie  ABsocintion  m 
at)  illcf^ul  A3«)Giati(ni,  and  that  he  stippoeecl 
WAS  the  object  of  thnt  learDe<l  Gentleman. 
What  was  the  next  topic  to  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Shell)  hud 
adverted  7  He  bad  Teiitured  to  saf  Id  the 
face  of  the  Commons  House  of  PnrliameDt, 
that  the  Conrt  of  Eschequer  in  Ireland  tiatl 
arrayed  itself  gainst  the  king's  Govern' 
meat.  Somehnn.  Members  opposite  cried 
hear,  hear,  but  did  thef  think  it  would  be 
useful  to  Ireland — did  tliejr  thidk  it  ^ould 
tend  to  produce  peace  and  suboidtnatloti 
in  that  country  to  hekr  Charges  of  this  dc- 
Bci'lptioti  brought  against  those  liigh  and 
respectable  disracters  who  administered 
the  law  in  that  country?  And  he  must 
own  that  upon  thiB,  as  upon  other  occasioDS, 
he  Itad  been  dis^sted  and  shocked  that 
his  Mi^esty's  Ministers  should  have  rat 
silent  and  heard  Kuch  charges  preferred, 
and  have  suffered  them  to  pus  unrebuked. 
He  could  conceive  nothing  more  deetructivo 
to  the  (leace  and  tvell-being  of  societyt  than 
that  such  false  charfies  shnuld  be  Bllowed 
to  be  brought  with  impunity  against  tlie 
constituted  authorities  of  the  land,  It 
was  the  duty  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers  tu 
see  those  sutharitiea  treated  with  renpect, 
at  least  with  common  justice  |  and  he 
tliuught  they  bad  failed  in  their  duty  by 
permitting  servants  of  their  own  to  joiti  In 
vilifying  the  Judges  of  the  land.  But  ho 
would  go  further  and  tay,  that  the  charge 
would  have  been  much  more  coiTectiy  stated 
if  it  bad  been  inverted,  and  if  it  were 
stated  that  the  Goverument  In  Ireland  had 
arr.-iyed  itself  against  the  Court  of  Esche- 

Jucr.  The  revered  Judges  of  that  high 
'uurt,  than  whom  there  were  not  more 
learned,  more  honourable,  or  more  highly 
respected  individuals  in  the  landi  had  pio- 
iiounced  a  solemn  judgment  upon  the  im- 
portant question  which  had  come  before 
them.  The  law*officers  of  the  Crown  were 
seen  to  enter  that  Court  and  argue  in  fa> 
vour  of  those  ohargei  with  contempt  of  that 
Court.  The lawofficers  tvere  rcp^ed  toby 
bin  respected  friends,  Mr,  Fennel^tlier  and 
Mr.  Smith,  and  after  a  patient  hearing 
ud  a  full  debate,  the  Court  had  come  to  a 
decision,  of  the  corteciness  of  which  he 
believed  no  lawyer  could  entertain  a  doubt. 
He  was  r^oiced  to  bear  that  an  appeal  had 
been  lodged  against  that  decision,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  whatever  upon  his  mind  that 
the  court  of  dernier  retort  would  affinu 
the  deeision  of  the  court  below.  Insinua. 
tioni  were  also  ifarown  out  against  one  of 
tlu  Jud^  gf  til*  C9urt  of  Exilbti)uuw> 
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namely,  13nrun  Smith—than  u'hiiin  tliero 
was  not  living  a  man  of  a  liighor  sense  of 
honour,  and  miire  spotless  integrity  ;  that 
he  had  "  conventenUy"  oome  down  to  court 
after  a  long  absencoi  for  the  ipecial  pur- 
pose of  deciding  that  motion.  He  wouhl 
never,  please  God,  hazard  an  sMertion  On  a 
matter  of  fact,  iu  that  House  or  elsewhere, 
of  which  he  had  not  latisFactorv  evidence  | 
and,  therefore,  he  bad  abatBintid,  when  that 
vile  inginuution  had  been  thrown  out,  from 
stating  that  of  which  he  then  enttrtoiued 
ni>  doubt  from  his  recollection,  namely^ 
that  it  was  utterly  destitute  of  foundation  I 
but  now  he  was  able  tu  state  with  absoluta 
certainty,  having  aacertaiDed  the  facta 
whilst  in  Ireland  during  the  recess,  that 
the  learned  Baron,  whose  abasiice  from  tho 
bench  had  been  occasioued  by  a  severe  io- 
disiiDsitioOt  iu  his  anxiety  to  discharge  hia 

Eublic  duty,  though  by  no  means  recovored, 
ad  come  down  Iu  court  on  the  Monday 
preceding,  and  had  sat  on  the  Tuesday, 
the  VVedocsday,  and  the  Thursday  imme- 
dtatfly  preceding  the  Friday  on  which  the 
motion  in  question  came  on  j  and  he  could 
tell  the  hon.  nud  learned  Gentleman,  or 
rather  he  would  tell  the  House,  upon  tho 
uuthurity  of  that  eminent  and  independent 
Judge,  that  he  had  no  mure  idea  that  such 
a  moiion  was  depending,  or  likely  t>i  couia 
on,  than  he  had  of  what  was  to  bo  movud 
iu  West  minster- hall  on  ihnt  day ;  and  aa 
the  motion  lay  upon  his  Majesty's  Attor- 
ney-General, it  is  obvious  that  it  could  only 
have  been  known  by  communication  front 
him,  whether  he  intended  to  briog  it  fur- 
ward,  or  at  what  time  -,  and  yet  this  insult 
was  offered  to  one  of  the  King's  Judges  iu 
the  presence  of  hie  Majesty's  Miuislersand 
his  Attorney- General  for  Ireland,  who 
neither  rebuked  nor  repelled  it.  The  next 
topic  to  nhich  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Tipperary  had  referred,  was  one  to 
which  no  man  of  huiuaiiity  could  advert 
without  pain — namely,  the  coltiMoa  at 
BathcMmac,  in  which  human  liie  had  been 
sacrificed.  But  he  begged  to  know  who 
were  the  persona  responsible  for  the  oolli* 
sioas  whion  had  taken  place  ?  A  tremen- 
dous respODSihility  it  wus  [cAwrcj].  Did 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  by  their  cheer* 
mean  todiarge  it  against  the  Irish  Chtiroh  i 
[cAcers],  Did  Uiey  charge  it  against  the 
clergy  of  that  Church  7  [cAmts].  He 
supposed  ha  was  to  conclude  from  thesa 
cheers  that  they  did — but  he  begged  leave 
with  great  respect  for  those  who  cheered, 
to  deny  the  diarge  aa  a}i|>lieaUa  to  the 
Churcb  gr  ber  nmietmi      Ha  thvught 


„  Cockle 


13  A^ourned  Debate—  {  Jum 

it  capable  of  demonatration,  that  the  per-  , 
sons  who  agitated  Ireland,  both  lay  and 
clerical,  were  responsible  for  tbesc  tre- 
Tneadous  reaults.  He  wai  quite  aware  that 
the  dieadful  affair  of  lUthcormac  was 
charged  upon  the  Irish  Church.  There 
never  was,  in  liis  opinion,  a  charge  more 
devoid  of  truth — and  as  he  had  the  mcaas 
of  referring  to  the  depositiODS  taken  before 
the  CoroDer,  and  to  the  afBdavits  which  hod 
been  brought  before  the  Court  of  King's 
Bench,  in  the  motion  to  quash  the  inqui- 
sition of  the  Coroner's  Jury,  ha  would  oeg 
leave  to  state  to  the  House  the  real  facts 
of  the  case  :  Archdeacon  Hjder  was  rector 
of  a  parish  in  which  the  premises  of  the 
Widow  Ryan  were  aituated,  from  whom 
a  large  arrear  of  tithe  composition  was  due 
to  him.  He  was  desirous  of  obtaining  it, 
but  was  told  by  her  that  she  dare  not  pay 
it — that  she  was  perfectly  willing  to  do  so, 
but  that  were  she  to  pay  it  without  com- 
pulsion, her  life  would  not  be  worth  a 
week's  purchase;  but  she  said  that  if  Arch- 
deacon Ryder  would  apply  to  the  proper 
BUthorllies,  and  would  ttriog  a  parly  of  the 
military  Into  her  neighbourhood,  she  and 
her  neighbours  would  cheerfiilly  pay.  He 
(the  Archdeacon)  occordtogly  obtained  the 
assistance  of  the  military,  and  tbey  went 
to  the  spot  under  the  direction  of  a  just- 
ice of  the  peace.  X<et  it  be  remembered 
that  this  did  not  occur  under  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  right  hoD.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  but  under  the  one 
which  preceded  it.  Ho  did  not  state  this 
for  the  purpose  of  casting  any  imputation 
upon  that  Government,  It  was  the  duty 
of  every  Government  to  enforce  obe- 
dience  to  the  law,  and  therefore  they  did 
nothing  mure  than  their  duty  in  granting 
the  aid  of  the  military  on  this  occasion. 
The  military  party  assembled  and  marched 
towards  the  pUce.  The  peasantry,  not  of 
the  neighbourhood,  but  brought  from  a 
distance,  Mraagcrs,  to  the  number  of  seT»- 
ral  bundieds,  as  it  appeared  in  evidence  at 
the  inquest,  colleoted  together,  armed  with 
bludgeons  and  deadly  weapons,  also  pro- 
ceeded towards  the  place,  yelling  "  no 
tithes,"  "  down  with  titties,"  and  other 
exclamations  of  that  sort.  The  mob  took 
another  route,  and  arrived  before  the  mili- 
toiy  at  the  house  of  the  widow  Ryan. 
Archdeacon  Ryder  went  to  the  house  of 
this  woman,  and  aiked  her  for  her  tUha : 
she  was  actunlty  about  to  pay  it,  but  was 
pievented,  and  the  militEiry  were  attacked  ; 
and  a  nmilar  Kane  to  that  wbioh  occurred 
ftt  CurickdMMk  wu  likely  to  result.    The 
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military  refrained  as  long  as  poi^ble  from 
using  their  fire-amu,  but,  in  the  last  ex- 
tremity, to  prevent  themselves  from  beinc 
destroyed  on  the  spot,  they  were  compelled 
in  self-defence  to  fire,  and  unfortunately 
lives  were  Bacrificed.  He  did  not  hesitate 
as  a  lawyer  to  say,  and  be  spoke  in  the 
presence  of  lawyers,  that  if  a  lawless  and 
riotous  mob  armed  themselves  for  the  pur- 
pose of  altering  by  force  that  wliicb  is 
established  by  tbe  law  of  the  laad,  such  an 
aiisembly  is  of  a  treasonable  character.  It 
amouDts  to  a  levying  of  war  against  the 
King,  and  no  man  could  doubt  that  the 
military  and  police  were  fully  justified  in 
resisting  such  a  mob,  especially  in  defence 
of  their  own  lives.  Unfortunately  death 
had  ensued,  and  no  man  in  the  House  or 
out  of  it  had  more  deeply  deplored  that 
calamity  than  the  clergyman  and  ■oagis- 
trates  unhappily  concerned  in  that  a^r. 
He  knew  one  of  tbem,  and  he  never  wit- 
nessed mental  agony  which  could  be  cont- 
parcd  to  that  whidi  that  gentleman  »p- 
peured  to  suffer  in  consequence  of  that 
melancholy  transaction.  Nothing  could 
be  more  scandalous  than  the  scene  which 
occurred  at  the  inquest  The  Jury,  in 
place  of  being  returned  by  constables, 
were  absolutely  nominated  by  bye-btandcre 
and  partLKsnt,  and  several  of  theta  had  but 
a  partial  view,  and  heard  part  only  of  the 
evidence ;  and  could  it  be  wondered  at, 
under  such  citcumstancca,  and  amidst  all 
the  esciteraent  and  ferment  which  utterly 
prevented  them  from  forming  a  calm  and 
dispassionate  judgment,  that  the  Jury 
found  a  verdict  of  wilful  murder  against 
the  parties  concerned  7  This  was  not  to  be 
submitted  to,  and  the  magistrates  applied 
to  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  to  quash  that 
inquiution,  and  the  Court  did  quash  it, 
and  thereby  frustrated  the  obvious  inten> 
tioa  of  that  most  unjust  and  irregular 
finding,  which  was  to  put  the  accused 
upon  their  trial,  without  the  constitutional 
intervention  of  a  Grand  Jury.  A  Bill 
was  afterwards  sent  up  to  the  county 
Grand  Jury,  and  he  was  happy  to  say  the 
three-and-twenty  Grand  Jurors  of  the 
county  of  Cork  unanimously  ignored  it. 
These  were  the  simple  premises  upon 
which  the  charges  to  which  he  had  adverted 
were  brought  against  the  Irish  Church, 
and  he  thought,  that  if  the  House  wotiM 
do  him  the  honour  to  give  him  credit  for 
the  accuracy  of  the  facts  which  he  had 
stated,  tbey  would  be  satisfied  that  there 
never  were  charges  more  unfounded.  It 
was  his  duty  to  set  tbb  mattu  in  iti  tnw 
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light— for  it  was  continually  brought  for^ 
ward,  both  wiihin  this  House  and  out  of 
it.  It  bad  become  the  war-cry  of  the  oppo- 
site party ;  it  was  used  at  all  the  elections 
in  Ii«land — and  nothing  was  left  undone  to 
exdCe  the  popular  mind;  placards  were 
posted,  and  paintings,  or  nther  daubs,  of 
the  scene  at  Rathcormac,  were  exhibited 
in  the  city  of  Cork,  at  the  election,  on  the 
walla  of  the  Committee-room  of  the  popu- 
lar candidates,  the  effect  of  which  virtually 
was,  sreatly  to  endanger  the  public  peace 
and  the  safety  of  electors  in  the  (mposite 
interest.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Tipperary  had  next  alluded  to  what 
occurred  at  Inniscarra,  another  of  those 
unfortunate  transactions ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Jackson)  would  confidently  submit  to  the 
House,  after  laying  before  them  a  fflmple 
statement  of  the  facts  of  that  case,  whether 
it  was  just  to  stigmatise  the  clergyman 
connected  with  that  transaction  as  a  mur- 
derer. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  drawn  a  most  touching  picture,  in  his 
powerful  lauguage,  by  which  the  hon. 
Member  had,  no  doubt,  carried  away  the 
feelings  of  many  hon.  Gentlemen ;  and  he 
had  represented  tbb  clergyman  as  wiping 
away  his  tears  with  fingers  dripping  witli 
the  blood  of  his  victim.  But  the  mis- 
fortune of  this  and  many  other  of  the 
tepresentations  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was,  that  there  was  not  a 
panicle  of  truth  in  them.  [Mr.  H.  Grot' 
tan:  It  is  &ct.]  What,  Sir,  esclaimed 
Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson,  a  matter  of  fact ! 
Does  the  hon.  Gentleman  know  that 
the  rev.  clergyman  was  not  present 
upon  the  unhappy  occasion  ?  [Mr.  Gral- 
lam  I  mean  it  is  matter  of  fact  that 
he  shed  tears.]  It  was  true  he  had 
shed  tears  while  nanaling  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  before  &e  inquest,  and 
it  was  no  disgrace  to  him  to  have  done  so ; 
but  did  the  hon,  Member  for  Meath  mean 
to  say  that  it  was  literally  true  that  the 
clergyman  wiped  away  his  tears  with  his 
bloody  hands  ?  [_He  loaded  the  jnatoU  for 
the  bailiff's.'^  He  was  sure  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Tipperary  could  not 
tnean  to  make  any  such  representation  as 
being  literally  true  ;  but  unhappily  it  did 
too  o^en  occur  that  his  imagination  and 
fancy  supplied  him  with  pictures  which 
were  a  very  bad  substitute  indeed  for  mat- 
ters of  fact.  He  had  already  stated  to  the 
House,  that  the  reverend  gentleman  alluded 
to  was  not  present  at  the  conflict  at  all. 
It  had,  however,  been  said  that  he  had 
loaded  the  pistols.    But  the  House  should 

know  tbfl  real  ftcti  of  the  caw  u  iegatd«d 


that  This  gentleman  had  tithes  due  to  him 
for  three  or  four  years  in  the  parish  of 
Inniscarra.  He  was  a  gentleman  who  had 
conciliated  the  love  and  respect  of  those 
around  him,  even  of  his  Roman  Catholic 
parishionerB.  He  applied  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  assistance  to  make  efiectual  the 
service  of  his  processes — the  Government 
told  him,  he  should  have  the  requisite 
assistance;  but  it  afterwards  turned 
out  that  the  Government  refused  the 
aid,  being  informed,  he  knew  not  by 
whom,  that  as  the  proceedings  were  l^ 
virtue  of  subptenas  into  one  of  the  superior 
courts  of  Dublin,  the  clergyman  nexA  not 
ask  the  assistance  of  Qovemment,  for  he 
would  obtain  a  substitution  of  service,  and 
the  benefit  of  the  writ  of  assistance  which 
would  he  issued  by  that  Court.  The 
clergyman  consulted  counsel,  and  they  t(dd 
him  what  no  lawyer  would  dispute,  that 
the  Court  of  Exchequer,  would  jiot  sub- 
stitute service,  norgrant  awritof  Bssbtance, 
until  service  had  been  endeavoured  to  be 
effected,  and  resisted  or  frustrated  by  force. 
He  then,  upon  the  advice  of  counsel,  re- 
solved to  attempt  the  service.  The  country 
was  in  a  most  excited  state  in  consequence 
of  tithe  agitation,  and  he  knew  that  the 
lives  of  those  who  went  out  to  assst  in  the 
service  of  his  processes  would  be  in  the 
greatest  danger,  if  they  had  not,  in  the 
absence  of  any  military  or  police,  at  least 
arms  to  defend  themselves  in  case  of  need. 
That  gentleman  had  not  a  single  pistol  in 
bis  house;  he  never  kept  them.  For  a 
long  period  before  this  occurred  he 
had  lived  in  the  greatest  danger ;  it  was 
imposnble  for  him  to  leave  the  house  even 
for  a  short  time,  but  the  hills  were  liehted 
up,  he  heard  signals  by  whistles  and  horns 
wherever  he  showed  himself,  so  as  plainly 
to  indicate  the  hazard  he  nn  in  venturing 
out;  and  even  the  females  of  his  family 
(his  wife  was  an  English  lady,  unaccn»< 
tomed  to  scenes  now  but  too  familiar  in  the 
unha|)py  sister  country)  were  miserable 
when  it  became  necessary  for  htm  to  leave 
bis  house  for  a  moment.  While  the  neigh- 
bourhood was  in  this  stale,  be  found  italH 
^olutely  necessary  to  give  his  men  fire- 
arms, to  enable  them  to  defend  themselves, 
if  attacked,  in  serving  his  processes;  and 
he  sent  to  the  city  of  Cork  for  pistols  for 
that  purpose.  One  party  west  oot  to 
attempt  service ;  they  were  hunted  through 
the  country  for  their  lives,  and  were  un- 
able to  effect  their  object.  Another  par^ 
,  was  sent  out  with  the  same  intention ;  and 
they  bad  succeeded  in  serring  ons  mui 
iriien,  upon  theii  letuiDt  thecnab/  VH 
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right.  He  knew  it  had  been  mode  a  chtirge 
aguinst  liim  of  breach  of  faith  for  reading 
that  letter  in  the  House;  but  it  had  been 
published  in  the  newspapers  long  before 
he  had  read  it — ^not  only  that  particular 
one,  but  others  which  the  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  written,  of  a  mnilar  na- 
ture, to  the  clergymen  of  different  pa- 
riabes  in  which  he  owned  land  ;  and  taey 


nuMd ;  they  were  pursued,  and  af^r  rc- 
treaUng  ibr  some  time  with  their  faces 
turned  towards  thnr  foes,  they  were  com- 
pelled to  turn  and  run  for  tbdr  Uyes; 
an  old  man,  lets  swift  than  others,  was 
left  behind — he  was  closed  upon  by  the 
mol^— they  beat  him  into  a  dyke  with 
atones,  and  they  succeeded  in  depriving 
the  poor  old  man  of  his  life ;  the  murderer 
who  was  stain  on  that  occauon,  was  in  the 
T«7  act  of  striking  him,  whilst  down, 
when  the  old  man  fired  his  pistol,  and  go 
close  was  the  man  to  him  that  his  clothes 
were  actually  discoloured  by  the  gunpow- 
der; to  say,  therefore,  that  it  was  a  wan- 
ton firing  upon  the  people  was  a  most 
KrierouB  pervernon  of  the  truth.  And  was 
It  juit,  nia  would  put  it  to  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber, to  charge  upon  the  clergy  of  the  Irish 
Church  the  scenes  of  Ratbcormac  and 
Inniscarra?  There  was  one  fact  he  had 
omitted  with  respect  to  the  Ratbcormac 
a0iur;  upon  the  motion  in  the  King's 
Bench,  to  quash  the  finding  of  the  coro- 
ner's inquest,  the  coroner  had  stated,  on  his 
oath,  in  one  of  the  affidavits  filed  on  that 
occasion,  that  he  believed  the  publications 
which  had  gone  forth,  particularly  certEun 
letters  addressed  to  the  people  of  Ireland, 
telling  them  that  the  mihtary  had  no  right 
to  enter  upon  the  premises  to  distrain  or 
sei^  tithes,  and  telUng  them  how  far  they 
miffht  go  in  resisting  the  persons  engaged 
in  levying  tithes,  had  influenced  the  Jury 
in  coming  to  the  monstrous  decision- 
charging  wilfiil  murder  against  the  magis- 
trates and  other  parties  concerned.  Such 
were  the  real  facts  of  those  cases  which  the 
boo.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  pictured 
in  such  glowing  language  last  night — lan- 
guage which  it  was  impossible  to  hear 
without  it  producing  a  very  considerable 
effect ;  hut  he  put  it  to  the  House  whether, 
when  the  speech  of  that  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  taken  to  pieces,  analyzed 
|>art  by  part,  it  did  not  all  fritter  away 
into  utter  nothingness  ?  What  was  the 
next  topic  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  adverted  9  Why,  forsooth, 
the  clergyman  of  his  parish  lud  had  the 
audadty  to  sue  him  for  that  which  he  had 
a  right  to  demand,  dnd  which,  as  a  gentle- 
man of  rank  and  large  fortune,  he  was  fully 
able  to  p^.  What  was  the  answer  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman?  Why,  he 
wrote  a  letter  to  the  clei^yman,  stating  that 
be  had  hia  option  between  lonng  his  seat 
for  llpperBry  and  paying  his  tithes.  Was 
that  a  fitting  answer  from  one  gentleman 
to  sDOtber,  u  leply  to  »  demand  of  a  legal 


of  Exchequer,  which  they  had  done  ac- 
cordingly. He  trusted  he  had,  therefore, 
done  nothing  derogatory  to  his  character  as 
a  Member  of  that  House,  or  as  a  gentle 
man,  in  reading  that  letter — which  had  not 
only  been  previously  published  in  widely 
circulating  newspapers,  but  were  placed 
upon  the  public  flies  of  a  court  of  justice. 
Had  it  been  a  document  of  a  private  nature, 
or  had  it  been  obtained  in  any  unister  or 
unbecoming  manner,  all  who  knew  him 
would,  he  was  confident,  believe  him  to  tie 
incapable  of  bringing  it  before  that  House. 
But  being  a  document  of  a  public  nature, 
and  of  great  importance,  and  bearing  so 
strongly  upon  the  matter  in  issue  in  that 
House,  as  well  as  in  the  Court  of  Exche- 
quer, he  wBB  not  merely  justified,  but  Iiound 
to  make  use  of  it.  But  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  told  them,  that  ever 
since  that  tetter  had  been  published,  tlie 
clergyman  in  question  had  been  unable 
ever  to  go  to  church  on  a  Sunday  without 
the  protection  of  a  guard  of  police.  He 
believed  there  were  Englishmen  in  his 
hearing  who  loved  and  revered  the  laws 
of  the  land — who  would  willingly  lay 
down  their  lives  in  defence  of  these  laws. 
He  would  ask,  then,  was  such  a  state  of 
thin^  to  be  endured  ?  Was  it  to  be  en- 
durA  that  the  country  was  to  be  brought 
into  such  a  state,  that  a  clergyman  dare  nut 
go  to  the  house  of  God  without  the  protec- 
tion of  a  police  force  ?  Some  hon.  Gen_ 
tlemen  seemeil  to  imply  by  their  cheers, 
that  all  this  might  be  justly  charged  upon 
the  clergy  themselves.  [A'o  .H  He  was  glad 
he  had  mistaken  the  hon.  Member.  But 
he  again  put  it  to  the  House,  if  the  clergy 
were  not  chargeable  with  these  things,  who 
were?  There  must  be  some  cause ;  it  did 
not  happen  by  chance.  He  would  tell  the 
House  the  cause.  It  was  the  prolonged, 
the  reiterated  a^tation  that  was  kept  Mp~- 
the  exaggerated  and  higbly-colour^  state- 
ments that  were  addressed  to  an  inflammable 
people.  For  with  all  the  good  qualities 
which  belonged  to  his  countrymen,  any 
\ndj  acquainted  witb  them  Ictww  wdl  that 
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tbey  had  one  defect  in  their  character,  that 
they  were  easily  led  eltlier  for  good  or  for 
evil.  The  Protestant  clergy  and  the  King*! 
ttwjp*  were  designated  as  murderers  ard 
blood-slain'ed  men,  snd  with  aucfa  excite- 
ment aa  this,  wag  it  to  be  wondered  at  that 
the  people  were  urved  to  excesses.  At  the 
last  election  for  Tipperary,  placards  were 
circulated  caUiug  upon  the  people,  by  their 
hatred  of  tithes  and  by  the  blood  that  was 
■bed  at  Rathcormae,  to  Tote  in  a  particular 
way.  f  he  word  blood  in  thne  placards 
was  printed  in  large  red  letters,  and  the 
rest  of  it  in  black  type.  Now,  he  put  it  to 
the  House,  when  such  means  were  used  to 
excite  the  feelings  of  so  irritflble  and  wam- 
tempered  people  as  the  Irish,  was  It  to  be 
wondered  at,  that  the  lives  of  that  perse- 
cuted and  maligned  body  of  men,  the  Irish 
clei^,  were  put  in  the  most  imminent 
Jeopardy  >  He  would  read  some  extracts 
from  two  letters  received  froim  two  clergy- 
men in  Ireland.  He  should  not  for  ob- 
vious leaaons  mention  names ;  in  the  pre. 
lent  state  of  Ireland  it  would  probably  en. 
danger  their  lives.  The  writer  of  one  ol 
the  letters  taid-«"  My  feelings  will  not 
bUow  me  to  give  a  particular  statement  of 
the  privations  and  sufferings  to  which  my 
family  and  I  have  been  exposed  since  the 
conspiracy  has  been  formed  against  us  ;  but 

fou  ctn  form  a  fair  estimate  of  these,  when 
state,  I  have  a  standing  family  oir  thir- 
teen individuals,  subsisting  for  the  most 
part  on  the  produce  of  my  glebe  of  twelve 
acres,  cultivated  principally  by  my  sons. 
As  for  money  I  can  get  none:  and  the  Go- 
vernment loan  was  by  no  means  adequali 
to  the  liquidation  of  my  debts,  which 
accumulated  in  consequence  of  my  being 
obliged  to  deal  on  credit.  Since  October 
last  I  have  bad  but  51.  in  my  bouse,  and 
that  borrowed ;  all  my  resources  are  now 
exhausted  ;  I  have  been  unable  lo  release 
my  letters  from  the  office ;  my  servant  has 

r'ven  me  notice,  and  demands  his  wages ; 
have  no  prospect  of  making  a  tillage  to 
tbe  supply  ofauch  a  long  family  with  the 
common  necessaries  of  life  for  the  ensuing 
season,"  The  writer  of  the  second  letter 
slated,  that  the  Roman  Catholic  priest  of 
the  parish  had  publicly  affirmed  to  bis 
flock,  that  the  writer  would  probably  send 
him  to  gaol  for  the  non-payment  of  hii 
tithes,  and  that  be  would  rather  go  to 
gaol  than  pay  ihem.  Would  the  House 
believe,  continued  the  hon.  Member,  that 
the  clergyman  to  whom  be  alluded  had, 
according  to  the  uniform  custom  of  hii 
brethren,  ut4  long  tHfon  the  ilightMt 


resistance  to  titlies  commenced,  written  lo 
priest  to  say,  that  during  the  period 
of  his  Incumbency  he  would  exact  no 
tithes  from  him?  The  very  priest  who 
had  made  this  public  statement,  with 
the  inhuman  purpose  of  exciting  his  pa- 
rishioHErs  against  the  Protestant  clergy- 
man, had  returned  tbe  following  answer: 
I  have  again  to  thank  you  for  your 
kind,  generous,  and  gentlemanly  conduct, 
and  I  beg  to  assure  you  of  my  sincere 
and  deep  and  lasting  gratitude^"  The 
clergyman  also  stated,  that  in  conie- 
quence  of  the  violent  speeches  of  the 
priest,  he  could  not  stir  from  his  House 
without  being  booted  and  insulted,  and 
that  indecent  and  disgusting  language 
was  used  to  bis  children.  On  one  occa- 
sion, the  gentleman  to  whom  he  alluded 
had  been  waylaid  by  six  persons,  on  his 
return  from  church,  and  was  only  rescued 
by  the  merciful  interposition  of  Provi- 
dence ;  and,  on  the  same  day,  he  wai 
attacked  by  three  persons,  who  detained 
him  until  he  had  consented  to  levy  no 
tithe  from  them.  Waa  it  possible  to 
imagine  anything  more  affecting  than  the 
picture  presented  by  this  letter  1  Yet, 
notwithstandiog  all,  that  clergyman  con- 
tinued to  go  and  preach  affectionately  and 
eameatly  to  those  who  thus  persecuted 
him.  And  he  thought  that  nothing  but  « 
high  and  noble  Christian  principle  could 
ever  have  enabled  him  to  persevere,  under 
such  circumstances,  in  the  discharge  of 
his  duty.  Yet  the  cry  was  raised,  that 
the  number  of  these  clergymen  should  be 
reduced  as  much  as  passible,  that  they 
were  to  be  numbered  only  in  proportion 
to  their  Protestant  parishioners.  But  no 
otie  could  maintain  that  ministers  of  the 
Established  Church  had  no  duties,  no 
religious  duties,  to  perform  towards  those 
who  were  out  of  the  pale  of  their  com- 
munion. He  thought  it  was  a  mischievous 
fallacy  to  aasert  that  tbe  duties  of  clergy- 
men of  the  Established  Church,  especially 
in  Ireland,  were  to  be  confined  solely  to 
their  own  flocks.  The  clergyman  obvi- 
ously was  bound  to  administer  to  ihfl 
temporal  wants  of  such  of  his  flock  as 
required  assistance:  and,  though  there 
might  be  aome  exception,  it  could  not  be 
denied  this  was  a  duly  which  the  clergy 
of  the  Irish  Protestant  Church  were  ever 
ready  to  perform.  He  would  not  hesitate 
to  lay,  tnat  the  greatest  misfortune  the 
poor  of  Ireland  could  sustain  would  be, 
in  being  dtprived  of  tlw  wpariatendtnoc 
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and  affectionate  rare  of  the  Protestant 
ciergj.  They  would  then  be  left  willioiit 
aitistatice  in  the  absence  of  llieir  natural 
prolecton,  ibe  proprietors  of  the  soil,  who 
Tesided  out  of  the  country,  and  who  ab- 
stracted from  it  annually  large  incomes. 
Hb  wished  rrom  the  bottom  of  his  heart, 
that  some  plan  could  be  deviled  (and 
nothing  could  be  more  patriotic),  by 
which  the  residence  of  the  lauded  gentry 
of  Ireland  could  be  secured  in  that 
country.  Before  he  arrived  at  the  matter 
more  immediately  under  discussion,  he 
must  be  permitted  to  refer  to  some  re- 
marks uttered  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
yesterday,  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lin- 
coln. No  sooner  had  the  destitute  con- 
ditioD  of  the  persecuted  clei^ymen  of  Ire- 
land become  known  in  ibis  country,  than 
one  of  the  most  munilicent  contributions 
ever  laised  was  entered  into  for  their  re- 
lief. And  how  had  the  hon.  Gentleman 
talked  of  it  in  that  House,  in  tht  presence 
of  many  who  subscribed  to  it?  He  had 
mentioned  the  collection  as  "  an  ostenta- 
tious display  of  piety."  He  could  con- 
ceive of  iiolbing  more  unjust  to  the  indi- 
viduals concerned  in  these  subscriptions, 
than  to  stigmatise  them  thus.  He  (Mr, 
Jackson)  would  remind  the  hon.  Member 
also,  in  passing,  that  four  of  the  Cabinet 
Ministers  (to  their  honour  be  it  spoken) 
had  joined  in  this  "  ostentalions  display 
ofpiely."  And  here  let  him  (Mr.  Jack- 
son)  observe,  in  defence  of  the  Lay  Asso- 
ciation, that  they  would  have  been  more 
or  less  than  men  had  they  not  come  for- 
ward to  aid  their  own  clergy,  in  their  de- 
plorable condition,  in  the  legallasserlion 
of  their  lights.  Would  the  House  believe 
that  the  distresses  of  the  Irish  clergy,  in- 
stead of  meeting  with  sympathy  from 
their  brethren  of  another  Church,  had 
been  absolutely  made  the  subject  of  ridi- 
cule and  surcaatic  allusinn,  by  an  eminent 
dignitary  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church. 
— ^r.  Mac  Hale,  who,  in  a  letter  ad- 
dressed to  the  Bishop  of  London,  used 
the  following  expreisions; — "  There  is 
something  in  the  very  soil  and  almo- 
■phere  of  Ireland  uncongenial  to  the 
^owih  oferror;  its  people  are  too  quick  end 
intellectual  in  their  conceptions,  too  lofly 
in  their  hopea,  ever  to  bend  their  neck* 
to  the  isnomioioui  y  oke  of  an  Establishment. 
lie  (Mr.  Serreant  Jnckson)  supposed  the 
ri^ht  rev.  Prelate  was  opposed  to  all  esta- 
blishmenlfi :  be,  however,  wss  a  friend 
to  EiUbliibmeaU— be  coniidend  it  tb«  i 
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duty  of  every  Christi^iu  state  to  establish 

the  Christian  religion,  and  he  hoped  the 
country  would  never  be  deprived  of  the 
blessings  which  flowed  from  a  Protestant 
Establishment.  However,  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  considered  it  as  an  "  ignominious 
joke,"  and  taught  the  people  to  consider 
It  BO.  But  (he  next  pari  of  the  letter  was 
far  more  reprehensible  ; — "  The  Parsons, 
whose  deeds  united  wiih  the  decrees  of  the 
Lords,  hove  doomed  the  Establishment  to 
destruction,  are  already  commencing  the 
practices  of  the  Catholic  Church.  Fast- 
ing is  becoming  a  favourite  observance. 
Nay,  hateful  as  celibacy  appeared  to  the 
Protestant  churchmen,  they  are  begin- 
ning to  agree  with  Malthus,  that  it  would 
be  unjust  to  be  burdening  society  with  an 
unprovided  ofTspring."  Was  it  credible 
that  a  man  calling  himself  a  minister  of 
the  Gospel  should  use  such  language  as 
this?  He  would  put  it  to  the  noble  Lord 
on  the  other  side,  whether  he  would  lend 
his  great  influence,  his  powerful  aid,  to 
advance  the  desperate  and  wicked  pur- 
poses of  men  capable  of  such  abomination 
as  this — if  be  would  lend  them  the  weight 
of  his  talents  and  character,  which  he 
could  assure  him  was  highly  estimated, 
not  only  in  this  aountry,  but  in  Ireland? 
He  put  it  to  the  noble  Lord,  as  an  attached 
member  of  the  Established  Church,  as, 
he  verily  believed,  a  sincere  Christian,  if 
he  would  throw  his  weight  into  the  scale, 
for  the  purpose  of  advancing  the  iniquitous 
pratices  of  such  a  man — a  man  who  had 
the  hardihood  to  address  such  a  letter  to  a 
Prelate  of  the  Established  Church,  and 
declare  that  the  Church  was  doomed  to 
destruction?  He  would  not  trouble  the 
House  by  reading  again  what  he  had  read 
last  year — the  letter  of  this  same  Prelate, 
in  reference  to  the  mission  to  the  Island 
of  Achil,  in  which  he  stated  that  the  Esta- 
blishment was  to  be  destroyed,  and  repre- 
sented it  as  taking  its  last  refuge  in  that 
desolate  spot.  He  would  not  detain  the 
House  by  going  farther  into  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Tippe- 
rary.  He  always  heard  that  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  with  admiration,  though 
not  always  with  pleasure,  and  there  waa 
always  a  great  deal  in  his  speeches  to 
which  he  could  not  agree.  But  he  must 
be  permitted  to  say,  that  he  had  put  into  his 
address  last  night,  a  variety  of  topics 
which  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  question  before  the  House.  He  had, 
for  iaitBDce,  adveited  tg  the  case  of  FruBiik, 
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and  stEkted  that  there  Roman  Catholics 
and  Protestants  lived  together  in  eace  and 
baTmony,  But  did  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  desire  to  be  ruled  with  a  rod 
or  iron  ?  Would  he  rather  be  the  snt^ect 
of  a  despotic,  than  a  free  state  ?  for  such 
was  the  state  of  things  in  Prussia  ;  but  in 
Ireland  they  enjoyed,  at  least  to  some  ex- 
tent, liberty ;  and  therefore  he  (Mr.  Jack- 
son) coald  not  admit  that  there  was  any 
analogy  between  the  two  cases.  The  case 
of  Scotland  had  been  referred  to  by  the 
hon,  and  learned  Gentleman,  and  also  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  county  of  Lime- 
rick (Mr.  W.  S.  O'BrieD),  who  spoke  as  if 
there  were  as  much  difference  between  the 
Church  of  Scotland  and  the  Church  of 
England,  as  between  the  Church  of 
England  and  the  Church  of  Rome.  He 
was  surprised  that  any  Gentleman  could 
make  such  an  assertion.  There  must,  it 
was  true,  be  some  difference  between  the 
forms  of  the  two  Churches,  but  there  was 
none  in  the  great  articles  of  our  faith. 
The  Churches  of  Scotland,  England,  and 
Ireland,  were,  in  fact,  one  and  the  same 
branch  of  the  Christian  Church,  differing 
in  not  one  of  the  essentials  of  doctrine. 
Bat  the  hon.  Gentleman  celled  upon  the 
House  to  deal  with  Ireland,  as  it  had 
dealt  with  Scotland,  and  told  us  that  such 
a  course  of  policy  would  be  followed  by 
the  same  results  in  the  one  case  as  in  the 
other.  He  asked  the  House  to  reduce  the 
incomes  of  the  Irish  clergy  to  the  level  of 
the  very  modest  stipends  of  the  ministers 
of  the  Scotch  Church,  and  he  told  them, 
that  if  they  did  so,  all  the  grievances  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  population  wouldbe  re- 
moved, and  all  would  be  tranquil.  He  how- 
ever could  inform  the  House  (and  he  spoke 
under  the  correction  of  many  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen from  North  Britain)  that,  notwith- 
standing the  economical  grovisioa  made 
for  the  clei^  in  Scotland,  a  most  embit- 
tered persecution  had  been  raised  against 
the  Established  Church — not,  indeed,  by 
the  Roman  Catholics,  but  b^  those  who 
dignified  themselves  with  the  title  of  volun- 
taries.  Surely  the  hou.  Gentleman  knew 
that  it  was  vain  to  expect  that  the  same 
line  of  policy,  if  followed  in  Ireland,  would 
satisfy  all  parties.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  proceeded  to  bring  a  charge  against 
the  Irish  Protestant  Church,  which  he 
entreated  the  House  to  consider.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  bad  stated  that  the  Irish 
Church  was  a  remnant  of  the  penal  code. 
Whttl  wu  the  £BtabUibed  Cttarch  to  be 


treated  as  a  remnant  of  the  penal  code 
which  the  wisdom  of  Parliament  had  abo- 
lished ?  If  the  hon.  Member  was  correct 
in  saying  that  it  did  form  part  of  that 
code,  then,  of  course,  it  should  be  swept 
away  at  once  ;  for  the  wisdom  of  the  im- 
perial Legislature  had  already  decided  that 
all  penal  laws  should  be  for  ever  extin- 
guished. But  he  denied  that  in  any  sense 
it  was  part  of  the  penal  code.  Mr. 
Ward:  It  is.]  Would  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  St.  Alban's,  tell  him  what 
made  it  a  part  of  the  penal  code  ?  Would 
the  hon.  Gentleman  lay  his  hand  on  the 
Statute  which  enacted  that  the  English 
Church  should  be  eslabhshed  in  Ireland  ? 
Was  not  the  penal  code  enacted  in  Ireland 
long  after  the  Protestant  Church  had  been 
established  there  ?  Did  the  hon.  Member 
know  the  dates  of  the  penal  laws,  tha 
they  were  not  enacted  till  the  reigns  of 
William  3rd.  and  Queen  Anne?  Was 
not  the  Established  Church  of  Ireland 
recognized  by  ancient  and  modern  Statutes 
by  the  legislatures  of  both  countries,  while 
Ireland  had  an  independent  legislature? 
Did  not  the  Act  of  Union  recognise  and 
confirm  ii?  Was  not  the  Established 
Church  declared  to  be  an  essential  and 
fundamenlal  part  of  the  Union,  and  was 
it  not  even  recognised  by  that  great  Char- 
ter of  the  liberties  of  the  Irish  Roman 
Catholics,  passed  in  the  year  1829? 
Were  not  the  greatest  pains  taken  in 
framing  that  Act,  to  preserve  from  perilthe 
Protestant  Established  Church  to  Ireland? 
and  after  all  this  was  it  to  be  termed  a 
"  remnant  of  a  penal  code  ?"  It  was  false 
to  say  that  the  tithes,  or  the  composition 
which  the  wisdom  of  the  Legislature  had 
substituted  for  tithes,  by  one  of  the  most 
beneficial  Acts  that  ever  passed  the  Legis- 
lature, were  borne  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland,  They  were 
paid  by  the  proprietors  of  the  soil.  He 
did  not  mean  merely  the  owners  of  the  fee- 
simple,  for  It  was  well  known  that  most 
noblemen  and  gentry  in  Ireland,  in  former 
times,  let  their  lands  on  leases  renewable 
for  ever ;  and  it  was  to  that  class  of  per- 
sons which  thus  stood  between  the  owner 
of  the  fee-simple  and  the  occupying  tenant 
which  paid  the  tithes  or  composition.  It 
should  never  be  lost  sight  of  that  the  great 
body  of  the  property  of  Ireland  was  in  the 
hands  of  Protestants,  and  that  it  was  they, 
therefore,  and  not  the  Roman  Catholics, 
who  chiefly  bore  the  burthen  of  tithes : 
and  if  tithes  wer«  to  be  aboliilieil  to-inor* 
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row  tfaey  would  go  into  the  poclceti  of  tbe 
proprietors,  and  not  into  those  of  the  oc- 
cupiers. The  hon.  aad  learned  Member 
for  Tipperary  had  spoken  of  the  conduct 
of  Russia  towards  Poland,  and  afiinned 
that  Russia  endeavoured  to  maintain  its 
inBuence  in  the  latter  country  by  forcing 
tbe  Greek  Cburcb  on  its  inhabitants.  And 
so  the  hon.  Member  argued,  that  there  was 
a  perfect  parallel,  and  that  the  mode  in 
which  British  interests  were  maintained  in 
Ireland,  was  by  apholding  the  Established 
Church.  Whether  the  example  cited  by 
the  hon.  Member  bore  on  the  subject  or 
not,  he  thought  there  was  some  truth  in 
his  conclusion.  Establish  the  Church  of 
England  in  Ireland,  and  we  have  a  strong 
bond  of  connexion  between  the  two  conn- 
tries ;  abolish  It,  and  you  sever,  at  once 
and  for  ever,  the  strongest  link  which 
unites  them.  One  of  the  objects  of  tbe 
establishment  of  the  Protestant  religion  in 
Ireland  certainly  was,  to  preserve  the  Union 
between  tbe  two  countries,  and  to  advance 
civilisation  in  Ireland.  It  was  well  known, 
thatpreviousto  the  introduction  of  Protest* 
antism  into  Ireland,  the  people  of  that 
country  were  in  a  state  of  utter  darkness, 
uneducated,  ignorant,  and  barbarous;  and 
he  (Mr.  Jackson)  would  observe,  that  one 
of  the  greatest  obstacles  to  the  advance  of 
the  Protestant  religion  in  Ireland  was,  a 
want  of  a  knowledge  of  tbe  Irish  language 
on  the  part  of  the  Irish  clergy.  And  this 
must  go  a  great  way  towards  solving  a 
problem  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Wey- 
mouth (Mr.  F.  Buxton)  seemed  very 
aniioQs  to  have  solved,  viz.,  how  it  was, 
that  although  the  Church  of  Ireland  had 
existed  for  300  years,  it  had  literally  done 
nothing?  He  begged  leave  to  inform  tbe 
hon.  Member,  that  though  stagnant  for 
tQO  long  a  period,  of  later  years  it  had 
made  great  progress.  It  was  remarkable 
that  no  outcry  was  raised  against  it,  no 
turmoil  or  disturbances  took  place,  while 
its  clergy  were  negligent  and  regardless  of 
their  duty,  and  did  nothing  in  return  for 
the  income  they  received  ;  but  as  soon  as 
the  body  of  the  clergy  became  earnest, 
zealous,  indefatigable  in  the  discharge  of 
their  dutj,  then  agitation  commenced,  and 
the  passionsofihe  people  were  roused  into 
hostility  agains'  them.  Before  be  sat 
down  he  would  show  the  House  that  the 
Returns  of  the  Commissioners  of  Public  In- 
struction did  great  injustice  to  tbe  Church, 
and  were  not  to  be  relied  on  as  to  the  pro- 
gress of  Protestantism  in  Ireland.    One 


great  reason  for  tbe  Proteatant  Chareh  not 
advancing  in  Ireland  in  former  times  had 
been,  that  the  Ministers  appointed  were 
not  men  capable  or  willing  to  instruct  tbe 
people, bat  men  who  were  igoorant  of  their 
native  language;  and  it  would  have  been  a 
miracle  had  such  men  much  assisted  th« 
progress  of  Protestantism  in  that  country. 
But  be  rejoiced  that  the  day  had  arrived, 
when  the  Bishops  and  clergy  of  the  Esta- 
blished Church  had  felt  it  theii  duty  to 
surmount  the  labour  and  toil  of  acquiring 
the  Irish  tongue,  and  the  consequence 
was  that  the  people  flocked  to  hear  those 
ministers  who  addressed  them  in  their 
native  language,  and,  please  God,  would 
continue  to  do  so.  He  rejoiced  to  know, 
that  in  the  place  of  the  lazy,  indo- 
lent, unlettered  men,  who  were  formerly 
sent  out,  as  it  might  be  said,  and  he  was 
willing  to  admit,  that  in  many  iastancea 
this  might  be  true,  to  fatten  on  the  spoils 
of  the  country,  the  Protestants  of  Ireland 
possessed,  at  tbe  present  moment,  as 
learned,  as  able,  as  exemplary,  as  devoted, 
and  as  indefatigable,  a  body  of  clergymen 
as  adorned  any  church  in  the  Christian 
world.  This  rested  not  on  the  testimony 
or  Protestants  alone  :  it  was  a  fact  to 
which  many  Roman  Catholic  eccleaiaatica 
had  borne  testimony.  Tbe  necessity  of  a 
Protestant  Establishment  in  Ireland  had 
been  acknowledged  at  a  period  so  early 
as  the  reign  of  Charles  1st.  In  1641 ,  the 
Lord  Deputy  Wentworth,  dissuading  his 
royal  master  from  entering  into  a  foreign 
war,  wrote  to  that  monarch  in  these 
terms : — "  His  Majesty  must  defer  the 
great,  excellent,  and  necessary  work  of 
bringing  this  people  to  a  conformity  in  re- 
ligion, till  which  be  effected,  the  Crown 
of  England  may  not  trust,  nay,  indeed, 
ought  not  to  hold  itself  secure  of  this  na- 
tion, which,  however  peaceable  and  still 
soever  we  may  think  them,  are  in  an  in- 
stant to  be  blown  up  by  the  Romish 
clergy  into  a  tempest,  not  only  to  tbe  dis- 

Juietude,  but  great  hazard  of  the  state," 
t  would  almost  appear  as  if  the  Lord 
Deputy  had  looked  two  centuries  in  ad- 
vance of  his  age  ;  and  certainly  this  was 
too  much  the  conduct  of  the  Roman  Ca< 
tholic  clergy  at  the  present  day,  as  the 
Irish  Tithe  Question  and  the  Municipal 
Reform  Bill  fully  proved.  I'he  Lord  Deputy 
added,  in  another  place — "  I  see  plainly, 
that  BO  long  as  this  kingdom  continues 
Popish,  they  are  not  people  for  the  Crown 
of  England  lo  be  confident  of;  whereas, 
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if  they  were  not  itill  diitsropend  by  tba  |  letter  addrened  by  the  bon.  xnd  learned 
infuflion  of  Frisri  tad  Je4ailB,  I  sm  of  be  Member  for  Kilkenny  to  another  bon. 
Ikf  thay  would  be  ae  good  and  loyal  to  Member  of  that  Home,  the  Member  for 
their  King  ai  any  other  aubjecta."  Such  Dundalk,  whoae  •eniimenU  on  thia  aub' 
I  tha  opinion  of  Lord  Deputy  Went-  Ject  be  anticipated  that  ha  ihould  heu 


worlh.  But  to  return— The  real  grievance 
waa  thii,  that  the  rerenuei  of  the  Protut> 
ant  CbuTch  were  continued  to  it,  and 
were  not  dim p prop riated  from  it  to  ae- 
cular  purpoKs.  And  he  mutt  say,  that 
the  noble  Lord,  he  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Departmen  had  laid  down  a  doc- 
trine which  would  teem  to  juatify  the 
complaint.  He  had  uttered  an  observa- 
tion to  this  effect — that  the  established 
religion  of  a  state  ought  to  be  the  religion 
of  a  majority  of  the  people.  If  that  were 
so,  then  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland 
must  think  it  a  grievance  that  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Ireland  was  the  religion 
of  the  minority  of  the  people  of  that  coun- 
try. If  it  were  a  grievance,  then  its  pro- 
perty should  be  taken  away  from  it  alto- 
gether; and  where  was  the  consiitenoy  of 
those  who  stopped  short  in  their  work  of 
appropriatioo  at  this  paltry  pittance  of 
60,000/.,  or  it  might  be,  90,000/.  7  To 
act  coniisteotly,  ought  not  his  Majesty's 
Oovernraent  to  give  up  to  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny  the  entire  Church  pro- 
perty? [Mr.  O'ConneUs  Not  tbe  entire.] 
No,  not  tbe  entire!  Well,  then,  what 
part  did  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  in- 
tend to  take  7  Would  he  Hand  (till  at 
60,000/.,  and  be  content  with  the  sop  for 
aver?  He  would  answer  that  question 
for  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  and  say 
that  he  would  not,  He  had  before  said, 
end  be  would  repeat,  that  the  real  object 
of  a  large  party  of  those  who  supported 
the  Bill  was  to  put  down  the  El  tablished 
Church  in  Ireland.  He  said,  that  the  ob- 
ject of  asserting  this  barren  principle  of  a 
surplus  which  he  believed  would  never  be 
realised,  and  wliich  at  present  was  a  mere 
shadow,  and  would  never  in  future  be- 
come a  substance,  was  to  obtain  a  fulcrum, 
on  which  certain  parties  might  erect  their 
machinery  to  overthrow  the  Protestant 
Establishment.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  would  never  be  con- 
tented with  the  mere  auertion  of  an  ab- 
stract principle.  He  would  one  day  follow 
it  up;  the  hon.  Member  had  said  that  he 
would  do  lo,  and  he  did  ihe  hon.  Member 
the  justice  to  bvlieve,  ilmt  in  this  in*tance 
be  would  be  a  man  of  his  word.  He  would 
prove  the  hon.  Member's  intentions  by 
reading  to  the  House  a  passage  from  a 


before  the  conclusion  of  the  debate.  He 
expected  that  that  hon.  Member  would 
inform  the  House  tbat  be,  and  others  who 
thought  with  him,  would  never  be  aatistied 
with  anything  else  than  the  absolute  de- 
molition of  the  Church  of  Ireland.  Ho 
wai  sorry  that  the  noble  Secretary  of  Stats 
WBi  not  present  to  hear  the  honest  cheer 
of  the  candid  Member  for  Oundelk.  He 
was  sorry  that  none  of  that  noble  Lord's 
colleagues  were  present  to  hear  it.  Hs 
was  well  aware  that  anything  he  could 
say  would  have  but  little  weight  with 
Ministers;  and,  indeed,  there  was  not  one 
of  them  present.  If  they  were,  ibey  might 
learn  e  lesson  as  to  the  views  and  opiniont 
of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  from 
their  looks,  and  their  manner,  and  theie 
cbeeri  upon  this  occasion.  To  return, 
however,  to  tbe  letter  written  by  the  bon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny,  in 
September,  1834.  That  hon.  Member  wat 
apologising  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Duo- 
dalk,  for  not  having  conformed  to  bia 
particular  views  on  tbe  tithe  quoitiou  i 
and  in  apologising  to  him  for  not  having 
gone  as  far  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk  (Mr.  S.  Crawford)  hod  wished  him 
to  go,  was  informing  the  people  of  Ireland 
of  the  full  length  he  intended  to  go  at 
some  convenient  opportunity,  "  It  is  true," 
said  he,  "  that  I  demanded  for  tbe  present 
but  a  partial  reductioo  of  tithe :  it  waa 
thrce-fiflhs  I  asked  for.  Why  did  1  not 
ask  for  more?  Because  I  had  no  chance 
of  getting  the  entire  amount  ebollshed  at 
present,  and  I  was  refused  even  the  ex- 
lent  I  asked  for.  I  asked  for  three-fifths, 
— 1  only  got  two-fifths.  I  had  not  tbe 
least  chance  of  destroying  tbe  entire 
amount  of  tithe."  It  appeared  from  thie 
that  tbe  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
excellent  intentions  at  that  time,  and  that 
the  hon.  Member  cherished  them  up  to 
this  hour  be  was  ready  to  warrant.  Tbe 
letter  then  proceeded : — "  \  am  one  of 
those  who  are  always  ready  to  accept  of 
any  instalment,  however  small,  of  the  debt 
of  JuBtJce  due  lo  the  people,  that  real  na- 
tional debt."  [Cheering  from  Mr.  O'Con- 
lull  and  tha  Minitterial  Afemtert.]  Yes 
— it  is  well  known  ihut  the  lion,  and 
learned  Member  is  always  ready  to  accept^ 
any  initalmenl,  however  small ;   that  is 
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nalorloai.  Aye,  and  "  tbat  dibt  of  jaitice 
te  the  people"  i>  a  u«eful  vrord  too.  Just- 
ice to  the  peopU  ! — ^jaittce  to  Iraland  I 
That  meant  for  thw  turn  the  entire  demo- 
lition of  the  property  of  the  Protntnnt 
Church  of  Ireland.  But  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  to  make  his  mmning 
clear,  added,  "  I  am  determined  to  go  on 
and  look  for  the  remainder  as  soon  ai  the 
first  instalment  is  realiwd."  Thii  was 
language,  ai  to  the  meaning  of  vrhich  it 
was  impossible  that  there  could  be  any 
doubt.  It  WBi  a  pledge  that,  though  he 
might  accept  the  6rst  instalment,  he  would 
haTe  the  rest;  and  he  was  lure  that  the 
faon.  Member,  if  he  could,  would  have  the 
rest.  He  hoped  that  some  of  the  noble 
Lord's  friendfl  would  appriee  bim  of  what 
he  bad  to  expect  in  future  fVom  his  ally  ' 
name,  bat  from  his  master  in  reality — ll 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny. 
The  noble  Lord  must  not  deceive  himself 
by  supposing;  that  this  Bill  would  be  a 
final,  heaiing,  conciliatory  measure,  whlnh 
'would  pat  an  end  to  all  turmoil  and  agi- 
tation in  Ireland.  Quite  the  contrary.  It 
would  only  lead  lo  fresh  turmoil  and  to 
fresh  agitation.  Unlets  the  noble  Lord 
was  prepared  to  surrender  the  entire  Pi 
teatant  Church  in  Ireland,  with  ooncea- 
lion,  agitation  would  be  renewed,  totiet 
qitotUi,  till  all  was  gone.  He  had  heard 
with  extreme  nrpriie  aaother  obserration 
which  fell  from  the  noble  Lord  in  the 
courie  of  his  speech  (he  other  evening. 
The  noble  Lord  had  laid,  that  aii  Estab- 
lished Church  was  not  intended  for  the 
propagation  of  a  doctrine,  but  for  the  in- 
itructifln  of  a  people.  Pine  words  these  I 
But  what,  in  the  name  of  common  tense, 
wat  their  meaning  T  Wat  it  not  the  duty 
of  a  Church  Eitablishment  to  propagate  a 
doctrine  ?  If  it  wat  not,  for  what  purpose 
was  it  instituted?  Wat  it  not  to  teach 
religion?  And  what  did  religion  consist 
In  \  Did  not  rehgion  teach  doctrines  T 
Or  did  it  confine  itself  to  the  teaching  of 
reading,  writing,  arithmetic,  and,  if  you 
will,  barren  morality  ?  He  was  at  a  lost 
1o  conceive  what  could  have  induced  ibe 
noble  Lord  (the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department)  to  use  luch  language. 
It  was  a  timely,  but  true  maxim,  that  in  all 
things  "  honesty  is  the  best  policy."  Ai 
loon  at  ever  a  men  allowed  himself  to  de- 
■ert  the  high  and  given  ground  of  princi- 
ple, that  moment  he  involved  himself  in 
inconsistencies,  and  absurdities,  and  mis- 
chief.   The  definilion  of  Uie  noble  Lord 
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was  net  the  true  deftnition  of  k  Church 
BitabltihmenI,  and  was  in  point  of  prin- 
ciple at  indefensible  as  his  position,  that 
the  established  religion  of  a  stste  should 
be  the  religinn  of  the  majority  of  a  people. 
Did  his  Lordship  mean  that  it  was  the 
province  and  duty  of  the  Protestant  Es- 
tablished Church  to  lesch  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion  to  the  people?  What 
were  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  told  at  the 
Union?  They  were  told  to  amalgamate 
with  tlia  people  of  England — that  their 
religion  would  then  be  secure,  because  it 
would  be  the  religion  of  a  majority  of  the 
empire.  The  language  of  the  Act  of  Union 
woa,  that  the  United  Church  of  England 
and  Ireland,  as  established,  should  be 
maintained  and  preserved,  and  such  main- 
tenance and  preservation  were  declared  to 
be  fundamental  and  essential  parts  of  the 
Union,  It  was  also  true  that  the  nobte 
Lord  said,  that  he  was  not  prepared  nt 
present  to  carry  out  to  their  full  extent  in 
Ireland  the  principles  which  hit  favourite 
authors  had  avowed  on  these  points ;  but 
he  would  recommend  the  noble  Lord  to 
be  prepared  in  no  very  great  length  of 
lime  to  carry  them  out  lo  the  utmost. 
Tlie  noble  Lord  had  ihe  pledge  of  the 
bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
that  those  principles  should  be  so  carried 
out ;  and  this  time,  at  least,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  would  redeem  his  pledge, 
and  not  violate  the  faith  he  had  plighted. 
He  would  remind  the  noble  Lord  and  his 
colleagues  in  office,  that  the  power  which 
had  put  them  in  could  also  remove  them 
from  their  present  places,  and  that,  if 
they  did  not  perform  the  high  behests 
which  might  iatne  from  that  power,  they 
would  not  be  permitted  to  occupy  long 
the  benches  on  which  they  were  then 
seated.  They  might  rely  upon  it,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 
would  tell  them  that,  if  they  did  not  do 
"justice  to  Ireland,"  their  tenure  of 
office  would  be  short  indeed.  But  would 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  fbr  Kilkenny 
tell  either  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  or  the 
House  in  general,  whet  he  meant  by 
"  justice  to  Ireland  ?"  He  should  like 
much  to  hear  a  definilion  of  that  phrase — 
he  should  like  much  to  know  what  It 
meant.  To-day  it  was — "  Take  only  a 
little  from  the  property  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland,  establish  for  mc  the  principle  of 
appropriation,  give  me  the  place  where  I 
can  set  my  foot  and  establish  my  ma- 
chinery, and  that  is  justice  to  Ireland." 
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tbatwtatbe  meaningof  the  phraBe  now; 
but  what  would  it  be  on  Thunday  next  ? 
—Then  it  would  be,  "  Do  justice  to  Ire- 
laud — give  UB  Municipal  Corporationa— 
let  us  have  normal  schools  of  peaceful 
agitation — all  over  Ireland,  from  Antrim 
to  Kerry — from  Galway  to  Dublin — yes, 
from  Cork  too — aye,  and  from  Bandon 
also.  He  liked  to  hear  those  names — yes, 
from  one  end  of  the  island  to  the  other, 
along  its  whole  length  and  its  whole 
breadth,  there  would  be  normal  schools 
of  peaceful  agitation,  and  if  they  would 
not  give  that,  let  them  mark  the  conae- 
quence  of  refusing  to  do  justice  to  Ireland. 
That  would  be  the  demand  on  Tliursday 
next— what  would  it  be  the  week  after- 
wards? Then  they  would  indeed  have  a 
great  question  before  them ;  then  they 
would  have  the  conduct  of  Uie  right  rev. 
Prelates,  and  of  the  other  Peers  of  ParliB> 
ment,  canvassed  for  refuting  their  assent 
to  the  proposed  measures  for  reforming 
the  CorporatioDt,  and  for  spoliating  ^e 
Church,  Then  tbey  would  hear  of  the 
unconstitutional  conduct  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  in  presumii^  to 
differ  from  the  most  wise  ana  potent  Sim- 
mons of  England.  Then  they  would  be 
told,  that  unless  they  consentni  to  correct 
the  errors  of  that  besotted  body,  and  un- 
less they  set  it  right,  by  making  an  or- 
ganic change  in  ils  construction,  they 
would  not  be  doing  justice  to  Ireland. 
But  what  next?  The  learned  Gentleman 
would  say,  "  You  wont  demolish  the 
hereditary  branch  of  Legislature  for  as, 
why,  then,  you  deny  justice  to  Ireland, 
and  I  will  agitate  for  a  Repeal  of  the 
Union ;  that  alone  will  do  justice  to  Ire- 
land." His  hon.  Friends  near  him 
su^ested  that  there  were  other  topics 
in  which  the  bon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kilkenny  also  felt  great  interest,  and 
that  each  of  these  would  suggest  a  dif- 
ferent meaning  for  his  celebrated  watch- 
word of  "  justice  to  Ireland."  He  defied 
any  man  living  to  say  what  was  the  ulti- 
matum of  "  justice  to  Ireland,"  or  what 
would  satisfy  the  cravings  of  certain  indi- 
vklualswhom  he  would  not  further  name. 
What  was  the  justice  to  Ireland  which  the 
noble  Lord  claimed  now?  The  noble  Lord 
said  it  was,  that  the  surplus  revenue  of 
the  Irish  Church  should  be  set  apart  for 
"  the  moral  and  religious  instruction  of 
the  people  of  Ireland."  Now,  he  wished 
to  know  whether  it  was  intended  to  place 
this  surplus  of  50,000/.,  supposing  it  to 
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be  realind,  in  the  hands  of  the  Comnis- 
sinners  for  Education  in  Ireland,  or  in 
the  hands  of  some  Other  body?  If  it 
went  into  the  hands  of  those  Commis- 
sioners, it  would  be  employed  in  propa- 
gating a  doctrine — it  would  be  expended 
m  teaching  the  Roman  Catholic  religion. 
He  believed  that  many  of  the  schools 
under  the  direction  of  that  Board  were 
even  now  publicly  teaching  the  tenets  of 
that  religion.  In  one  of  them  he  had 
himself  seen  in  the  hands  of  children, 
during  school  hours,  the  Roman  Catholic 
Catechisin,  and  had  asked,  but  in  vain, 
for  a  copy  of  the  Scripture  extracts,  which 
was  ordered  to  be  read  there.  There  was 
not  a  single  copy,  either  of  those  extract! 
or  of  the  Scriptures,  or  any  version  of 
the  Scriptures  there.  Now,  he  would 
ask  this  question — was  it  the  business  of 
the  Protestant  Establishment  in  Ireland 
to  teach  the  Roman  CathoUc  religion  \ 
Was  that  the  noble  Lord's  notion  of  the 
duties  of  a  Church  Establishment?  He 
had  heard  from  the  noUe  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  an  observation  which,  though  it 
did  credit  to  his  feelings,  was  neither  » 
sound  nor  a  statesmanlike  doctrine.  The 
noble  Lord  had  said,  that  he  would  not 
employ  the  military  force  in  the  collection 
of  tithe,  if  it  were  required  to  cdllect  it  at 
the  risk  of  shedding  blood.  "  That  was 
a  sacrifice  which,  great  aa  it  was,''  the 
noble  Lord  had  said,  "  he  should  not 
deem  too  much  for  truth  and  religion,  but 
infinitely  too  much  for  an  Establishment; 
not  too  much  for  the  spirit,  but  for  the 
form  of  worship."  Now,  in  commenting 
upon  this  observation,  he  mutt  ask,  firat 
of  all,  why  was  a  military  force  main- 
tained in  Ireland  ?  Waa  it  not  to  pre* 
serve  the  peace,  protect  the  properly,  and 
enforce  the  law  of  the  country?  If  the 
people,  misled  by  agitators,  would  array 
themselves  in  bodies  against  the  law,  to 
the  disturbance  of  peace  and  to  the  en- 
dangering of  property,  must  not  the  civil 
force,  in  the  6rst  insUnce,  and,  if  tiiat  be 
insuScient,  the  military  force  in  the  next, 
be  of  necessity  employed  against  them? 
If  the  noble  Lord  would  not  employ  the 
military  force  for  the  protection  of  the 
property  which  the  Church  had  in  tithe, 
how  would  he  draw  the  line  between  that 
and  any  other  species  of  property!  Surely, 
the  noble  Lord,  with  his  good  sense  attd 
sound  judgment,  must  perceive  that  he 
was  bound  to  protect  every  kind  of  pro- 
perty,   and    that    if   he  ^excluded  any 
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TiinA  from  it,  he  wbi  holding  out  a  pre- 
mium  to  agitation  and  spoliation,  and 
bying  the  axa  to  the  root  of  all  property 
and  of  all  lubordi nation.  He  had  not 
heard  the  whole  of  the  speech  made  last 
night  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford ; 
but  he  admired  the  frankness  with  which 
that  hon.  Member  had  espounded  his 
views  on  this  question  in  that  part  of  it 
which  he  had  the  good  fortune  to  hear. 
He  entered  the  House  whilst  the  hoo. 
Member  was  laying  down  propositions 
which  were  quite  incontrovertible,  and 
which  were  intimately  connected  with 
the  topic  which  hs  was  now  discuss- 
ing. The  hon.  Member  had  said,  that  if 
Eroperty  of  one  kind  could  be  borne  down 
y  popular  feeling  and  popular  agitation, 
no  other  property  would  long  be  safe  after 
it.  He  repeated  that  proposition  over 
and  over  again;  and  that  at  last  he  came 
to  the  conclusion,  of  which  no  man  could 
deny  the  Justice,  that  the  property  of  no 
man  would  be  safe  tn  Ireland,  if  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church  were  allowed  to  be 
borne  down  by  popular  clamour  and  po- 
pular agitation.  If  the  noble  Lord  would  not 
listen  to  his  (Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson's)  ad- 
vice, let  him  at  any  rateattendto  the  warn- 
ing  voice  of  hii  Friend  and  supporter,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford.  Let  him 
remember,  that  if  he  permitted  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church  to  be  spoliated,  un- 
der the  popular  clamour  and  agitation 
which  distracted  Ireland,  his  hon.  Friend, 
(the  Member  for  Waterford),  and  every 
other  Gentleman  connected  with  Ireland, 
must  bid  farewell,  a  long  farewell,  to  all 
their  property  in  that  country.  For  hia 
own  part,  he  had  not  the  slightest  doubt, 
that  if  the  laws  were  fairly,  firmly,  and 
impartially  administered,  and  not  as  now 
made  instrumenls  of  coercion  one  day, 
and  of  favouritism  the  next,  they  would 
be  willingly  obeyed  by  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, for  the  people  of  Ireland,  when  they 
were  not  misled,  were  fond  of,  and  obe- 
dient to  the  law,  when  it  was  fairly, 
finoly,  and  impartially  administered.  He 
could  sey,  that  from  some  experience  of 
his  own  in  Ireland,  for  he  had  himself,  oc- 
CBsioually,  filled  a  judicial  office  there, 
and  could  bear  testimony  to  the  satis- 
faction with  which  the  people  witnessed 
the  equal  administration  of  justice.  He 
was  sorry  to  say,  that  he  could  not  ap- 

Srove  of  all  that  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
lemher  for  Waterford  in  hia  speech  of 
last  night.     He  had  heard,  with  no  kss 
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pain  than  surprise,  the  very  uncalled  for 
attack  which  the  hon.  Member  had  made 
upon  the  political  conduct  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Lancashire. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  declaredi 
that  it  was  his  opinion,  that  that  noble 
Lord  did  not  intend  by  his  proposition 
to  settle  this  question,  but  that  his  ob- 
ject was  to  undermine  the  present  Mi- 
nistry, to  occupy  their  place,  and  to  ex- 
alt himself  upon  their  ruin.  Had  the 
noble  Lord  been  present  when  the  at- 
tack was  made  upon  him,  he  certainly 
should  not  have  attempted  to  vindicate 
the  noble  Lord  from  it ;  for  he  knew,  and 
the  House  knew  also,  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  well  able  to  vindicate  himself 
without  any  extraneous  aid ;  and  he  had 
no  doubt  that  the  noble  Lord  would 
soon  either  find  or  make  an  opportunity 
for  replying  to  the  attacks  which  had 
been  made  upon  him  from  several  quarters 
in  the  course  of  this  debate.  As  the 
noble  Lord,  however,  was  not  present 
when  this  taunt  was  directed  against  him, 
he  hoped  that  the  House  would  permit 
bim  to  vindicate  the  noble  Lord  from  it, 
and  to  say,  that  never  was  a  charge  more 
completely  without  foundation.  Could 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  be  ig- 
norant of  this  fact — that  the  point,  on 
which  the  noble  Lord  severed  himself 
from  the  Cabinet  of  which  he  was  a  Mem- 
ber, and  on  which  he  abandoned  power  and 
place,  was  a  principle  which  ha  would  not 
surrender  ?  Could  he  be  ignorant  that  the 
cause  of  the  noble  Lord's  resignation  was 
his  determination  not  to  suffer  the  pro- 
perly of  the  Protestant  Churoh  of  Ireland 
to  be  disappropriated  to  secular  purposes  ? 
It  was  not  fair,  then,  to  attach  to  the  noble 
Member  for  North  Lancashire,  a  charge  SO 
discreditable  to  his  honour  and  character, 
and  so  totally  destitute  of  all  foundation. 
For  his  own'part,  he  thought  that  the 
noble  Lord  deserved  the  gratitude  of  the 
country  for  the  arduous  duty  which  he 
had  imposed  upon  himself  in  framing  his 
measure,  and  the  able  and  masterly 
manner  in  which  he  had  introduced  it  to 
the  notice  of  the  House.  It  contained  all 
that  was  valuable,  and  avoided  all  that 
was  vicious  in  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland.  He  had  originally  in- 
tended to  go  through  that  Bill  clause  by 
clause ;  but  he  had  trespassed  too  long 
upon  the  attention  of  the  House  already, 
to  think  of  fulfilling  his  original  intention. 
He  had  been  prepared  to  show,  by  a  com- 
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pariwn  of  tbe  funds  belonging  to  th« 
Church  of  Ireland,  and  of  the  poputation 
of  that  country,  that  such  a  clergy  as  was 
necCMary  to  supply  the  gpiritual  wants  of 
8uch  a  population  could  not  be  more  than 
moderately  provided  for  out  of  those 
funds.  He  would,  however,  abstain  from 
that  compan'soa  now,  for  be  had  received 
the  kindest  altcntioa  from  the  House,  and 
would  not  trespass  unnecessarily  upon  it. 
He  should,  therefore,  content  himself  with 
adverting  to  what  appeared  to  him  to  he 
tbe  most  important  observatioDs  that  httd 
been  made  in  the  course  of  the  debate. 
He  objected  not  only  to  the  appropriation 
clause,  but  also  to  some  other  arrange- 
ments which  the  noble  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  made  in  this  Bill.  By  the  Bill 
of  last  year  he  proposed  to  extinguish  860 
parishes.  Now,  though  that  provision  was 
professedly  abandoned  in  this  Bill,  yet  the 
very  same  object  was  accomplished  in  ii, 
by  means,  if  possible,  still  more  objection- 
able! This  was  accomplished  by  the  5tst 
Claase,  which,  in  conferring  the  power  of 
dividing  district*  into  benefices,  and  of 
altering  the  boundariei  of  parishes,  con- 
ferred upon  the  Government  the  power  of 
extinguishing  in  effect  whatever  parishes 
they  chose.  That  clause  was  a  covert, 
roundabout  way  of  effectinc;  that  which 
the  Government  said  that  it  had  abandon- 
ed the  intention  of  effecting,  and  was  ob- 
jectionable also  upon  other  grounds  ;  for 
It  destroyed  the  landmarks,  and  obliterated 
the  boundaries  of  tha  Protestant  division 
of  the  country,  which  had  at  present  pre- 
■criptioQ  in  their  favour,  whilst  all  the 
boundaries  of  Roman  Catholic  parishes 
would  be  preserved  as  before,  thus  enabling 
the  priests  to  step  eaiily  into  possession 
of  the  property  of  the  Protestant  Church, 
when  its  ruin  was  completed.  The  basis, 
too,  of  all  this  legislation  was  the  returns 
received  from  the  Commissioners  of  Public 
Instruction.    Now,  if  time  and  opportunity 

e milted,  he  could  prove  (as  he  bad  said 
fore),  that  those  returns  were  not 
accurate  enough  to  justify  the  House  in 
legislating  upon  them.  That  was  a  grave 
charge  to  make;  but  be  made  it  upon 
good  grounds,  and  a  serious  weight  of 
evidence.  One  of  the  two  objects  for 
which  that  Commission  had  been  appoint- 
ed, was,  to  ascertain  what  were  the  pre- 
sE^iit  means  of  giving  education  to  the 
people  of  Ireland.  Now,  he  had  been 
coHuecled  with  (he  Kildare-place  Society. 
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He  had  never  been  afraid  or  ashamed  to 
avow  it.  He  was  proud  to  aay,  that  ha 
had  been  its  secretary  for  twenty  yean; 
he  was  still  one  of  its  secretaries,  and  he 
was  happy  to  think  that  be  had,  as  one 
of  the  members  of  that  society,  been  the 
means  of  accomplishing  some  good  for  his 
country,  He  was  satisGed  that  great  and 
permanent  §ood  had  been  effected  by 
it  for  Ireland.  It  had  educated  respect- 
able teachers,  to  the  number  of  from  2,000 
to  3,000.  It  had,  on  the  day  on  which  the 
Commissioners  made  tlieir  Report,  1,050 
schools.  Here  he  must  return,  on  the 
part  of  the  society,  her  grateful  thanks  to 
ihe  liberal  genilemeu  of  England  who 
came  forward,  and  generously  contributed 
to  the  funds  for  the  advancement  of  it* 
objects  in  Ireland,  at  a  time  when  the 
sunshine  of  Government  approbation  waa 
withdrawn,  and  the  grant  of  the  public 
money  no  longer  made.  As  he  had  just 
said,  there  were,  belonging  to  this  society 
in  Ireland,  no  less  than  1,050  schools. 
Would  it  be  believed,  that  in  the  retura 
of  these  Commissioners  of  Public  Instruc- 
tion, the  number  of  schools  under  the 
Kildare-place  Society  was  stated  at  only 
235  ?  There  were  three  dioceses  in  which 
the  Commissioners  returned  that  the  Kil- 
dare-place aociety  bad  no  schools : — it  so 
happened,  that  in  those  three  dioceeea 
they  had  nearly  300  schools.  He  could 
prove,  too,  that  out  of  that  number  of 
schools,  returns  were  sent  into  the  Com- 
missioners by  the  managers  in  no  less  than 
150  cases.  He  believed'  that  they  were 
sent  in  to  the  Commissioners  in  every  case, 
but  he  was  not  in  a  situation  to  prove  it 
with  regard  to  150  instances.  He  had 
been  altogether  astonished  wlien  he  saw 
in  the  report  of  the  Commissiouera 
235  given  as  the  number  of  schools  be- 
longing to  the  society.  The  Committee, 
when  they  saw  the  Report,  said  there  must 
have  been  some  strange  and  unaccountable 
mistake  somewhere ;  and  in  order  that 
there  might  be  none  on  their  side,  they 
sent  inspectors  into  those  three  dioceses, 
viz.,  Down,  Connor,  and  Dromora,  in 
which  they  were  returned  as  having  no 
,  schools.  Thote  inspectors  visited  each 
of  the  schools,  and  found  every  one  of  the 
schools  in  the  Sdrne  luculitics  in  which  tliey 
had  been  represented  by  the  Committee, 
to  the  nnmlicr  whifli  he  liad  staled.  He 
was  also  in  a  situation  to  prove  that  the 
returns  giv.;n  by  the  same  Commissioners 
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xe^teetiDg  the  coaiE«ralive  number  of 
Proteslanls  of  tbe  Clntrcrh  of  England, 
Ptolestant  Disieiiters.  aud  Roman  Cutho- 
lics  in  the  difTerent  parialies  of  Ireland, 
were  moat  inaccurate.  He  could  state, 
that  as  soon  as  it  was  unilt^rstood  thut  all 
benefices  were  to  be  extmgiiislied,  which 
did  not  contain  fifty  Protestunts  of  ilie 
Church  of  Ergknd,  eveiy  meihod  of  inti- 
midation was  practised  to  drive  the  Pro- 
(estanU  out  of  those  paiishes  where  the 
number  di^'hlly  exccedi'd  that  amount.  He 
would  mention  one  instance.  In  the  pa* 
Tish  of  Dromod,  there  were  fifty-six  Pro- 
testants at  the  lime  of  the  Report ;  it  was 
relumed  to  the  Commissioners  by  the 
Protestant  minister  of  the  parish  a«  con- 
taining that  number,  and  yet  it  appeared 
in  the  printed  Report  of  the  CuDimiasiorcrs 
as  containing  forty-nine  1  jast  one  under 
the  required  number  to  entitle  it  lo  a  Pro- 
testant minister,  under  the  noble  Lord's 
Bill  of  last  year.  In  another  case,  the 
parish  of  Desertieges,  not  far  from  Dandon, 
the  number  relurued  by  the  Commissioners 
was  Fifty,  under  the  actual  number  of 
Protestant*  of  the  Established  Church 
resident  in  the  perish.  He  was  enabled  to 
state  this  from  having  seen  the  list  of  the 
names  of  the  heads  of  all  the  families,  and 
the  number  belonging  to  each,  taken  down 
by  the  excellent  clergyman  who  was  doing 
duty  in  that  parish—a  list  not  made  for 
the  purpose  of  checking  the  return  of  the 
Commissioners,  but  by  that  rev.  genlle- 
jnan,  as  minister,  to  enable  him  fully  and 
efiectually  to  dfacharge  bis  pastoral  duties 
to  everv  member  of  his  flock.  He  bad 
received  a  letter,  staling  that  there  was  a 

Eriesl  in  the  county  of  Cork,  who  said  that 
e  would  take  good  care  one  way  or  ano- 
ther that  there  should  not  be  found  fifty 
Protestants  in  bis  parish.  \Loud  cries  of 
name,na'ne,from  the  Minitterint  benches.^ 
He  would  not  uame  him.  If  the  House 
would  authorise  an  inquiry  into  the  subject, 
he  would  undertake  to  prove  [he  way  in 
which  the  priest  had  made  the  threat,  and 
also  the  way  in  which  he  had  followed  it 
up.  He  would  not  name  the  priest  or  the 
parish,  but  he  had  his  informution  from  a 
cler(;yman  of  the  Church  of  England,  on 
whose  accuracy  he  could  implicitly  rely. 
Yes,  he  had  been  informed  that  the  priest 
s-did  that  he  would  lake  care  that  there 
should  not  be  fifty  Protestunts  found  in 
bis  parish.  It  Hp|>eared  from  the  evidence 
of  an  individual  ulm  had  been  the  victim 
of  that  threat,  that  be-  ordered  every  Cik- 


tholic  of  bis  fiock  to  turn  away  any  and 
all  of  their  servants  who  were  Protestants, 
and  who  would  not  turn,  as  it  was  called. 
Several  weie  accordingly  discharged,  and 
left  the  parish.  There  were  four  Protest- 
ant children  who  had  been  sent  to  the 
parish  from  a  charitable  institution  in 
Cork,  to  seive  as  servants  in  families  there. 
To  reduce  the  number  of  Piotestants  tlic 
order  was  issued,  and  these  four  children 
were  turned  out  of  the  families  in  which 
they  had  been  placed.  One  of  them  was 
found  by  a  dignitary  of  the  Church,  the 
informant,  on  whose  accuracy  he  most 
implicitly  relied,  Thrit  child  found  an 
asylum  in  the  House  of  Industry  at  Cork, 
and  whilst  in  that  asylum  was  examinrd 
by  the  dignitary  to  whom  be  had  already 
a'luded,  and  by  the  superintendent  of  that 
inslirution.  The  child  said,  that  the  priest 
had  given  the  order  to  his  flock,  and  she  had 
been  in  consequence  turned  out,  because 
she  would  not  conform  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion.  There  was  another 
case  to  which  he  would  refer,  and  he  was, 
in  this  instance,  at  liberty  to  mention 
names  for  the  satisfaction  oThon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  Mr.  Hudson,  of  Spring 
Farm,  in  the  county  of  Wicklow,  hadbeen 
requested  by  the  Roman  Cathnlic  clergy- 
man of  the  parish  in  which  he  resided  to 
make  a  return  of  all  the  Protestants  and 
Catholics  he  employed,  and  be  gave  a 
return  of  fifty-six  Protestants  in  his  house 
and  employment,  and  ten  Roman  Catho- 
lics. He  received  a  letter  from  the 
Roman  Calholic  clergyman  thanking  him 
for  the  return  ;  but  when  the  Commis- 
sioner appeared,  in  the  month  of  Decem- 
ber, a  list  was  handed  to  him  by  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergyman  of  only  tlur- 
teen  out  of  the  fifty-six  ProtestantE.  He 
asked  again,  was  it  fair,  was  it  safe,  to  act 
upon  such  returns?  And  yet  they  had 
been  made  the  very  foundation  of  this  Bill, 
were  recited  in  its  preamble,  and  would 
form  the  only  data  to  guide  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Privy  Council,  in  their  dealings 
with  the  popufaiion  and  localities  of  the 
different  parishes  in  Ireland.  The  noble 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, without  affecting  to  answer  the  able 
sttitemcnls  made  by  the  noble  Lord  (Stan- 
ley) in  introducing  the  present  debate, 
lind  thought  it  expedient,  for  the  purpose 
of  withdrawing  the  attention  ofthi:  House 
from  the  real  question  before  them,  to  refer 
to  a  variety  of  topics  ullogether  extrsi- 
neous  and  foreign  to  the   occu^ion,   and 

,     zPdbyGoOgle 


Tithtt  and  Ckunh 


{COMMONS} 

land, 


( IrelaniJ-^ 


40 


among  oihers,  to  the  improvements,  as  he 
called  them,  which  had  been  effected  by 
the  right  hon.  the  Attorney- General  i 
Ireland,  in  the  admin iBtration  of  the  li 
in  that  part  of  the  couDtry.  The  noble 
Lord  laid  peculiar  stress  on  the  advantage 
which  had  been  found  to  result  from  the 
discontinuance  of  the  practice  which 
hitherto  prevailed  of  setting  aside  or  chal- 
lenging juries  on  the  part  of  (he  Crown. 
Tliat  was  a  matter  of  the  greatest  import- 
ance; but  in  his  opinion  the  alteration 
introduced  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  was  by  no  means  calculated 
to  produce  tlie  happy  results  which  had 
been  ascribed  to  it.  He  had  received  se- 
veral communications  on  the  subject,  par- 
ticularly from  the  Queen's  County ;  and  he 
could  Btate  to  the  House,  that  the  impression 
among  professional  men  there  was,  and  he 
fully  concurred  in  the  opinion,  that  it  tended 
materially  to  frustrate  the  administration 
of  justice.  Substantially,  it  gave  the 
accused  party  the  nomination  of  the  jury  ; 
and  the  danger  of  such  a  provision,  in  the 

f resent  unfortunate  state  of  things  in 
reland,  must  at  once  be  manifest  to  every 
one.  He  would  jnst  give  the  following 
instance  as  a  proof  of  what  he  had  staled. 
In  the  Queen's  County  a  man  named  Car- 
ter, a  tenant  of  Lord  Maryborough,  was 
murdered  at  noon  day,  for  enclosing  a 
piece  of  land  which  belonged  to  him,  and 
for  which  he  paid  rent.  Three  persons 
were  tried  at  the  summer  assizes  at  Mary- 
borough in  1835.  No  verdict  was  found. 
The  case  was  tried  again  in  the  spring 
assizes  of  18313.  What  was  the  result  of  the 
"  improvement"  to  which  he  had  referred  ? 
Why,  as  the  Crown  had  given  up  its  former 
right  of  challenge  while  the  prisoner  re- 
tained it  in  full  force,  there  was  actually 
suffered  to  remain  on  that  jury,  an  indi- 
vidual who  had  himself  been  tried  for  a 
riot  at  which  a  homicide  was  committed, 
had  been  convicted  and  sentenced  to 
twelve  months*  imprisonment,  which  he 
had  suffered.  It  might  well  be  conjectured 
under  such  circumstances,  what  followed. 
Kvcn  supposing  the  other  eleven  had  been 
inclined  to  bring  in  the  prisoner  guilty,  it 
could  not  be  expected  that  this  man  would 
havs  assented  to  such  a  verdict,  and  the 
jury  could  not  agree.  They  were  carted 
to  the  bounds  of  the  county  and  dis- 
charged. It  was  well  known  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the  Attorney- 
General  for  Ireland,  that  cases  mutt  occur 
frequently  in  the  present  condition  of  Ite- 


in  which  it  was  desirable  to  Mt  aside 
from  serving  on  juries,  even  though 
there  might  be  no  moral  stain  upon  their 
characters.  It  was  obvious,  for  instance, 
that  timid  men  and  men  living  in  thatched 
houses,  exposed  to  popular  indignation, 
ought  not  to  be  put  to  the  danger  and 
hazard  which  (hey  might  incur  in  exercis- 
ing their  duty,  by  convicting  a  criminal. 
He  heard  similar  complaints  of  like  results 
from  Longford  and  other  places.  He  had 
also  heard  great  complaints  made  of  the 
solicitors  who  had  been  appointed  on  the 
part  of  the  Crown  to  conduct  prosecutions 
at  the  difTerent  quarter  sessions  in  Ireland ; 
but  as  that  was  a  part  which,  although 
first  alluded  to  by  the  noble  Secretary  of 
Stale  fur  the  Home  Department,  was  alto- 
gether foreign  to  the  subject  under  dis- 
cussion, he  would  not,  having  already 
trespassed  so  long  on  the  indulgence  of 
the  House,  more  particularly  refer  to  it. 
He  should  be  sorry  if  in  tha  course  of  his 
speech  he  had  said  anything  calculated  to 
wound  the  feelings  of  any  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  House.  But  he  felt  that  he  had  a 
solemn  duty  to  dischai^e,  and  one  from 
which  he  would  not  shrink.  He  would  en- 
deavour to  the  best  of  his  humble  ability  to 
place  the  ProtestantChurch  of  Ireland  upon 
Its  true  footing.  He  would  only  refer,  in 
conclusion,  to  the  Act  of  1839.  He  was  not 
going  to  make  any  remarks  as  to  the  obli'. 
gaiion  of  the  oath  which  Roman  Catholics 
were  then  to  take  in  order  to  obtain  a  seat 
in  the  House.  He  would  only  say,  that 
in  his  opinion,  if  it  had  been  proposed  to 
make  the  oalh  more  stringent,  it  would  have 
been  acceded  to  by  Roman  Catholics,  [M).  j 
Notwithstandiug  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  be  believed  he  had  staled 
nothing  but  the  truth  ;  and  he  could  state 
that  a  Peer  of  the  Roman  Catholic  per- 
suasion had  said  that,  as  a  man  of  honour, 
putting  the  oath  out  of  the  question,  he 
could  not  prevail  upon  himself  to  enter 
into  any  legislation  affecting  the  property  , 
of  the  Established  Church,  That  was  noble 
— that  was  generous — that  was  honorable 
in  the  highest  degree ;  and  he  (Mr.  Jack- 
son) did  put  it  with  all  sincerity  and  ten- 
derness to  his  Roman  Catholic  fellow- 
countrymen— his  Roman  Catholic  friends 
(for  many  of  that  fiiith,  and  he  was  proud 
to  say  it,  were  his  friendB)~if,  having 
been  admitted  into  the  Protestant  l^ia- 
Inlure  of  this  empire,  ou  the  confidence 
that  they  would  not  enter  into  any  roea- 
snre  affecting  the  property  of  the  Esta- 
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bliflhed  Church  of  England  aiid  Ireland, 
they  could  reconcile  it  to  their  feeling  as 
Gentlemea  and  men  of  honour,  to  vote 
away  any  pottroa  of  that  Protestant  pro- 
perty which  they  have  sworn  (o  mainlain. 
The  hon,  and  learned  Sergeant  concluded 
by  expressing  hi>  intention  of  voting  for 
the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  Lancashire. 

Mr.  Ward  had  no  intention  to  follow 
tbe  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  through 
a  variety  of  details,  many  of  which  would 
be  explained  and  others  contradicted  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  would  follow  him, 
but  perhaps  the  House  would  permit  hint 
to  apply  himself  for  a  short  time  to  the 
principles  by  which  alone  its  decision 
ought  to  be  guided.  He  had  listened  to 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  Lancashire,  with  great  attention,  in  the 
hope  of  discovering  some  niterati 
spirit  of  his  legislation  for  Ireland,  He 
found  tbe  noble  Lord,  however,  at  the  very 
point  8t  which  he  started  in  the  year  IS.'^O, 
utterly  regardless  of  the  mighty  changes 
which  had  been  going  on  around  him,  and 
standing  as  a  solitary  landmark  to  show 
how  far  public  opinion  had  shot  beyond 
him.  Tbe  noble  Lord  accused  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House  with  a  bigoted  adherence  lo 
stract  principle.  But  at  all  events  that 
abstract  principle  had  never  been  tried. 
They  might  entertain  hopes  of  its  healing 
efiecis,  but  they  had  never  tested  them. 
The  noble  Lord'had  forgotten  that  be  was 
a  no  less  obstinate  and  bigoted  adherent 
to  all  opposite  abstract  principle  which 
had  been  tried  and  proved  to  be  fraught 
with  the  worst  consequences,  not  merely 
to  Ireland,  hut  to  the  welfare  and  religious 
institutions  of  tbe  empire  at  large.  Ex- 
periencehad  shown  that  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  could  not  be  maintained 
to  its  present  extent,  or  on  its  present 
fogting,wilhDutso  violent  an  outrage  being 
done  to  the  feelings  of  the  Catholics,  as  lo 
render  it  impossible  that  it  could  ever  be 
productive  of  any  good  effects.  What 
said  the  noble  Lord  opposite  ?  That  the 
Protestant  Establishment  should  be  main- 
tained in  its  full  integrity,  that  from  the 
tithe  fund  in  Ireland  not  one  farthing 
should  be  deducted  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Catholic  population,  but  that  it  should  be 
distributed,  m  its  locality,  among  the  mi- 
nisters of  the  Establishmeut :  and  that 
as  to  the  Roman  Catholics,  in  so  far  as 
Uwjr  might  hare  pltced  anj^  reliance  on  the 
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justice  of  the  noble  Lord,  or  any  confidcnc^ 
in  his  influence  with  the  legislature — 
which,  thank  God,  was  not  now  what  it  had 
been  many  years  ago — they  had  nothing 
to  look  forward  to  but  a  perpetual  submis- 
sion to  that  yoke  which  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  had  endeavoured,  and  unsuccess- 
fully endeavoured,  to  force  upon  them. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Cumberland,  repudiated  (he  thanked  him 
for  the  word) — repudiated  the  principle  to 
which  the  House  was  pledged :  and  the 
noble  Lord,  to  induce  the  House  to  accede 
to  bis  plan  entered  into  a  variety  of  details. 
Some  of  those  details  were  good  undoubt- 
edly; but  it  was  singular  enough  that 
they  formed  the  only  points  on  which  the 
noble  Lord  coincided  with  his  Majesty's 
Government.  On  the  reduction  of  salaries 
and  the  abolition  of  pluralities  there  was 
no  difference  of  opinion  between  the  noble 
Lord  and  his  Majesty's  Ministers.  But 
here  all  similarity  ceased.  The  noble  Lord, 
tbe  Member  for  Lancashire,  strove  to  show, 
that  by  a  different  distribution  of  the  tithe 
fund  in  Ireland,  it  was  possible  so  to  par- 
cel it  out  among  the  difl'crcnt  miiiiEtcrs  of 
the  Church  Establishment,  as  to  prevent 
the  existence  of  any  surplus  at  all;  and 
in  the  event  of  any  surplus  arising  after 
all,  the  noble  Lord  proposed  that  sooner 
than  the  Catholics  should  derive  any  be- 
nefit from  it,  it  should  be  applied  to  the 
building  of  churches  and  glebe-houses, 
until  the  ramifications  of  the  Established 
religion  extended  lo  the  remotest  corner 
of  Ireland.  Certainly  it  was  hardly  possi- 
ble to  conceive  the  existence  of  a  surplus 
which  might  not  be  swallowed  up  by  such 
demands  as  these.  But  be  would  ask  the 
House  whether  this,  after  ail,  was  not  an 
attempt  to  perpetuate  a  system  which  for 
300  years  had  been  productive  of  (he 
worst  results,  which  had  cost  England 
1,000,0001.  annually  for  her  standing 
army,  200,000/.  for  police,  1,000,000^ 
sterling  for  glebe-houses  and  churches 
since  the  Union,  and  1,500,000/.  for  Pro- 
testant education,  which  might  fairly  be 
considered  as  a  branch  of  tbe  Establish- 
ment. He  would  put  it  to  the  noble  Lord 
as  a  reasonable  man,  and  a  Christian, 
whether  he  could  look  withont  shame  and 
concern  to  the  results  of  this  system,  as 
now  testilied  in  Ireland?  He  would  nsk 
whether  there  was  to  be  found  in  the 
whole  civilized  world  such  another  instance 
Ireland  presented  of  tbe  maintenance 
of  what  he  wai  pleased  to  term  a  national 
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Church  in  that  oounlry  ?  He 
Jiiin,  whellier,  in  any  oilier  country  on  ilie 
face  of  the  earth,  the  clergy  of  the  nnhonal 
Chnrch  were  compelled  to  wring  their  legal 
dues  from  the  people,  by  the  revival  of  an 
obsolete  process  in  the  Court  of  Exche- 
quer, by  tithe  suits,  by  the  help  of  the 
army,  and  the  asBistance  of  the  police,  and 
by  the  actual  effusion  of  human  blood. 
There  were  7,000,000  of  Catholics  in  [re- 
Itind,  and  only  TAO.DOO  Episcopalians  ; 
for  of  the  850,000  Protestants  at  least 
100,000  are  Wesleyan  Methodists,  who 
defray  the  expense  of  erecting  and  main- 
taining  their  places  of  worship,  and  who 
pay  their  own  ministers.  He  would  ask 
whether  the  people  of  England  were  nol 
now  paying  for  the  way  in  which  they  had 
treated  Ireland  since  the  days  of  Eliza- 
beth ?  They  had  exerted  themselves  to 
impose  a  large  Protestant  Eslablishmcni  on 
the  Irish  nation,  without  lakiug  a  single 
step  to  prepare  the  minds  of  the  people  to 
receive  the  Protestant  religion.  They  hod 
not  attempted  to  promote  that  great  moral 
change  in  the  people  which  took  place  in 
this  country  at  the  time  of  the  Reforma- 
tion; and  therefore  all  their  aUcmplj  to 
spread  the  Prolestant  religion  there  had 
been  unsuccessful.  The  hon.  and  Iciirned 
Member  for  Bandon  had  called  the 
lished  Church  the  bond  of  union  h 
England  and  Ireland,  bul  he  woi 
that  it  rather  was  the  cause  that  thi 
had  never  been  effectual;    it  continually 

frevcnted  tranquillity  in  the  country. 
t  had  prevented  Protestantism  from  at- 
taining due  ascendancy  in  Ireland,  and 
had  prevented  that  religion  from  effectinf 
the  practical  good  which  otherwise  wouli 
have  resulted  from  it.  It  might  be  in 
ferred  from  the  amendment  oT  the  nobli 
Lord  that  they  were  not  to  take  into  con 
sideraiion  that  there  were  any  Catholics 
in  Ireland,  but  were  merely  to  look  to  the 
number  of  acres  and  Prolestnntg.  His 
noble  Friend  (Lord  John  Russell)  very 
happily  said  last  night  that  the  noble  Lord 
seemed  to  think  that  the  Irish  Church 
should  look  to  the  cure  of  acres  not  to 
the  cure  of  souls.  He  agreed  in  the  pro- 
priety of  this  observation,  and  would  add 
that  the  noble  Lord  and  those  who  acted 
with  him  rather  looked  to  the  number  of 
Bcres  and  Protestants  than  to  the  interests 
and  moral  and  religious  instruction  of  the 
great  body  of  the  people.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say,  that  they  should  not  ^'ve 
Itberal  incomes  to  such  Protestant  cler^ 


ere  wanted,  but  he  protested  against 
(he  unnrcesiary  nirmbrr  of  them,  and  the 
enormous  stipends  some  of  them  received. 
He  cordially  concurred  in  the  opinion  (hat 
every  Protestant  clergyman  should  have 
the  education  of  a  gentleman,  and  should 
have  an  ample  allowance  to  live  like  a 
gentleman.  When,  however,  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen dwelt  so  strongly  on  this  point,  lie 
would  beg  them  to  recollect  the  small 
allowance  made  to  the  Protestant  minis- 
ters in  ihe  nonh  of  Ireland,  There  was 
allowed  by  Parliament  the  sum  of  15,000/. 
a  year  to  be  distributed  amongthe  Dissent- 
ing clergy  of  the  north  of  Ireland.  This 
body  of  persons  was  divided  into  three 
classes.  The  first  class  had  150/.  a  year 
each  ;  the  second,75/. ;  and  the  third,  SO/. ; 
and  no  pluraliiies  were  allowed.  This,  of 
course,  was  in  addition  to  the  stipend  they 
received  from  their  respective  flocks.  The 
whole  of  ihe  income  of  a  clergyman  of  the 
first  clas<,  according  to  Mr.  Pope,  the 
Moderator  of  the  Synod  of  Ulster  (in- 
cluding ihe  Reyinm  Datum)  stldom  or 
never  exceeded  300/,  and  most  of  this 
class  resided  in  the  lar^e  towns  ;  and  the 
income  of  the  second  class  seldom  en- 
ceeded  1 501.  a  year.  Was  the  noble  Lord 
prepared  to  say,  that  he  would  have  Ira- 
land  mapped  out  into  districts  in  his  wish 
to  have  what  he  called  a  new  Ecclesiasti- 
cal arrangement  ?  Were  there  no  Catho- 
lics on  ihose  acres,  which  the  noble  Lord 
and  Ihe  right  hon.  Baronet  had  so  care- 
fully itislributed.  The  noble  Lord  seemed 
to  think  that  the  feelings  and  interests  of 
the  Catholics  ought  not  to  be  taken  into 
considernlion  on  this  subject.  He  rejoiced 
in  the  extreme  that  such  was  not  the 
opinion  of  that  House.  The  Catholics  of 
Ireland  were  7,000,000  of  people  who 
could  not  be  subjected  to  a  military  des- 
potism like  Ihe  inhabitants  of  Poland; 
ihey  possessed  ihe  elective  franchise,  which 
they  would  use  in  a  way  to  prevent  their 
being  oppressed.  This  point  wrs  one  that 
it  would  be  an  act  of  abanrdtty  to  exclude 
from  the  consideration  of  this  question, 
Hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to  forget  altoge- 
iher  the  relative  proportion  of  Protestants 
to  Catholics  in  the  different  parts  of  Ire- 
land. In  the  province  of  Armagh,  to  every 
ten  Protestants  there  were  seven  teen  Catho- 
lics; in  the  province  of  Dublin,  to  every 
ten  Protestants  there  were  fifty-eight  Cathc- 
lics;  In  the  province  of  Cashel,  to  every 
ten  Protestants  there  were  1B6  Catfaolics| 
and  in  the  province  of  Taam,  to  eve^  ten 
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Protestania,  ihere  were  2fi9  Calbolicg.  i 
Throughout  the  whole  of  Ireland,  Ibr  the 
7,000,000  Catholica,  there  were  8fiO,000 
PfoteiUnti,  including  100,000  Weslej^an 
MethodistB  who  pa;  their  own  clei^y.  If 
the  Church  property  in  Ireland  was  dii- 
tributed  as  in  olher  parts  ot  the  world, 
there  would  be  a  sufficiency  Tor  the  reli- 
gious instruction  of  all  classes  of  the  com- 
cnnnity.  The  principle  which  ran  through 
the  whole  of  the  measure  introduced  by  his 
noble  Friend,  was  conciliation  to  the  Catho- 
lic population  of  Ireland,  and  this  was  at- 
teinplcd  to  be  effected  by  a  very  small 
.  concession  indeed.  The  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire,  said,  that 
the  50,000i.  for  the  moral  and  religious 
iDstniction  of  all  classes  might  be  drawn 
from  any  other  source,  as  well  as  from 
the  revenues  of  the  Irish  Church.  There 
was  no  Member  on  the  Ministerial  side  of 
the  House  (not  even  the  hon.  aod  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny,  or  the  hoooursble 
Member  for  Middlesex)  who  would  object 
to  vole  a  sum  of  money  from  any  fund, 
for  the  purpose  of  the  general  education 
of  the  people,  if  it  was  not  to  be  procured 
from  another  source.  He  had  never 
knuwn  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Middlesex,  with  all  his  love  for  economy, 
refuse  a  vote  of  money,  when  he  believed 
that  the  JDieresta  of  the  great  body  of  the 
people  would  be  served  by  it.  But,  he 
woald  ask,  whether  the  money  to  be  de- 
voted to  the  purposes  of  education,  if 
taken  from  any  other  source,  would  be 
attended  with  the  same  healing  eSect  as 
it  would  be  if  drawn  from  the  quarter  now 

Eropoied  ?  He  replied  —  certainty  not ; 
Bcause  the  great  object  was  to  show  the 
people  of  Ireland,  that  provision  wm  made 
for  the  general  education  of  all  classes, 
out  of  the  exorbitant  revenues  of  the 
Church.  As  for  supposing  that  any 
bill  on  this  subject  could  be  a  final  mea- 
•ore,  he  be^ed  to  observe,  that  he  would 
not  be  guilty  of  the  hypocrisy  of  saying  ao. 
He  did  not  believe  that  it  would  be  so. 
He  did  not  believe  that  it  was  possible 
that,  with  respect  to  a  country  situated 
like  Ireland,  that  that  House,  or  any 
Legislature,  could  adopt  what  could  be 
considered  a  6nal  measure.  He  should 
feel,  that  be  was  attempting  to  deceive 
bimielf  and  others,  if  he  asserted  that 
ke  supposed  this  to  be  the  case.  He 
contended  that  the  Church  Establishment, 
as  redaced  bj  the  Church  Temporalities 
Aot,  WM  mwm  teo  Wg9  fi)r  the  spiiitual 
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wants  of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland.  He 
was  saliafied  that  one  Archbishop  and  five 
Bishops  would  be  amply  sufficient  to  sup- 
ply all  the  spiritual  wants  of  the  Irish 
Church,  and  thus  a  reduction  might  be 
made  in  the  payment  of  the  hierarchy 
from  150,000/.  to  300,0001.  He  did  not 
see  why  the  House  should  not  proceed  on 
the  same  principle  as  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  Lancashire,  when  he  brought 
in  the  Church  Temporalities  Bill.  The 
noble  Lord,  when  he  introduced  that  Bill, 
said,  that  twenty-two  Bishops  and  four 
Archbishops  was  too  large  an  ecclesiastical 
establishment  for  the  spiritual  wants  of  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland,  and  he,  therefore, 
proposed  to  reduce  it  to  two  Archbishops 
and  ten  Bishops,  which  he  said  he  con- 
sidered would  be  amply  sufficient.  Now 
he  was  of  opinion  that  one  Archbishop  and 
four  Bishopswould  be  found  fully  adequate 
to  all  purposes  that  were  required.  Were 
hon.  Gcnllemen  aware  that  in  one  diocese 
in  England,  namely  Chester,  there  were 
1 ,500,000  members  of  the  EstablisbmeDt? 
Now  in  Ireland  there  were  only  750,000 
episcopal  Protestants,  and  if  one  Bishop 
was  found  sufficient  to  superintend  the 
spiritual  wants  of  1,500,000  in  this  coun- 
try, surely  two  Archbishops  and  ten 
Bishops  were  too  many  for  750,000  per- 
sona. Again,  look  to  ihe  Church  of  Scot- 
land as  to  the  model  of  what  a  Church 
Estsblishment  should  be.  There  the  clergy 
faithfully  discharged  their  duly,  and  yet 
were  aatisfied  with  a  small  income.  In 
that  country  there  were  1 ,600,000  Pro- 
testant members  of  the  Establisliment, 
and  the  income  of  the  Church  was  about 
200,000{.  a<year.  In  Ireland  there  were 
about  750,000  membera  of  the  Established 
Church.  The  expense  of  the  Establish- 
ment at  the  present  time  was  about 
800,0001.  a-year,  and  after-  all  the  pro- 
posed reductions  were  made,  there  would 
remain  to  it  500,0001.  a-year.  He  found 
that  the  average  enpense  in  Scotland  for 
the  pay  of  the  clergy  was  3s.  4d.  for  each 
member  of  the  Establishment,  while  in 
Ireland  the  average  annual  expense  for 
each  member  of  the  Church  was  12.  Is. 
This,  then,  was  the  average  that  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  I^ncashire, 
would  not  alter,  because  he  would  devote 
the  present  revenue  to  the  Establishment, 
and  he  was  unable  to  increase  the  number 
of  Protestants  in  Ireland.  For  his  part  he 
saw  no  reason  why  the  same  principle 
•hotttd  not  be  acted  upon  in  Irdand  ai  in 
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Scotland,  and  if  a  parallel  was  .drawn  be- 
tween the  clergy  of  the  two  countries,  he 
bad  no  doubt  aa  to  the  side  on  which  the 
balance  of  advantage  would  be  found. 
The  truth  wai,  that  the  great  body  of  the 
Irish  people  had  been  as  much  excluded 
from  that  religious  instruction  which  the 
Church  waa  founded  for  the  purpose  of 
imparting  to  the  people,  as  the  slave  po- 
pulation of  South  Carolina,  or  any  other 
slave  state  of  America,  were  from  the  ad- 
vantages ofgeneral  education.  The  object, 
then,  which  the  Government  had  in  view, 
was  to  devote  the  surplus  revenue  of  the 
Church  to  the  moral  and  religious  in- 
struction of  the  great  body  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  thus  make  the  Establishment 
really  useful  to  the  bullc  of  the  community. 
Some  observations  had  been  made  as  to 
the  schools  being  seminaries  for  teaching 
the  Calholic  religion.  He  held,  that  any 
system  of  proselytism  in  connexion  with 
these  schools,  was  an  infraction  of  the  very 
principle  on  which  they  were  founded. 
He  did  not  know  whether  his  hon.  (''riend, 
the  Member  for  Weymouth,  was  in  his 
place,  but  he  could  not  help  observing 
that  he  could  not  find  words  to  express 
the  admiration  he  felt  at  the  speech  made 
by  his  hon.  Friend.  The  language  he 
then  used  was  that  of  an  honest  and  con- 
scientious man  and  a  sincere  Christian, 
and  reflected  the  greatest  credit  on  him. 
He  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend,  that  if 
there  should  appear  to  be  any  thing  like 
proselytism  in  the  system,  steps  should 
instantly  be  taken  to  put  a  stop  to  it. 
Many  assertions  had  been  made  as  to  this 
being  the  case;  but, on  investigation,  they 
had  turned  out  to  be  groundless.  He 
would,  however,  ask  his  hon.  Friend 
whether  his  attention  had  ever  been  called 
to  the  difTerent  Reports  on  the  system 
which  had  been  published  by  the  Com- 
missioners? If  he  looked  into  them,  he 
would  find  that  the  principle  of  neutrality 
was  roost  strictly  acted  upon  by  the  Com- 
missioners. They  had  used  every  exertion 
to  promote  neutrality,  and  if  any  case  oc- 
curred in  which  a  complaint  was  made  on 
this  point,  it  was  instantly  attended  to. 
The  truih  was,  that  the  system  hitherto 
was  imperfect  in  its  operation,  and  many 
of  the  complaints  had  arisen  from  the  cir- 
cumetance  that  the  Commissioners  had 
not  the  means  of  carrying  out  the  system. 
There  were  some  observations  on  the  sub- 
ject in  a  pamphlet  lately  written  by  the 
reT.J.CBrlule,a  respectable  Presbyterian 


minister,  aod  one  of  the  Commissioner*, 
which  were  well  deserving  attention.  Mr. 
Carlisle  said, 

"That  many  of  the  accusations  which  have 
been  made  against  the  system,  arise  from  ihe 
prejadice  created  axainat  it  by  the  members  of 
the  Established  Church,  seventeen  out  of 
twenty-two  Bishops  having  pronounced  against 
it  when  it  was  lirst  introduced  under  Ihe  aas> 
pices  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire,  llie  Urange  body,  too,  taking 
up  the  subject  hastily,  unequivocally  repro- 
bated the  system,  calling  it  a  mutilation  of  the 
Word  of  God.  This  declaration  affected  the 
opinions  of  the  Dissenting  ministers,  and  has 
also  given  rise  to  many  of  Ihe  complaints 
which  are  urged  against  it." 

In  a  pamphlet  published  by  Mr.  Frank 
Sadlier,  also  one  of  the  Commissioners, 
the  principle  of  neutrality  waa  also  main- 
tained. He  asked  whether  it  was  likely 
that  Ihe  Protestant  children,  by  being 
taught  the  principles  of  general  morality, 
would  be  prevented  from  imbibing  the 
principles  of  the  Protestant  religion  ;  at 
the  same  time  he  observed,  "  that  this  was 
more  likely  to  be  done  if  the  clei^  aet 
themselves  in  opposition  to  the  rules  of 
the  Commissioners,  and  from  an  appre- 
hension that  the  Protestants  will  be  pre- 
vented by  association  with  the  Catholics, 
will  neither  teach  themselves,  nor  permit 
the  Board  of  Education  to  do  it  for  them." 
With  regard  to  the  education  given  to  the 
Roman  Catholics,  he  laid : — 

"  I  fearlessly  appeal  to  an  inspection  of  Ihe 
school-books  ;  and  I  ask  whether  boys  in. 
slructed  out  of  them  will  not  receive  a,good 
moral  education — that  niae-terths  of  the'  chil- 
dren would  not  have  received  education  any 
where  if  not  in  these  schools,  and  would  have 
become  miserably  mischievous,  and  ready  for 
the  commission  of  crime  I" 

Speaking  of  the  general  result  of  the  sys- 
tem, he  said  :~ 


Our  ans 

of  Ireland.  The 
four  years  in  existence ;  the  first  was  employed 
in  preparation,  and  yet  more  than  1,300  schoot- 
liouies  have  been  established,  and  more  than 
200,000  children  of  the  poor  have  been  edu- 
cated. Therefore,  in  this  respect,  they  have 
done  more  in  three  yean  than  the  Kildare- 
place  Society  in  nineteen  years ! 

This  testimony  was  satisfactory,  as  far 
as  it  went,  but  he  had  evidence  derived 
from  a  atill  higher  quarter — from  the  pub- 
lication of  a  member  of  the  Churca  of 
Englftud, — the  rereiend  Mr.  E.SUi^;, 
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wbo,  having  inspected  tbe  tcbools,  and    mutt  changie  villi  it.    The  hon.  Member 


ascetUuned  tbe  pn^rew  made  under  the 
Government  system,  confirmed  every  one 
of  the  statements  made  by  the  Commis- 
sioners.   He  said — 

"  The  remit  of  the  system  is  high);  fcvour- 
abte ;  a  new  light  hs»  been  ihrawn  upon  the 
Irish  chuacter.  Ignorant,  I  know  the  people 
ifcre— bigoted  they  might  be — but  Ibaveevec 
fonnd  them  acceuible  by  kindness  and  sym- 
p«hy." 

The  system,  then,  had  succeeded  to  a  cer- 
tain extent.  Speaking  of  the  wilder  parts 
of  the  country,  he  said,  "I  nslced  them 
what  will  good  education  do  for  you,  whai 
makes  yon  so  desirous  for  the  establish- 
ment of  schools,"  and  was  ansnered,  "  Ii 
will  put  us  in  tbe  way  of  reading  the  Word 
of  God,  it  wilt  teach  us  how  to  behave 
ourselves;  what  is  a  man  or  a  woman 
without  it? — they  ere  like  blind  men  and 
women  walking  throogh  the  wilderness." 
The  hon.  Member  for  Newark  had  ad- 
verted to  the  danger  arising  from  placing 
the  Protestant  schools  under  the  control  of 
Catholics;  he  said,  thatsomeof  them  were 
under  the  superintendence  of  the  Catholic 
nunneries  ;  and  one  of  these  in  the  county 
of  Galway  certainly  was  visited  by  Mr. 
Stanley,  who  says,^ 

"  The  girls'  school  is  under  Catholic  ma- 
nagement, but,  with  this  exception,  it  is  fault- 
less; the  children  arc  clean  and  orderly,  and 
the  books  used  are  some  of  the  late  publica- 
tions of  the  Boan),  and  Iboee  who  know  the 
benevolence  and  leal  of  the  persona  by  whom 
the  children  are  in  this  way  educated,  csu  only 
regret  when  they  see  Protestants  who  are  not 
equally  devoted  lo  God's  service  and  the  best 
interests  of  their  fellow-subjecls." 
He  then  referred  to  the  Christian  spirit 
manifested  by  the  Catholics  in  desiring  to 
meet  the  Protestants  with  liberality  on 
some  doctrinal  points ;  and  he  said— 

"  Let  the  Protestant  take  a  leaf  out  of  the 
Catholic  book  and  say  '  aoien ;'  let  both  par- 
ties bind  such  sentiments  for  a  sign  upon  their 
hands,  and  as  frootlets  between  their  eyes  ; 
Jet  them  write  them  on  the  posts  of  their 
hoDses  and  on  Ibeir  gates,  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  may  dwell  together,  in  ^tuie,  as  bre- 
thren in  peaceful  habilalioni." 

Thew  quotations  were  quite  decisive  as 
to  the  eaect  of  the  system  of  education 
approved  by  the  Government  in  Ireland  ; 
and  he  apprehended  no  danger  to  the 
ProtettBDt  reli^OB  from  it.  Paley  had 
been  spoken  of,  but  he  said  that  a  religious 
establishment  shoald  be  that  of  the  major- 
ily  of  a  country ;  indeed  he  stated  dis- 
tinotly,  that  when  the  religion  of  the  ma- 
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for  Oxford  (Mr,  Maclean)  said  last  n^t, 
and  he  believed  it  had  been  said  berora, 
that  there  was  only  one  source  from  which 
truth  could  flow,  the  Bible ;  but  be  must  not 
forget  that  from  that  source  the  most  op- 
posite conclusions  bad  been  drawn  by  men 
whose  names  were  an  honour  to  religion— 
Feoelon  and  Bossuet  were  men  of  high 
integrity,  who  discharged  the  duties  of 
the  Christian  ministry  in  an  exemplary 
manner,  but  their  ideas  of  truth  differed 
in  many  respects  from  ours.  The  duty 
of  the  Legislature  was  to  provide  reli- 
gious  instruction  for  the  people.  Ha 
considered  that  the  claim  of  the  Church 
to  legislative  protection,  was  put  upon 
its  proper  footing  by  tbe  Archbishop  of 
Dublioj  in  his  last  charge,  when  be 
said,  "  it  should  be  set  fbrth  as  a  claim  on 
behalf  of  the  people,  rather  than  as  one 
on  behalf  of  the  ministry."  He  would 
not  enter  further,  however,  into  the  dis- 
cussion, but  only  say,  that  no  Other  re- 
ligion could  be  adopted  for  on  established 
religion  than  that  which  is  the  religion  of 
the  majority  of  the  people ;  for  any  other 
mutt  be  supported  by  penal  laws,  and 
might  as  well  be  forced  upon  the  nativea 
of  Hindostan  as  upon  the  Irish,  if  it  were 
to  be  supported  by  funds  derived  from  a 
people  who  would  net  receive  it-  He  re- 
joiced to  see,  that  many  of  the  objections 
to  a  measure  of  this  sort,  which  had  been 
formerly  advanced  by  hon.  Members  on 
tbe  opposite  side,  were  now  entirely 
abandoned;  but  he  contd  not  but  be  a 
little  surprised  at  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Nottinghamshire,  who  said 
that  the  Bill  had  been  produced  at  tbe 
instigation  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny.  But  the  hon. 
Memberfor  Nottinghamshire  had  conferred 
npon  tbe  Established  Church  the  name  of 
the  monster  church.  In  a  speech  de- 
livered by  the  hon.  Member  in  1832,  he 
said,  "  there  is  not  in  Europe  such  a 
monster  as  the  ProteaUnt  Church."  The 
conversion  of  the  hon.  Member,  therefore^ 
was  not  only  recent,  but  extraordinary. 
He  worked  out  the  whole  principle,  for  he 
maialained  that  the  ministers  of  the  na- 
tional religion  were,  in  justice,  as  mncb 
entitled  to  have  a  provision  made  for  thetn 
as  the  Protealaot  clergy  ;  he  undentand- 
ing,  bjr  the  "  national  religion"  that  of  the 
majority  of  the  people,  which  alone  conld 
constitute  it  national.  Now  that  was  the 
appropriation  clause  with  a  vengeance ;  and 
I19W  the  boo*  M«pber,  irb9  adTvCfttgj 
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Buch  doctrinesas those,  in  I832,could  come 
forward  now  and  oppose  the  Government 
— wban,  with  a  lingular  moderation,  they 
merely  proposed  to  apply  a  amall  portion 
of  the  revenues  of  the  Eitablished  Church 
to  the  porposea  of  general  education  ;  and 
accompanied  hia  oppoailion  with  the  oh- 
■ervation  that  the  Bill  must  have  been 
fhiroed  at  the  auggeaitlon  of  the  "arch 
enemy  of  mankind," — he  waa  at  a  losa  to 
imagine.  How  could  the  hon.  Member 
reconcile  thoie  declarationa  with  hia  op- 
position to  the  simple  and  moderate  pro- 
position of  his  Majesty's  Oovernment,  (o 
apply  to  national  purposes  that  part  of 
the  Church  property  only  which  might 
fairly  be  considered  superfluous,  after 
pTOriding  for  the  spiritual  wants  of  the 
Church.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  North  Lancashire,  had  brouj^ht  for- 
ward another  grand  objection  to  this  Bill ; 
he  laid  there  was  great  dinger  in  placing 
•0  much  diicretionary  power  in  the  hands 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners. 
I'here  might  be  some  force  in  this  objec- 
tion, and  he  was  inclined  to  entertain  it, 
to  a  certain  extent;  but  really  it  was  one 
which  came  with  siogularly  bad  effect 
from  a  party  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
which  was  willing  to  invest,  not  merely  a 
discretionary  power,  but  the  whole  nm- 
nicipal  powers  and  privileges  of  Ireland  in 
the  hands  of  an  individual.  But  what 
Deoessity  was  there  for  investing  this 
power  In  the  hands  of  any  authority 
where  the  popular  control  could  be  fairly 
and  effectively  exercised  ?  There  was 
another  ol^ection  stated  by  the  right  bon. 
Baronet;  he  said,  that  the compositionB 
most  be  re-opened.  They  were  only  to 
be  re-opened  in  certain  cases;  and  the 
quettioR,  therefore,  was — whether,  be- 
cause injustice  might  have  been  once 
committed,  they  ought  to  perpetuate  it  ? 
Then,  again,  it  had  been  ot^ected  that  all 
the  concessions  which  bad  been  made  for 
the  relief  of  Ireland,  had  been  made  in 
rain.  But  did  they  consider  the  immense 
debt  which  was  due  to  Ireland,  and  the 
tmjust  effects  of  the  bod  policy  which  had 
been  punned  towards  her?  Would  the 
Honae  be  satisfied  with  the  conoessions  al- 
wadj  made,  and  refuse  anything  further? 
It  was  just  aa  vain  to  think  of  withholding 
froos  the  people  what  they  felt  themselves 
jostified  in  seeking  for,  and  entitled  to 
receive,  ai  it  would  be  to  think  of  re- 
tracting the  concessions  already  made. 
Tba  right  hon.  Baronet  pot  an  interpre- 
IMiBB  oa  Un  wndi "  jiAica  to  Inlaad," 


on  which  the  people  of  Ireland  would 
differ  with  him ;  because  he  said  it  should 
mean  only  the  claims  of  the  Protestant 
Chnrch.  The  whole  system  of  Irish 
policy,  from  first  to  last,  had  been  such 
that,  until  now,  aome  hon.  Members  had 
not  known  what  the  wants  of  Ireland  were. 
There  wasanobjection, which  had  beenurged 
with  singular  perseverance,  to  the  principle 
of  appropriation — namely,  that  it  consti- 
tuteda  bond  of  political  union  for  itssuppcMt 
amongst  the  prevailing  political  party  in 
the  House  which  seemed  ratlier  a  strange 
sort  of  objection,  considering  that  it  was 
professedly  the  opposition  to  that  principle 
which  constitutea  a  bond  of  political  union 
amongst  the  other  party  in  the  House.  He 
would  ask  what  great  measure  had  everbeen 
discussed  in  the  House  which  had  not 
been  made  the  bond  of  political  union  of 
its  supporters  or  opponents?  Every  ques- 
tion must  carry  with  it  that  conseouence. 
Were  not  the  queitioni  of  Catholic  Eman- 
cipation, the  repeal  of  the  Test  Act,  and 
the  Reform  Bill,  alt  of  them  bonds  of  a 
Political  Union  for  some  political  party, 
at  one  time  or  another,  as  well  that  which 
resisted  as  that  which  supported  them? 
The  bond  of  union  between  the  noble 
Lord,  ibe  Member  for  Lancashire,  and  the 
Irish  Members,  with  whom  on  every  other 
question  he  was  at  issue,  was  the  Refotm 
Bill ;  but  he  never  saw  any  inconsistency 
in  securing  their  support  at  that  time. 
What  bend  of  union  was  there,  at  this 
moment,  between  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Stanley)  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Robert  Pee!)  but  resistance  to  this  princi- 
ple? And  yet  he  objected  to  others  being 
united  with  the  Ministry  on  this  Bill  1  Was 
the  anomaly  greater  than  the  union  on 
that  side  of  the  House  ?  He  would  wish 
to  call  to  the  noble  Lord's  recollection  two 
events.  In  1834,  the  noble  Lord,  who 
was  then  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  with  a 
large  majority  on  his  side,  knew  that  there 
were  divisions  in  the  Cabinet  on  this  very 
subject,  but  they  were  not  made  known  to 
the  public.  The  147th  Clause  of  (he 
Church  Temporalities  Act  had  been  dis- 
cussed, but  it  had  not  broken  up  the 
Cabinet.  The  noble  Lord  did  not  think 
proper  to  combat  with  the  shadow,  how- 
ever ready  he  might  have  shown  himself 
since  to  combat  with  the  substance.  A 
quarrel  ensued  between  himself  and  hie 
colleagues.  What  followed?  As  an  in- 
dividual  Member,  unknown  and  nnassiated, 
he  (Mr.  Ward)  took  up  the  <|ueitioa,  con> 
Uwtof  lUjiWiM^tUcMii  Hdirbu 
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was  the  TCsult?  On  the  wry  Rrst  nigbt 
fiied  for  the  discussion,  the  noble  Lord 
and  his  Friends  eonicientiously  resigned 
their  seats  in  the  Cabinet.  No  doubt  erery 
Member,  who  was  in  the  House  at  that 
lime,  would  recollect  that  the  noble  Lord, 
after  leaving  the  Treasury  benches  in  the 
adjoarned  debate,  made  a  solema  appeal 
to  the  House,  in  terma  which  rande  a 
deep  impression  upon  it ;  and  in  that  ad- 
dress he  slated  the  principle  which  induced 
him  to  take  that  course.     He  said— 

«  Now,  I  tell  the  House,  boldly  and  distinell)', 
that  the  people  of  England  are  not  ripe  for 
that;  and  when  I  say  that  the  people  of  Eog- 
land  ve  not  ripe  for  that,  let  me  call  upon  you 
to  pause  before  you  '  aisenl  to  a  resolution 
which  you  cannot,  t>hich  you  ought  not,  which 
the  people  of  Ensland  will  not  let  you,  carry 
into  effect;  I  did  not  think  that  I  ahould  ever 
live  to  hear  a  Minister  of  tha  Crown  propose 
■oeh  a  retolntion— I  do  not  think,  that  I  yet 
■ee  the  Legislature  that  will  pat*  it— end  I  am 
not  cerulo  that  I  keow  the  Sovereign  who  will 
asMni  to  it."* 

That  solemn  appeal  was  made  to  the  sense 
of  the  country,  on  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant principles  which  ever  engaged 
their  attention.  What  was  the  result  ? 
How  wera  those  anticipations  answered  ? 
Tlie  House  did  assent  to  the  poncipI»— the 
Bovereign  did  assent  to  it— and  the  people 
did  ratify  it  by  ibeir  full  and  unequivocal 
approbation.  'The  noble  Lord,  in  1835, 
in  hia  speech  on  the  Addreas  to  the 
Throne,  when  he  voted  for  the  motioi 
the  right  lion.  Baronet,  said—- 

"I  speak,  not  only  my  own  seotimenti,bnt 
the  seoliments  of  a  body  of  gentlemen,  not 
inaignilleant  either  ia  rank  or  Btsnding,  or 
uniupoTiant  in  point  of  numberS)  iu  this 
House,  "t . 

What  bad  become  of  them  ?  They  had 
melted  away  before  their  very  principal : 
they  had  not  stood  by  the  noble  Lord  in 
bis  objections;  one  by  one  they  had 
shrunk  from  him ; — and,  with  the  ex- 
ception  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  one 
or  two  other  supporters,  his  patty  had 
■Imut  disappearol.  That  was  the  effect 
of  Iha  fint  appeal.  What  was  the  second  ? 
It  was  an  appeal  made  by  the  tight  hon. 
fianmet,  the  Member  for  Tamwortb. 
Enrj  one  moat  recollect  the  circumstances 
nnder  which  he  came  into  power.  He 
was  abaent  from  Eogland,  and  ha  was 
tecallad  by  bis  Sovereign  to  lake  the 
highest  station.  He  retarned  to  " 
country  t— (be  eyes  of  the  world  even  i 
^  Hansard  {"niird  Series)  vol.  xxiv.  p.  3 
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directed  towards  bim.  When  he  returned 
to  England,  his  declaratioD  of  prinoiplcs 
was  enxiotisly  looked  for,  and  be  publiaoed 
tbeTamworth  roenifeslo.  It  was  the  first 
test  by  which  the  public  conid  judge  of 
the  mles  be  had  laid  down  for  his  future 
govemmenl.  When  that  declaration  was 
published,  so  much  was  conceded  in  the 
way  of  a  rational  course  of  reforai,  that 
he  said,  "  if  that  be  the  policy  of  the 
Conservatives  there  n  little  difference 
henceforth  amongst  us  ai  political  par- 
ties," the  difference  is  only  in  detail,  aod 
not  in  principle,  and  we  shall  lieDcefor- 
ward  be  mora  uoiied.  But  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  declared  that  he  never  could  con- 
sent to  the  alieoatiou  of  Church  property ; 
and  it  was  upon  thiit  point  that  a  dissolu- 
tion of  Parliament  took  place.  It  was 
upon  the  Church  question  that  the  whole 
of  the  elections  turned ;  it  was  mooted  at 
every  hustings— upon  it  the  preMnt  Mi- 
nistry took  their  stand— «nd  upon  it  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  went  out  of  office, 
after  a  struggle,  eustaioed  with  ability, 
which  excited  general  admiration.  It  left 
him  seated  on  the  opposite  beaches,  aod 
power  in  the  hands  of  those  who  advo- 
cated this  very  principle.  That  was  the 
second  appeal  to  the  people.  And  the 
vote  whicn  the  House  returned  upon  the 
appropriation  clause  was  the  solemn  and 
irrevocable  answer  to  the  appeal  which  the 
Sovereign  had  made  to  the  sense  of  his 
people.  The  ri^ht  hon.  Baronet  had  tried 
to  frighten  the  House  from  its  propttelv, 
by  exciting  fears  of  a  revolution,  tit 
had  warned  it  of  die  danger  of  a  collision. 
He  referred  to  the  words  of  an  hon,  and 
gallant  OfBcer  on  the  other  side  of  th« 
Hoose,  about  the  party  on  thia  side  hav- 
ing selected  a  Joshua,  who  rushed  od 
where  the  Moses  of  the  other  side  would 
fear  to  tread.  But  a  revolutioit  would 
never  proceed  from  the  popular  ffotj,  or 
from  its  taadera.  The  Reform  Bill  gave 
them  the  msans  of  obtaining,  iuacsDititU- 
tionat  manner,  whatever  justice  demanded. 
There  was  no  occasioa  for  violenoe.  No^ 
if  a  revolution  wen  to  come,  it  would 
comefVom  another  quarter.  It  would  oome 
fttim  those  who  were  infatuated  enough  td 
believe  that  the  people  of  England,  arased 
by  the  Reform  Bill,  that  new  charter  of 
their  rights,  would  seek  the  seitlemeat  of 
their  political  affairs,  through  any  other 
medium  than  that  of  the  Qoventment,  and 
would  wish  to  ha  governed  npon  prioci- 
ples  to  which  the  great  majority  of  tbetn 
wen  lypMid.  As  to  tbt  noidi  wfcish  ttl 
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lion.  Btronet  had  quoted,  were  they  ap- 
plicable to  all  parties — to  those  whoopposed 
(his  Bill,  aH  well  as  to  those  who  supported 
it  ?  Had  not  the  Conservatives  made  choice 
of  a  Joshua,  who  bad  rushed  io  where  Moses 
feared  to  tread  ?  Had  not  the  organs  of 
Uie  Conservative  party  pointed  out  the 
adjuncts  which  a  Conservative  leader 
ought  to  possess?  Were  they  not  told, 
the  other  day,  in  a  Conservative  publica- 
tion>  that  the  Conservative  leader  ought 
to  be  a  man  not  encumbered  with  pro- 
perty or  a  stake  in  the  country  ; — that  he 
should  have  a  sovereign  contempt  for  all 
parties,  having  tried  all,  and  been  faithful 
to  none?  It  might,  no  doubt,  be  very  na- 
tural for  a  leader  so  situated,  to  etert  his 
talents  in  tceepiag  the  sources  of  discon- 
tent and  agitation  in  full  operation.  It 
was  from  such  pol  ticians  that  he  should 
anticipate  the  most  disastrous  coo  se- 
quences. He  did  not  court  a  collision; 
he  wished  for  peace ;  but,  though  he 
wished  for  peace,  he  would  nut  pay  for 

Eeace  the  price  which  was  required  for  it 
y  the  party  in  Opposition.  To  obtain 
peace  he  would  not  eacrilice  principle, 
nor  the  rights  and  happiness  of  7,000,000 
of  his  countrymen.  He  would  not  in  this 
or  in  any  other  instance,  consent  to  pur- 
chase peace,  however  desirable,  by  any 
igQOminiouB  concessions.  He  could  have 
no  doubt  as  to  the  course  which  he  ought 
to  pursue,  and  he  should  give  hs  cordial 
support  to  the  Bill  or  the  Ministers.  The 
division  this  evening  was  to  be  taken  under 
the  same  circumstances  as  the  division  of 
last  year  ;  and  the  same  feeling,  therefore, 
which  induced  the  House  then  to  reject 
(lie  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
should  prevail  with  it  now  to  repudiate 
that  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
North  Lancashire.  They  were  called  to  vote 
upon  a  subject  on  which  they  were  already 
pledged,  and  had  repeatedly  divided.  He 
never  would  believe  that,  on  a  point  where 
the  interests  of  Ireland  were  at  stake,  the 
House  of  Commons  would  shrink  from 
tfaOM  pledges  which  it  had  given,  to  en- 
Hie  justice  to  Ireland. 

Mr.  J><mUl  WkittU  Homey  said,  that 
he  was  by  no  means  prepared  to  participate 
in  either  of  the  proposals  before  the  House, 
and  if  be  could  have  suffered  his  own  in- 
clinations to  be  the  interpreters  of  his 
duty,  he  should  have  most  willingly  ab- 
stained from  taking  part  in  this  discussion ; 
but,  as  the  representative  of  a  large  con- 
stituency, he  felt  it  due  to  them,  he  felt  it 

flw  to  biiDa«lf,'  u  veil  n  to  that  pottion 


of  his  fellow-citizens  who  took  an  interest 
in  the  conduct  of  the  representatives  of 
the  people,  to  state  briefly,  but  distinctly, 
his  sentiments  upon  the  measures  now 
brought  before  the  House.  The  House 
had  before  them,  in  fact,  two  distinct 
Bills ;  because,  although  the  Bill  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite,  the  Ministerial  Bill, 
was  the  only  one  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  yet  the  noble  Lord  near  him  (Lord 
Stanley),  in  bringing  forward  his  motion, 
had  BO  amply  unfolded  his  views,  that 
every  sentence  of  his  address  might  be 
deemed  a  provision  and  an  enactment. 
The  House  had,,  therefore,  before  them 
two  rival  Bills,  brought  forward  by  two 
rival  parties,  and  it  was  for  the  House  to 
decide  upon  the  respective  merits  of  those 
'  al  Bills ;  and  he  trusted,  that  before  they 
came  to  a  conclusion,  the  fullest  and  most 
detailed  statements  on  each  side  would  be 
given,  and  go  forth  to  the  country,  in 
order  that  the  whole  nation  might  be  put 
in  possession  of  the  merits  or  demerits  of 
the  respective  measures,  in  accordance 
with  the  clear  statement  of  both  the  noble 
Lords  of  their  desire  to  appeal  to  the 
country,  as  to  the  relative  importance  and 
merits  of  their  several  Bills.  It  was  quite 
fitting  and  necessary  that  the  public,  to 
hom  this  appeal  was  thus  made,  should 
clearly  understand  the  character  and  scope 
of  both  measures.  As  to  himself,  he  could 
not  but  feel  greatly  surprised  that  such 
difference  had  been  made  where  there 
was  so  little  distinction.  Both  parties  had 
set  out  by  admitting,  and  deprecated  any 
suggestion  at  variance  with  the  declara- 
tion, that  they  were  sincere  and  eager 
champions  of  the  Protestant  Church,  and 
that  they  proposed  their  respective  mea- 
sures with  every  desire  to  enlarge  the 
boundaries  of  its  importance  by  removing 
all  tboia  sources  of  corruption  which  wero 
too  manifest  to  be  denied.  It  was,  there- 
fore, for  the  country  to  consider  which  of 
these  measures  was  best  calculated  to 
work  out  the  object  so  congenial  to  the 
wishes  of  both  noble  Lords.  He  should, 
in  a  very  few  words,  dismiss  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  noble  Member  for  North  Lan- 
cashire,  because,  although  he  differed  from 
him,  as  well  as  from  the  Miaistry,  npon 
this  subject,  this  much  he  would  fairly 
say,  that  if  be  were  an  advocate  of  the 
^tablishment,  if  he  sincerely  believed  in 
its  importance,  its  essentiality,  its  Christian 
obligation,  as  binding  upon  civil  institu- 
tions, be  should  not  pause  one  moment  in 
HlectiDg  the  Bill  wluch  wai  piopoaed  I^ 
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tbe  noble  Member  for  North  Lsncuhire. 
[Cheering  frota  both  sides  of  the  House.] 
He  was  welt  ftnare  bow  ironical  were  the 
cheers  with  which  he  was  honoured  by 
h on. Gentlemen  opposite;  but  in  consider- 
ing the  measures  before  them,  and  the 
course  which  he  thought  it  his  duty  to 
pursue,  he  should  not  shrink  from  repeat' 
ing  opinions  which  he  had  ever  avowed, 
in  and  out  of  the  House.  He  was  not  one 
of  those  individuBlB  who  took  up  opinions 
one  day,  and  dropped  them  the  next ;  be 
was  not  apprehensive  lest  some  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  go  into  the  library,  and 
rake  up  passages  from  any  speech  he  had 
made,  for  the  purpose  of  confuting  his 
speech  of  one  day  by  his  own  declarations 
on  some  former  day.  He  had  never  con- 
cealed his  sincere  conviction,  that  Christi- 
anity was  a  spiritual  priticiple,  which  not 
only  had  nothing  to  do  with  civil  institu- 
tions, but  that  the  whole  alliance  of 
Church  and  Slate  was  opposed  to  its  pro- 
fession, impeded  its  efficiency,  and  im- 
paired its  power.  That  his  view  of  this 
subject  was  the  correct  one,  was  proved 
by  the  evidence  of  alt  history.  Believing 
this  to  be  the  doctrine  of  that  simple 
and  substantial  system  of  religion  which 
breathed  through  the  whole  nature  of 
Christian  economy,  he  had  always  de- 
clared it  to  be  his  firm  conviction  that  the 
unhallowed  connexion  which  subsisted 
not  only  in  England,  but  in  all  Christian 
conntriea  with  one  single  exception,  be- 
tween Church  and  State,  was  roost  in- 
jurious to  the  Church  ai  well  as  to  the 
State.  But  they  were  not  now  discussing 
that  point.  The  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Alban  s  had  told  them  in  terms  not  to  be 
discredited,  that  he  did  not  regard  this  as 
a  final  measure.  Now,  he  should  like  to 
know  if  that  hon.  Gentleman  was  to  be 
considered  as  the  oi|;an  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  making  that  declaration,  for,  if 
so,  it  was  directly  at  variance  with  the 
preamble  of  the  Bill.  This  measure  had 
been  propounded  to  the  House  with  the 
expressed  view  of  its  being  just  and  neces- 
sary for  the  establishing  of  peace  and  good 
order  in  Ireland.  A  greater  object  than 
that  It  was  impossible  for  great  minds  to 
be  ambitious  ot  entertaining.  There  was 
no  puipose  to  which  a  statesman  could 
direct  his  intellect  more  deserving  of  his 
attention,  more  likely  to  secure  to  him  a 
permanent  renown,  to  obtain  for  him  the 
respect  of  living  men,  and  perpetuate  his 
name  for  ages  to  come,  than  such  a  pur- 
pose as  that.    In  fact,  there  was  no  sacri- 


fice too  great  to  secnre  this  advantage  t 
but  wonid  this  Bill  secure  it  ?  He  thought 
he  should  be  able  to  show,  not  only  that 
it  was  not  calculated  to  produce  that  re- 
sult, but  that  if  there  was  any  sincerity, 
which  he  did  not  doubt,  in  the  minds  of 
those  most  prominent  amongst  the  present 
supporters  of  the  Bill,  it  was  utterly  im- 
possible they  could  expect  any  such  result 
to  flow  from  it.  Nothing  was  more  re- 
mote from  his  intention  or  disposition  to 
introduce  a  question  of  controversy  on 
matters  of  spiritual  faith ;  bat  he  could 
not  avoid  saying,  that  as  the  Catholic  re- 
ligion was  a  religion  ancient  in  history, 
the  doctrines  of  which,  however  erroneous 
they  might  now  be  deemed,  had  been, 
from  the  commencement  to  the  present 
day  (and  it  was  the  boast  of  those  who 
professed  them)  invariably  the  same — it 
was,  he  contended,  utterly  impossible, 
considering  these  paints,  to  suppose  that 
the  Catholics  could  be  satisfied  with  a 
measure  which  had  for  its  avowed  object 
the  perpetualioQ  of  the  Protestant.  This 
measure  bad  been  propounded  by  Oorern- 
ment  as  a  measure  which  they  said  was 
likely,  and  was  intended,  to  tranquillize 
Ireland,  and  he,  aa  a  Member  of  that 
Mouse,  had  a  right  to  investigate  the  ac- 
curacy of  that  pretension  ;  and  should  he 
in  domg  so,  find  it  likely  to  lead  to  that 
result,  then  he  should  say,  there  was  no 
sacrifice  he  would  not  be  prepared  to  make 
to  accomplish  that  a1I<desrrable  object. 
But  when  the  hon.  Member  for  St  Alban's 
treated  it  as  a  final  measure— and  by  the 
word  "final  "  he  did  not  mean  invariable 
and  perpetual,  but  as  final  as  any  measure, 
legislative  in  its  origin  and  destmy,  could 
be — and  viewing  the  question  not  only  as 
regarded  the  Catholic  religion,  bnt  as  re- 
garded Protestant  ascendancy  in  Ireland, 
it  was  utterly  impossible  for  the  Protestant 
Disseuters.ofwhom  he  avowed  himself  one, 
to  hope  for  any  thing  like  a  permanent 
or  final  settlement  in  the  present  measure. 
[Cheers].  If  he  were  Catholic,  and  were 
to  avow  an  opinion  in  favour  of  the  Pro- 
testant Establishment,  he  should  fully 
conceive  himself  chargeable  either  with  a 
dereliction  of  religious  principle  or  with 
no  slight  decree  of  hypocrisy.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
cheered  him,  but  why  should  not  truth  be 
cheered.  He  did  not  care,  however,  for 
the  charity  of  their  sneers ;  all  he  required 
was  the  charity  of  their  silence.  The 
measure  was  proposed  by  the  Government 
as  a  measure  to  traoquillize  Ireland.    It 
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was  therefors  bis  duty,  as  a  Member  of 
the  Legislature,  to  see  how  far  (he  pro- 
visions of  ihs  Bill  accorded  with  iu  pro- 
fessed object.  If  be  bad  Tound  tliut  it  was 
likely  to  lead  to  that  result,  then  he  would 
have  been  prepared  to  say,  that  there  was 
no  sacriiice  which  they  ought  not  to  make 
to  accomplish  such  an  object,  but  he  did 
not  find  that  such  was  the  case.  They 
had  oitly  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  St.  Alban's,  made  in  ihe  integrity 
of  bis  mind,  that  this  was  not  a  final 
measure,  meaning  by  the  word  final,  not, 
of  course,  an  unvarying  perpetuity,  but 
fioal,  as  within  the  legislative  acceptation 
of  the  word.  This  being  the  case,  how, 
he  would  repeat,  could  any  Roman  Ca- 
tholic give  his  support  to  such  a  measure? 
He  would  Dot  confine  this  question  to 
Roman  Catholics,  but  extend  it  to  Pro- 
testant Dissenters ;  not  including  thereiu 
Presbyterians,  who  were  not  Dissenters, 
but  No n -conformists ;  and  he  would  say 
that  it  was  impossible  for  them,  and  for 
the  Dissenters  of  England,  who  looked 
for  the  downfal  of  the  Irish  Church 
as  the  precursor  of  the  downfal  of  the 
Church  here  —  to  support  a  measure 
which  was  to  slrengthen  the  Establish- 
ment— both  propositions  were  to  com- 
mote tithe  into  a  rent-charge;  but  the 
real  question  was,  whether  supposing  the 
commutation  effected,  although  the  name 
were  chauged,  the  substantial  injustice 
would  not  be  continued;  and,  further, 
whether  the  same  powerful  remonstrance 
would  not  be  made  to  the  payment  of  tilbe 
as  a  rent-charge,  that  was  now  made 
to  the  payment  of  tithe  under  its  own 
name.  The  declaration  had  over  and  over 
again  been  made  in  that  House  by  many 
distinguished  Gentlemen  prominently  con- 
nected with  Ireland— accompanied,  too, 
with  threats — for  threats  might  be  used 
oue  day,  though  substituted  by  the  ex- 
treme of  mildness  the  next — the  declara- 
tion had  been  Trequently  made,  that  such 
a  measure  as  this  was  only  to  be  con- 
sidered as  an  instalment.  Now,  in  his 
opinion,  uolhing  could  be  a  worse  system 
for  a  Legislature  to  adopt  than  this  system 
of  doing  justice  by  iustslmeots,  and  the 
system  was  particularly  objectionable  in  a 
reformed  Parliament.  It  was  due  to  their 
cbarscter  to  pay  the  full  amount  justly 
required  of  ihcm,  and  not  to  saoriRce  a 
'reat  piinciple  by  attempting  to  put  off 
their  creditors  by  a  series  of  beggarly 
instalments.  If  litlies  ought  to  be 
abolished,    and   that   uiidoubtedly    they 


ought,  in  his  opinion,  why  was  the  queitio" 
sought  to  be  got  rid  of,  or  frittered  dow" 
by  this  system  of  tardy  huckstering,  of 
mean  coulrivance,  and  miserable  evasion  ? 
Why  not  come  forward  and  at  once 
boldly  declare,  that  looking  at  the  slate  of 
things  in  Ireland,  the  Catholics  and  Dis- 
senters of  that  country  should  no  longer 
be  compelled  to  contribute  to  the  support 
of  a  Church  from  which  they  conscien- 
tiouily  dissent?  He  was  about  to  state 
that  not  only  was  it  his  own  impression, 
arising  from  the  consideration  he  had 
given  the  subject,  and  strengthened  by 
the  various  statements  n-hicb  had  been 
uttered  by  hon.  Gentlemen  in  that  House, 
that  any  arrangement  such  as  was  pro- 
posed was  only  viewed  as  temporary,  and 
as  leading  to  greater  advantages;  but  he 
found  that  members  of  the  Established 
Church  in  Irelaud  entertained  precisely 
the  lame  opinion.  The  hon.  Member  for 
S[.  Alban's  had  quoted  a  passage  from  a 
pamphlet  on  a  report  of  a  clergyman  of 
the  Established  Church,  and  he  should 

Sirsue  the  same  course.  What  said  Dr. 
incks,  speaking  on  this  subject  ?  He 
said,  "  Let  none  lay  the  flatlering  unction 
to  their  souls  that  it  is  against  tithe^—as 
tithes — that  the  hatred  of  the  Romanists 
has  been  excited  ;  and  that  by  changing 
tithes  to  some  other  property  the  hatred 
will  be  dispelled.  They  hate  them,  not 
for  anything  in  themselves,  but  iuasmuch 
as  they  are  the  endowment  of  a  clergy 
that  they  hate.  If  they  are  exchanged 
for  some  other  property  their  hatred  will 
be  transferred ;  it  will  still  exist  without 
any  diminution,  if  they  are  only  appro- 
priated to  the  same  odious  purpose  to 
which  tithes  are  appropriated  now.  The 
writer  was  further  ol^  opinion,  that  the 
tilbe  commutation  would,  on  the  one 
hand,  not  secure  the  clergy  in  the  posses- 
sion of  this  income,  that  it  would  not  tran- 
auillize  Ireland;  and  on  the  other  band, 
inat  it  would  have  the  effect  of  endanger- 
ing the  payment  of  the  landlord's  rent." 
Now,  as  a  Protestant  Dissenter,  he  would 
say  that  the  Catholics  and  Dissenters  of 
Ireland  would  act  on  the  same  sentiments 
with  regard  to  the  tithes  when  they  were 
convertedinto  a.  rent-charge,  as  induced 
then)  10  act  against  the  tithes  ia  their 
present  form.  Wai  that  made  a  matter 
of  regret?  None  at  alt ;  quite  the  reverse. 
But  what  would  be  the  effect  of  this 
measure  of  the  Government  F  It  wns 
because  he  saw  that  it  would  transfer  the 
tithes  of  Ireland  which  were  public  pro- 
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Mity  imd  ought  to  be  devoted  to  the  real 
loUrestB  of  Ireland,  to  the  moral  improve- 
ment and  social  happiDses  or  the  people, 
to  educate  the  children  of  the  poor,  to 
administer  comrort  to  the  aged— it  was 
because  he  saw,  that  tbit  system  would 
transfer  the  property  which  ought  to  be 
•0  applied  to  the  worldly  coffers  of  the 
landlords  of  that  country,  that  he  en- 
tered bis  protest  againil  this  measure. 
He  wasnotaliLtle|EurpriBedtOBee,  that  the 
noble  Member  far  Noith  Lancashire  and 
thoae  who  acted  with  him  should  be  so 
eager  to  enter  their  protest  against  the 
doctfine  of  appropriation ;  and  be  was 
certainly  not  leu  surprised  that  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Government  were  so  tenacious 
of  their  own  principle.  The  measure  of 
the  noble  Lord,  as  well  as  the  measure 
of  Uie  Government,  afforded  abundant 
evidence  of  appropriation.  One  of  the 
measures  took  thirty  per  cent  from  the 
tilbe-owner;  the  other  took  only  twenty- 
five  per  cent,  and  both  of  them  gave  the 
amount  Ihey  took  to  the  landlords  of 
Ireland.  Now  he  knew— and  therefore 
let  it  not  be  said  they  were  cheering 
him — what  be  was  about  to  observe  would 
produce  no  cheers  on  either  side.  The 
Uuth  was,  there  vas  too  much  of  good 
cheer  in  it.  He  knew  very  well  that  the 
proposal  would  have  the  sanction  of  all 
the  landlords,  not  of  Ireland  only,  but 
of  England  also.  There  were  many  of 
the  English 'Undowners  who  were  weary 
of  expressing  their  opposition  of  the 
Irish  Tithe  Bill,  but  who,  nevertheless, 
chsckled  within  themselves  when  they 
hoard  of  its  pravisious,  and  who  were 
not  without  a  hope  that  the  example  in 
die  case  of  Ireland  would  be  contagious, 
and  that,  at  no  very  distant  time,  they 
should  have  a  Bill  for  England  engrailed 
on  the  Irish  Bill,  which  would  place  in  the 
hands  of  the  English  landlords  some 
twenty-five  or  thirty  per  cent.  Yet  there 
weta  both  the  noble  Lords  protestioi 
against  the  principle  of  spoliation.  Botl 
were  standing  up  for  the  rights  of  the 
Church,  while  both  agreed  in  this,  that 
they  would  take  as  ranch  as  they  could 
to  apply  to  the  worst  of  all  secular  pur- 
poses. On  the  one  side  the  House  heard 
It  said,  "There  is  a  great  principle 
running'  between  us,  deep,  and  dark,  and 
fathomless,  over  which  it  is  impassible  to 
'  pass,  and  here  we  take  our  stand."  " 
the  other  side  it  was  tleclaied,  "  It  it 
consistent  with  our  principles,  which  assert 
the  inviolability  of  Church  property,  to 
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allow  one  shilling  of  that  property  t»  be 
perverted  from  or  to  t>e  directed  to  any 
other  source."  Why,  greater  hypocrisy 
than  this  was  never  exhibiied  in  Parlia- 
ment ?  Yet,  upon  this  both  parties  were 
reedy  to  go  to  the  tiauntry.  He  was 
here  reminded  of  llie  fable  of  the  monkey 
and  the  cats,  having  found  a  piece  oif 
cheeBe,  and  not  agreeing  as  to  its  division, 
they  determined  to  refer  the  matter  to  a 
court  of  Justice,  over  which  a  monkey 
presided.  The  mookeydividcd  (he  cheese 
into  two  portions,  and  under  the  pretence 
of  making  them  equal,  bit  a  piece  Grst  off 
one  lump  nnd  then  off  the  other.  Having 
considerably  ditninislied  them  both,  they 
appeared  to  be  tolerably  equalized,  and 
the  cats  declared  they  were  content,  upon 
which  the  monkey  said,  "Though  yoti 
are  satisfied,  Justice  is  not;  and  now  I 
must  take  what  remains  for  my  pains." 
But  the  act  of  appropriation  and  spolia- 
tion did  not  rest  here.  He  found,  on 
looking  over  the  clauses  of  this  Bill,  a 
provision  to  which  he  wished  particularly 
to  allude.  Two  or  three  years  ago,  when 
the  Irish  clergy  were  in  difficulties — when 
they  could  not  collect  their  tithes— that 
was  to  say,  when  Protestants  as  well  aa 
Catholics  refused  to  pay  them — for  in  all 
their  love  for  the  Protestant  Establishment, 
and  in  their  great  desire  that  the  Catholics 
should  pay  the  Protestant  Clergy,  the 
Protestants  themselves  were  prepared  to 
lake  advantage  of  the  storm,  when  the 
millions  of  Itelaod  were  agitated  in  order 
to  place  them  in  hostility  to  tithes,  the 
Protestants  having  availed  themselves  of 
the  protection  afforded  them,  and  having 
declined  to  pay  the  clergy,  ctune  here  in 
tearful  sympathy,  and  wrung  from  the 
people  a  million  of  money  for  the  express 
purpose  of  its  being  applied  lo  tha  fulfil- 
meut  of  their  own  engagements.  The 
provisions  proposed  in  the  Bill  were  ob- 
jected lo;  but  those  who  ventured  to 
object  to  it  were  sneered  at  as  economists, 
and  an  assurance  was  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment, that  the  amount  was  to  be  ad- 
vanced only  as  a  loan,  which  would  be 
paid  by  instalments.  Those  instalments 
had  never  been  paid.  But  he  would  say, 
that  as  long  as  tithes  existed,  the  payment 
of  them  ought  to  be  enforced.  Some  of 
llie  money,  however,  bsd  been  obtained, 
and  more  might,  no  doubt,  be  found  ;  but 
in  their  ricbuess  and  abundance  the  Go- 
vernment now  proposed  not  only  to  forego 
what  was  due — they  even  in  this  Bill 
engaged  to  return  what  bad  been  paid. 
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So  BuppoM  700,000/.  had  been  advanced 
out  of  th&t  millioD,  and  one-half  of  it 
had  been  repaid  ont  of  the  pockets  of 
the  Irigh  Protestant  landlords,  that  amoant 
was  to  go  back  to  the  pockets  of  these  very 
indifiduals,  some  of  whom  had  counte- 
nanced the  non-payment  of  the  tithes.  So 
much  for  the  hostility  to  spoliation ;  so 
much  for  the  attacfament  to  the  principle 
of  appropriation.  But  let  him  see  how 
this  sill  would  work,  because  he  wished 
the  country  to  know  what  was  the  nature 
of  the  appeal  that  was  to  be  made  to 
them.  He  considered  that  one  of  two 
thin^  would  happen,  or  both.  In  his 
opimon,  at  no  distant  time,  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  of  England  would  be 
charged  with  and  have  to  pay  the  entire 
tithe,  the  stipend  due  from  the  Prolest- 
ants  of  Ireland.  JuBt  let  them  see  how 
this  happened ;  and  the  Bill  of  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  Bill  ef  the  Government  were 
■imilar  here.  He  was  not  going  to  enter 
into  any  theoretical  details.  In  a  pub- 
lished speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
which  came  to  him  peculiarly  recom- 
mended, coming  as  it  did  in  the  form  of  a 
Church  publication — in  that  speech,  which 
he  had  bought  for  a  penny,  and  which  he 
had  read  in  that  form,  not  having  heard 
it — in  that  penny  speech,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  stated  that  the  full  amount  of 
the  tithes  applicable  to  the  support 
of  the  clergy  was  507,000/. ;  allowing 
for  the  reduction  of  three  parti  in 
ten,  also  for  the  per  centage  amount- 
ing to  152,000/.  therft  would  remain 
354,000/.  applicable  to  the  support  of  the 
clergy.  Now,  what  was  the  proposition 
of  these  two  Bills? — because  they  were 
equal  in  their  merits  in  this  particular. 
It  was  proposed  that  tithes  should  be 
abolished  in  Ireland;  that  for  every  100/. 
in  tithes  70/.  should  be  charged  as  a  rent- 
.  charge  on  the  land  now  subject  to  the 
tilhes;  that  the  seven-tenths  should  be 
paid  to  the  officer  of  the  Woods  and 
Forests ;  that  the  parties  entitled  to  this 
money,  or  to  any  portion  of  it,  on  the  first 
of  January  in  every  year,  should  receive  a 
certificate  or  drafl  on  the  Bank  of  Ireland 
for  the  payment  of  that  money,  and  if  it 
was  not  paid  to  him  on  the  1st  of  January 
it  WBfl  to  bear  interest  Now  what  would 
be  the  effect  of  that  system  ?  The  Go- 
vernment was  to  receive  the  money — the 
Govemnient  took  on  itself  the  payment  of 
the  money — it  was  to  give  drafts  for  the 
money.  They  had  led  the  clergy  into  an 
arrangemeDt  by  which  they  would  forego 


30/.  in  every  1001.,  and  they  contented  to 
pay  21.  lOi.  for  the  trouble  of  receiving 
the  money  and  its  payment.  Suppose, 
ader  this,  the  Catholic  and  the  Dissenter 
coalesced,  and  that  there  was  the  same 
hostility — as  a  Dissenter  he  hoped  there 
would  be  to  the  payment  of  this  rent- 
charge,  for  the  charge  was  nothing  more 
than  a  delusion — that  there  had  been  to 
the  payment  of  tithes  ?  Could  they  ima- 
gine, that  when  a  man  came  to  them  and 
asked  for  a  rent-charge  to  be  applied  for 
the  support  of  the  Protestant  Church,  it 
would  be  more  acceptable  to  the  Catholic 
and  the  Dissenter  to  pay  it  in  that  name 
than  as  tithe?  It  was  likely  that  those 
who  possessed  great  influence  would  be 
able  to  soothe  the  troubled  mind  of  Dis- 
sent for  a  year  or  two,  and  that  state  of 
affairs  might  be  appealed  to  as  evidence 
of  the  people's  content ;  hut  he  would 
say,  that  if  Ireland  were  content  under 
such  circumstances,  then  all  that  they  had 
heard  about  the  wrongs  and  miseries, 
about  the  seven  centuries  of  suffering  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  population,  was  a 
gross  perversion  of  the  fact.  Would  not 
Ireland  have  a  right  to  say  that  there  had 
been  a  fraud  committed  on  her,  that  yoa 
insulted  her  understanding  in  calling  on 
her  to  support  a  Church  ftom  which  she 
dissented,  by  paying  money  the  same  iu 
amount,  but  supposed  to  be  rendered 
more  acceptable  to  her,  because  the  ap- 
plication came  to  her  under  a  different 
title  1  Onght  they  not  to  be  ashamed  to 
treat  a  nation  as  they  would  a  child  when 
they  wanted  it  to  take  physic.  Such  a 
proceeding  was  tike  saying  to  the  child, 
"  Come  here,  my  little  dear,  take  this 
dose,  and  if  you  do  not  like  it  in  this 
form,  let  us  try  some  other."  Could  it  be 
supposed  that  the  people  of  Ireland,  whom 
the  hon.  Servant  had  so  justly  eulogised 
as  an  intelligent  and  highly- spirited 
people,  jealous  of  all  insult — could  it  be 
supposed  that  the  people  of  Ireland  would 
say  otherwise  than  that  they  could  not 
submit  to  such  an  arrangement.  Could 
it  be  supposed  that  the  people  of  Ireland, 
comprising  Catholics  and  Dissenters,  who, 
on  principle,  object  to  a  Proteslant 
Church,  and  who  pronounced  its  doctrines 
heresies — could  it  he  conceived  that  they 
who  objected  to  pay  the  money  as  tilhea 
would  ever  submit  to  pay  it  in  ila  more 
fashionable  form  of  a  rent-charge?  Would 
not  the  effect  he  that  there  would  be  the 
same  agitation,  the  same  public  meetings, 
the  same  organized  force  —  would  not 
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every  ipeciea  of  oppoutioa  against  the 
paymeDt  of  this  rent-charge  be  bb  rife 
then  as  DOW  ?  It  might  be  said,  however, 
— "  Oh,  yes,  but  look  at  the  remedy  we 
provide.  We  are  now  going  to  lay  this 
rent-charge  only  on  the  land ;  its  payment 
is  to  hare  precedence  of  all  other  obliga- 
tions, and  there  is  to  be  the  same  facility 
for  its  recovery."  He  was  not  aware  that 
the  law  was  to  be  made  more  stringent 
than  at  present  for  the  recovery  of  tithes ; 
but  if  so,  that  same  law  wJiich  was  to  be 
proposed  to  enforce  the  recovery  of  the 
rent-charge  might  be  effective  for  the  re- 
covery of  tithes.  The  Composition  Act 
gave  at  this  moment  to  the  owner  of  tithes 
the  power  of  distraining  on  the  land.  The 
effect,  then,  might  be  that  this  rent-charge 
would  be  paid  in  some  instances  and  with- 
held in  others  ;  but  what  would  be  going 
on  all  this  while?  Why,  the  clergyman 
had  got  the  certificate — the  engagement 
to  pay  ;  the  CommisBJoners  of  Woods  and 
Forests  would  be  bound  to  pay,  and  by 
every  obligation  of  law  the  payment  would 
be  enforced  till  the  year  1343.  Surety  it 
was  no  fltraintng  of  the  facts  to  Bay  they 
warranted  the  conclusion,  that  at  no  dis- 
tant  time  agitation  would  be  revived ;  no 
doubt  for  a  short  time  it  would  be  sub- 
dued, but  it  would  rise  again  to  all  its 
former  power,  and  there  would  he  the 
tame  resistance  to  this  rent-charge  that 
there  had  been  everted  against  the  pay- 
ment of  tithes.  Was  not  this  a  subject 
with  respect  to  which  all  the  constituents 
of  the  empire— all  the  people  of  England 
•~atl  those  who  had  to  pay  into  the  Con- 
solidated Fund,  ought  to  be  apprised  ? 
He  called  on  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex, who  was  truly  regardful  of  the  public 
purse,  whom  they  might  taunt  for  his  eco- 
nomy, but  who  had  gained  a  more  honour- 
able reputation  by  his  unceasing  labours  to 
that  end,  than  any  other  man — he  called 
opon  his  h<in.  Friend,  though  he  knew 
what  would  be  his  reluctance  to  entertain 
an  opinion  adverse  to  the  party  to  which 
he  gave  his  powerful  and  Bleauy  counte- 
nance, to  follow  him  in  (his  to  which  he 
gave  his  feeble  powers,  and  assist  him  in 
contending  that  they  were  not  warranted 
in  putting  the  whole  of  the  tithes  of  Ire> 
land,  when  converted  into  a  rent-charge, 
on  the  ConBoIidated  Fund  of  England. 
They  were  told  that  the  amount  was  to  be 
repaid ;  but  he  could  imagine  that  when, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  came 
down  one  of  these  days  with  his  financial 
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statement,  he  would  refer  to  the  condidon 
of  Ireland — he  would  speak  of  the  appall- 
ing circumstances  of  the  clergy—  the 
House  would  hear  of  their  distress,  and 
that  such  was  the  hostility  against  them, 
that  they  dared  not  go  to  the  PoBt- 
otfice  to  obtain  their  letters.  Such  facts 
would  be  narrated  to  the  House,  and  npoa 
hearing  such  an  appeal,  he  would  ask 
could  they  resist  the  applications  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  T  On 
that  ground,  and  on  the  other  grounds  he 
had  mentioned,  he  objected  to  this  Bill. 
He  thought  the  effect  of  such  a  measure 
would  not  be  to  ensure  the  greatest  and 
most  desirable  object  set  forth  in  the  pre« 
amble,  he  thought  it  would  not  be  the 
means  of  establishing  permanent  peace  and 
good  order  in  Ireland.  He  would  mj  that 
one  of  two  things  would  occur  in  Ireland  ; 
he  thought  it  not  at  all  unlikely  that  both 
would,  and  thereupon  he  deprecated  the 
whole  principle  of  this  BiU.  He  found 
that  while  on  the  one  hand  England  would 
have  to  mtuntain  the  Protestant  clergy  of 
Ireland  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fui^  on 
the  other  hand  the  power  of  the  Catholics 
would  BO  increase  that  the  Catholic  Church 
itself  would  be  put  in  possession  of  the  rent* 
cha^,  Hu  apprebenuon  was,  that  thougli 
England  would  have  to  maintain  the  Pro- 
testant dergj  of  Ireland,  the  revenues  be~ 
longing  to  the  Church  would  be  at  tha 
disp)s^  of  the  Catholics.  He  trusted  he 
should  never  live  to  see  the  day  when  the 
Catholic  religion  would  be  anything  more 
than  a  sect.  He  knew  the  workings  of 
these  Bystema.  It  was  true  the  Catholics 
called  themselves  the  advocates  of  the 
voluntary  system,  but  he  as  a  Protestant 
Dissenter  opposed  to  ell  establishments, 
repudiated  such  succour  as  the  Catholic  re- 
ligion would  afford.  The  Catholic  reli^on 
was  essentially  an  establishment  universal 
in  its  pretensions,  and  tolerating  no  other: 
There  was  not,  then,  he  must  be  allowed 
to  say,  half  the  ground  of  complaint  from 
a  Catholic  agunst  the  Established  Church 
that  there  was  for  a  Protestaut  Dissenter; 
nor  had  the  Presbyterians  a  right  to  com- 
plain of  the  Esuhlished  Church  in  the 
same  degree  and  on  the  same  grounds  that 
a  Protestant  Dissenter  had.  The  Catholic 
and  the  Presbyterian  complained  inasmuch 
as  they  did  not  happen  to  be  the  Established 
Church  themselves.  The  Catholics  were 
aspiring  to  that  position  from  which  they 
had  bMn  hurled;  they  desred  to  recover 
that  which  they  bad  lost  in  the  scramble, 
and  if  they  rcguned  it  they  would  bold  it 
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vrith  a  firm  grasp.  It  wu  not  ao  with  the 
Disoenter ;  he  was  meek  and  lowly  in  bis 
pursuits.  He  had  no  altar  but  his  own 
heart.  He  acknowledged  no  head  but  his 
spiritual  head.  The  Protestant  Cburch 
md  its  pope  in  St.  James's ;  the  Cuthalic 
had  its  pope  at  Rome — these  were  rarihl; 
DUisters ;  the  Protestant  Dissenters  know 
none.  The  House  niiglit  look  more  to  a 
party  triumph  than  to  the  CEtablishment  of 
a  great  principle ;  but  he  told  tbem  that 
the  time  was  not  distant,  if  they  pastied 
this  measure,  when  the  Consolidated  Fund 
woulil  be  diaraed  with  the  ProU;Btant 
clcrey  of  Ireland.  He  did  not  sa7  it  was 
equally  certain,  but  it  was  passible  that  the 
growing  power  of  the  Catholics  of  Ireland 
would  enable  them  to  resume  the  posses- 
Bion  of  the  property  they  had  lost.  He  bad 
no  doubt  a  statement  of  the  grounds  on 
which  he  was  compelled  to  wuhbold  bis 
assent  from  this  Bill  was  not  acceptable  to 
many  In  that  House,  but  he  thought  he 
Iwd  said  enough  to  justify  an  individual 
holding  the  pnnciples  he  professed,  in  n> 
fusing  to  give  the  measure  bis  sanction. 
He  might  be  asked  would  be  then  leave 
things  as  they  were  ?  Would  he  allow 
Ireland  to  continue  the  sccna  of  ceaseless 
»nd  growing  agitation?  Would  he  pre- 
vent het  improvement  by  allotving  her  to 
be  the  object  of  dark  design — would  he 
»ever  give  peace  to  that  industriously  dis- 
posed, but  oppressed  people  !  Did  he  mean 
to  say  that  nothing  ought  to  be  done 
remedy  the  existing  evils  I  Quite  the  r&- 
verse.  Would  the  Government  go  to  the 
people  on  an  intelligible  and  intelligeni 
principle, —  on  a  principle  which  wouloin- 
vite  all  hearts  to  crowd  around  their 
standard,  which  would  make  their 
more  popular,  and  deservedly  more  popular. 
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than  lulorm  itself,  they  would  do  thi 
while  they  respected  eveiy  livins  interest 
in  Ireland,  while  they  determined  to  allow 
every  person  in  receipt  of  a  stipend  from 
ecclesiastical  revenues  to  continue  in  the 
enjoyment  of  such  a  stipend  as  long  as  ho 
Jived,  they  would  extinguish  tithes  for 
ever  from  this  day,  commuting  it  into  a 
land-tax,  not  giving  up  thirty  per  cent,  to 
the  landlord,  out  taking  the  whole ;  and 
having  got  the  whole  and  node  it  xuhser- 
vicnt  in  the  first  instance  to  such  claims  as 
he  had  mentioned,  they  wotilil  apply  ihc 
whole  of  what  remained  of  this  princely 
revenue  to  ameliuiate  the  condition  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  to  raise  the  starving  mil- 
lions from  their  distress,  tii  give  bread  and 
comfort  to  the  aged,  to  give  proia'tion  to 
all.     He  conresMHl  his  blood  ran  cold  when 


he  heard  the  impassioned  statements  made 
in  thai  House  last  night  by  the  most  «plen> 
did  orator  of  our  time.  That  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  informed  them  that  at 
this  moment  there  was  the  greatest  suSer- 
ing  in  Ireland.  What  cuuld  the  starving 
millions  get  by  this  Bill.  They  were  told 
that  there  were  two  millions  of  people  in 
that  fair  land  actually  stretched  'on  the 
earth,  struggling  in  the  agonies  of  death. 
Well,  and  was  there  any  proposition  made 
to  relieve  them  ?  Formerly  they  heard 
that  Ireland  was  unrepresented  ;  there  was 
now  no  part  of  the  British  Empire  so  ably 
represented  as  was  Ireland.  She  was  re- 
presented, indeed,  by  the  energy  of  one 
man,  and  forty  heads  were  ready  to  assist 
him ;  yet  no  plan  was  hrougbt  forward 
which  seemed  founded  on  the  aecp  sympa- 
thy they  professed  for  the  suffering  dis- 
tresses of  the  Irish  people.  He  would  say- 
let  them  go  to  the  Irish  nation  on  his  plan- 
He  had  no  objection  to  go  to  Ireland  ;  he 
had  no  objection  at  all  to  be  shown  up 
there  on  College  Green;  and  if  he  were, 
he  would  tell  the  people  of  Ireland  that  his 
proposilion  was  this.  He  would  say,  when 
he  was  told  that  they  were  afflicted  by  the 
payment  of  tithes,  and  he  was  asked  to  re- 
lieve them  by  putting  thirty  per  cent  into 
the  pockets  Of  the  landlords — many  of 
whom  were  absentees— and  by  charging 
the  remuader  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  of 
the  British  empire,  he  moved  a  proposition 
in  which,  af^er  respecting  the  existing  in- 
terests, he  suggested  that  the  whole  money 
should  he  hereafter  appropriated  to  the  ad- 
vancement of  their  comforts,  to  the  educn- 
tion  of  their  children,  and  to  give  succour 
and  support  to  the  aged  and  afflicted. 
Would  not  this  be  worthy  of  their  huma- 
nity ?  This,  then,  was  bis  plan  ;  and  be 
was  as  satisfied  as  he  was  of  his  own  being 
that  his  plan  would  be  popular  with  the 
people ;  that  it  would  confer  a  great  bene- 
fit on  Ireland,  and  strengthen  the  hands  of 
the  Government,  b^  securing  the  afibctions 
of  that  country  {crieM  of  "  Oh  I"  OHd 
st/mpioiiu  of  impatience''}  He  must  beg 
to  be  heard.  He  hod  listened  with  no  in- 
considerable attention  to  hon.  Gentlemen, 
who  had  said  the  same  thing  over  and  over 
again,  and  be  might  My  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  cried  "  Hear}"  that  he  had  never 
in  bis  life  been  listened  to  for  so  many 
riiitnitcB,  ns  he  hiinsclfh.id  spoken  for  hours. 
Ho  knew  that  hla  sentiments  were  nut 
accejitable  to  many  i[t  the  House,  and  he 
Khduhl  have  liccn  well  pleased  if  he  could 
have  withheld  them ;  hut  he  felt  i\\.\i  it 
would  have  been  unhccoming  in  him  to 
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tftke  the  pan  he  whs  comppJl«d  to  lake 
wUbout  as  8iiiipl7,  frdnl^ly,  and  briefly  as 
ba  could,  recording  his  reasons.  Huviug 
so  donei  be  would  suy  it  was  impossible  fur 
him  to  give  his  consent  to  tbix  measure,  in- 
asmuch as  he  considered  it  a  delusion,  and 
hclieved  that  it  could  not  ba  otherwise 
tlian  productive  of  great  diKappoinlnicnt. 

Mr.  CfCounell:  The  plan  laid  down  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentk-mun  is,  above 
al[  things,  practicable.  The  great  merit  of 
biti  tcheme  is  to  lay  hold  of  t!ie  tiibefi  of 
Irclaad,  and  apply  thera  lo  the  use  of  the 
poor.  That  scheme  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  for  Its  great  recommenda. 
Uon  that  it  is  certain  of  being  carried  into 
efiect.  He  has  only  to  propose  it,  and 
everybody  will  vote  for  it — he  is  sure  of  it 
himself — he  who  has  boasted  of  his  can- 
dour and  sincerity.  It  is  really  nothing 
but  the  milh  of  human  kindness  Sowing 
over  which  makes  him  imagine  he  could 
carry  such  a  scheme.  For  my  own  part,  1 
am  deeply  indebted  for  the  kindneas  he  has 
shown  me  in  saying  that  with  all  the  in- 
tcMit  I  have  taken  in  Ireland)  1  have  never 
once  thought  of  anything  for  the  benefit  of 
Ireland.  1  reapecC  tbal  cheer— there  is 
uncnity  in  it — it  Is  [ike  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  perfectly  sincere.  He 
did  certainly,  in  his  benevolence,  tell  us 
one  thing  which  cannot  be  denied— he 
spoke  of  tbe  merits  of  my  htm.  Friend  who 
is  by  me,  and  I  will  tell  him  in  return,  (hat 
one  of  my  hon.  Friend's  merits  is,  that  he 
never  sacrificed  his  principles  or  bis  party 
to  bis  miserable  resentments  or  disappoiut- 
ment»— when  a  great  national  qU'^stion  is 
being  discuKsed,  not  thiitking  of  the  merits 
of  that  question,  or  its  practical  results,  but 
thinking  how  he  should  exhibit  a  little 
miaerabfe,  B]nteful  resentment.  I  wish  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  right  hon.  Uaronetjoy 
of  their  new  ally.  I  will  i^y  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  and  I  say  it  firmly  to 
him,  that  1  do  not  think  be  has  spoken  the 
sentiments  uf  his  constituents,  and  I,  hum- 
ble individual  at  I  am,  am  thoroughly  con- 
vinced that  he  has  not  earned  success  to- 
night— let  him  sneer  as  much  as  he  pleases 
at  me.  I  give  him  leave  to  sneer  as  much 
as  he  pleases.  If  he  thought  he  could 
embody  this  question  in  bis  own  little  pas- 
sions and  petty  re^ntments  he  is  deceived. 
No,  Sir,  he  cannot  do  it.  I  will  now  come 
to  the  question  that  is  really  before  us;— 
the  episode  was  not  of  my  introduction.  I 
coniess  that  tbe  time  is  not  remote  when 
this  debate  would  have  delightetl  me  es- 
cec<URgly,  as  encouraging  the  hope  of  a 


darling  and  lons^cberished  prpipect  of 
mine.  I  lung  diiTcbensb  the  hope  of  the 
repeal  of  the  Union,  and  but  a  short  tima 
ago  the  manner  in  which  this  important 
measure  for  Irehud  has  been  discussed — 
the  paltry,  miserable,  pohtical  cant,  and 
political  hypocrisy  that  have  marked  the 
debate  on  the  part  of  those  who  resist  any 
conceaiion,  as  it  is  called,  to  Ireland,  would 
]iave  delighted  me  as  furnishing  another 
topic  to  show  that  this  Parliament  is  not 
ditposed — that  there  was  a  party  in  it  too 
powerful  to  allow  tho  portion  of  it  that 
might  be  disposed-' -yes,  I  will  use  the  rc> 
pudiated  word — to  do  justice  to  Ireland,  I 
nm  boundj  however,  to  acknowledge  that 
these  are  no  longer  my  feelings.  I  say 
candidly,  that  I  no  longer  desire  an  argu- 
ment for  repeal.  I  have  seen  too  much  of 
the  English  people.  I  have  seen  the  chief 
magistrate  of  the  first  city  in  tbe  world  at 
that  bar,  and  I  have  heard  him  speaking  ia 
the  language  of  freemen,  that  which  you 
caonot  conceal  from  yourselves,  and  which 
I  tell  you  ultimately  you  dare  not  resist. 
I,  with  the  right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  will  "  bbt  out  the  channel, 
and  proclaim  myself  a  West  Briton."  I 
have  spoken  with  the  sentiment  which  I 
entertain,  with  unaffected  disgust  of  what 
I  have  heard  in  this  debate ;  but  I  have 
been  consoled;  I  have  heard  the  speech, 
which  struck  me  with  great  admiration,  of 
a  Christian  and  a  gentleman;  I  beard 
that  speech  in  which  my  hon.  and  revered 
Friend  (Mr.  F.  Buxton),  and  I  am  proud 
to  call  him  my  friend,  asserted  hu  own 
conscientious  coDvictions,  and  asserted  them 
without  offence.  I  wish  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  (Sir  James  Graham) 
would  take  B  lesson  from  him.  Convinced 
as  that  hou.  Member  is  of  the  errors,  he 
being  so  conscientiously  convinced,  he  a 
Protestant,  appeals  to,  he  relics  upon,  Pro- 
testant truth  and  upon  Protestant  justice 
that  neither  sball  be  tarnished  by  Protest- 
ant persecution.  That  speech  1  do  trust 
will  meet  the  public  eye.  I  hope  be  will 
not  leave  it  to  any  reporter,  but  I  do  con- 
jure him  in  the  name  of  our  common 
Christianity  to  give  to  the  public  the  bene- 
fit of  the  sentiments  he  uttered,  and  that 
they  will  go  with  tlie  weight  of  his  name 
before  the  world.  And  is  not,  I  ask,  that 
natne  connected  with — is  it  not  to  be  found 
in  the  iirst  and  brightest  page  in  tha  liis^ 
lory  of  humanity  ?  Agitation  ?  Why,  if 
lie  had  not  agitated,  where  would  the  negro 
bo  now  ?  And  yet  you  taunt,  yi«i  ridiculr, 
agit.itij)n.  Eight  hundred  thuustiiid  human 
D  2 
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lidngs  pour  blesidiigB  upon  bis  name  for  hu 
agitation.  1  trust  they  will  plead  for  him 
to  the  mercy  of  that  God  who  will  judge 
him.  Eight  hundred  thousand  huroan  be- 
ings nill  be  bis  adFocates.  And  when  he 
stands,  as  he  txrtainly  will,  before  the 
throne  of  God,  eight  hundred  thousand 
beings  will  raise  their  voices  and  claim 
mercy  for  bim.  They  will  say  for  him 
"  We  were  naked  and  you  clothed  us,  we 
were  hungry  and  you  fed  us,  we  were  in 
prison  and  you  visited  us."  He  would, 
indeed,  he  a  formidable  Protestant  against 
us.  But  who  is  it  that  is  now  arguing  in 
favour  of  the  claims  of  Ireland  .='  It  is  nol 
the  angry  Christian — it  is  not  the  ill- 
tempered  Christian — it  is  notone  who  when 
he  finds  a  kindness  intended  towards  Ireland, 
endeavourB  to  mar  it — it  is  not  one  who  will 
cast  a  stain  upon  friends — it  is  not  one  vho 
when  be  finds  there  is  a  chance  of  another 
doing  mischief,  is  sure  to  be  ready  to  aid  ii 
it.  We  have  heard  a  great  deal  to-night 
from  one  hon.  and  leuned  Member,  and 
yet  I  must  wy  this,  that  f  never  was  so 
much  obliged  as  I  have  been  to-night  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bandon. 
He  spoke  for  three  hours  by  that  dock. 
Certainly,  considering  the  kind  of  materials 
and  figures  of  which  the  speech  was  com- 
posed, he  could  have  spoken,  I  am  certain, 
for  three  hours  more,  and  I  am  excenvely 
indebted  to  bim  that  he  bos  spared  us  that 
infliction.  He  might  have  been  misled  by 
the  cheera ;  for  he  had  those  who  could  ap- 

Slaud  him  in  excellent  style.  I  honour 
im,  then,  for  resbting  the  temptation,  but 
my  gratitude  can  go  no  further.  There 
was  a  horrible  piactiee  in  Ireland  of  pack- 
ing Juries.  He  himself  has  called 
"nominating  the  Jurios,"  In  crimi 
cases,  the  Counsel  for  the  Crown  nominated 
the  Juries  1  According  to  the  old  English 
law,  passed  inSthe  reign  of  Edward,  the 
power  of  challen^^g  Juries  was  taken  from 
the  Crown.  But  my  Lords  (the  Judges), 
who  have  always  ruled  that  the  Statute 
■hall  not  prevail  against  the  Crown  in  its 
operation,  took  care  that  the  same  thing  as 
challenging  a  Juror  should  continue,  by 
leaving  to  the  Crown  the  power  of  "  setting 
by  Jurors.''  In  England  the  practice  u 
aloMMt  unknown.  An  English  Counsel 
does  not  understand  it ;  hut  it  prevails  to 
such  an  extent  in  Ireland,  that  I  have  seen 
fifty-two  gentlemen  hid  to  "  stand  by '' 
by  the  Crown  in  the  case  of  a  murder, 
which  had  nothing  to  do  with  politic*. 
Eighteen  of  these  were  Magistrates,  and 
yet  they  were  all  set  aside,  because  they 
were  suspected  of  being  impartial.     I  could 


B  of  the  most  frightful  enonoi^ 
upon  this  point.  There  was  no  man  ever 
yet  saw  this  practice  who  did  not  deplore 
it.  It  has  been  such,  that  it  was  actually 
a  misfortune  to  have  to  prosecute  in  that 
country.  I  say  this,  that  the  practice  pre- 
vailing, I  could  not  avoid  doing  that  which 
was  required  for  the  benefit  of  my  clients. 
I  never  have  shrunk  from  any  duty  so 
much  as  that  of  being  compelled  for  the 
sake  of  my  clients  to  adopt  it.  I  never 
thought,  however,  that  any  man  could 
complain  of  the  practice  being  discontinued. 
I  certainly  never  thought  I  should  hear  an 
Irish  Member  stand  up  and  arraign  the 
Attorney-General  for  Ireland  for  having 
for  the  first  time  introduced  the  English 
practice  of  impartiality,  and  seaming  to 
select  Juries.  But  there  is  another  passage 
in  that  hon.  and  learned  Member's  speech  to 
which  I  must  adverb  Will  it  be  believed 
that  this  packing-Protestant  of  Ireland — 
that  this  Kildare-place  [I  will  not  give  him 
any  other  name)  hero,  has  not  only 
arraigned  the  Government  of  Ireland, 
but  he  has  expressed  bis  horror  of  them. 
Why  ?  Because  they  would  not  involve 
Ireland  in  civil  war — because  they  would 
not  stain  her  with  blood  to  maintain  tithes. 
For  twenty  long  minutes  he  raOed  at  the 
Government,  because  they  did  not  do  that 
which  he  thought  they  ought  to  do-~shed 
blood  in  order  to  collect  tithes.  Here,  then, 
are  your  odious— —[TAe  remainder  o/"  the 
tenlence  mat  iott  in  loud  groans  from  the 
Opposition  Members,  fouomed  by  cheers 
from  the  Ministerial  Members].  Oh !  that 
I  had  an  enemy !  Assuredly,  1  should  wish 
himtoactastbathon.andleamedMemberbas 
acted.  Kemember  that  when  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  Secretary  for  Ireland,  he 
selected  for  the  Privy  Council  those  men 
the  most  odious,  the  moat  adverse  to  the 
people  of  Ireland.  And  now  here  is  the 
advocate  for  packing  Juries,  whowas  placed 
within  one  step  of  tne  Bench.  If  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  continued  in  office,  b^ 
would  be  now  on  the  Bench — he,  who 
takes  upon  himself  to  taunt  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Attomey-Geneml  for  Ireland, 
for  introducing  into  Ireland  the  English 
practice  with  respect  to  Juries.  There  is 
only  another  Irish  Member  to  whom  it  if 
necessary  to  advert — that  is  the  Repre- 
sentative for  the  University  ;  but  then  ho  is 
■o  good-humoured  that  I  really  do  not  like 
to  say  anything  which  may  disturb  that 
good-humour.  The  only  thing  that  amused 
—  was  his  honhommie,  as  the  French  call 
in  designating  the  Established  Church 
in   Ireland,  the  Irish  Church — it  u  the 
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Chuich  not  Irisb.  That  is  the  diBtinction. 
He  must  go  back  to  the  University,  jf  it 
were  only  to  correct  the  Dictionary,  by 
potting  that  which  b  said  to  be  "  Irish  "  as 
"  Not  Irish."  But  then  we  have  heard  a 
ffood  deal  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Cumberland.  He  says  that 
Ireland  has  got  too  much  justice.  He  has 
ridiculed  the  idea  of  justice  for  Ircli 
Why,  is  Ireland  so  fallen  that  any  i 
will  presume  to  ridicule  her  appeal  for 
jusdce?  Are  we  so  degraded  that  any 
man  can  imagine  that  he  can  with  impunity 
taunt  ua>  ^cause  we  ask  for  justice? 
But  then  he  comes  on  to  say,  what 
is  justice  to  Ireland?  At  one  I 
meant  toleration,  and  "we  conceded  it." 
"  We,"  he  says,  "  made  that  concession, 
Next,  it  was  a  claim  to  the  franchise,  "  an 
we  conceded  it."  I  may  not  follow  him 
correctly,  for  he  is  a  most  admirable  arith- 
metician, and  a  most  excellent  orator  f 
Next  it  was  a  demand  for  the  Representa- 
tion, and  "we  conceded  it."  Conceded 
iti  A  robber  takes  my  purse,  and 
being  compelled  to  restore  it,  he  calls 
that  concession,  and  says,  "  we  conceded  it." 
You  robbed,  yon  injured  us  in  the  name 
of  religion ;  you  did  so,  having  the 
name  of  religion  on  your  lips,  and  having 
none  of  it  in  your  hearts.  But  your 
Protestantism,  your  political  Protestantism, 
did  this ;  and  then  you  come  out  upon  mc 
with  this.  I  do  not  care  for  your  sneers,  I 
do  not  care  for  your  taunting  me  with  your 
concesdons,  because  you  know  that  those 
concessions  we  forced  you  to  grant  You 
regret  them,  because  we  are  here  to  display 
yourinsinccritywhen  you  conceded,  and  your 
■tiQ  more  vain  regret  now  that  you  cannot 
retract.  The  real  question  here  is,  not  the 
shifiing  of  the  statesmen  who  are  one  day 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  are  not  here 
to-morrow ;  it  is  not  whether  Lords  or  fiaro. 
nets  are  now  in  the  drag-chain,  or  rather 
in  "the  tail"  of  Toryism.  The  Dilly  is 
■wallowed  up  or  swamped,  its  followers  of 
thir^-sis  are  gone  away,  while  the  masters 
of  the  band  are  taileri  on  the  side  of 
Toryism.  If  we  look  to  this  question,  and 
its  real  bearings — if  we  do  so  as  statesmen, 
and  not  do  so  as  partisans — if  we  allow 
common  sense  and  justice  to  prevail,  and 
leave  aside  that  piety  which  asserts  only 
individual  superiority,  and  which  is  some- 
vbat  like  what  an  hon.  Baronet  has  called 
"  the  filthy  aristocracy  of  the  American 
Bteam-boat ;"  if  we  leave  adde  that  filthy 
luistocTacy  which  is  now  assumed  in  reli- 
pon,  we  can  come  to  decide  this  question — 
yt  dwido  it  a*  statesiaeD.    But  fint  fou 
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igredient  in  the  consideration 
ot  a  question,  that  you  understand  it ;  and 
now  let  me  sec  if  I  can  make  you  under- 
stand it.  The  task  is,  I  am  aware,  a  diffi- 
cult one  ;  yet  I  do  not  despair.  The  agita- 
tion of  the  tithe  question  has  been  attribut- 
ed to  me.  I  have  not  that  honour.  It 
began  before  I  was  bom.  It  was  visited 
by  penal  Acts  of  Parliament  so  long  back  as 
1 763.  There  has  been  a  legal  anachronism 
on  this  point  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ban- 
don,  and  he  is  deservedly  the  representative 
of  Bandon.  Why,  even  in  my  own  time 
there  was  written  upon  thegatesofBandon— 

'•  Here  enter  Turk.  Jew,  or  Atheist 

AnjtiiDg  but  a  Papist." 

And  underneath  these  lines  were  at  one 
time  inscribed- 


Let  me  see,  then,  if  I  can  make  you  under- 
stand it.  It  was  in  the  year  1760  that  the 
first  offences  against  the  collection  of  tithes 
were  legally  noticed.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Oxford  has  sbnwn  himself  exceedingly 
ignorant  of  the  Christian  rellgioo,  at  least 
of  its  temporalities.  The  ignorance  of  tliat 
hon.  Member  proves  the  truth  of  the  adage, 
"  the  nearer  the  church,  the  farther  from 
the  altar."  He  lives  close  to  learning,  and 
it  passes  unheeded  by  him.  In  Ireland, 
the  great  body  of  the  tithes,  the  enormous 
territorial  possessions,  were  all  the  dona- 
tions, the  pious  donations,  of  the  Catholics. 
For  years  before  the  English  went  to  Ire- 
land, there  were  the  Pope's  legates  here — 
they  were  in  the  four  archbishoprics  of 
Ireland  with  legatine  powers.  The  tithe 
system  was  not  in  Ireland  until  the  reign 
of  Henry  Snd.  It  was  the  English  Catho- 
lic priests  who  imported  them.  The  year 
1 1 73  is  the  date  at  which  they  commenced. 
A  synod  at  Cashel  announced  to  the  faithful 
that  it  behoved  them  to  give  tithes  to  the 
Church.     The  faithful  responded  to  that 

they  bestowed  those  tithes,  and  so 
they  continued  until  the  2Sth  of  Henry  8th. 
until  the  year  15,^7.  Tbreehundred  yeara 
ago,  for  the  first  time,  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment transferred  those  tithes  to  Protestants 
—to  that  species  of  Protestantism  that 
Henry  8th  avowed.  It  was  the  Act  of 
Parliament  that  declared  it  to  be  high 
treason  to  deny  his  supremacy,  that  handed 

to  you  the  temporalities.  That  is 
your  title  to  tithes.  The  Act  was  divided 
into  two  parts — first,  there  was  the  pious 
spoUatioOf     and    next    thg    pious    supie. 
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mncy.     It  was  the   Chrutian  iniiiGC  who  carra,  wliitli  are  now  familiar  to  u«,  be- 

be^towed  tliMC  tUhed,    that  alteiiiplod   tn  chusc  ttiey  aro  bo  receot,  bare  occurred  a 

convince  the  Irish,   by  making  it  cAjiital  huHitn^d  nnil  a  tbutiMiml  times,  and  stained 

felony  to  deny  hie  KUpremacy.     Your  title  '  the  soil  of  Ireland  with  tbe  blood  of  her 

is  Ibe  taw — an   excellent  title,  certainly;  people.     The    battle    ilill    contLnuei;  but 

but  if  there  be  not  thai  title,  then  there  there  is  a  lull  now— a  cessation.     Why? 

bos  been  ^liation  ;  tot  tboBc  tithes  were  Because  the  people  have  a  goTemraent  and 

gi»en  for  the  saying  of  maw,  fbr  ihe  inro-  \  a  governor.    Lord  Mulgmve,  wbo  is  di»« 

cation   of  raints,  for  Ibe  prayers  for  tbe  po^  to  du  them  Justice.     (le  is  tbe  first 


dead.  The  saints  you  disregard,  excupt  it 
be,  indeed,  tbe  living  saints.  You  pray 
not  fur  the  dead,  but  you  ctirse  the  living  )  < 
jrnn  have   slippreased    the   mass,  and   you 

declare  it  tu  be  impious  and  idolatrous ;  hut 


man  in  that  country  who  has  ttade  no  dis- 
tinction between  sect  and  sect,  at  between 
partleH ;  who  biis  had  the  courage  to  reject 
partisans,  however  highly  patronised  i  and 
approve  of  honest  men 


you  have  taken  the  tithes,  and  you  keep  '  however  lowly  recommended.  What ! 
the  glebe  lands ;  and  yet  you  ciirac  out  have  we  not  had  clergymen  enough  quite 
upon  me,  and  say,  that  titlies  are  not  the  ready,  in  the  name  of  the  Lord,  to  go  to 
creatures  of  the  law,     The  law  has  given     warfortithes?    Hare  we  not  bad  attorneys. 


t  the  creature  of  Ihe  law,  i  too,   to   aid    them  P     Hai 
(I  the  proposition  of  the  !  swearing  bailiffs 


it.   If  i 

then  I  really  ci 

hon-  Member  for  Southwark,  and  I  say — 
give  me  back  the  tithes !  1  aiBrin  that 
the  title  to  the  tithes  is  a  good  one,  because 
it  is  It'gul.  I  affirm  that  title  to  be  legal ; 
but  I  then  draw  the  inevitable  consc(|Ucnce, 
that  being  the  creature  of  the  \a\i,  it  is 
subject  to  its  enactments.  The  Irish  felt 
the  injustice — the  gross,  the  glaring  in- 
justice— of  taking  the  tenth  potato  fnira 
the  starving  peasant.  Hence  the  tithe 
war.  In  I7C0,  fifteen  years  before  1  was 
bom, that  war  had  begun.  Parliament  enact- 
ed the  severest  laws.  Bloody  statute  after 
bloody  statute  was  passed.  Sevcnty''fuur 
capital  felonies,  on  account  of  tithes,  were 
added  to  tbe  criminal  code.  There  were, 
too,  140  transportable  felonies  on  account 
of  tithes.  There  was  a  lull  and  a 
for  a  time.  The  law,  by  its 
created  a  new  kind  of  tranqnillity  ;  hut  the 
cancer  continued — the  evil  was  unmitigat- 
ed— and  it  was  certain  to  break  out  with  as  it 
increased  virulence  in  a  short  time.  You  went    betiei 


not    had 

abundance;  and,  Uea^ 

him,  have  we  not  a  Chief  Baron, 
wfin  has  invented  a  writ  of  rebellion — who 
has  found  it,  where  it  was  slce[)ing— for  it 
was  dead — and  awoke  it  into  life  and 
activity  on  account  of  tithes  !  The><e  has 
not  been  much  blood  shed  of  late;  but  it 
was  hoped  A)r.  There  was  the  expectation  of 
it ;  there  was  the  cunfidence  that  tbe  parties 
who  desire  it  would  have  succeeded  with 
this  Onvemment  as  with  others.  In  spito 
of  the  parties  who  thus  struggled  for  coUi- 
non— in  nnte  of  them,  tbe  Goremnienl 
has  succeeded  In  proving  to  tbe  pe(q>le  ibi 
ansicty  todo  justice  to  Ireland,  and  thus 
peace  has  been  secured  for  a  time.  Dut 
will  any  man  lell  me  that  next  winter  can 
pass  over  in  pence,  if  you  du  not  do  some- 
thing }  I  put  it,  then,  to  English  Members, 
who  may  vote  againiit  this  Bill.  Indeed, 
some  of  them  havo  voted  both  ways.  These 
are  the  persutu  who  belong  to  every  party, 
''  iheir  purpose.  No  man  has  s 
ight  to  say  than  I  have,  that  there 


n  with  your  enactments,  and  yqur  tribunals  are  gentlemen  amongst  our  adversaries, 

enforced  them.     The  jail  was  crowded  with  boast  of  it.     I  then  put  it  lo  thoae  huiBaiie 

prisoners,  the  vessel  was  Ladenwith  convicts,  and  lionDurable  gentlemen  to  reflect,  that 
the  scafibld  bent  beneath  iU  victims ;  then  '•  next  winter  there  must  be  blood,  there  must 

remained  not  the  memory  of  those  who  fell  be  ruin,  there  must  be  davastation  —that 

in  tbe  deadly  stru^le,  except  the  green  thoBewivesandohildrenvhoorenowlament* 

grass  that  waved  over  ^eir  grares,     All  ed  for  w  starving,  that  fVom  them  must  come 

then  Wetjt  on  in  your  own  way.     You  had  the  willow's  cry  and  the  orphan's  wail,  if 

convictions  enough  ;  you  had  with  you  the  you  allow  this  ScHioo  to  go  over  without 

executioner,  the  sherifi)  the  constable,  the  settling  this  question.     I  conjure  jou  hj 

jaiier,   and  tbe  judge;  and  of  these,  the  your  pilj,  1  beaeech  you  by  your  love  Mf 

latter  was  the  more    harsh.      Thus    you  humanity,  I  adjure  you  in  the  nadie  of  the 

have  been  going  on  for  sixty  years.     The  living   God,    to    prevent  the  shedding  of 

contest  hu  so  long  continued,  and  every  blood.     1  have  heard  some  people  call  the 

hour  it  does  so  makes  it  vtana.    The  people  Irish  savages  ;  but  never  yet  amongst  sb 

did  not  at  first  Rght  against  you.     CarHck-  vages  were  taunt  and  ridicule    a£iuted, 

shock   was    then  unknown   to  them ;  but  were  men  called  on   not   to   ^led  bloody 
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previMit  the  shedding  of  bluod.  Men  of 
blood,  m  jou  are,  tben  call  foi  blood,  {cricg 
of  "  Order"  atui  cAecr*,] 

8ir  Stratford  Canniitg  ro»c  to  order. 
He  protesied  against  the  use  of  «ucb 
language  to  thoie  who  sat  on  thai  side  of 
the  House. 

The  i^eaier  considered,  that  if  the  hoD. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  meant 
to  apply  the  term  "  men  of  blood  "  to 
those  nno  had  interrupted  him,  he  had 
^st-'d  a  disorderly  expression. 

Mr,  O'Conneh:  1  stand  corrected,  as 
far  as  my  exptcssion  may  be  used  in  that 
sense,  and  I  shall  not  nse  it  again  i  but 
if  those  were  men  whom  1  conjured,  de- 
liberately conjured,  to  stop  the  elTusion  of 
blood,  and  1  found  any  man  capable  of 
meeting  with  a  taunt  that  most  humane 
propsition — a  propositina  that  wnuid,  1 
think,  be  listened  to,  were  ne  on  the  very 
verge  of  the  Seraglio;  it,  out  of  this 
House,  I  met  men  who  could  meet  such  a 
call  upon  them  with  a  taunt,  I  should 
have  no  hesitation  in  designating  them  as 
men  of  blood.  I  am  not  surprised  that 
tlie  same  party  who  have  inflicted  so  much 
misery  upon  Ireland,  who  have  been  the 
sbedders  of  so  much  blood  there,  should 
not  now,  in  the  last  acene,  only  regret 
this,  that  they  could  not  possibly  ac- 
complish the  shedding  of  more  biood. 
Why,  1  ask,  did  not  the  right  hoo.  Baronet, 
who  quoted  so  much,  not  also  quote  from 
Wenlworth,  Lord  Strafford?  Obi  what 
a  guotation  he  could  have  made  from  such 
an  authority  !  Let  him  look  to  the  sum- 
mary manner  in  which  Wentworth  acted, 
when  he  insisted  on  having  for  the  Crown 
two  provinces  in  Ireland.  The  people  had 
then  chatters  and  their  titles ;  but  of 
what  avail  were  they?  He  sent  down  a 
Lord  Chief  Baron— for  they  had  Chief 
Barons  then  also  :  and,  as  a  letter  of  his 
states,  to  secure  the  services  of  ths  Chief 
Baron,  five  shillings  in  the  pound  vrere  to 
be  given  to  him  out  of  each  pound'a-worth 
or  property  that  he  could  pelsuade  the 
juries  to  give  to  the  Crovpn.  "  It  is 
aslonishing,  said  Wentworth,  "  how  at- 
tentive the  Lord  Chief  Baron  had  be- 
come." There,  then,  you  perceive,  they 
had  Lord  Chief  Barons  also.  Wentworth 
also  sent  down  two  troops  of  horse,  as 
"  good  lookers-on."  The  system  that  was 
then  acted  upon  still  exists.  Is  there  any 
humane  man  in  this  House,  any  man  who 
has  not  religion  on  his  lips,  and  harshness 
in  his  heart,  who  would  desire  it  to  con- 
tiDU?  It  14  fgr  bum&UQ  men,  however,  to 


consider,  whether  some  measure  ougltt  not 
10  be  adopted  to  put  an  end  lo  it.  It  is 
not  a  dream,  like  that  of  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber's for  Southward,  but  a  practical  plan 
that  is  required,  to  put  an  and  to  those 
calamities.  Look  around  you,  and  see  tha 
situation  in  which  the  country  is  placed? 
Is  there  a  man  that  will  tell  me  that  he 
will  not  agree  with  me  in  aaying,  that 
something  ought  to  be  done  for  the  pacifi- 
cation of  Ireland.  White  in  this  situation, 
let  us  see  what  are  the  plans  proposed  ? 
TItere  are  five  schemes  on  this  subject. 
The  first  of  these  is  a  favourite  of  mine,  I 
shall  be  quite  candid  on  the  subject,  I 
should  like  to  have  an  absolute  extinction 
of  the  tithes — call  it  extirpation  if  you  will. 
But  if  you  have  the  courage,  if  you  were  in 
the  situation  to  do  it,  and  the  public  mind 
were  prepared  for  it,  I  should  wish  you  to 
make  a  present  to  the  land  of  the  tithes, 
and  to  the  manufacturing  and  commercial 
interests  of  the  com-iaws;  end  let  the 
clergymen  be  paid  out  of  the  Treasury. 
Thug  you  would  put  an  end  lo  the  contest. 
I  do  not  expect  you  to  do  this.  I  have 
not,  upon  this  subject,  the  ardent  expec- 
tations of  the  hou.  Member  for  Southwark. 
My  opinion  is,  that  the  first  thing  you 
have  to  do  for  Ireland  is  to  make  conscienca 
perfectly  free,  and  this  by  not  calling  upon 
one  man  to  pay  for  the  clergyman  of  ano- 
ther. I  am  for  the  voluntary  principle.  I 
repeat  it,  in  order  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  R.  Peel)  may  have  full  time  lo 
take  a  nnte  of  it— I  em  for  the  voluntary 
principle.  Tlie  right  hon.  Member  for 
Tam  worth  pays  me  the  compliment  of  say- 
ing that  I  am  not.  I  reject — I  deny  big 
position.  He  has  said,  that  my  religion 
IS  intolerant.  1  do  not  know  what  big 
religion  may  be ;  I  do  not  inquire  into  it. 
He  says  that  I  must  be  favourable  to  a 
Church  Establishment:  I  deny  it.  The 
last  state  that  has  fought  its  way  to  liberty 
is  one  in  which  there  is  a  Catholic  popula- 
tion. I  ask  him,  then,  what  Church  etta- 
bllsbment  there  is  in  Belgium?  What 
Church  establishment  is  there  in  France, 
unless  the  payment  of  all  clergymen  by 
the  State  be  called  an  establishment? 
What  Church  establishment  is  there  ia 
Hungary  ?  But  1  come  back  to  the  last 
and  best  example:  What  Church  esta- 
blishment is  there  in  Calhohc  Belgium  t 
I  deny,  I  utterly  repudiate  its  necessity. 
Let  him  not  tell  me  then  of  my  religion. 
I  answer,  I  know  it  better  than  he  knowa 
it.  I  am,  however,  of  opinion  that  there 
was  a  period  m  blttory  woes  Church  esta< 
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lishmenU  were  useful.  When  the  Chnreh 
^BB  not  under  the  State,  but  »boTe  the 
^tate.  It  wai  then  the  refuge  of  demo- 
*=racy,  the  sliield  of  the  people.  That 
period  is  lon^  since  gone  by.  My  con- 
Bcientious  conviction  ia,  that  a  Church 
establishment  is  no  longer  necessary.  I 
do  not  see  any  practical  good  it  could 
effect.  1  do  not  wish  for  it.  If  I  could 
hope  to  have  areaaonable  miDority,  I  should 
divide  the  Honse  upon  this  proposition; 
but  I  know  that  Ireland  Is  suffering  and  in 
danger.  I  do  not,  then,  pause  at  such  a 
time  upon  abstract  theories.  The  bouse  is 
on  fire,  and  I  want  the  aid  of  good  bands 
to  extingnish  the  confl^ration.  Well, 
then,  as  this  principle  cannot  be  carried,  is 
there  any  other?  The  next  principle  is 
this :  I  now  put  this  to  you,  and  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  will 
condescend  to  take  a  note  of  it.  I  say,  that 
upon  your  ovra  principle  you  ought  to  give 
an  establtahment  to  the  seven -eig'hthi  of 
the  people — to  the  Calholica  of  Ireland. 
If  we  had  a  Union  such  as  it  ought 
to  be,  that  should  be  your  duty.  The 
ITnion,  Ihe  parchment  Union,  has  provided 
otherwise — that  the  Protestant  Church 
Establishment  shall  continue.  Were  the 
people  parties  to  that  Union?  No 
Parliament  that  was  bought,  made  the 
Union,  and  one  of  the  grounds  for  con- 
aenting  to  it  was,  that  its  mischiefs  might 
be  repaired,  and  its  crime*  obliterated. 
Your  Establishment  depends,  according  to 
your  principle,  upon  the  greaternumber  of 
people.  That  is  the  principle  of  youi 
Establishment — it  is  not  a  proselytizing 
Establishment.  The  people  of  England 
have  a  Protestant  Established  Church,  as 
they  ought  to  have  it,  there  being  eight 
millions  of  them— the  Dissenters  are  coming 
near  to  them ;  I  am  told  they  amonnt  to 
sii  millions,  but  the  majority  here  have  an 
Established  Church.  In  Scotland,  yon 
endeavoured  to  force  upon  them  your  own 
Establishment,  Yon  tried  it  there,  and  for 
one  hundred  years  there  was  the  greatest 
tnrtnilence,  war,  and  c'rime.  Scotland 
was  your  Ireland  at  that  period.  Scotland 
determined  upon  resisting  you  —her  people 
took  to  the  mountains — they  drew  their 
broad  claymores — they  gathered  on  the 
hills; — they  encountered  yon  at  the  bridges, 
— thev  Slopped  yon  atthe  rivers; — they 
stained  theatones  wilh  your  blood  and  their 
own — you  of^en  conquered ;  but  they  never 
abandoned  the  slrtfe,  until  they  secured 
toi  themselvei  not  merely  liberty  of  con- 
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science,  but  an  Establishment.  And  now 
I  ask  you  why  is  not  Ireland  to  be  Ueated 
in  the  same  way  ?  You  give  us  the  reason, 
the  superiority  of  Protestantism  [  Tlie 
treaty  of  the  Union,  which  you  have  vio- 
lated yourselves  five  hundred  times,  and 
properly  too,  for  it  ought  not  to  be  a  treaty 
to  prevent  any  scheme  of  amelioration.  But 
the  reason  that  you  will  not,  I  shall  g>*e. 
The  people  of  Ireland  repudiate  an  Esta- 
blishment; and,  as  a  Catholic,  as  sincere 
in  my  belief  as  my  respected  Friend  is  in 
bis,  tell  you,  with  as  much  solemnity,  as 
withoutprofanenessone  can  speak  for  him- 
self, I  absolutely  repudiate  an  establish- 
ment for  my  religion,  because  I  know  that 
it  would  lose  its  expansive  power  within 
tfae  trammels  of  the  State.  It  would  lose 
that  force  of  argument,  which  you  know 
in  your  own  country  is  bringing  so  many 
to  worship  at  Its  altars.  It  would  lose  that 
force  which  it  has  over  the  human  mind, 
althou|h  it  might  win  to  Catholicism  some 
whose  Protestantism  is  like  that  of  the  right 
hon.  Memberfor  Cumberland.  It  might  win 
advocates  of  that  kind.  For  my  religion 
I  wish  to  employ  ai^ument,  and  1  wish  it 
not  to  be  stifled  in  the  pride  of  an  estab- 
lishment. I  therefore  repudiata  it — I 
leave  to  you  your  Establishment,  1  require 
it  not.  But  if  it  be  so  left  to  you,  what 
ought  your  Establishment  to  be  ?  You 
have  rectors  and  curates  in  every  parish  in 
Ireland.  Why  is  there  to  be  this  enor- 
mous staff  for  only  800,000  persons  ? 
Does  not  this  alone  sufficiently  demon- 
strate that  there  is  a  surplus  ?  Oh  I  no, 
says  the  right  hon.  Baronet ;  and  I  now 
come  to  an  admirable  specimen  of  his 
candour.  I  will  take  the  return  from  the 
diocese  of  Kilmore,  says  he,  and  show  you 
that  Protestant  property  is  triumphantly 
the  greater  in  Ireland,  and  that  it  is  that 
property  pays  the  tithes.  The  return  upon 
which  he  relies  is  by  whom  ?  To  whom  ? 
Is  it  a  return  by  any  legal  officer  ?  Ob  no, 
unless  it  be  an  officer  of  the  grand  lodge. 
It  is  a  return  to  Mr.  Mortimer  0*Sallif  an 's 
Conservative  parliament  in  Dublin.  This 
then  is  his  splendid  document.  But  then 
this  is  to  be  supposed  fair,  as  showing  an 
average  of  the  Protestants  and  Roman  Ca- 
tholics I  Now  there  are  thirty-two  die- 
ceses  in  Ireland.  Many  of  them  were 
united  before  the  Reformation.  Kilmora 
stands  the  fifth  in  the  list  of  Protestant 
dioceses.  There  are  47,000  Protestants 
ta  Kilmore.  If  I  were  to  take  Kerry,  one. 
foarth  of  which  belong*  to  Ronwa  Cttli«< 
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'icB,  and  said  here  are  297,000  Roman 
Catbolics  and  but  7,000  ProtcBtants,  this 
IB  a  ipecimen  of  the  arerage  of  Protest- 
ants and  Catholics  of  Ireland,  how  I  sbould 
be  hooted  at  by  hon.  Members  opposite. 
This  then  is  a  specimea  of  the  candour  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  selecting  Kil- 
more!  It  is,too,aspeciinenoftheaccuracy 
of  the  CoDServatiTe  Association,  whose 
standing  lute  was,  to  admit  no  reporter, 
except  one  from  The  Evening  Mail.  This, 
then,  is  the  document  upon  which  he  re- 
lies  I  But,  then,  shall  I  be  told  that  lithe 
does  not  consist  of  three  quantities,  of 
labour,  capital,  and  land?  Is  the  labour 
not  Catholic,  and  is  not  a  great  deal  of 
land  the  property  of  Cetholica?  What 
are  yon  qnarrelling  with  us  for,  if  there  is 
no  surplus  7  If  yon  ask  us  what  we  are 
asserting  ?  I  answer,  a  principle.  Ours 
is  the  conciliatory  principle  ;  yours,  the 
repulsife  principle.  Is  it  the  Catholic 
Church — is  it  the  Catholic  religion  that 
wants  the  surplus  ?  No.  It  is  wanted  for 
instruction.  I,  like  the  hon.  Member  for 
Weymouth,  believe  that  the  more  instruc- 
tion is  given  to  the  people,  the  more  will 
my  religion  be  promoted  by  it.  I  show 
that  by  my  anxiety  to  give.  You  tell  roe 
that  instruction  is  only  wanted  to  induce 
the  people  to  abandon  my  religion  and 
embrace  yours.  I,  at  any  rate,  am  de- 
sirous that  the  people  should  be  instructed. 
I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  South- 
wark,  that  the  people  of  Ireland  will  not 
believe  that  tithes  are  at  an  end  by  calling 
them  rent-charge.  The  noble  Lord,  who 
thinks  wisely  except  upon  this  subject,  en- 
tertains a  dificrent  opinion.  I  know  well 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  can  well  distin- 
guish upon  points  more  difficult  to  be  de- 
tennined  than  this.  Mark  the  history  of 
this  transaction.  The  noble  Lord  who  has 
shown  himself  such  a  friend  to  the  Estab- 
lishment, brought  In  his  Bill  in  1834 — 
that  was  called  my  Bill.  A  resolution 
that  I  mored  in  the  Committee  gave  to  the 
Protestant  clei^man  77/,  lOs-  in  every 
lOOf.  If  that  Bill  had  passed  die  House 
of  Lords,  there  would  be  an  end  to  the 
strife  that  now  eiliU-  If  that  Bill  bad 
passed,  the  people  would  have  been 
relieved  to  the  extent  of  forty  per  cent., 
and  the  diSerenee  would  hare  been  made 
up  out  of  the  consolidated  fund.  If  yon 
will  insist  upon  forcing  the  Prot«stant  re- 
ligion in  Ireland,  it  is  right  yon  should 
pay  for  it ;  and  the  ProteitaDt  cUrnman 
irovU  not  twre  beeo  *t  «&  diHMiiwd  it 


irrangement,  because  the  money  came 
from  the  consolidated  fund  ;  he  would 
have  taken  his  77/.  10<.  and  pocketed  the 
afironl,  even  though  he  had  the  trouble  of 
going  to  the  Treasury  for  it.  Bat  that 
Bill  was  thrown  out,  the  collision  was 
commenced,  not  by  us,  and  let  the  shock 
fall  on  their  shoulders  who  provoked  it. 
The  House  of  Lords  threw  out  that  BilL 
Persons  may  suppose,  perhaps,  that  they 
threw  it  out  because  it  contained  an  ap- 
propriation clause ;  but  the  case  was  not 
so,  that  Bill  contained  no  appropriation 
clause  at  all.  But  the  history  of  their  ah- 
surdity  is  not  yet  complete.  Could  any 
human  imagination  conceive  any  thing 
more  ridiculous,  more  arbitrarily  absurd, 
than  this  proceeding  on  the  part  of  the 
House  of  Lords  ?  My  Bill  gave  the  Pro- 
testant clergy  77/.  lOs.  per  cent.  I  call 
it  my  bill  for  shortness ;  calumny  attri- 
buted it  to  me  at  the  time,  and  I  certaialv 
had  a  hand  in  it ;  and  this  Bill,  which 
gave  the  Protestant  clergyman  77/.  lOs, 
per  cent.,  was  rejected  by  the  Lords. 
Well,  what  took  place  afterwards  ?  Next 
session  the  Bill  of  the  Government  of  the 
right  bon.  Member  for  Tamwortb  came  be- 
fore the  House,  and  this  Bill  proposed  to 
give  the  Protestant  clergyman  only  75/. 
per  cent.,  underbidding  me,  the  Popish 
agitator,  by  21.  lOt.  The  example  being 
thus  set  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
followed  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  when  he  came  into  office-  He 
proposed  to  take  off  3/.  1  Oi.  more,  being 
72/.  lOf.  for  the  clergyman,  and  so  the 
Bill  went  up  to  the  Lords,  What  did  the 
House  of  Lords  do  with  it?  The  House 
of  Lords,  who  refused  my  Bill  which  gave 
77/.  lOs.  to  the  clergyman,  accepted  as 
much  of  the  noble  Lord's  Bill  as  gave  him 
72/,  10(.,Bnd  Birackout  the  appropriation 
clauses  of  the  Bill,  which  then  was  lost 
altogether.  What  has  been  the  conse- 
quence of  this?  There  has  been  another 
Dutch  bidding,  and  the  clei^man's  share 
is  to  be  reduced  to  67/.  per  cent.  The 
noble  hcaA  opposite  oppose*  the  Bill  of 
the  Government,  and  what  is  his  objec- 
tion and  what  his  object?  He  wants  to 
obtain,  not  piety  an  dknowledge,  but  gsn- 
tilitv  for  bis  clergymen ;  he  must  nave 
notning  but  gentlemen,  and  of  courie  in 
bis  estimate  he  has  calculated  th« 
expenses  of  the  dancing  maBt«r> 
Oh  I  Si/,  is  it  not  too  bad  tb«t  IrsUnd 
shoaU  bs  snfajeet  to  this  protraotwl 
cndtjr,  ihia  ia|tBi9»  torturinf,  tn«t«< 
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ting  from  those  who  pretend  to  be  her 
snsrdians  ?  There  sits  the  doctor,  {point- 
vtg  to  the  Oppnsition  bench  on  which  sat 
Lord  Stanley] — there  he  sits — look  at  him 
— he  has  prepared  a  doie  for  Ireland — she 
■nuit  swallow  il— it  may  not  do  her  much 
good  perhaps — true,  she  may  die  under 
the  infliction  of  it,  but  swallow  it  she  nnuBt. 
Now  what  ia  the  noble  Lord's  plan  ?  Let 
us  go  oveT  his  plan.  He  proposes  to  give 
the  clergyman  seventy.five  per  cent,  of 
their  tithes,  thus  at  the  outset,  by-tlie-by, 
underbidding  me  by  2/.  lOs.  But  I  put 
it  to  the  House  and  to  the  good  sense  of  the 
people  of  England,  whether  that  ia  not  too 
much?  I  put  it lothem whether 6,000,500 
men  ahall  be  made  to  pay  for  the  religion 
of  700,000?  Is  it  fair  that  the  agricul- 
tural industry  of  the  whole  nation  should 
be  oppressed  for  the  adrantage  of  a  few  ? 
■Let  UB  loolt  to  Pnley  on  this  subject-^ 
Paley  says,  that  of"  all  incumbrances  ad- 
verse to  cultivation  none  is  so  noxious  as 
tithes,  not  only  was  it  a  tax  upon  industry, 
but  upon  that  industry  whicn  feeds  man- 
kind. Af\er  reading  this,  is  it  to  be 
wondered  at  that  the  people  of  Ireland  are 
now  starving,  in  a  land  which  produces 
food  in  abundanee,  which  still  tempts  their 
lips,  but  which  they  neTcr  dare  to  taste? 
Such  Is  the  melancholy  state  of  things  in 
Ireland  ;  and  1  tell  you  this  to  warn  you, 
that  what  would  be  accepted  as  ■  remedy 
this  year  might  not  be  taken  next  year, 
and  Inat  that  which  would  have  been  re- 
ceived as  an  act  of  conciliation  last 
?ear  would  be  but  an  experiment  now. 
would  not  venture  so  far  as  to  express  a 
hope  that  the  experiment  would  be  a  suc- 
cessful one;  but  of  this  1  am  certain,  that 
what  would  have  been  accepted  before, 
would  not  be  accepted  now  if  it  came 
from  adveise  bands,  with  power  to  crowd 
the  King's  council  and  the  Bench  with 
partisan*  hostile  to  the  liberties  of  the 
people — tn  such  hands  the  benefit  would 
be  nothjW,and  I  should  advise  the  people 
of  Irelandwith  one  voice,  to  reject  it.  And 
I  tell  you  rejection  there  will  be.  There 
are  those  who  have  influence,  who  are  de- 
termined to  make  use  of  it  to  preserve  in 
their  places  the  present  Ministers,  who 
have  nonettly  undertaken  the  cause  of 
Ireland,  and  to  defend  them  from  the 
insidioDS  attacks  of  those  who  seek  to 
displace  them.  What  will  you  do  then  f 
Yon  may  make  war  on  Ireland ;  but  I 
tell  you  this,  Ireland  will  not  make  war  on 
ym  in  ntaia-'Snd  farther,  I  tell  ;ou  tbie, 


that  if  you  do  wage  war  on  Ireland,  you 
will  not  have  the  people  of  England  to 
back  you.  What  is  more,  you  will  have 
the  people  of  England,  almost  to  a  mani 
against  you.  The  fact  is  this — there  have 
been  normal  schools  of  political  know- 
ledge established  throughout  the  country, 
aua  in  all  the  cities  and  towns  of  the 
kingdom.  1  have  been  to  visit  them;  t 
have  shaken  hands  with  the  pupils,  who 
crowded  round  me  as  if  I  were  a  beast 
in  the  Zoological  Qardens.  You  laugbi 
but  they  are  there  acquiring  knowledge, 
which  will  teach  them  to  laugh  a|  youc 
absurdities,  and  lo  esteem  you  as  you  de- 
serve. The  spirit  of  science  and  of  know- 
ledge is  gone  abroad  amongst  the  people 
of  England,  and  the  consequence  is,  that 
the  "No  Popery"  cry  of  their  predecessora 
has  dwindled  away  into  a  toil  wailing 
from  the  mountains  of  Cumberland.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford,  with  all  h'n 
piety  and  purity,  will  doubtless  be  as- 
tounded to  learn  that  the  corporation  of 
Bristol,  the  Tory  corporation  of  Bristol, 
have  sent  up  a  petition  for  the  emanci- 
pation of  the  Jews.  I  have  now,  I  think, 
said  enough  to  impress  upon  the  House 
my  feelings  on  this  subject ;  I  have  pQured 
out  my  whole  soul  before  you,  and  in  the 
warmest  lai;guage  of  my  heart  I  have  in- 
treated  you  to  do  justice  to  Ireland.  I 
call  upon  you  now  to  do  it,  if  you  be 
statesmen,  and  not  empyrics,  if  you  be 
Christians  with  Christian  charity  in  your 
bosoms,  and  not  mete  sectarians  and  pre- 
tenders to  religion ;  if  you  believe  in  that 
retribution  with  which  honest  men  ever 
visit  those  who  have  been  guided  in  their 
actions  by  the  mere  trick  of  party  ipirit— 
or  if,  above  all,  you  believe  in  that  more 
awful  retribution  which  shall  be  visited 
upon  you  by  that  omnipotent  Being  who 
must  some  dajr  hence  judge  the  motive! 
and  the  secret  intentions  of  us  all. 

Sir  lioberl  Petl:  I  hope  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  not  about  to  quit  his 
place, — ^These  words  were  fiUowcd  by 
the  most  deafening  yells  and  cheering  from 
the  Opposition  benches,  whieb  continued 
for  some  time.  Mr.  O'Connell  left  the 
House  for  a  minute  or  two,  and  returned  .J 
It  .certainly  is  much  more  agreeable  to  a 
person  rising  to  notice  observations  made 
with  conuderuble  vehemence  and  wurmtli 
by  another,  that  he  should  have  the  o[^m)^ 
tunity  of  notidng  them  in  tho  presence  of 
that  person.  And  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
tientlemav  did  peramally  Bog^eat  to  oWj 
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%e  taking  a  note  of  what  he  wu  Hfiog, 
"ad  cLaUeDged  nie  to  give  an  answer  to 
the  stateni<Dts  which  He  was  making,  I 
think  I  could  hardly  hat^  expected  that 
the  tint  act  of  hii  on  closing  bia  ipeech, 
Would  hare  been  to  deprive  me  of  the 
opportntaitf  of  makine  uy  comtnenta  in 
faia  {NrawDce.  The  Tearoed  Gentleman 
cotnmeDCed  hia  speech  bjr  a  warm  eufo- 

flum  on  a  epeech  delivered  tlie other  night 
y  tlie  Member  for  Weymoutli  (Mr,  F. 
Buxton).  He  considered  tliat  speech  as  a 
complete  exemplification  of  Christian 
diarity;  as  a  proof  that  it  was  po«sible 
for  a  tnao  to  maiotaiu  his  own  opioiona 
and  to  urge  strongly  hia  own  views,  and 
yet  do  that  without  insultina  his  oppo- 
Qcnts— without  imputing  to  them  impure 
and  corrupt  motives  for  the  conduct  wnich 
they  were  punuing.  The  learned  Gen- 
tleman adrited  that,  aa  a  specimen  of  true 
Protestant  feeling,  the  lion.  Gentleman 
would  not  trust  his  speech  to  a  reporter, 
but  would  report  and  publish  it  himself. 
For  the  purpose  of  giving  force  to  the 
contrast,  will  the  learned  Gantleman  re- 
port his  own  suetch  i  He  admires  the 
example  which  nns  been  set  him,  he  ad- 
mires this  proof  of  Christinn  charity  and 
truly  Proteatant  feeling;  but  in  the  ipeech 
which  he  has  made  to-night,  in  tiia  imagi- 
uatioa,  in  the  character  Sf  a  West  Briton, 
it  is  quite  clear,  that  while  he  admires  the 
example,  we  have  not  maile  him  a  convert 
to  Protestant  charity.  The  learned  Gen- 
tleman says  that  it  is  right  we  afaould  uo- 
deretand  the  Bill,  as  itatesmeo,  before  we 
pronounce  upon  it.  1  liitened  To  bim, 
having  great  doubta  whether  1  did  under, 
stand  the  Bill,  having  doubts  whether  I 
did  comprehend  the  real  motive  from 
which  it  sprung,  or  the  object  which  it 
profeaaed  to  gain.  I  did  liatcn  with 
pntfence  and  attention  to  bim  for  the  pur- 
jKwe  of  having  any  deficiencv  of  ioforoia- 
^on  supplied  to  me.  7'he  learned  Gen- 
tleman was  exceedinglv  severe  on  the  hon. 
Gentleman  beside  me  (Mr.  Harvey)  whom 
it  is  no  port  of  my  duty  to  defend— whom 
it  is  no  part  of  ray  duty,  because  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  think,  opposed  the  proposal 
of  the  noble  Lord,  aa  he  did  the  Bill  before 
us.  But  I  mu!>t  My*  after  tlie  avowals 
made  by  the  learned  Gentleman,  that  al- 
(faou^  It  ia  no  part  of  niy  duty  to  defend 
the  Member  tvc  Southwark,  I  do  not  con- 
ceive why  he  wsa  subjected  to  the  attack 
of  ihe  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman.  The 
hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman  lays,  that  the 
Member  fot  Southwark  entertalm  extrava- 


tcmplatea  ibe  appropriation  of  tithes  to  the 
purposes  of  cluiritv  or  uf  public  utility; 
and  then  he  eays,  tW  he  will  tctl  us  what 
bis  own  opinions  on  the  aubjoct  are.  Why, 
they  appear  to  be  about  as  eitfavagant  as 
those  of  the  hon.  Member.  He  says  that 
the  true  notion  would  be  that  of  returning 
tithe  to  land,  giving  up  the  corn-liiws  to 
commerce,  and  pnymg  the  clergy  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  Why,  that  seems 
to  be  pretty  nearly  aa  hopeless  a  proposi- 
tion as  that  of  the  hon.  Member.  TJie 
hon.  and  leiinied  Gentleman  says  that  this 
Bill  will  settle  the  tithe  question.  [Mr. 
O'Connell.-lio.']  Not  effect  an  arrangement 
of  the  tithe  question  ?  CMr.  (/ConncU ,-  At 
present  it  will  not.J  llieo  why  does  ho 
invite  us  to  accede  to  it  ?  If  it  is  to  efibct 
no  settlement,  if  it  will  continue  the  di»- 
conteot  and  disorders  which  prevail,  what 
is  the  argument  by  which  the  learned 
Gentleman  asks  the  rote  of  the  Houut  to 
it?  The  learned  Gentleman  makes  ^ 
speech,  in  which,  professing  to  be  an  advo- 
cate for  this  Bill,  he  repudiates  every  one 
of  the  principles  on  which  his  Majesty's 
Government  profess  to  rvst  it.  At  tha 
same  moment  that  he  is  prufcsajng  his  ad- 
herence to  it,  ho  uses  arguments  which 
Preclude  its  acceptation  by  the  people  of 
reland,  "  Make  this  settlement,"  he  says, 
"  for  the  Church."  "  Do  you  wish,"  be 
asks,  "  to  put  an  end  to  scenes  of  blood* 
shed  that  have  caused  pain  to  evwy  feel- 
ing mind?"  We  do  ;  but  what  hope  bare 
we  of  putting  an  end  to  those  scenes  of 
bloodshed  if  we  are  to  accede  to  tins 
arrangement,  and  then  hear  the  commcnta 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  makes  ?  The 
.  ,x»e« 
9  maintenance  of 
the  parochial  clergy  in  Ireland ;  that  sum 


is  to  be  raised  by  annual  payments,  accord- 
ing to  the  Bill— that  Bill  of  which  the 
leajraed  Gentleman  is  the  advocate,  and 
which  ha  condemns  ua  for  not  acceding  to, 
'I'ha  whole  change  is  to  be  a  conversion  of 
tithe  composition  into  rent-charge,  the 
rent-charge  being  paid,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, by  the  first  estate  of  inheritance— < 
by  the  landlord,  but  being  subsequently 
paid  to  the  landlord  by  the  occupvlng 
tenant.  The  Bill  maintains  an  £atabliifa« 
ment  The  hon.  and  learoed  GentlenuQ 
says  no  Eatabllshment  ou^t  to  be  main- 
tained. The  Bill  makes  the  support  of 
that  Establi^ment  to  fall  on  the  occapy* 
•  tenant,  not  by  a  direct  payment,  rat 
lirectly  it  doee  so.  The  learned  Oea- 
tleuan  says  that  be  is  an  adroeata  tot  tbt 
pint  Bfttions  on  Uiit  subject,  that  he  cob-  '  ?oluot4ry  principle  j  he  thinks  that  bq 
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man  ouglit  in  juetice  to  be  required  to  nay 
for  the  rapport  of  a  religion  which  he  doea 
not  profess,  and  that  the  clergy  of  Ireland 
ought  to  be  paid  by  the  Coosolidated  Fund. 
Observe,  these  are  arguments  which  he  uses 
to  induce  the  people  of  Ireland  to  adopt 
the  Bill  vbicfa  is  directly  opposed  to  the 
voluntary  principle  for  nhtch  ne  contends. 
They  are  to  have  tithe  composition  con- 
verted into  rent-charge.  He  is  opposed  to 
redemption,  which  we  propose ;  but  "no," 
says  the  teamed  Gentleman,  "  I  will  not 
even  give  you  leave  to  bring  in  your  Bill ; 
the  r^  extirpation  and  extinction  of  tithes 
shall  and  must  be  part  of  the  arrangement." 
They  are  to  be  called  on  for  the  annual 
payments,  and  the  learned  Gentleman  who 
invites  them  to  pay,  says  that  he  maintains 
the  system  of  the  voluntary  principle,  and 
the  injustice  of  any  man  supporting  a  rcli- 
non  which  he  does  not  profess.  The  Eon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  says,  that  if  we  did  jus- 
tice, we  ought  to  allot  seven-eighths  of  the 
tithes  to  the  Roman  Catholics  as  an  estab- 
lishment. Is  that  the  way  in  which  he 
reconciles  the  Roman  Catholics,  who  re- 
crave  no  part  of  the  tithe,  to  pay  the  seven- 
eighths  to  the  maintenance  of  the  Protestant 
Establishment  f  And  finally,  the  learned 
Gentleinan  Bays,  that  Scotland  did  not 
effect  the  establishment  of  her  religion  by 
this  tame  acquiescence — that  her  people 
went  out  in  the  morning  on  the  mount^n 
■ward  with  their  claymores — that  they 
were  4iot  content  with  liberty  of  con- 
■dence,  but  demanded  establishment,  and 
with  establishment  an  ascendancy.  And 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  with  his 
boasted  influence  over  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, thus  demonstrating  his  view  of  the 
injustice  of  this  arrangement,  tells  us  that 
we  may  hope  the  next  winter  will  pass  in 
quiet,  and  that  there  will  be  a  universal 
and  cheerful  acquiescence,  because  tithe- 
compontion  is  converted  into  rent-charge. 
The  learned  Gentleman,  too,  calls  us  men 
of  Uood,  and  insinuates  that  we  view  with- 
out horror— almost  with  satisfaction— the 
melancholy  conaei^uences  of  enforcing  legal 
rightf.  He  details,  as  is  Us  wont,  Uie 
acenes  of  Rathconnac ;  he  tells  us  of  the 
widow  and  of  the  orphan ;  and  by  this 
enumeration  of  horrid  details  he  works  on 
the  feelings  and  on  the  passions.  Now, 
let  me  ask  of  the  learned  Gentleman,  after 
the  views  which  he  has  expressed  of  the 
injustice  of  maintaining  an  establbhment, 
if  the  wrong  of  departing  from  the  volun- 
tary principTe,  and  the  grievous  OTipres^on 
(f  witUwlding  fioin  the  people  gf  iielaad 


seven-eighths  of  this  fund,  for  an  establish- 
ment of  their  religion — if  for  an  estab- 
lishment they  were  disposed — let  me  ask 
of  the  learned  Gentleman  what  security 
he  can  give  that  next  winter,  without  the 
shedding  of  blood  the  enforcement  of 
his  rent-charge  will  be  possible?  Will  be 
abandon  it  to  the  first  threat  of  oppontion, 
or  if  opposed  will  he  enforce  the  law — and 
if  the  civil  power  be  insuSicient,  will  he 
call  in  the  aid  of  the  miliury  force?  If 
he  will,  he  will  he  responsible,  as  he 
attempts  to  make  ue,  for  the  scenes  of  suf- 
fering which  be  detail; — for  the  cries  of 
the  widow  and  the  orphan.  IF,  on  the 
other  hand,  he  advises,  that  on  the  first 
show  of  reustance  you  should  abandon 
your  right,  then  let  me  ask  you  what  be- 
comes <n  your  security  for  the  rent-charge  ? 
There  have  been  many  speeches  delivered 
in  the  course  of  the  debate,  many  parts 
which  I  should  have  been  glad  to  notice, 
but  on  account  of  the  lateness  of  the  hour, 
and  because  I  feel  how  coispletely  ex- 
hausted the  subject  is,  I  shall  refer  only 
to  their  speeches  which  were  peculiarly 
important,  either  from  the  ability  whi<^ 
they  manifest,  or  the  station  of  those  who 
delivered  them ;  and  first,  and  shortly,  I  sliall 
refer  to  the  speech  of  the  learned  Gentle- 
man (the  Member  for  Weymouth),  which 
has  excited  the  admiration,  but  has  not 
insured  the  imitation  of  the  learned  Gen- 
tleman. That  hon.  Gentleman  (the  Mem- 
ber for  Weymouth)  has,  1  think,  for  some 
reason  or  other — I  am  sure  a  conscientious 
one — abated  somewhat  of  his  anxiety  for 
the  Protestant  Establishment.  The  anxiety 
and  apprehensions  which  be  expressed  last 
year  have  been  considerably  diminished. 
The  hon.  Member  then  insisted  that  ample 
precaution  should  be  taken  in  case  of  an 
increase  of  tlie  number  of  the  Protestant 
Establishments,  for  holding  ample  reserves 
for  the  purpose  of  insuring  the  spiritual 
care  for  their  increased  numbers ;  and  he 
now  makes  his  vote  for  this  Bill  dependent 
on  one  condition — he,  a  determined  friend 
of  this  Bill,  was  yet  prepared  to  withhold 
his  assent  from  it  and  oppose  it,  unless  he 
received  some  assurance  that  immediate  in- 
quiry should  be  instituted  into  the  subject 
of  Irish  education.  But  can  the  hon.  Cjen- 
tleman  be  surprised  at  other  persons  enter- 
taining a  similar  jealousy  ?  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  thinks  that  there  is  a  primd 
Jacie  case  for  inquiry — and  he  is  prepared 
to  withhold  his  assent  to  the  Bill  unless 
inquiry  be  conceded,  let  me  ask  him  what 
he  would  dg  Bupposing  inc^uiry  were  cot)- 
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ceded,  and  the  result  to  be  unfavourable  P  |  made  in  tbe  remedj  of  grierances,  and  In 
Surely,  if  there  be  ground  sufficient  to  ,  administering  practical  measures  of  islief, 
from  an  important  I  that  be  b  content  to  proTide,  on  an  assump- 
i„  ~— .-^  ;.  *■„]_  tion  of  the  fmure,  for  contingencies  which 
mar  never  arise.  But  there  is  another  eriL 
If  there  be  no  surplus,  you  are  practisiog  a 
gross  and  unjustifiable  delumon.  You  are 
deluding  the  titbe-payers  of  Ireland.  You 
have  not  taken  a  surplus  from  the  Irish 
Church.  You  have  appn^riated  nothing 
from  tbe  Irish  Church.  You  have  taken 
50,000/.  from  where?  From  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund.  Who  provides  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  P  The  tithe-pajers  of  Ireland, 
by  taxation,  contribute  towards  it ;  and  the 
deluraon  which  ;ou  practise  on  them  is  this 
—that,  after  tbe  lapse  of  years,  you  will 
perhaps  be  enabled  to  obtain  something 
from  tbe  surplus  of  Church  property  for 
the  payment  of  that  50,000/.  wbicb  you 
now  take  from  tbe  Consolidated  Fund. 
The  noble  Lord  told  us,  that  it  would  be 
years  before  a  surplus  arose  for  that  purpose. 
And  this  is  tbe  question  about  which  we 
are  debating.  Tbisis  tbe  matter  on  which 
apparently  parties  are  at  issue;  then,  yean 
hence,  a  few  hundreds  will  be  raised  for 
tbe  purpose  of  paying  a  surplus  which  does 
not  exist,  but  which  you  are  giving  a  fic- 
titious existence  to  by  taking  it  from  the 
produce  of  tbe  general  taxation  of  tbe 
country.  That,  then,  is  my  answer  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman — that  if  there  be  no  sur- 
plus, although  in  one  sense  the  concetsioii 
of  appropriation  may  be  small,  it  is  objec- 
tionable in  principle,  as  endangering  pitH 
perty,  and  objectionable  in  fact,  because  it 
13  a  delusion.  The  three  speeches  to  which 
I  wish  more  particularly  to  refer  are  tbe 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  tbe  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
and  tbe  speech  of  the  learned  GenUeman, 
tbe  Member  for  the  county  of  Tipperary. 
1  select  these  three  speeches  because  I  con- 
sider them  of  importance  themselves  on 
account  of  the  ebi£ties  of  those  by  whom 
they  were  delivered,  and  on  account  of  the 
station  of  the  two  noble  Lords,  and  aim 
because  one  of  them,  as  we  are  told,  indi- 
cated tbe  principle  on  which  the  Govern- 
ment has  proceeded.  That  was  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department.  The  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
administered  what  he  called. in  bis  jocose 
phrase  "  a  dose  of  calculation."  The  qwech 
of  the  learned  Gentleman  was  important, 
be  being  tbe  able  and  eloquent  Itepresenta- 
tiv»of  a  class,  and  explaining  tbe  grounds 
on  which  he  gave  his  apparently  cordial 


withhold  your  i 
measure  unless  inquiry  be  granted,  it  foL 
lows  as  a  matter  of  course,  that,  assent 
ought  to  be  withheld  if  tbe  result  of  in- 

Suiry  should  be  unfavourable ;  and  can  tbe 
on-  Gentleman  be  surprised  if,  when  he 
thinks  it  necessary  to  demand  inquiry,  the 
Members  of  tbe  Establishment  in  Ire- 
land should  view  with  some  reluctance 
and  apprehension,  before  the  inquiry,  the 
irrevocable  alienation  of  tbeir  property  by 
Act  of  Parliament,  for  the  purposes  of  ad- 
vancing the  object  of  this  Bill.  The  bon. 
Gentleman  says,  "  You  contend  that  there 
is  no  surplus,  and  if  then,"  be  triumphantly 
asks,  "  there  be  no  surplus,  what  can  be 
the  possible  objection  to  appropriation?" 
I  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  first 
place,  that  to  discuss  hypothetical  questions 
with  respect  to  excess  of  property,  is  dan- 
gerous to  all  property.  I  say  that  it  signi- 
fies not  what  the  character  of  the  property 
be;  I  may  see  the  distinction  between  cor- 
porate and  individual  property— I  may 
recognise  that  the  one  is  a  trust,  and  that 
tbe  other  belongs  to  individuals  without  a 
condition  annexed  to  it.  But  although 
there  be  that  distinction  in  the  character 
of  the  property,  let  me  tell  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  the  danger  to  all  property  of  dis- 
cussing hypothetical  cases  with  respect  to 
excess  is  precisely  the  same.  Eslabusb  tbe 
fact  of  a  surplus,  and  with  your  principle, 
having  determined  the  amount,  proceed  to 
appropriate.  But  there  is  danger,  you 
being  uncertain  whether  there  be  a  sur- 
plus or  not,  in  your  assuming  the  contin- 
f:ncy  and  providing  for  its  appropriadon. 
appose  the  bon.  Gentleman  said  to  'a  man 
engaged  in  trade,  or  having  large  landed 
possessions,  "  we  will  prov^e  that  in  case 
of  there  being  an  excess  of  property,  more 
than  is  sufficient  for  your  wants,  it  diall  be 
devoted  to  some  other  purposes."  If  that 
were  objected  to,  tbe  answer  would  equally 
apply,  that  "if  there  be  no  surplus  where 
is  the  harm  done?"  It  is  a  bad  precedent 
to  estabUsh,  and  on  that  account  it  is  objec- 
tionable ;  it  is  objectionable  to  set  tbe  pre- 
ciedent  of  legislating  for  hypothetical  cases. 
If  the  ban.  Gentleman  has  watched  the 
course  of  legislation  this  Session,  he  must 
have  seen  that  we  have  enough  to  do  with 
radical  matters.  This  is  the  Srd  of 
June,  and  we  have  made  no  great  advance 
in  practical  matters.  The  clap-traps  of  the 
last  Government  have  been  held  up  to 
public  scorn ;  but  so  satisfied  is  the  hon. 
Gentleman  of  the  progress  which  wc  have 
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npJMn  to  thii  prop<dtioB.  The  nolde 
Lord,  the  Sacreury  for  IreUnd,  told  ui 
kit  night,  thit  in  the  ipeech  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  fur  the  Home  Depart- 
ment we  must  look  for  the  prinoiple  of  this 
meuure.  He  laiJ,  that  the  meaiure  wu 
founded  on  broad  and  fVindomonul  maxima, 
and  that  thoie  should  be  explained  by  the 
nuUe  Lord,  the  leader  of  the  House  of 
Commons ;  he  intended  to  perform  the  part 
—which  he  performed  with  great  nbility— 
the  inbordinate  part  of  supplying  the  arith- 
metical calculations.  He  said,  "  important 
aa  ere  the  principles — although  we  rely  on 
them— elthough  they  are  bro«d  and  funda- 
meDtitl'~«nd  although  we  are  almost  in- 
eJined  to  disregard  slatistioal  and  anth- 
metfoftl  calculalioni,  yet  the  inferences 
which  we  draw  from  our  philosophy  are 
cmifirmed  by  our  arithmetio  (  we  stand  on 
ihe  double  gmund—we  defy  opposition, 
and,  fortified  by  philosophy  and  figures, 
we  are  prepared  for  the  contest."  I  want 
to  examine  both  the  philoaophy  and  the 
Ihcts.  I  first  want  to  examine  the  principle 
•n  whiah  thic  rule  protiases  to  be  ^nded  ; 
■nd  then  the  principle  having  bem  esMb. 
lished,  I  want  to  ascertBio  whether  the 
ealculatioa  ba  cortwt.  I  want  to  show 
that  not  acting  on  my  own  assumption— 
not  defending  the  abuiea  in  the  EM^blisb- 
pient— oot  nrging  extravagant  compenaa- 
tioa  for  stnaonrea,  or  insufficient  duty— the 
aritfametkut)  calculations  of  the  noble  Lord 
fail  Mm.  I  want  to  show-»4Bking  his  own 
data,  with  the  new  amendments  which 
have  been  introduced  into  the  Bill— be  has 
been  again  deceived.  I  am  almost  afraid  to 
do  this,  bocBUM  the  noble  Lord  next  year 
will  tell  me  that  the  Echeme  is  mine.  1 
expeot  that,  because  1  nssume  the  principles 
of  the  Oovernment— because  I  attempt  to 
show  that  on  their  own  data,  they  have 
hatfUy  the  meant  of  executing  their  own 
intentions.  The  noble  Lord  will  hereafter 
loll  me,  "  this  was  your  plan  of  Church 
Reform)  and  you  ought  to  be  satisfied, 
because  we  have  adopted  your  su^^estion^" 
The  noble  Lord  (the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Deiiartment)  hid  risen  professedly 
to  reply  to  Ike  noble  Lord,  the  Member  Ecnr 
Nor^  Lancashire,  who,  the  question  turn- 
ing  neoeemrily  i»  arithmetical  details,  had 
coofloed  lumself  naturally  to  this  narrow 
ami|Mss,  not  whether  in  the  case  a  lurae 
surplus  should  be  proved  to  exiiit,  it  would 
be  proper  lo  iippmpriate  it  in  such  and  such 
a  niannur,  but  whether  any  surplus  at  all 
did  exist  or  not.  The  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  ftv  North  Ldncuhirc,  bad  gone  on 


step  V  itep  throughout  his  speech  to  Hum 
that  if  the  cleisy  of  Ireland  were  ade. 
quatelf  provided  for  there  would  be  no 
surplus.  The  noble  I^rd,  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Departmeut,  gave  a  short 
explanation  of  the  principle  on  wliich  the 
measure  was  founded,  and  then,  having 
made  a  declaration  against  figures  as  ^ 
very  little  importanoe,  the  noble  Lord  flew 
into  a  declamation  on  the  course  which  he 
stated  we  were  about  to  take.  "  On  the 
same  grounds,"  said  the  noble  Lord,  "  on 
which  you  brought  in  or  acquiesced  in  the 
Coercion  Bill,  or  in  the  same  spirit  in  whioh 
you  resisted  corporate  reform,  and  in  whtc^ 
you  have  misgoverned  Ireland  for  seven 
centuries — on  the  same  grounds  and  in  the 
same  spirit  you  now  refuse  tu  appropriate 
a  contingent  surplus,  and  I  cannot  conde- 
soend  to  argue  the  question  when  placed  in 
this  its  true  light."  Such  was  the  declar- 
ation of  the  noble  Lord.  But  was  the 
principle  a  new  one  on  wbieh  this  measure 
profaseed  to  be  founded  ?  I  thought,  until 
the  noble  Lord  had  spoken,  that  the  prin- 
ciple adopted  by  his  Majesty's  Govemmeat 
was,  thai  the  first  claim  on  the  revenuea  of 
the  Church  was  for  the  purpoect  of  the 
Church.  "  I  thought,  that  on  that  view 
the  olaims  of  tlie  Roman  Catholic  population 
were  necesurily  excluded,  not  only  here, 
but  b^  the  Govertunent,  until  the  fact  of 
the  existence  of  a  surplus  was  ascertained. 
But,"  said  the  noble  Lord,  "you  talk  of 
300^  per  annum  for  the  Pralettant  clergy- 
man, and  for  suppl/ii^  the  spiritual  wants 
of  Protestanti^i  but  you  omit  from  your 
calculation  th^6,SOO,6oo  Roman  Catholics; 
you  oonaidcr  them  as  aliens  in  blood — oa 
subjects  of  slower  class  than  yourselves; 
you  totally  forget  their  ehiims  on  the  Church 
revenues."  Sr,  for  myself,  I  disclaim 
entertaining  any  such  view  with  respect  to 
my  Roman  Catholic  fellow-countrymen.  I 
have  always  said  this,  and  I  rq)eat  it,  that 
oivil  disabilities  having  been  remold,  I 
admit  no  civil  distinctions  between  any  of 
the  classes  of  his  Majesty's  subjects.  Thej 
ttand  in  that  respect  upon  a  peifect  equality. 
,Bui  if  I  admit  that  the  fint  claim  on  the 
ravenue  of  the  Established  Church  is  the 
spiritual  wants  of  the  Church,  I  have  a 
right  to  exclude  the  claims  even  of  the 
(i,500,000  Roman  Catholics.  I  don't  asj 
neglect  those  chums — I  dua't  say  withhold 
dtc  meant  of  supplying  the  deficiencies  mt 
which  they  rest— I  don't  doom  the  Roman 
Catholics  lo  the  darkness  of  ignorance  and 
ctcntal  deprivation  of  the  li^t  of  know- 
ledge—I  say,  oonatder  their  condition  and 
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uaeSonte  it ;  aad  if  tbej  Bre  In  web  s 
Mate  at  ^oranoe  ■■  they  have  been  repi»- 
«eoted,  lurelf  thi*  kingdom  U  powerful  and 
yvajwitnia  SDOugh  to  AaA  the  iDMns  of 
enlightening  nitS  b  claai  of  hii  Majesty'i 
■ubjectB,  1  do  not,  therefore,  esdude  the 
€,500,000  Roman  Cathorus  from  a  ghan; 
in  the  bonefiti  to  be  derived  from  instruc- 
tion and  knowledge.  I  aalj  doubt  the 
lemtimaejr  of  theii  claims  until  the  spirit- 
ual  claims  of  the  Church  of  England  in 
Ireland  are  ntirfcd.  I  only  say,  don't 
Batuiy  these  daimi  from  that  source.  I  do 
not  mj  that  these  claims  do  not  esiM,  nei- 
ther do  I  tajr,  postpone  the  considetation  of 
these  claims,  and  doom  those  who  urge 
them  to  ignorance.  All  T  maintain  is,  that 
thai  instniction  should  be  provided  for 
from  sooToea  not  affecting  the  revcnuee  of 
the  Established  Church.  When  I  heard 
the  noble  Lord  declare  his  willingneu  to 
tT7  a  new  principle  with  respect  to  the 
Church  Establishment,  I  thought  that 
new  principle  would  mt  least  be  a  common 
one.  This  I  luiow,  that  the  prindt^e  I 
hare  laid  down  was  a  common  principle. 
What  new  colleagues  the  noble  Iford  m&y 
have,  or  how  he  mar  have  been  compelled 
to  change  bis  opinion,  1  know  not.  Hav- 
ing no  surplus,  your  arithmetical  calcula* 
tiomi  fail  jou.  Your  nld  prindple  not  an- 
swering four  present  object,  it  became  ne- 
ceasaiy  to  devise  a  new  one.  With  that  I 
have  no  concern,  but  I  would  prov  to  you 
that  yonr  old  principle  was  in  conforniitj 
with  mf  viewf.  In  the  year  1888,  the 
noble  Lord  (Stanley's)  scheme  for  Church 
reform  was  proposed.  It  was  that  seheme 
bv  which  extensive  and  important  reforms 
wereefiected.  The  number  of  Bishops  were 
reduced  from  twenty-two  to  twelve ;  provi- 
iions  were  made  forthe  complete  extinction 
of  all  sinecures  1  power  was  takenof  dealing 
with  every  esbting  living,  and  apportion- 
ing to  them  stipend  of  not  more  than  SOOl., 
and  not  less  than  3001.  per  annum.  He 
who  propcned  the  Bill  explained  theprin- 
dples  on  which  it  was  founded,  and  the 
means  taken  by  hb  Majesty's  Government 
with  respect  to  the  prindple  of  the  appro- 
priation of  Church  revenues.  The  noble 
Lord  who  was  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  is 
now  considered  as  entertaining  extreme 
opinioni  on  the  subject  of  the  Irish  Church, 
and  on  the  inalienable  nature  of  the  leve' 
iiUM  of  that  Church.  But  was  that  Bill 
praposed  by  the  noble  Ixn-d  7  No,  but  by 
Lord  Althorp,  who,  as  if  to  give  mote  em- 
phatic pmoT  (if  the  tact  that  it  wos  not  the 
Bill  of  an  individual,  but  the  measureof  Go- 
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venment,  dtstinctlydecland,  in  proporiagiti 
that  "  it  had  been  agreed  that  this  nuMnra 
should  be  brought  forwatd  as  a  meaiuie  of 
the  Oovemmant ;  and  it  had  been  thought 
best,  on  the  preKnt  occasitm,  as  on  former 
occasions,  by  a  person  who  filled  the  situa- 
tion in  the  House  that  he  filled,  mtber 
than  tho  particular  Minister  with  whose 
department  in  the  Government  of  Ireland 
the  measure  was  more  especially  eon. 
nected."*  The  noble  Lord,  in  the  coune 
of  that  speech,  having  explained  the  details 
of  the  measure,  continued—"  However 
great  the  differences  of  opinion  may  ho, 
as  to  the  ri^t  of  Parliament  to  apply  the 
property  of  the  Church  to  the  purposes  of 
the  State,  both  those  who  think  it  has  no 
rifi^t  to  transfer  it,  and  those  who  think 
that  it  has.  all  are  agreed,  I  think,  in  this, 
that  the  tint  claim  on  the  property  of  the 
Church  is,  the  Church  itself,  'f  No  partks 
ate  likely  to  dissent  from  this  ojidnioR,  ax. 
copt  those  who  dther  think  that  there 
ought  to  be  no  church  estaUidunant  at 
alt,  or  those  who  think  that  a  dififeient 
Church  ought  to  be  ettahlishsd  in  Irdaad. 
The  noUe  Lord  repudiated  the  notion  that 
seven-eighths  of  the  property  of  the  Churdi 
Establishment  shouU  be  dispcasd  of,  in 
prapartion  to  the  number  ot  those  who 
oimred  from  it  in  religious  0[anions.  "  We 
have  heard,  said  the  noble  Loid,  frequently 
of  benefices  in  whioh  no  duty  is  perfixined 
(It  all,  or  where  there  is  no  chureh,  or 
where  there  is  no  resident  minister.  We 
have  heard  these  statements  frequently 
made;  but  it  is  also  well  known  that  there 
are  many  places  where  there  are  congr^ 
gstions  in  which  there  is  a  diiBculty  in  the 
due  performance  of  public  worship ;  and 
that  the  working  dergy,  whilst  tMir  m- 
periort  eejoy  laige  revenues,  have  vonr  in- 
adequate incomes,  and  are  frequently  plaead 
in  the  most  distressing  drcumstansas- 
There  are  SOO  livings  in  Ireland  of  lea 
value  than  100^  a-yesr.  Whilst  this  is 
the  ease,  where  there  an  Protestant  eoa< 
eregntioni  who  require  to  be  supplied  with 
we  means  of  attending  divine  worship,  it 
cannot  surely  be  said  by  any  one  that  the 
Church  of  Ireland  ought  not  to  have  the 
first  claim  on  the  property  of  the  Churd)."{ 
These  were  the  opinions  adopted  by  the 
Government  of  1888,  and  expluned  by 
Lord  Althorp.  Then,  Sir,  what  is  the 
prindple  now  assumed  by  the  noble  Lord  f 
I  took  a  note  of  his  words.     I  h(^  it  will 
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be  foand  itccuntte.  I  hardly  tlunl  there  is 
a  mistake  in  it.  Now  ohserve,  that  the 
iroinionofLoTdAIthorp  and  the  Government 
U  the  yeat  1833  was,  that  in  case  jou  ad- 
mitted the  Established  Church  to  the  first 
claim  upon  the  revenues  of  the  Church,  it 
followi  as  a  necessary  consequence,  that 
jaa  must  have  this  country  divided  into 
(Ustricti  of  a  convenient  dUtance,  and  a 
proper  stipend  attached  to  each.  But  the 
principle  which  the  noble  Lord  maintained 
was  this — "  When  you  talk,"  said  he,  "  of 
the  State,  I  contend  that  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  State  not  to  choose  or  select  a  religion 
which  shall  be  in  araordance  with  the  reli- 
gious opinions  of  the  LegislatUTe  or  su- 
preme authority,  but  to  secure  the  means 
of  inculcating  instruction  and  morality 
amongst  the  great  body  of  the  people.  If 
we  were  to  muntain  any  other  opinion, 
we  must  extend  the  Established  Church  of 
this  country  to  Uindo&tan,  and  the  clergy 
of  our  Established  Church  should  repair 
thither,  in  order  to  spread  throughout  theae 
and  all  our  other  dominions  one  reli^on, 
and  to  enforce  a  conformity  to  one  faith." 
Now  I  have  heard  of  art  established  reli- 
gion, of  which  the  propagation  of  its  doc- 
trines was  not  the  main  object.  If  that 
driect  be  not  the  propagation  of  its  doc- 
tnnea,  there  is  an  end  to  the  Estahlish- 
ment.  How  is  that  possible,  but  by  in- 
oukating  the  subacription  to  those  doctrines 
which  the  piofeasora  of  that  religion  mun- 
tain  ?  "  But,"  says  the  noble  Lord,  "  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  State  not  to  select  a  reli- 
gion in  accordance  with  what  the  Legts- 
Mture  or  the  supreme  authority  may  con- 
rider  right,  hut  to  inculcate  instruction  and 
mmvlity  amongst  the  people."  I  say,  that 
doctrine  is  fatal  to  the  Reformation. 
It  may  be  the  duty  of  the  State  to  take 
measures  for  the  general  instruction  of  the 
people — it  may  M  the  duty  of  the  Le^s- 
lature  to  provide  the  means  of  moral  in- 
struction in  a  country  orcumsUinced  as 
Ireland  is-^-it  may  he  proper  to  provide 
■cme  mode  of  supplying  instruction  on  a 
Batknial  principle,  preduding  the  preva- 
Wce  otanj  fecial  religious  Soctrines  ixom 
■ueh  a  ^stem-— but  if  an  estaUishment  is 
l«pt  np  at  aU,  it  should  be  for  the  purpose 
(tf  maintaining  the  doctrines  which  it  was 
MtaUisbed  to  enforce.  What  are  these 
doctriaesf  The  doctrines  of  Proteatanlism, 
aa  oi^oaed  to  the  creed  of  the  Church  of 
Rotne.  If  we  are  not  ashamed  of  the  Pro- 
testant faith,  can  we  maintain  the  prin- 
ciple that  it  is  not  the  duty  of  (he  Legis- 
lature to  proride  the  means  of  inculcating, 


not  merely  the  moral  instruction  of  die 
people,  but  afibrding  the  inhalntants  of  the 
country  the  means  of  wonhiping  God  ac> 
cording  to  the  rites  of  the  Protestant  reli- 
gion, and  selecting  the  ministers  of  that 
relidon  with  the  view  of  inculcating  it- 
Ana  if  ne  determine  on  this  course,  the 
noble  Lord  argues  that  we  must  extend  to 
Hindostan  the  dei^  of  the  Establislied 
Church.  Why?  What!  is  the  Church 
of  Ireland  placed  in  such  a  position  as  to 
make  the  question  whether  the  established 
religion  should  be  extended  to  Hindoctaa 
an  aualo^us  case.  Is  not  the  Protestant 
religion  introduced  by  law  into  Irdand. 
Is  not  the  King  sworn  to  maintain  the 
Protestant  religion  in  Ireland  7  Does  not 
the  Act  of  Union  guarantee  its  mainte- 
nance ?  And  shall  I  be  told  that  the 
question  of  the  maintenance  of  the  Protest, 
ant  religion  and  establishment  of  it  inapoi> 
tion  of  the  empire,  with  reniect  to  which  its 
continuance  is  guaranteed  by  the  compact 
oftheactof  Union,  should  be  argued  in  the 
same  way  as  the  question  whether  the  PnriesU 
ant  clergy  ahouldbedifiuaed  over  Hindostan? 
If  there  be  one  established  rdi^on,  the 
inculcation  of  its  doctrines— let  Uie  noble 
Lord  say  what  he  will — is  an  easentisd  con- 
dition of  it,  and  it  cannot  exist  without  it. 
If  it  be  not  our  duty  to  inculcate  the  espe- 
cial doctrines,  it  is  our  duty  to  abolish  the 
Establishment.  Paley  argues  that  the  i«> 
ligion  of  the  mfyority  should  be  the  estab- 
lished reli^n.  But  if  Paley  were  right, 
and  we  were  wrong,  still  it  must  follow, 
as  a  necessary  consequence,  that  the  doc- 
trines of  the  established  religion  must  be 
inculcated.  The  question  whether  you 
choose  the  religion  of  the  State,  in  con. 
formity  with  what  the  supreme  authority 
considers  the  truth,  or  whether  you  take 
the  religious  belief  of  the  m^ori^  as  the 
foundation  for  your  establishment — and 
the  latter  proposition  seems  to  have  had 
the  support  oi  Paley — may  be  open  to 
doubt.  But  whether  Paley  were  djtbt  or 
wrong,  that  after  you  had  selected  Uie  re< 
ligion  of  the  State,  you  an  bound  to  in- 
culcate its  doctrines,  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
principle  altogether  incontiovralible.  If, 
indeed,  the  noble  Lord's  principle  be  cor- 
rect ;  if  it  be  our  duty  to  inculcate  general, 
moral,  and  religious  instruction,  rather 
than  the  doctrines  of  the  Established 
Church ;  then,  indeed,  the  noble  Lord  is 
justified  in  maintaining  that  the  revenues 
of  the  Church  should  not,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, be  applied  to  Church  purposes,  but 
without  leterence  to  the  demands  (^  the 
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Cktird),  the  order  of  distribution  Bhould 
be  revened,  and  moral  and  religious  in- 
atruolion  be  administered  to  the  people 
throueh  otter  means  than  that  which  the 
Estauuhment  supplieB.  But  the  sjstem 
of  instruction  propoKd  by  the  noble  Lord, 
and  to  the  support  of  which  the  supposed 
surplus  is  to  be  applied,  excludes  all  refer- 
ence to  reli^ouR  doctrines.  The  noble 
Ltmd's  intended  system  excludes  all  refer- 
ence to  religious  opinions,  and  the  first 
claim  on  the  revenues  of  the  Established 
Chnrdi  is  to  provide  means  for  the  main- 
tenance of  such  a  system.  If  Lord  Al- 
tborp's  principle  be  adhered  to,  namely, 
thirt  the  first  claim  on  the  Church  revenues 
is  the  supply  of  the  spintiisl  wants  of  the 
Protestants,  we  are  entitled  to  see  what  is 
really  required  to  satisfy  those  wants.  If, 
however,  that  noble  Lord'd  principle  be 
correct,  we  are  bound  to  inquire,  not  what 
may  he  requisite  for  upholding  the  Pro- 
testant Church,  hut  what  may  sufBce  for 
afibrding  moral  and  religious  instruction  to 
the  people.  But  how  does  the  noble  Lord 
satiny  the  conditions  of  bis  own  proposi- 
tion i  If  it  be  the  duty  of  the  Le^slature 
not  to  support  the  Establishment,  but  to 
devise  means  for  promoting  the  moral  and 
rdigiouB  instruction  of  the  people,  why 
does  he  consent  to  postpone  it  ?  If  it  be 
his  duty  to  the  people  of  Ireland  to  take 
from  the  rerennes  of  the  Protestant  Church, 
why  does  he  make  a  boast  of  a  plan  which 
is  to  depend  upon  a  contingent  surplus,  and 
wluch  must  take  many  years  before  it  can 
be  carried  into  execution?  The  noble 
Xiord  having  assumed  the  principle  of  Lord 
Aldiorp,  that  the  first  claim  is  the  wants 
of  the  Establishment,  I  will  prove  to  him 
that  his  laive  surplus  would  have  no  ex- 
istMiee  if  the  reasonable  wants  of  the 
Church  were  supplied.  The  whole  ques- 
tion turns  on  the  accuracy  of  the  noble 
Lord's  calculations.  Now  1  am  going  to 
question  their  accuracy,  and  without  as- 
certaining whether  his  msgnificent  surplus 
should  be  devoted  to  general  moral  instruct- 
ion or  not,  I  intend  to  show  that  bis  esti- 
mates are  fallacious,  and  if  he  was  prepared 
to  uphold  bis  own  expressed  intentions  with 
r^ard  to  the  Protestant  Church,  there 
wUl,  in  point  of  fact,  be  no  surplus.  And 
if  that  be  the  case,  then  I  say,  it  fumishes 
an  undeniable  argument  in  favour  of  the 
amendment  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  f  have 
a  right  to  call  on  you  not  to  countenance 
those  delusions,  nnd  not  to  hazard  the  se- 
curity of  the  Church  and  of  the  peace  of 
Ireland  by  holding  out  expectations  which 
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cannot  be  realised,  and  which  can  only  end 
in  disappointment.  I  will  make  no  allusion 
to  the  fund  for  the  building  of  churches, 
but  I  entreat  the  noble  Lord's  attention  to 
a  Bcrutiny  of  bis  calculations.  The  noble 
Lord  proposed  that  1,250  benefices  should 
be  continued  in  Ireland.  He  had,  with  a 
view,  as  he  said,  of  consulting  the  feelings 
of  the  people  of  England,  given,  as  an 
average  amount  of  income  for  each  clergy- 
man,  295/,  a  year.  Of  this  295/.,  forty- 
five  pounds  were  to  be  supplied  by  glebe  ; 
and,  consequently,  250/.  would  remain  to 
he  supplied  by  tithes.  The  total  revenue 
which  the  noble  Lord,  accordina  to  his 
plan,  would  require  for  the  parochial  clergy 
of  1,250  benefices,  would  be  368,750/. 
Deduct  the  glebe — for  that  calculation 
included  glebe,  which  amounted  to  5G,fiOOL 
—And  the  sum  which  the  noble  Lord  would 
require  from  tithes  would  amount  to 
312,750/.  There  is  an  error  in  the  noble 
Lord's  calculation;  but  I  will  take  the 
noble  Lord's  own  figures.  The  noUe 
Lord  estimated  ecclesiastical  tithes  at 
511,500/.:  he  thought  they  only  amounted 
to  507,000/1,  but  he  would  take  the  noble 
Lord's  estimate,  and,  deductii^  the  thirty- 
two  and  a  half  per  cent,  which  would 
amount  to  166,000/.,  from  the  511,500/., 
and  there  would  remain  345,500/.  The 
lax  on  benefices  is  7,300/.,  which  will  re- 
duce the  amount  of  ecclesiastical  rithes  to 
338,000/.  The  noble  Lord  calculated  on 
S50  curates,  which  was  a  large  reduction 
on  the  present  number  of  450.  The  cu- 
rates were  to  be  allowed  100/.  each  ;  75/. 
of  which  is  to  he  paid  out  of  the  general 
fund,  and  Zbl.  by  the  dergyman.  Still, 
though  drawn  from  difierent  sources,  100/. 
a  year  must  be  drawn  from  tithes.  The 
fund  thus  created  will  amount  to  35,000/. 
The  amount  of  tithes  has  already  been 
reduced  to  3SS,000/.,  take  from  it 
25,000/.,  and  there  will  remain  313,000/. 
The  noble  Lord  said  not  a  word  about  re- 
opening compositions,  or  the  purchase  of 
glebes,  which,  in  my  opinion,  will  amount 
at  least  to  20,000/.  I  have  already  reduced 
the  sum  to  313,000/.,  and  if  I  am  correct  in 
the  statement  of  what  is  to  be  allowed  foe 
the  purposes  just  stated,  it  will  reduce  it  to 
293,000/.  But  to  this  must  be  added, 
10,000/.  ministera*  money,  which,  upon  his 
own  showing,  will  raise  the  sum  calculated 
upon  by  the  noble  Lord  to  303,000/.  Out 
of  that  sum  1,250  benefices  are  to  be  pro- 
vided for  at  150/.  which  will  aioount  to 
312,000/.  By  deductions  from  the  noble 
Lord's  own  ptinciplesit  is  plain  tliat  be  wants 
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8IS,000J1.  andbn  having  only  908,0001, 
instead  of  ttiere  beiiiK  anf  •urplui,  it 
i«  plain  ikat  there  will  be  a  de&ciency  of 
JO.OOO/.  Where  will  thia  aurpliu  be  de- 
rived from  ?  It  can  oome  from  no  other 
■ouTce  whatever  but  the  sale  of  Church 
landa.  The  noble  Lord  haa  taken  power 
hj  the  Bill  to  sell  Church  lands  on  tlie  next 
avoidanoe ;  tithe  ia  uncertain  property,  but 
land  is  not.  Thej  left,  as  the  Bill  stood, 
the  clergy  in  the  possesmoD  of  a  rent- 
diarge,  and  they  took  the  power  of  selling 
every  acre  of  Church  land  into  the  hands 
of  the  Crown.  What  is  the  case  which 
they  heard  stated  to-night  There  was  a 
clergyman  deprived  of  every  shilling  of  his 
tithes ;  but  having  the  good  fortune  to 
have  twelve  productive  acres  of  land,  and 
God  having  blessed  him  with  sons  able  and 
willing  to  work — ashamed  to  beg,  but  not 
ashamed  to  dig — he  contrived  to  eke  out  a 
miserable  su^stence  by  the  produce  of 
some  potatoes,  gleaned  by  the  sweat  of  his 
own  sons'  brows.  The  noble  Lord  last 
night  made  a  great  impression  on  the 
House,  by  attempting  to  show  what  is  the 
amount  cf  duty  committed  to  an  English 
dergyman,  compared  with  that  of  an  Iriah 
clergyman.  The  comparison  which  the 
noble  Lord  instituted  between  a  clergyman 
in  Scotland  and  in  Ireland  is  wholly  intu>- 
plicable.  The  noble  Lord  estimated  the 
average  extent  of  parishes  in  Ireland  at 
ten  thousand  acres,  the  area  of  an  English 
living  at  3,4€0  acres,  or  five  square  miles. 
Now,  it  did  not  at  all  follow  aa  k  necessary 
consequence  that  the  duties  of  a  clergyman 
were  In  proportion  to  the  number  of  the 
inhabitants  of  bis  parish,  for  a  small  num~ 
ber  scattered  over  an  extensive  area  would 
impose  duties  much  more  burdeniome  than 
a  lar^r  number  living  in  a  small  extent. 
In  Iisland  the  noble  Lord  computed  there 
were  10,000  acres  in  a  parish  comprising 
■D  area  of  thirteen  to  fourteen  square  miles- 
But  that  estimate  is  allogether  incorrect ; 
and  if  I  prove  that,  what  confidence  can  be 
placed  in  such  statements,  and  what  becomes 
of  the  conclusion  that  the  Irish  clergyman 
is  assigned  a  sufficient  it^nd  for  the  du- 
ties which  he  has  to  perform?  There  are 
20,000,000  statute  acres  in  Ireland.  Di- 
vide 20,000,000  acres  by  1,250,  the  num- 
ber of  the  benefices,  and  there  would 
remain  1(^,000  statute  acres  for  cv 
parish.  The  noble  Lard's  estimate 
10,000,  HO  that  here  is  an  error  of  6,000 
acres.  The  noble  Lord  also  said,  that  the 
limit  of  ihe  area  was  fourteen  mites.  But 
there  are  6M  statute  acres  in  a  mile ;   anil 


divide  l€,000  by  640,  and  it  wffl  be  found 

that  the  noUs  Lord  ha*  made  bd  mof 
■bout  twelva  square  miksi  when  1m  astir 
mated  the  area  of  the  parishes  in  Iiebmd 
at  thirteen  to  fourteen  milea.  The  aver- 
is  twenty-five  square  milea,  inatead  ti 
fourteen.  The  average  namber  of  Pro- 
testant* in  each  benelwe  is  650,  who  will 
be  intrusted  to  the  charge  of  every  minister 
of  Ihe  Church  of  Ireland  Now  there  being 
650  members  of  the  Church,  and  the  duty 
being  extended  over  twenty- five  square 
mile*  on  the  average  in  every  bene&oe,  is  it 
just  to  limit  three-fourths  of  the  Euablish- 
ment  to  250/.  per  annum  at  the  wuucivium 
of  emolument?  Why,  then,  talk  sarcsstimlly 
of  acres?  That  b  ft  wretched  sophism  put 
forth  to  extort  a  cheer  from  a  party.  And 
you  who  have  repeated  with  so  muidi  levity 
this  doctrine,  will  you  allowme  to  read  toyou 
what  was  said  by  Lord  Althorp  when  the 
Church  Temponlitica  Bill  was  under 
consideration.  The  noble  Lord's  worda 
were: — • 

"  Sir,  a  great  deal  has  been  said  with  respect 
lo  tbe  number  of  fiishopg  in  Ireland,  ai  com- 
pared with  the  nomber  of  Bishops  in  England. 
I  do  not  consider  that,  however,  to  be  qaile  a 
fair  mode  of  making  Ihe  compaiiioa,  bseanse 
the  dulJEs  of  the  Bishops  in  Ireland  docs  not 
depend  wholly  on  the  n  urn  tier  of  Souls  in  their 
Dioceses,  but  on  the  space  over  which  those 
duties  are  to  be  exercised :  the  dniy  of  a 
Bishop  requiring  the  regular  visilatioo  of  the 
different  parts  of  his  diocese,"* 

So  diat  Lord  Althorp  admitted,  that  the 
consideration  of  space  ou^ht  to  be  one  of 
tbe  elements  of  the  question.  Now  what 
is  the  scheme  with  which  I  have  been  find- 
ing fault?  My  object  is  to  show  you,  that 
even  taking  your  own  plan  of  supporting 
the  Church,  even  with  the  scanty  pittance 
which  you  dole  out  to  its  ministeta,  you 
can  have  no  nirplui.  I  sball  \aka  the 
dioceses  of  Cashel  and  Tuam,  compriung 
very  nearly  one  half  of  Ireland,  for  tbnan 
dioceses  contain  nearly  10A>0,000  stidota 
acres,  and  indude  the  countiea  of  Tiiipe> 
rary.  Limerick,  Kilkenny,  Waierford,  Ctni, 
Kerry,  Galway,  Clare,  Bosoommon,  Mayo^ 
Kins  s  County,  Queen's  County,  and  Sligo. 
In  these  two  dioceses,  by  your  plan  there 
will  ho  only  eleven  livings  exceeding  300£ 
a.year,  and  which  must  be  under  iOOl, 
n-year.  Wliat  hopes  of  advancement  can 
he  held  out  to  tlie  clerffv,  when  for  one- 
half  of  Ireland  llicre  will  be  only  eleven 
benefices  cxceoding  SOO/.  per  annum  ?     in 


'  Hansard  (Third  Series)  vol.  Xv.  p.  373. 


lot 


A^vimuit  T>ebate— 


f Jkhe  S) 


mtdDa^. 


103 


the  diocam  of  Coahel  tlkcre  axe  46d  lieae- 
fices  ;  in  Tuam  only  103 ;  making  a  total 
of  51i  beoeficea  ;  aad  in  tlie  two  dioccMi 
tbcre  are  193  churches.  Now  out  of  the 
572  benefice!!,  by  ihis  Bill  of  bis  Majesty's 
Onvernmeot,  499  can  in  no  case  cxceied 
the  value  of  fiOO/.  per  annum,  and  maj  be 
only  worth  100/.  I  have,  however,  that 
confidence  in  the  noble  Lord  opposite  that 
I  do  not  believe,  while  be  holoa  the  office 
of  Secretarji  for  Ireland,  that  he  will  ever 
hesitate  to  use  the  power  be  will  possess, 
to  raise  the  lOO/.livinga  to  900/. per  annum. 
Thus,  then,  out  of  the  572  benefices,  the 
prizes  are  to  be  eleven  livings  varying 
from  300/^  to  400/.  per  annum.  I  know 
that  the  number  of  Protestants  in  these 
diHtrtcti  is  sdimII,  and  that  Roman  Catholics 
have  the  preponderance ;  but  still  1  never 
shall  believe  that  it  tan  be  for  the  interest 
of  the  Established  Church,  that  for  one- 
half  of  Ireland  there  should  be  alloiled 
only  100/.  a-year  for  each  of  489  livings. 
I  share,  in  common  with  the  noble  Lord 
opposite,  all  the  revolting  feelings  he  So 
strongly  manifested  when  he  stated  the 
other  night  bow  painful  it  was  to  discuss 
what  ought  to  be  the  lowest  stipend  of  a 
inlnlster  of  the  Church.  If  this  were  re> 
inlegra — if  this  were  an  allotment  out  of 
the  Consoliilated  Fund,  there  might  be 
something  in  the  pnTposition  ;  but  this  is 
an  allotment  to  be  made  to  the  clergy 
out  of  property  which  is  their  own. 
1  am  as  ready  as  the  noble  Lord  to  say, 
"  prohibit  sinecures,  abolish  pSuraliiies, 
curtail  superfluities ;"  but  when  it  is  said, 
that  there  exisis  a  necessity  for  limiting 
Stiperds  to  200/.  a-year,  I  really  must  ask 
from  what  cause  does  that  necessity  arise  ? 
Is  it  a  necaasily  created  by  engagements 
into  which  the  Government  has  entered  ? 
Is  it  etilailcd  by  the  obligation  imposed 
upon  ihem  of  finding  a  surplus  revenue  ? 
or  is  it  a  necessity  produced  by  a  provi- 
dent view  to  the  wauls  and  interest  of  the 
Church  ?  200/.  per  annum  for  a  minister 
of  the  Church  T  Is  that  the  great  induce* 
tnent  to  be  held  out  to  the  ordained  ser- 
vants of  that  Church!  Look  to  the  in- 
ducements held  out  to  members  of  other 
proresaioni:  take,  for  instance,  the  Poor- 
law  CommiMioners,  the  Assistant- Com- 
niissionera,  the  Commissioners  for  Consoli- 
dating the  Criminal  Laws,  with  the  grants 
to  them  of  5,000/.  and  10,000/.  pet  annum. 
Do  I  mean  to  say  that  this  remuneration 
has  been  loo  great  for  (he  Gentlemen  forni- 
iaf  theae  bodies? — Certainly  not:  but  I 
call  upon  the  House  to  mainUtn  at  least 


some  deeent  proportion  io  dmling  with 
members  of  a  prafe«sion,  of  at  least  equal 
respectability.  If  it  bededred  todegmde 
the  Church — id  banish  from  it  men  of 
educated  and  enlightened  minds,  able  lo 
defend  the  doctrines  they  inculcate— if  it 
be  wished  to  espel  such  men  from  the  ser- 
vice of  the  Church; — lell  them  st  once, 
that  they  must  expect  nottiing  but  the 
mere  means  of  daily  subsistence,  and  that 
they  must  abandon  all  thoughts  of  inde- 
pendence of  character — end  your  object 
will  then  be  understood ;  but  if  it  be  in- 
tended that  the  mluisler  of  religion  should 
be  enabled,  not  only  to  exist  himself,  but 
able,  as  he  ought  lo  be,  to  relieve  the  wants 
of  the  distressed  and  wretched — consider 
not  his  interests,  but  the  interests  of  charity 
and  of  religion ;  and  allot  to  him,  at  least, 
a  decent  stipend,  and  give  him  some  hopes 
of,  at  least,  moderate  advaocemeot.  There 
are  many  men  who  now  hear  me,  posseased 
of  ample  fortunes,  acquired  by  their  own 
industry— there  are  oihers  enjoying  pro- 


perty, which  has  been  gained  for  them, 
andbanded  down  to  them  by  their  fathers; 
—to  these  I  would  say,  "  You  know  what 


a  stipend  of  2001.  would  be  to  a  clergyman 
wiib  a  largefamily— aman  who  has  to  pay 
30/.  on  receiving  his  appointment  to  a 
living;  do  not  grudge  an  increase  to  him 
— if  you  will  not  grant  it  for  the  sake  of  the 
individual,  at  least  do  so  for  the  sake  of  reli- 
gion." Compare  his  position  with  that  of 
the  member  of  any  other  profession— of  the 
bar,  the  army,  or  as  connected  with  com- 
merce, Remember,  not  only  to  what,  by 
this  Bill,  he  is  limited,  but  also  that  which 
be  is  ever  precluded  fiom  attaining.  Let 
hon.  Members  compare  the  position  of  the 
Irish  clergy,  with  that  of  the  messengers 
of  this  House.  In  the  early  part  of  the 
session,  the  hon.  aod  learned  Member  for 
Kilkenny  put  a  notice  on  the  books,  of 
which  I  certainly  have  since  heard  nothing, 
that  he  would  move  a  special  iustruction 
to  the  Committee,  on  the  fees  and  salaries 
of  Ihe  messengers  and  door-kecpeis.  to 
provide  for  the  vested  interests  of  those 
IHccrs  duriug  their  lives.  Here  is  an  ac< 
noffledgment  of  the  necessity  of  provid- 
ig,  for  iniportanl  ofliccs,  men  of  resptct- 
ubility.  God  forbid  1  that  I  should  throw 
ly  disparagement  upon  any  situation: 
It  even  in  these  days  of  apology,  I  will 
uifer  none  lo  these  officers,  whose  interest 
lius  watched  over,  for  saying  llial  1 
do  not  think  ihem  euperior  lo  ibe  uiinis- 
tert  of  the  EstaUitlicd  Church  of  Ireland. 
E2 
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Neither  shall  I  shock  their  feelitigs  b;  lay- 
ing that  all  eituationa  are  not  equal. 
From  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  how- 
ever,  it  appears  that  there  are  three  door- 
keepers,andoneoftheni,Mr.  Pratt,  returns 
that  he  has  received,  annually,  on  an  aver- 
age of  the  seven  years  1829  to  1835,  the 
sum  of  1,0601.  The  Committee.howewr, 
are  of  opinion  thut  hia  income  might  be 
fairly  taken  at  91 H.,  and  they  recommend 
that  he  may  be  allowed  that  sum  in  lieu 
of  all  perquisites.  The  Select  Committee, 
in  1835,  recommended  that  the  salary  of 
the  head  door-keeper  should  be  500/. ;  but 
the  last  Committee  recommends  that  in 
any  future  appointment  to  those  offices, 
after  Mr.  Pratt  and  Mr.  Williams  shall 
retire,  the  salaries  of  the  door-keepers, 
be  400i^  each.  The  Report  concludes 
thus  ;— 

"  Your  Cominiltee  having  consulted  Sir  Wil- 
liam Gosselt,  the  SerjeaDt-at-Arais,  respecting 
his  department,  agree  iu  opinion  with  the 
Comnmtee  of  1835,  that  Ihe  future  establish- 
already  recommended;  of  one  head  messengei 
to  be  designated  "  Assistant  to  the  Serjeant-at- 
Arms,"  with  an  annual  income  of  425i. "  "' 
four  messengers  at  3001.  each  j  of  two  me! 
gers  at  200/.  each  ;  of  four  extra  messengers 
at  105J.  each,increasing'tDlSOl.aFtar  ten  years' 
service,  with  discretionary  power  in  the  Ser- 
jeant-at-Arma,  to  employ,  on  any  emergency, 
according  to  the  recommendation  of  that  Com- 
mittee, an  extra  doorJteener  and  such  tempo- 
rary messengers,  at  weelLly  wages,  as  may  be 
-wanted  during  the  temporary  pressure  of 
business." 

Such  is  the  amount  of  remuneration  which 
the  House  of  Commoug  thinki  just  and 
reasonable  for  the  purpose  of  securing  the 
services,  in  places  of  trust,  of  respectable 
men.  This  scale  of  remuneration  is  not, 
in  this  instance,  thought  extravagant.  Now 
what  is  expected  from  the  Irish  clergy  ? 
The  noble  Secretary  for  Ireland  last  night 
said,  that  he  hoped  ever  to  see  the  clergy 
of  that  country,  now,  as  welt  educated, 
able,  enlightened,  learned,  amiable,  and 
men  of  retined  manners.  If  they  euforce 
the  law,  when  unhappily  they  are  driven 
to  do  GO,  with  what  vigilance  are  they 
watched  1  The  utmost  courtesy  is  expected 
from  them,— the  qualiRcalioDB  of  angels 
are  required  in  them, — the  long-suffering 
and  fotbearence  of  martyrs; — and  is  it, 
then,  too  much  to  ask  the  House  to  allot 
1  all  these  qualifications 
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Commons?  I  have  already  trespassed  to 
long  upon  the  attention  of  the  House,  that 
I  should  feel  inclined  to  pass  by  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Tip- 
perary,  did  not  that  speech, — eloquent  aa 
it  unquestionably  was — prove  that  the 
quesiion  now  under  discussion  is  not — 
whether  50,0001.  shall  be  allotted  out  of 
the  revenues  of  the  Church  for  purposes 
of  education?  On  the  contrary,  the  ques- 
tion, according  to  the  views  of  the  hon, 
and  teamed  Gentleman,  is  neither  more 
nor  less  than  this, — shall  the  established 
religion  of  Ireland  be  Protestant  or  Roman 
Catholic  i  If  it  be  not  so,  why  did  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  refer  to  the 
example  of  Scotland?  Why  did  he  soy 
that  Scotland,  having  banished  episcopacy, 
has  assumed  the  aspect  of  a  flourishing 
country  }  Why  did  he  say,  that  agriculture 
is  creeping  up  her  moun tains, '^hat  com- 
merce has  filled  her  coSers  since  she  has 
relieved  herself  of  episcopacy, — if  he  did 
not  anticipate  that  the  same  results  would 
follow  a  similar  course  on  the  part  of  Ire- 
land !  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  called  upon  the  House  to  settle  the 
question  of  tithes,  by  passing  the  Bill  in- 
troduced by  his  Majesty's  Government. 
What  guarantee,  however,  has  he  afibrded 
that  this  Bill  will  be  a  settlement  ?  The 
arguments  by  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  supported  the  measure,  are 
fatal  to  the  proposition  itself.  It  would  he 
acting  with  perfect  consistency  if,  after  the 
passinff  of  this  Bill,  the  hon.  Member  for 
St.  Alban's  should  move  to  reduce  the 
ntimber  of  Bishops  to  four,  and  the  Hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Tipperary  were 
to  say,  that  the  Roman  Catholic  religion 
was  entitled  to  be  established  in  IreUnd. 
On  these  grounds  I  distrust  the  assurancea 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that 
this  measure  will  prove  a  settlement  of  the 
question.  I  always  listen  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  with  the  greatest  at- 
tention, and  I  much  admire  his  powers  of 
imagination ;  but  I  must  say — and  I  do  so 
with  all  respect — that  I  distrust  his  atro- 
city as  a  propheL  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says,  "  settle  this  question  now, 
and  all  will  be  peace  in  Ireland."  The 
hon.  and  teamed  Gentleman,  long  ago, 
said—"  settle  the  Roman  Catholic  queation, 
and  all  will  he  peace  in  Ireland."  The 
two  measures,  it  is  true,  rest  on  perfectly 
different  grounds — the  ime  was  a  definite 


are  expected,  half  the  amount  of  stipend  |  meusure,  for  the  reatoniion  of  dvil  eqaa. 
which  is  considered  necessary  for  the  sala-  I  lity,  and  the  abolition  of  every  disalHlity 
riesoflhe  door-keepers  of  the   House  of)  afi^ing  the  Roman  Catholic  subjects  of 
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the  realm.  The  other,  that  now  before  i 
the  House,  contains  nothing  definite,  and 
there  are,  according  to  the  Bupporlen  of  I 
the  plan,  many  other  questions  left,  of 
which  a  satisfactory  settlement  wlD,  in 
due  time,  be  demanded.  With  respect  to 
the  de5uite  and  "final"  measure  of  Ca- 
tholic relief,  this  was  the  language  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  himself,  in 
1825?  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  asked;— 

"  Do  you  think,  in  case  the  general  ques- 
tion of  Catholic  Em  and  pa  lion  were  setllel  by 
Parliamenl,  there  would  be  a  power  existing 
in  any  individual  to  get  public  assemblies  to- 
Ketber,  and  to  create  a  combiaed  operation  in 
Ireland  f" 
He  answered,— 

"Iain  convinced  that  it  would  not  be  in 
the  power  of  any  man,  no  matter  however 
great  his  influence  might  be,  to  draw  targe 
convocations  of  men  together  in  Ireland ;  no- 
thing but  the  sense  of  iudiiidual  injury  pro- 
duces these  great  and  systematic  gatherings, 
through  the  medium  of  which  so  much  passion 
aud  so  mucli  inflammatory  matter  is  conveyed 
through  the  country." 

Such  was  the  prophecy  made  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  well  acquainted 
with  the  character  and  feelings  of  his 
countrymen ;  that  prophecy  has  not  been 
fulfilW,  and  therefore  I  now  distrust  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  iii  his  cha- 
racter as  a  prophet.  Let  me,  however,  beg 
of  the  House  to  observe  these  remarkable 
words.  On  the  same  occasion,  to  which  I 
hftve  just  referred,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  proceeded  to  say  :— 

"  Whenever  any  mention  is  made  in  a 
Roman  Catholic  assembly  of  the  evils  of  that 
measure,  it  is  made  for  the  ptirposes  of  rhe- 
torical excitement,  and  not  with  any  serious 
view,  on  the  part  of  the  speaker,  to  tlislurb 
that  which,  in  my  humble  judgment,  is  per* 
fectly  indissoluble.  In  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion, I  beg  to  add  this ;  that  I  am  perfectly 
convinced  that  neither  upon  tithes,  nor  the 
Union,  nor  any  other  ptditical  subject,  could 
the  peofrie  of  Ireland  be  powerfully  and  per- 


Barsballed  and  combined  together, 
The  ban.  and  learned  Gentleman  may  pro* 
bablf  find  it  difficult  to  afiord  a  solitary 
itutance  of  the  verification  of  this  pro- 
l^iecy.  I  can,  however,  find  an  instance 
to  tiie  contrary,  and  that  instance  is  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Tipperary 
Iwuelf.    Tbia  it  tbe  moie  stoikiDg)  at  (be 
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hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  declared  to 
the  Committee,  that  at  least  he  could  an- 
swer for  himself,  that  if  he  had  a  fair 
chance  of  riung  in  the  profession  for  which 
he  had  endeavoured  to  qualify  himself — if 
the  exasperating  impediments  to  advanc»< 
ment  in  that  profession  which  grew  out  of 
his  religious  creed  were  removed,  —  be 
should  give  himself  no  further  concern 
about  politics ;  but  should  devote  himself 
exclusively  to  his  professionul  avocations. 
I  hope  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
after  this  failure,  and  his  prophecy  of  last 
nigbt,  will  endeavour  to  lay  some  better 
claim  to  the  character  of  a  prophet,  and 
will  forbear  from  exerting,  in  a^tation, 
the  great  talents  he  unquestionably  poft< 
sesses.  I  do  not  know  that  there  is  any 
other  speech  to  which  I  need  advert,  ex- 
cept that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Water. 
ford,  who  complains  that  out  of  a  revenue 
of  7^0,000/.,  an  allotment  for  the  purposes 
of  education,  50,000/.  is  refused.  Can  the 
hon.  Member  guarantee  that  there  exists 
a  revenue  of  7W),000;.  ?  If  he  can,  cadit 
queslio,  and  I  shall  be  perfectly  content. 
If  any  one  can  show  that  out  of  tithes, 
after  the  deductions,  contemplated  by  this 
Bill,  there  will  be  a  revenue,  not  of 
760,000/.,  but  even  of  400,001)/.,  I  will 
admit  Ireland  to  be  in  a  much  better  con- 
dition than  I  have  supposed.  I  have  now 
stated  the  reasons  for  which  I  have  sup~ 
ported  the  Bill,  which  has  been  proposed 
on  this  nde  of  the  House,  and  opposed  that 
which  has  been  brought  forward  by  his 
Majesty's  Government.  Why  is  it  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Tipperary, 
with  his  strong  feelings  against  an  Estab- 
lishment, is  able  to  consent  to  the  Bill  of 
his  Majesty's  Government  ?  How  is  this 
mystery  to  be  imravcUed,  when  the  bon> 
and  learned  Member  holds  that  an  Estab- 
lishment for  the  minority  is  fatal  to  the 
peace,  tranquillity,  and  happiness  of  Ire- 
land i  With  these  sentiments,  how  is  it 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ctut 
give  his  support  to  the  Bill  ?  The  sup- 
porters of  the  measure  submitted  from  thia 
side  of  the  House,  profess  a  readiness  to 
cure  abuses,  to  reduce  superfluities,  to  abo- 
lish pluralities,  and  destroy  sinecures ;  they 
do  not  want  to  make  the  Church  Establish- 
ment a  source  of  political  influence,  they 
contend  for  an  equal  distribution  of  its 
preferments.  Do  I  believe  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Tipperary  expects 
to  gain  anything  by  the  allotment  of 
50,000/.  a  yeax,  out  ta  the  revenues  of  the 
Cbureb?     No;  1  b«Uove  that  tbg  hvn, 
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and  learned  Member  give*  ha  conwnt  to 
tliis  Bill  because  he,  ■  Eoman  Cstbulic,  is 
convinced  that,  coupled  with  thti  allotment 
and  a  reduction  of  income,  there  i*  in. 
Tolved  in  the  meuure  a  principle  which, 
once  admitted,  will  be  fatal  to  the  inde- 
pendent character,  and  the  very  esictence 
of  the  ProteUunt  Church.  Tabe  awo; 
the  glebea  from  the  Church,  enable  the 
Crown  to  diapoM  of  them,  to  re-allot  them, 
and  will  not  that  alter  the  whole  character 
of  the  Church  EstabliBlunent?  And  will 
it  nM,  initead  of  being  an  independent 
corporation,  pofsewed  of  its  own  property, 
become,  and  he  placed  on  the  footing  of,  a 
mere  stipendiary  Church  ?  Ii  this  de- 
sirable? Is  it  politic?  For  what  object 
iij  it  that  the  dignity  of  rector  is  to  be  abo- 
lished, and  that  future  incumbents  are  to 
be  mere  vicars,  removable  at  the  will  of  the 
Privv  Council  ?  Is  this  in  accordance  with 
Lord  Althorp's  views,  who  thought  that 
even  the  Church  Curamiseionen  sbould  be 
independent  of  the  Guvemment  ?  A  por- 
tion of  the  security  of  the  Church  rests, 
not  merely  on  its  pouessiun  of  it<  own 
lands,  but  upon  its  self-government.  I  re- 
peat, that  this  Bill  would  alter  the  Church 
from  an  independent  corporation  to  a  mere 
stipendiary  Church,  and  would  shake  its 
very  existence.  I  have  very  carefully 
looked  through  the  whole  of  the  Bill,  and, 
in  my  opinion,  the  least  prejudicial  part  of 
it  is  that  which  takes  from  Its  revenues  the 
■um  stated.  The  great  evil  of  the  Bill  is 
to  he  found  in  the  provlBiooR  which  divest 
the  Churth  of  its  property,  which  change 
its  character,  and  destroy  its  independence. 
The  noble  Lord  opposite  has  justly  stntedj 
that  between  the  views  of  two  conflicting 
parties  on  this  question,  the  good  senfu:  of 
the  people  of  England  must  be  the  arbiter. 
In  that  I  full;  concur.  It  must  be  left  to 
the  people  of  England  to  determine 
ther  I  and  those  with  whom  I  act  i 
are  not  warranted  in  refusing  to  be  parties 
to  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord.  I  do  not 
heait«tc  tu  say  that  I  view  the  condition  of 
the  Church  of  Ireland  with  the  dee^xst 
regret  and  anxieU — that  an  fiu  from  re- 
joicing in  the  application  of  £nrce,  or  tho 
execution  of  pracctt  for  the  payment  of 
dues,  t  decU^,  before  God,  my  object 
would  be  to  cause  a  cenation  of  all  i«li- 
mmn  disoords,  to  put  an  end  to  all  religimis 
outinctiona,  and  to  obliterate  for  ever  all 
fanner  animosities.  Such,  of  all  others, 
are  the  objects  I  utwld  most  cordially  che- 
rish ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  beiieving  the 
Cburcb  firtabliihioeot  ia  Iieland  to   bf 
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perfectly  constatcnt  with  the  pulilical  rights 
of  my  Boman  Catholic  fellow-country  men 
— belicring  it  to  imply  no  degradation  to 
them— conceiving  that  Establishment  to  be 
essential  tu  the  beat  interests  of  reli^oo, 
and  conducive  to  tlie  permanent  happiness 
of  the  empire, — I  cannot  consent,  unless 
convinced  by  reasoning  to  the  introduction 
of  a  principle,  which,  I  believe,  will  he 
fatal  to  both.  I  wish  to  see  an  amicable 
arrangement  of  the  question  effected  ;  and 
it  would  be  a  must  ungrateful  return  fur 
the  Church  of  Ireland  to  make  to  the 
people  of  England,  who  have  shown  such 
a  generous  sympathy  in  her  behalf,  if  her 
members  were  to  manifest  a  less  aniiuus 
desire  to  expedite  that  settlement.     If  the 

nple  believe  that  I,  end  those  with  whom 
m  associated,  have,  in  our  opposition, 
any  sinister  object  in  view,  or  any  wish  to 
protect  abuses  for  pulitical  purposes,  they 
will  decide  agunst  us,  and  ultimately  ove^- 
throw  us ;  but  I  trust  the  people  of  Eng- 
land wiil  not  expect  from  u9,  that  if  we 
are  not  satisfied  by  fair  argument,  that  the 
measure  of  the  Government  \i  essential  to 
ihe  interests  of  religion,  but  on  the  con- 
trary, if  we  believe  it  is  necessary  for  the 
interects  of  religion,  that  the  Protestant 
minister  should  be  enableil  to  support  his 
family  in  decent  competence,' — then,  8ir,  I 
am  sure,  the  people  of  England  will  not 
expect  from  us,  that  we  should  betray  our 
duty  ti)  the  Church,  by  pretending  to  be 
convinced  by  arguments,  the  transparent 
fallacy  of  which  we  have  cxpo8ed,^-ar  by 
calculations,  the  glaring  inaccuracies '  of 
which  u-e  have  demonalraled.  On  the 
contrary,  remembering  that  penal  laws, 
and  civil  disubllilici  have  ceased — believing 
that  the  progress  of  knowledge  will  ensure 
adherents  to  the  pure  doctrines  of  our 
Church — relying  upon  the  justice  of  our 
case — we  shall  firmly  refuse  to  cut  off  fr 
thut  Church  its  means  of  usefulness — to 
reduce  its  ministers  to  a  state  trf"  stipendiary 
dependence  on  a  department  of  the  Go- 
vemment; — and  we  will  not  consent  to 
strike  a  blow  fatal  to  the  interests  of  civil 
liberty,  and  of  true  religion,  by  destroying 
the  independence  of  the  Establishment, 
and  by  degrading  the  character  of  its  ml- 

The  Ckancdhroflke  Exchequer:  I  am 
very  unwilling  to  take  up  tlie  Ume  of  the 
House ;  but  some  of  the  statements  of  tbe 
right  hon.  Baronet  have  been  so  entirely 
beside  tbe  question,  that  unless  some  notice 
be  taken  of  thsm,  they  may  produce  a  most 
•mmeous  «(td  unJuA  fanprnrion.    Wn  it 
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worthy  of  the  nght  hon.  Baronet— •wu  it 
worthy  of  the  cauie  he  suppoiti— was  it 
worthy  of  any  great  or  generom  principle 
—to  draw  a  ccmpaiison  between  the  in- 
come)  of  the  clergy  and  the  salaries  paid 
to  the  door-lcepers  of  this  House  P  If  the 
right  hun.  Baronet's  argument  deduced  from 
that  comparison  be  sound,  what  becomes  of 
the  Bill  of  his  noblo  Friend,  the  Member 
tbt  North  Lancashire  ?  Why  has  not  such 
a  t«st  been  applied  to  the  Church  Tempo- 
jralities  Bill  and  to  other  measures  P  Re- 
souneration  ought  always  to  be  pmpor< 
tionate  to  the  duty  done.  If  it  were 
proved  that  nothing  was  done,  it  appears  to 
me  ID  be  impos^ble  to  escape  from  the  con- 
elusion  that  no  lemuneradon  should  be 
given.  If  but  little  were  done,  then  the 
remuneration  ought  to  be  smalL  The  ar- 
(niment  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  drawn 
from  a  comparison  between  the  salaries  of 
the  door-keepers  and  the  incomes  of  the 
Protestant  clergy,  would  go  to  show  that 
the  CmiEolidat^  Fund  ought  to  be  poured 
out  for  the  purpose  of  iocreatuig  the  latter. 
The  argument  of  proportion,  if  it  be  good 
for  any  thing  applies  as  well  to  that  woich 
now  enists,  where  the  income  is  less  than 
that  whitJi  the  noble  Lord  oppodte  has 
stilted  ought  to  betbe  minimum,  as  it  would 
do  to  any  state  of  things  that  may  occur 
after  this  Bill  shall  have  been  paused. 
Notwithstanding,  then,  the  lateness  of 
the  hour,  I  wish  to  refer  to  a  few  of  the 
observations  which  have  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth.  Tbe  reply  to  many  of  those  ob- 
servations I  should  have  deemed  it  better 
to  leave  to  the  individuals  to  wbom  they 
directly  apply,  except  that  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  debate  on  this  question,  no 
t^nion  has  been  expressed  by  any  Gentle- 
man generally  favourable  to  tbe  Govern- 
ment, which  it  has  not  been  attempted  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  fix  upon  Mi- 
nisters, as  an  opinion  for  which  they  were 
resuonsible.  Ministers  are  no  doubt  respon- 
whiei  and  ought  to  be  held  responsible  for 
their  own  expressed  opinions  aud  for  their 
own  measures  ;  hut  even  if,  upon  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  they  are  to  be  held  re^nsible 
for  tbe  arguments  used  by  some  of  their 
usual  supporters  in  the  course  of  the  de- 
bate, I  must  be  allowed  to  say,  that  the 
conBtruction  put  upon  many  of  those  argu> 
ments  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
nte  was  not  fair.  Take,  for  an  instance, 
what  was  said  with  respect  to  the  argu- 
ments used  by  the  hon,  and  learned  Mem- 
"bw  tot  SS]3^saay,    It  ia  perfectly  true  that 
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that  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  declared 
his  opinion  to  be  in  favour  of  that  from 
which  I  entirely  and  unequivocally  dissent 
-namely,  the  voluntary  prindf^.  But 
at  the  same  time  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman    made    that    declaration,    he 

"I  know  that  that  is  an  opinion  which  will 
not  leceive  ihe  aapport  of  the  Monie ;  and, 
therefore,  not  being  uile  at  the  present  nioment 
to  advocate  it  with  a  prospect  of  lucceu,  I 
will  lake  this  measure,  which,  though  it  be  not 
exactly  all  that  I  could  wish,  is  ilill  calcu- 
lated ro  improve  the  present  stale  of  ibiaga  in 
Ireland," 

I  now  come  to  some  of  the  more  serious 
miaf^iresentations  which  have  been  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  which  in- 
terest me  the  mora  deeply  because  they 
rdate  to  my  noble  Friends  who  sit  near 
me.  I  do  not  understand,  that  my  noble 
Friend,  the  Secretary  of  State,  has,  on  this 
occasion,  laid  down  or  announced  any  new 
doctrine,  in  respect  of  Church  property  in 
Ireland.  I  do  not  understand  my  noblp 
Friend  to  have  stated  any  thing  on  this 
occasion  different  to  what  be  stat^l  on  the 
18th  of  July,  lfi32,  when  he  expressed 
himself  on  the  subject  of  Church  property 
in  Ireland  in  these  terms : — 
.  "  He  thought  that  the  Protestant  Church  of 
Ireland  was  too  larga,  not  only  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  instruction  to  that  part  of  the  popu- 
lation of  Ireland  which  professed  Ihe  Pro. 
testani  faith,  but  he  thought  it  loo  large  for  its 
own  permaneDl  stability.  Therefore,  when- 
ever the  question  might  arise  in  its  proper 
day  and  at  its  appointed  time,  he  should  be 
ready  to  maintain  the  views  which  he  luid 
formerly  expressed.  It  was  certainly  the 
opinion  which  he  had  always  held,  that  it  was 
tba  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  provide  for  the 
religious  and  moral  iustructiou  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  in  a  way  that  had  never  yet  been 
done.  What  was  intended  by  our  ancestors 
in  the  establishment  nf  the  Church  of  Ireland 
for  religious  and  moral  purposes  bad  not  an- 
swered that  end,  and  as  the  Legislature  had 
DOW  to  consider  aoew  in  what  way  that  end 
might  best  be  attained,  it  was  hound  to 
respect  (as  he  believed  every  Member  of  that 
House  was  ready  to  respect)  the  right  of  those 
nho  had  existing  interest  in  the  present  ar- 
langements.  Preserving  to  the  Church  those 
rights  of  property  which  it  iuslly  claimed,  the 
I^egislsture  might  provide  for  its  future  wel- 
fare, at  the  same  lime  that  it  would  deliver  the 
people  of  Ireluid  from  the  sUte  of  ignorance 
m  which  they  were  proved  to  be  by  the  daily 
accounts  from  the  newspapers,  or  from  other 
sources  of  infarmalioo.  To  that  ignorance  he 
attributed  all  the  evils  by  which  Ireland  was 
afflicted,  and  until  efTectaal  i 
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taken  to  educate  the  people,  it  waa  vain  to 
legistale  for  (he  preservation  of  property  or 
for  the  mainleDiince  of  peace,  ^od  order,  and 
tranquillity  in  that  country."" 
If  I  had  wished  for  an  announ cement  of 
the  Bill  now  npon  the  Table  of  the  House, 
I  could  not  have  had  it  more  clearlj  or 
more  distiDctly  made  than  it  is  in  that 
statement  of  my  noble  Friend.  The  au- 
thority of  Lord  Spencer  alno  has  been  ap- 
pealed to  b^  the  Hon.  Gentleman  oppodte, 
M  adverse  to  the  present  measure.  On 
the  Snd  of  June,  1834,  Lord  Spencer, 
speaking  upon  this  subject,  expressed  him- 
self thus: — ' 

'*  Church  property  was  trust  property,  and 
if  the  amount  of  it  were  greater  than  was  ne- 
cessary for  the  accomplishment  of  the  objects 
of  tbe  trust— if  it  vrere  greaily  greater  than 
VBS  required  for  (he  maintensnce  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland,  so 
far  from  injuring  the  religious  interests  of  that 
Church— ^o  far  from  injuring  the  religious  in- 
terests of  the  Protestants,  he  thought  that  to 
apply  a  part  of  the  revenues  to  the  religious 
and  moral  education  of  the  people  would  tend 
much  to  promote  the  prosperity  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church."* 

These  were  the  declarations  made  by  the 
two  noble  Lords,  to  whose  opinions  such 
repeated  reference  has  been  made  in  the 
course  of  this  night's  debate.  Tbe  first 
declaration,  the  one  made  by  my  noble 
Friend,  tbe  Secretary  of  State,  was  made 
when  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
Xorth  Lancashire,  was  sitting  by  his  side, 
and  acting  with  him  in  the  government  of 
the  country.  Tbe  second  declaration,  that 
of  Earl  Spencer,  was  made  after  that  noble 
Lord  had  separated  himself  from  his  former 
colleagues.  These  things  are  material  in 
themselves,  but  they  become  much  more 
BO  from  the  words  employed  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth, 
in  the  course  of  his  speech  of  this  evening. 
I  nridh,  indeed,  that  those  words  had  been 
put  forward  by  the  right  bon.  Baronet  a 
little  more  distinctly,  because  I  should  then 
have  had  it  in  my  power  more  closely  to 
grapple  with  them.  But  when  the  right 
Eon.  Baronet  speaks  of  the  new  doctrines 
and  of  the  possible  new  lights  which  the 
Government  may  have  been  compelled  to 
adopt,  I  am  rejoiced  to  have  the  opportunity 
of  meeting  him  upon  the  point;  and  I  tell 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  I  tell  the  House 
and  toe  public,  that  the  Government  have 
not  been  compelled  to  take  any  forced  step 
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-that  we  have  not  been  driven  into  the 
making  of  any  arrangements ; — and  I  say 
further,  that  a  falser,  more  malicious,  or 
more  calumnious  charge,  than  that  whidi 
attributes  to  us  any  kind  of  restraint — 
other  than  that  which  we  owe  to  our  con- 
science, our  Monarch,  and  our  country, — 
never  was  preferred  by  any  party  or  set  of 
men  against  the  members  of  any  Admini»> 
tration  which  ever  has  been  intrusted  with 
the  government  of  the  a^rs  of  the  Bri. 
tish  empire.  I  deny  the  charge  with  in- 
dignation ;— it  is  untrue — it  is  a  di^;raceful 
ilumny.  I  have  now  answered  tbe  ob- 
Tvations  which  had  reference  to  the  speech 
made  by  my  noble  Friend,  the  Secretary 
of  Stale,  in  18S3,  and  by  Lord  Spencer  in 
1834.  I  come.  Sir,  to  another  point.  It 
has  been  said,  and  possibly  there  are  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  about  to  vote  on  this  ques- 
tion, who  honestly  believe,  that  this  very 
Bill  embodies  a  compromise  of  principle, 
which  has  purchased  for  the  Government 
the  support  of  many  Irish  Members.  My 
noble  Friend  opposite  does  not  believe  that 
to  be  the  fact.  My  noble  Friend  knows 
that  the  principle  of  appropriating  some  of 
the  property  of  tbe  Church  in  Ireland,  for 
the  purpose  of  inatnictina  the  people  of 
that  country,  was  a  principle  conceded  and 
ready  to  he  acted  upon  at  the  time  when 
we  were  associates  in  the  Government, 
end  when  he  evinced  the  strongest  ani- 
mosity to  the  persons  with  whom  he  was 
then  acting.  A  Bill,  involving  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  surplus  of  Church  property  in 
Ireland,  and  the  appropriation  of  that  sur- 
plus to  purposes  of  education,  was  in  print 
for  the  use  of  the  Government  previous  to 
the  dissolution  of  Lord  Melbourne's  first 
Administration.  Such  a  Bill  was  prepared 
and  positively  in  print  at  th«  time  when 
the  very  individnus,  on  whose  account  the 
present  concession  is  supposed  to  be  made, 
were  opposed  to  the  Government.  This 
fact  is  material;  because  I  know  that 
there  is  a  spirit  amongst  Englishmen  of 
every  class,  and  of  every  description — a 
spirit  which  exists  alike  on  both  sides  of 
the  House — which  should  induce  them  to 
look  with  contempt  and  scorn  on  any  Go- 
vernment compoKd  of  men  who  could  bo 
compelled  by  any  consideration  on  earth  to 
take  a  course  which  they  did  not  in  their 
hearts  honestly  believe  to  be  the  right  one. 
I  have  shown,  that  my  noble  Friend,  the 
Secretary  of  State,  professes  no  new  prin> 
ciple  on  the  present  occasion.  The  very 
preamble  of  the  present  Bill  involves  the 
principle  which  the  xigbt  hflOi   fiuou)^ 
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tfae  Member  for  Tamworth,  assumed  to 
have  been  Uirown  over  by  my  noble 
Friend.  The  Bill  sanimes,  that  the  per- 
fornuuwe  of  niiritual  duties,  to  an  extent 
adequate  to  the  wonts  of  the  Protestant 
population  in  Ireland,  ought  to  ccmstitutB 
the  fint  charge  upon  this  property.  If  I 
did  not  believe  that,  after  all  those  wants 
were  proricled  for,  there  would  remain  a 
conriderable  surplus, —  I  should  not,  for 
any  consideration  under  Heaven,  give  my 
consent  to  the  appropriation  of  a  single 
farthing  of  it  to  other  than  Church  pur- 
poses. But  I  do  believe,  that  tfaere  will 
be  a  considerablB  surplus,  and  with  that 
belief  firmly  impressed  npon  my  mind,  I 
contend  that  t  have  a  right  to  deal  with 
it.  And  I  contend  further,  that  it  is  for 
the  interest  of  the  Church  itself,  that  I 
^Duld  deal  with  it  in  the  manner  proposed 
in  the  present  Bill.  At  this  late  hour  of 
tfae  ni^t,  and  more  especially  when  I 
antidpate  that  we  shall  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  dittcusring  the  Bill  in  its  future 
stages, — I  do  not  feel  myself  justified  in 
trespassing  at  much  greater  length  upon 
the  patience  of  the  House.  When  the 
dial  tells  us  that  it  is  now  past  two  o'clock 
in  the  morning,  it  would  be  unwamntable 
in  me  to  folbw  the  right  hon.  Baionet 
through  the  statement  of  figutes  into 
which  he  has  entered.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  said,  however,  that  he  difTered 
from  the  noble  ImtA,  the  Secretat?  of 
State,  in  some  of  the  calculations  which 
hare  been  made,  and  upon  which  many  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  depend,  I  must 
be  allowed  to  difier  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  in  turn.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
stated  the  present  available  income  of  the 
clergy  at  only  70,OO0i.a-year.  What  is  the 
fact?  Bya  return  made  by  the  RevenueCom- 
misrioners  in  the  present  Session,  it  appears 
that  the  value  of  glebe  lands  alone  amounts 
to  73,000/.  a-year.  —  [Sir  Robert  Peel : 
You  include  the  Bishops' lands.^     No;  of 

E'ebe  lands  alone.  The  value  of  glebe 
nds  alone,  therefore,  exceeds  the  calcula- 
^ons  made  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
With  respect  to  the  Church  territory,  my 
noble  Friend,  the  Secretary  of  State,  took 
it  upon  the  estimate  of  (be  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire,  at  10,000/. 
This  was  considerably  under  the  marF) 
but  my  noble  Friend  took  it  upon  the  noble 
Xiord's  own  showing,  and  argued  this  point 
upon  the  supp(«tion  that  tfaat  showing  was 
correct.  But  I  shall  not  dwell  bnger  upon 
diete    statements    of    figures.    The  right 
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referred  to  the  avermeuts  made  by  several 
Irish  Gentlemen,  and  particularly  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Tijmerary, 
who  is  not  now  in  his  place,  as  to  the  pro- 
phecies that  were  made  of  the  tranquillily 
which  was  to  ensue  upon  the  passing  of 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  BiU.  Docs 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  remember  that 
those  prophecies  were  made  in  the  year 
1826?  Does  he  not  know,  that  if  the 
policyofLord  Liverpool's  Goremment  had 
not  been  opposed  to  a  measure  which  many 
of  the  Members  of  the  Cabinet  at  that 
time  believed  ought  to  be  carried — does  he 
know,  that  if  the  policy  of  that  Govern- 
ment had  not  opposed  the  passing  of  the 
measure  of  CathoUc  relief  at  that  time,  the 
predictions  hazarded  in  1825  might  have 
heenfulfitled?  The  right  hon.  Baronet,  then, 
has  no  just  ground  on  which  to  taunt  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Tipperary, 
and  other  Gentlemen  &om  Ireland,  with 
being  false  prophets.  But  have  there  been 
no  other  political  prophets  ?  If  unverified 
prophecies  are  to  be  made  matters  of  taunt, 
do  we  not  all  recollect  the  memorable  day 
when  the  Reform  Bill  was  carried,  and 
when  guns  in  honour  of  the  event  were 
fired  within  bearing  of  the  House.  Do 
not  hon.  Gentlemen  remember  that  they 
were  then  told,  that  the  next  time  those 
guns  were  fired  they  would  be  shotted  f 
That  prophecy  probably  was  made,  too,  by 
one  whose  ears  could  distinguish  between 
shotted  guns,  and  those  whidi  were  loaded 
only  with  blank  cartridge,  as  well  as  any 
man  in  the  country.  I  shall  not  taunt 
that  hon.  Gentleman  with  being  a  false 
prophet  ;  hut  a  mistaken  prophecy,  made  in 
the  year  1 825,  Is  no  reason  for  our  opposing 
the  present  measure.  Let  the  House  con- 
sider the  manner  in  which  the  question 
has  been  debated.  On  a  former  occauon, 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Lan> 
CBshire,  stood  forth  as  an  opponent  of  the 
Government  upon  it  On  the  present 
occasion  he  does  the  same.  What  is  the 
meaning  of  all  this  7  What  is  the  meaning 
of  the  amendment  which  the  noble  Lend 
has  moved  f  Why,  instead  of  offering  this 
description  of  opposition  to  the  Government 
Bill,  does  not  the  noble  Lord,  in  a  straight 
forward  and  manly  manner,  move  for  leave 
to  introduce  his  own  Bill  ?  Let  the  two 
Bills  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House, 
anJlett^e  Hausejudge  between  them.  I 
will  yet  hope  that  the  noble  Lord  will 
adopt  this  course.  Let  him  move  for  leave 
to  bring  it  in  on  Monday,  Government 
will  sot  (bprivQ  bim  (^  toe  oppwtuiut/  e( 
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doinz  so.  But  no ;  it  U  not  tbo  intro- 
duclion  of  hia  Bill  tl)at  the  nuble  Lord  de. 
rircs.  Hia  real  object  U,  by  an  indirect 
means,  to  dispose  of  tbe  question  altogether. 
It  i»  very  convenient  for  those  who  do  not 
like  to  grapple  with  the  principle  of  the 
measure,  to  assist  tbe  noble  Lord  in  making 
a  diversion  by  which  it  may  be  virtually, 
but  not  directly,  overthrown.  The  course 
adopted  on  tbe  present  occasion  induces  me 
to  think  that  there  are  many  more  Gentle- 
men in  the  Oppoutlon,  who  are  leady  to 
BUpport  an  indirect,  rather  than  ■  direct 
resistance  to  a  measure  of  this  desoription. 
The  right  hon-  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Cumberland,  stated,  that  the  Home  was 
■pell-bound  upon  this  question.  I  believe 
it  will  be  found  that  the  people  of  England 
are  spell-bound  upon  it  also,  I  believe  that 
the  cry  of  "  the  Church  in  danger,"  which 
k  has  been  attempted  to  raise  will  have  a 
beneficial  effect  upon  tbe  country,  if  tbe 
measure  of  the  Government  be  such  as  it 
has  been  represented  to  be.  If  we  dared  to 
overthrow  the  ProteBtant  Church  in  Ireland 
—if  we  dared  to  leave  the  Protestants  in 
that  country  without  adequate  religious 
instruction — I  believe  that  there  would  be, 
as  there  ought  to  be,  throughout  the  whule 
of  England,  one  general  feeline  that  would 
induce  the  people  not  to  acquiesce  in  the 
measure.  But  when  it  is  proposed  to  sus. 
tain  Protestantism  in  Ireland — to  maintain 
the  ministers  of  tlia  Protestant  Church— to 
pay  them  proportionahly  to  the  duty  which 
they  have  to  perform,  and  to  apply  the  sur- 
plus of  Church  property,  when  these  objects 
■hall  have  been  fully  and  adequately  pro. 
Tided  fur,  to  the  moral  and  religious  in- 
stroction  of  tho  people,  I,  for  one,  am  not 
■fraid  of  the  decision  at  which  the  people 
of  England  will  arrive  upon  the  question. 
I  feel  ^Bt  common  sense  and  common  justice 
■re  with  us,  and,  therefore,  I  belieTe  that 
the  people  of  England  will  support  us.  On 
Ibrmer  occaaions,  as  well  as  on  the  present, 
our  opponents  have  been  afraid  to  meet  us 
in  front ;  and  why  l  Because  tbe  Reso- 
lution of  the  House  of  Commons  upon  the 
ffubject  of  Church  property  in  Ireland, 
stands  recorded  upon  our  Journals.  The 
present  Houscof  Commons  determined  that 
ibs  roiplui  of  Church  property  should  he 
applied  to  purooiei  of  mor  and  reUgious 
Inttmction.  what  has  occurred  since  to 
indnce  the  House  to  desert  its  own  lUsolu. 
tion — to  abandon  the  oninion  it  formerly 
cxpreaed  ?  But  it  would  seem,  from  the 
ttatanent  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppomte, 
that  the  R«»luUoti  was  ori^uaUf  proposed 


for  party  purposes.  It  was  moved  for  no 
party  purposes,  but  with  the  view  of  im. 
proving  tlie  condition  of  the  Church.  Was 
It  for  party  purposes  that  wa  originally 
moved  the  Resolution — party  purposes 
meaning  the  tumiug  out  of  office  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth  ?  Was  it  for  parly  purposes 
that  we  issued  the  Church  Commission, 
when  we  ourselves  were  in  office,  and  when 
we  stated  distinctly,  on  issuing  the  Com- 
mission, that  our  ol^ject  was  to  come  to  a 
fair  and  equitable  adjustment  t^  this  very 
question  ^  appropriation  }  Could  it  be 
with  a  party  or  a  personal  object  that  we 
undertook  the  responsibility  of  sending  out 
that  Commission,  pledgine  the  government 
— Lord  Altborp  in  one  House,  and  Lord 
Grey  in  the  other  — that  the  Church  Com> 
missioa  should  be  acted  upon,  bona  Jlde, 
when  the  return  was  made.  In  introducing 
the  present  measure,  therefore,  the  Govern- 
ment are  only  fulfilling  what  they  have 
long  promised.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
has  fallen  a  victim  to  the  opinions  which  he 
professed  upon  the  subject,  and  the  present 
Government  has  risen  by  the  support  which 
the  House  has  given  us  in  the  views  which 
we  took  with  respect  to  it.  Under  these 
circumstances  we  should  have  been  disgraced 
if  we  had  deserted  or  flinched  from  our 
opinions.  We  have  not  done  so.  We  have 
maintained  our  position,  and  are  determinod 
to  adhere  to  it,  not  as  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  assumes,  —  from  false  pride  or 
fulseshame — butfrom principle, and  because 
we  think  it  right ;  and  1,  as  an  Irislinian 
and  a  Churchman,  tell  the  noble  Lord,  that 
my  motive  for  thinking  it  right  is  because 
as  an  Irishman,  I  believe  it  will  give  tran- 
quillity to  my  countiy— and  as  a  Church- 
man, that  it  will  give  security  to  the 
Establishment.  Gentlemen  who  £Sbr  from 
me  upon  this  point  have  no  right  to  suppose 
that  I  have  a  less  regard  than  others 
for  the  welfare  of  a  country  on  which 
my  dearest  aSections  are  placed.  I  never 
doubt  the  sincerity  of  those  who  differ 
from  me  upon  the  subject  of  die  Church  in 
Ireland  ;  btit  as  they  are  ever  ready  to  give 
their  testimony  to  the  opposite  doctrine,  I 
beg  on  thisoccanon  to  be  taken  as  a  witness 
myself,  and  as  an  Irish  proprietor  I  under- 
take to  say,  that  we  can  have  no  peace,  no 
repose,  no  safety  to  the  Church  in  Iielandi 
whilst  this  question  is  left  unsettled. 
Is  it  worth  while  to  fight  fiir  50,00(U. 
a-year  P  If  the  concesnon  of  £0,000^  »• 
year  wHl  ^re,  as  I  believe  it  will)  tran- 
^uiUitjr  to  the  couiitt;^  uA  gaee  to  th« 
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Church,  I,  for  one,  shall  fed  dispoied  to 
rejoice  that  the  nim  is  so  nnall,  rather  than 
quarrel  with  it  for  not  beins  larger.  The 
present  Bill  is  a  recognitiun  n  the  principle, 
not  of  spoliation,  but  of  preservation.  It 
is  a  principle  which  tells  the  people  of  both 
parties  that  their  Interests  nave  been 
considered  and  regarded  ;  therefore!  entreat 
the  HuuBS  to  preclude  the  necessity  of  vio- 
lence— 1«  »Bva  the  Irish  Churclwto  save 
Itself  from  the  perpetual  revival  of  these 
tainful  discumons.  Every  moment  of 
lelay  augments  the  difficulty  of  a  final  and 
satifffactory  settlement.  The  appropriation 
clause  ia  quarrelled  with  now,  and  yet  former 
Bitls,  without  the  appropriation  clause, 
bave  been  equally  objected  to.  What  the 
future  may  be,  I  shall  not  pretend  to  pro- 

Cf  ;  bot,  judging  from  the  put,  we  at 
know,  that  e»ery  year  that  has  been 
allowed  to  elapse  has  tended  to  make  the 
diiGcuUy  of  a  satisfactoiy  settlement  of  the 
question  still  greater. 

The    House    divided,    on    the   original 

motion :  Ayes  300;  Noes2fil — Majority  39. 

Lift  o/lkii  Ayes, 


Tkirtt  Day. 


Z 


AcheioDi  Visct. 
Adua,  Sit  C. 
Aglionby,  H.  A, 
Ainsworth,  P. 
Alsion,  R, 
Andover,  Visct- 
AdseMieiD. }. 
Anson,  hon.  Colonel 
Aoson,  Sir  U. 
Asiley,  Sir  J'. 
Altwood,  T. 
BHgshaw,  J. 
Bainbridge,  £.  T. 
Bainn,  £. 
Baldwin,  Pr. 
Ball,  N. 
BaDnermaa,  A, 
Barclay,  D. 
Baring,  F.  T. 
Baroara,  E.G. 
Barron,  H.  W. 
Barry,  G.  S. 
Deanclerii,  IVI^jor 
fiellew,  O.  U. 
Bellew,  Sir  P. 
Beminck,  Lord  W. 
Berkelfty,  boa.  F. 
Berkeley,  hon.O. 
Berkeley,  hop.  C. 
BeraalfH. 


Blackbtiroe,  J. 
Wake.  U.  J. 
Blamire,  W. 
Blunt,  Sir  C. 
BodUi,J.J. 


hi- 

Bo  wring.  Dr. 
Brady,  D.  C. 
Bridgcinan,  H. 
Brocklehunt,  J. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Broiherton,  J. 
Browne,  B.  D. 
Buckin(;hain,  J,  S, 
Duller,  C. 
Butler,  E. 
Bulwer,  II-  L. 
Bulwer,  E.  2^ 
Burton,  [1. 
Builer,  lion.  P. 
BuxioD,  T.  F. 
Byns,  G. 

Byng,  rt.  hon.  G.  S. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
CampbeU,  W.  F. 
Cave,  R.  0. 
Cavendish,  hon-  C. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.  II. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Cbalmnv,  P. 
Chapman,  L> 
C!ietwynd,C«pt. 
Chichester,  J.  P, 
Childen,  J.  W. 
Churchill,  Idtd  C. 
Clay,  W. 
Clements,  Lord 
Clive,  K  B. 
Cockerell,  Sir  C, 
Codringlon,  Admiral 
Colborae,  N.  W.  B. 
Collier,  J. 


Cooyngh^m,  Ixtrd  A. 
Cookes,  T.  H. 
Cowper,  boa.  W.  F. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Crawford,  W. 
Crawley,  $. 
Cromptoo,  9. 
CurtEis,  H.  Q. 
Curteis,  E.  B. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Denison,  W.  J. 
Denison,  J,  B. 
D'Eyncourl,  right  hon, 

C.  T, 
Divell,  E. 
Donkin,  Sir  R. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Dundas,  hon.  J.  C. 
Dundas,  hou.  T. 
Dundas,  J.  D. 
Dunlop,  J, 
F.brington,  Lord 
Edwards,  J, 
Elpfainstooe,  H. 
Eiwall,  R. 
Euslon,  Earl  of 
Evans,  G. 
Ewart,W. 
Faiakerley,  J.N. 
Fellow  e%  hoo.  N> 
Fergus,  J. 
Fei^uson,  Sir  R. 
Ferguson,  R, 
Fergusson,rt,lia,R.C> 
Fielden,  J. 
Fiutgibbon,  boo.  Col. 
Filiroy,  Lord  C. 
FiiTsimon,  C. 
FiusimoB,  N. 
FolkM,  Sii  W, 
Fort,  J, 
Frencli,  F. 
Gaikell,  D. 
Dillon,  W.  D. 
Giaborno.T. 
Gordon,  A. 
Graitan.J. 
Grattan,  H. 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
Grey,  hon.  Col. 
GrosvanoT,  Lord  R. 
Grote,  G. 
Guest,  }.  J. 
Hall.  B. 
Handley,  H. 
Uarland,  W.  C- 
Haaiie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hawkins,  J.  I). 
Hay,  Ur  A.  L. 
Heatlicoat,  J> 
Heneoge,  E. 
UeroD,  Sir  R. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hobiioust,  rt,bn.SirJ. 
Hodges.  T.L. 
UodgeHT.T. 


Holland,  E. 
Horsman,  E. 
Howard,  R, 
Howard,  hon.  E. 
Howard,  P.  U. 
Howick,  Lord 
Hume,  J. 
Hurst,  R.  IL 


W. 


Jeptison.C.  D,  O, 
Jervis.  J. 
Johnston,  A, 
Kemp,  T.  R. 
King,  B.  B. 
Knox,  hon,  J.  J, 
Labouchere,  rt,  bn.  H, 
Lamblgn,  H. 
Langlon,  W.  G. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lee,  J.  L. 
Lefevre,  C.  S. 
Lennard,  T.  B. 
Lialor,  E.  C. 
Loch,  J. 
Long,  W. 
Lushipgton.  Dr. 
Lushingtoa.  C. 
Lynch,  A.  IL 
Mackenzie,  S. 
M'Leod,  R. 
M'Namaca,  M^jor 
M'Taggarl,  J. 
Maher,  J. 
Mangles,  J. 
MarjoribaL)ks,  S. 
Marshall,  W. 
Marsland,  U. 
Maule,  hon.  F. 
Melhuen,  P. 
Molesworlh,  Sir  W. 
Moreton.  hon.  A.  U. 
Morpeth,  Lord 
Morrison,  J. 
Mosiyo,  hon.  E. 
Mulhns,  F.  W. 
Murray,  r[.  hn.  J.  A. 
Musirrave,  Sir  R. 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
O'Brien,  C. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
U'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  J. 
O-Coooflll,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  Morgan 
O'Conor,  Don 
O'FerrtU,  R.  M. 
U'Loghlen,  M. 
Oswald,  J. 
Paget,  F. 
Palmer,  OeaenJ 
Palm  en  ton,  Visct 
Parker,  J. 

Parnell,  n.  ho.  Sir  H. 
Parrott,  J. 
Paltiion,  J, 
Pease,  J. 
Fwbtll,  Capttln 
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Pelbara,  hoD.  C.  A. 
PendarreR,  E.  W.  W. 
Philips,  M. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Phillipps,  C.  M. 
Ponaonb]',  hOD.  W. 
Ponaonby,  bon.  J. 
Poller,  R. 
Poulter,  J.  S. 
Power,  J. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Pryme,  G. 
Piuejr,  P. 
RMDsbottoiD,  J. 
lUce,  right  bon.  T.S. 
lUppon,  C 
Robarta,  A.  W. 
RobinsoD,  G.  R. 
Roche,  W. 
Roche,  D. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
Rodper,  J.  B. 
Ruadle,  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
RiumII,  Lord 
Ruwell,  Lord  C. 
RdihTen,  E, 
Suiford,  E.  A. 
Scholelield,  J. 
Scoti,  J.  W. 
Scrope,  G.  P, 
Seale,  Colonel 
Seym  oar.  Lord 
Sharpe,  General 
Sbeil,  R.  L. 
Siu«oD,  Sir  R. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
timitfa,  bon.  R. 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Smith,  B. 
Stewart,  P.  H. 
Strickland,  Sir  Q. 
Slmtl,  E. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  V. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 

List  of  t 
Agnew,  Sir  A, 
Afford,  Lord 
Aliager,  Captain 
Arbutbnot,  Lou-  H. 
Arcbdall,  M. 
Ashley,  Lord 
A^tey,  boo.  H. 
Attwood,  H. 
Bagol,  hon.  W. 
BaHey.J. 
Baillie,  H.  D. 
Baring,  P. 
BariDR,  H.  B. 
Baring,  W.  B. 
Baring,  T. 
Balmon,  Sir  R. 
Beckett,  Sir  J, 


Talbot,  J.  1L 
TalFourd,  Sergeant 
Tancred,  IL  W. 
Thomson,  rt.  hn.  C.  P. 
Thompion,  Colonel 
Tbomely,  T. 
Tooke,  W. 
Trelawney,  SirW. 
Troubridge,  Sir  £.  T. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Turner,  W, 
Tynte,  J.  K. 
Verney,  Sir  H. 
Villiers,  C.  P. 
Vifian,  Major  C. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Waklej,  T. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Walker,  R. 
Wallace,  R, 
Warburton,  H. 
Ward,  H.  O. 
Wason,  R. 
Wemyss,  Captain 
Westenra,  hoo.  II.  R, 
Westenra,  hon.  J.  C. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
White,  8. 
Wigney,  I.  N. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Wilde,  Sergeant 
Williams,  W. 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Williams,  Sir  J. 
Wilson,  H. 
WJDiiington,  SirT. 
WinDingloo,  II.  J. 
Wood.C. 
Wood,  Alderman 
Wootfe,  Semant 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wrottesley,  Sir  J. 
Wyie,  T. 
VouQg,  G.  F. 

Steuart,  R, 
Stanley,  E.  J. 


Beolinck,  Lord  G. 
Bereafbrd,  Sir  J. 
Belbell,  R. 
Blackbume,  X. 
Blackslone,  W.  S. 
B[>ldeTO,II.G. 
Boiling,  W. 
Bonham,  R.  Fi 
Borthwick,  P. 
Bradabaw,  J. 
BraiDSton,  T.  W. 
Brownrigg,  S. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Brudenell,  Lord 
Brum).  F.  Y. 
Boiler,  Sir  J. 
Bunell,  Sir  C. 
Client,  J.  U, 


Campbell,  Sir  U. 
Canning,  rL  hn.  Sir  S. 
Castlereagh,  Loid 
Chandos,  Marquess  of 
Chaplin,  Colonel 
Chichester,  A. 
Chisholm,  A.  W. 
Clire,  hon.  R.  H. 
Codrington,  C.  W. 
Cole,  hon.  A. 
Cole,  Lord 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Conolly,  E.  M. 
Cooper,  E.  J. 
Coote,  Sir  C 
CorbBtt,T.G. 
Corry,  rigbi  bon.  H. 
Crewe,  Sir  G. 
Crippa,  J. 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 
Damer,  G.  L.  D. 
Oarlington,  Earl  of 
Dick,  Q. 
Dottin,  A.  R. 
Dowdeswell,  W. 
Doffield,  T. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Dunbar,  G. 
Duncombe,  hon.  W. 
Duneombe,  hon.  A. 
East,  J.  B. 
Eastnor,  Lord 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Egerton,  W.  T- 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
^rton.  Lord  F. 
Eney,  Sir  J. 
Elwes,  J.  P. 
Eotwisle,  J. 
Eitcourt,  T.  G. 
Eslcourt,  T.  U. 
Pan  court.  Major 
Fector,  J.  M. 
Feilden,  W. 
Ferguaon,  Sir  R.  A. 
Ferguson,  G. 
Finch,  G. 
Fleming,  J. 
Foley,  1.  T. 
Follett,  Sir  W. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forester,  hon,  G. 
Fonter,  C.  S. 
Freshfield,  J.  W. 
Gaskell.  J.  Milnes 
Geary,  Sir  W. 
Gladstone,  T. 
Gladstone,  W.  E. 
Glyone,  Sir  S. 
Ooodricke,  Sir  F. 
Gordon,  hon.  W. 
Gore,  O. 

Oonlbnrn,  r1.  hn,  11. 
Ooulbam,  Sargfeaot 
Grahan,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Grant,  hon.  Colonel 
Omae,  T, 


Gresley,  Sir  R. 
GrimstoD,  Lord 
Grimiton,  hon.  £.  H. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Halford,  II. 
liaise.  J. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J, 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Hardinge,rt.hn,SirH. 
Haidy,  J. 
Hawkes,  T. 
Hay,  Sir  J. 
Hayes,  Sir  E.  S. 
Heaihcote,  G.  J. 
Ilenniker,  Lord 
Herries,  rt.  hn.  J.  C. 
Hill,  Loid  A. 
Hill,  Sir  R. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Hope,  H.  T. 
Ilotham,  Lord 
Hoy,  J.  B. 
Hughes,  II. 
Jackson,  Sergeant 
Jermyn,  Lord 
Ingham,  R. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Joboitone,  J,  J,  U. 
Jones,  W. 
Jones,  T. 
Irton,  S. 
Karanagh,  T. 
Kearsley,  J.  U. 
KenisoD,  Sir  G, 
Ker,  D. 
Kirk,  P. 
Knatchbull, 


hon. 


Kuigbt,  H.  G. 
Knightley,  Sir  C. 
Law,  hoo.  C.  E. 
Lanson,  A. 
Lees,  J.  F, 
Lefroy,  A. 
Lefroy,  right  hon.  T. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lewis,  D. 
Lewis,  W. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Longfietd,  R. 
Lopes,  Sir  R 
Lowtber,  hon.  CoU 
Lowiher,  Lord 
Lowtfaer,  J.  H. 
Lucas,  E. 

Lashinglon,  rl.  hn.  SL 
Lygon,  hon.  Colonel 
Mackionon,  W,  A. 
Maclean,  D 
Uahon,  Lord 
Manneta,  Lord  C.  8, 
Uarsland,  T. 
Malbew,  G.  B. 
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HumH,  H. 
Meynell,  Capliiiii 
Mile*,  W. 
Uilei,  P.J. 
Miller,  W.  H. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 
MoTKon,  C.  M.  D 
Hosle;,  Sii  O. 
Keeld,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
Nicholl,  Dr. 
Norreyi,  Lord 
North,  P. 
Owen,  H.  O. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Parker,  M. 
Fatten,  J.  W, 


TkMDajf, 


{Jovtd)         Bitliafrk  if  Durham. 


ScootfisM,  W.  H. 
Sheppaid,  T. 
Sibthorp,  Colonel 
Smith,  A. 
SomeTEet,  Lard  E. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  t.ord 
Stewart,  Sir  H.  S. 
Stonnont,  Lord 
Sturt,  H.  C. 
Tennent,  J.  E. 
lliomBfl,  Colonel 
ThompsoD,  Alderman 
Tollemache.hn.  A.G. 
Trench,  Sir  F. 
Trevor,  hon.  A. 
Trenw,  hon.  G,  B. 


Peel,  right  hon.  Sir  R.    Twtw,  H. 


Peel,  J. 

Peel,  right  hon.  W.Y. 
Pelham,  J.  C. 
Pemberlon,  T. 
Penruddocke,  J.  U. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Pigoi,  R. 
Plumpire,  J.  P. 
Plunket,  hon.  R.  E. 
Polhill,  F. 
Pollen,  Sir  J.  W. 
PolliDgton,  Lord 
PdlodE,  Sir  F. 
Powell,  Colonel 
Fried,  J.  B. 
Praed,  W.  M. 
Price,  S.  G. 
Price,  R. 

Rae,  right  hon.  Sir  W. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Richards,  J. 
Ron,C. 

Rnshbrooke,  Colonel 
Ruasel],  C. 
Rjle,  J. 
Sandenon,  R. 
Saodon,  Lord 
Scarlett,  hon.  R.  Fremantle,  Si 

Scott,  Sit  E.  D.  Clerk,  Sir  G. 

.    Paired  off—Not-OffidaU 

HOES. 


Tyreli,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vera,  Sir  C.  B. 
Verooo,  G.  H. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R, 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Walpole,  Lord 
Walter,  J. 
Welby,  G.  E. 
West,  J.  B. 


Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wodehouae,  E. 
Wood,  Colonel  T. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wyndham,  W. 
Wynn,  rt.  hn.  0.  W. 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Yorke,  E.  T. 
Young,  J, 
Young,  Sir  W. 


Hallyhurlon,hQ.D.G. 
Piyse,  P- 
Martin,  T. 
Kerry,  Lord 
Tynle,  Colonel 
Gully,  J, 
O'Connell,  M. 
Clayton,  Sir  W. 
Sheldon,  R. 
Speirt,  A. 
OliphaQi,  L. 
Finn,  W.  P. 

wak»,j. 

WilliaiagoD  Sir  M. 
Tracy,  C.  H. 
Coring,  H.D. 
Otd,». 


Mandetille,  Lord 
Barneby,  J. 
O'Neill,  General 
Smith,  T.  A. 
Peel,  E. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Sinclair,  Sir  G. 
Palmer,  R. 
Clive,  Visconnt 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Pringle,  A. 
firuen.  Colonel 
Hanmer,  Colonel 
Noel,  Sir  G. 
Fleetwood,  U. 
Chapman,  A. 
Daren  port,  J. 


Hector,  0.  J. 
Humphrey,  J. 
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finnTH]  Bim.  Rsd  1  third  time :—CaDnlld)ited  Fund. 
Read  ■  tttati  Ume:— pnug*  DuUh. 

'Mlljau  prBnnial.  By  Lmli  Bjna  ud  Pnidhoc.  tram 
NnKaitl().upan-T;»*iid  Oitohad,  Rk  Ihs  Brltir  Obm- 
•nate  or  tho  fiabbUti.— By  Lord  nofBtliS  ud  V«d, 
rnm  KBlj,  in  hvour  of  tlM  AoMBdima  mde  liy  tlia 


Bishopric  of  Durham.]  The  Mar- 
quess of  Londonderry,  on  presenting;  a  pe- 
tition against  the  Bishoptic  of  Durham 
Bill,  expressed  a  hope,  that  as  the  Court 
of  Pleas  in  that  county  was  to  be  retained, 
80  would  also  the  Court  of  Chancery,  for 
the  inhabitants  of  the  county  were  farour- 
able  to  the  retention  of  that  Court,  deem- 
ing it  highly  advantageous  for  the  anitora 
who  had  occasion  to  resort  to  it. 

The  Marquess  of  Lanidoume  moved  to 
discharge  the  order  of  the  day  for  receiv- 
ing the  Report  of  the  Bill  to  which  the 
petition  bare  reference,  on  the  ^oundthat, 
as  the  ameadments  conae<]uent  on  the  re- 
tention of  the  Court  of  Pleas  required 
great  care  and  attention,  and  as  the  advice 
of  counsel  respecting  ^em  was  needful, 
he  proposed  to  take  the  Report  into  consi- 
deration on  Friday  next.  Their  Lordships, 
appeared  to  acquiesce  in  the  suggestion  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  for  the  Court 
being  preserved ;  and  as  several  petitions 
had  been  presented  on  the  subject  in  fa- 
vour of  that  course,  the  Court  in  question 
would  not  be  abolished. 

Lord  LyndKunt  rose  for  tlfe  purpose  of 
offering  a  few  observations  as  to  the  pro< 
piiety  of  retaining  the  Court  of  Chancery 
also.  It  was  not  because  he  himself  had 
any  professional  eipetience  respecting  that 
Court,  that  be  now  submitted  whether  it 
ought  to  be  retained,  but  he  bad  that 
morning  received  a  communication  from 
the  noble  Earl  (Lord  Eldon)  who  bad  so 
long  presided  on  the  Woolsack,  who  as- 
sured him,  that  the  Court  of  Chancery  wat 
very  advantageous  for  the  people  of  that 
part  of  the  country ;  and  when  he  men- 
tioned that  the  noble  Earl  had  hiimelf 
practised  for  many  years  as  counsel  there, 
and  consequently  had  ample  opportunity 
of  knowing  what  the  opinion  of  the  people 
was  upon  the  subject — he  thought  that 
their  Lordships  would  be  inclined  to  think 
the  Court  was  beneficial.  He  would  also 
b^  to  call  the  attention  oT  the  noble  Har- 
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queea  to  the  petitioni  vhicb  wefe  no)F 
upon  the  table  in  favour  of  ths  continua- 
tion of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  they  being; 
almost. ai  numeroUB  as  lbo*e  iu  favour  of 
the  Court  of  Pleas.  If  it  were  desirable 
that  a  portion  of  the  Junsdictian  formerly 
exercised  in  the  county  of  Durham  should 
be  abolished,  it  was  but  reasonable  to  see 
what  ground  there  was  for  such  a  course ; 
for  it  mi  DOt  usual  for  Parliament  to  act 
in  the  way  which  the  Bill  proposed,  with- 
out there  was  no  necessity  for  the  Court 
to  continue,  or  without  thowin|  that  just- 
ice had  been  improperly  administered. 
For  his  own  part,  as  he  had  stated,  he  had 
00  personal  experience  in  the  matter,  but 
he  hnd  never  beard  that  any  complaints 
had  been  urged  against  the  co  tiouance 
ofthe  Court  alluded  to. 

The  LoTd  Chancellor  thought  it  was 
not  quite  fair  to  represent  the  object  of  the 
Bill  to  be  to  abolish  the  CourU  alluded  to. 
Such  waa  not  properly  the  object  of  the 
measure,  for  it  was  to  place  tbs  county  of 
Durham,  as  regarded  the  legal  jurisdiction 
of  the  Courts,  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
other  parts  of  the  kingdom.  He  should, 
however,  feel  it  hia  duty,  al^er  what  had 
now  transpired, to  makehimselfacquainted 
with  the  facts  of  the  case,  as  regarded  the 
CouT  of  Chancery  in  the  county  Palatine 
of  Darham. 

Lord  Abinger,  from  the  acquaintance 
which  he  possessed  of  the  administration 
of  justice  in  the  Court  under  discussion, 
could  bear  his  testimony  in  favour  of  it. 
Men  ofhigh  legal  attainments  had  presided 
over  it  in  his  day,  among  whom,  were 
Lord  Eldon  himself,  who  was  succeeded 
by  Sir  Samuel  Romilly,  and  the  last 
learned  Gentleman  was  followed  by  a 
Gentleman  of  high  legal  attainments — 
Mr,  Williamson,  He  (Lord  Abinger)  con- 
sidered that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  listen  to  the  petitions  of  the 
people  of  that  part  of  the  kingdom,  to 
whom  the  existence  of  the  Court  was  of 
great  importance. 

Lord  Lyndhurst  observed,  as  he  had 
previously  stated,  that  he  had  no  personal 
knowledge  upon  the  subject,  but  he  hat) 
heard  nocomplaints  against  the  Court;  and 
he  had  that  morning  received  a  letter  from 
the  noble  Eart,  to  whom  he  had  before 
made  allusion,  stating  that  the  Court  as 
very  beneficial  to  the  people  of  that  part 
of  the  country. 

Order  of  the  day  discharged. 


LlvBpool,  flist  W»in|iiipm  Coalaiiiliig  only  AdTalte- 
nmn,  aid  CimMEd  Ontii,  mmf  to  Kmnpi  mm  Duly 
iB  th*  AltmUoi  I  Hd  from  RctkilBn  ot  Bmar  In  wkm 
PUca,  Uul  IhsT  nuj  M  pliced  on  dM  hih  reatii^  u 
LIOBiiBd  VLdCuaUdft. — ByaDVBnl  Wkhsch^  ftoin  Tuhiaa 
Pbm,  (galnn  Turnpike  Tniit  Couolidilloii  Bill. — Bj 
'"-'—'■-  ■- uimu  Placet. pnjjtis  Lhe TIauie 


HiMBiu,  trnin  vnnoui  Pli«,  tOt  U 
Dm  Fidotict'  AH, — By  Sic  Gnoisi  GnicKUHn, 
rrom  Dat/f,  tot  Rerljlon  of  the  CifmlDiI  Cod*.— By 
KTenI  Hon.  Homu,  tram  vutoui  FIuh,  In  Anna  oT 


It  BfiiUa  liuD(  AOowed  to  ba 
—By  Mr.  CAu-aBHiH,  [ttm 
stilDttodiucd  bj  at  Lordi  In 
rdud)  BW^-Bt  Hwd  Maa- 
I,  bv  RtfHl  of  the  Dot;  IB 
Nenjapeni 

Trade  with  Portugai..]  Mr.  Roiin- 
so»  had  given  notice  last  week  of  bis  in- 
tention to  put  a  question  to  the  noble 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  relating  to 
the  commercial  relations  between  Great 
Britain  and  Portugal.  Hia  reason  for 
giving  tlrat  notice  was,  that  after  the  ex- 
piration of  the  treaty  of  Rio  Janeiro  on  the 
30th  of  April  last,  and  beforfl  any  new 
commercial  relatiotiB  had  been  entered  into 
with  Porlngat,  the  Portuguesti  GoTerti- 
ment  suddenly,  and  without  notice,  not- 
withstanding the  assurance  to  Lord 
Howard  da  Waldan,  directed  duties  to  be 
levied  of  twenty-nine  per  cent.,  iiutead  of 
fifteen  percent.,  in  all  the  ports  of  the 
kingdom  with  the  exception  of  Lisbon  and 
Oporto.  A  vessel  belonging  to  some 
Friends  of  his  (Mr.  Robinson's)  had  called 
off  the  port  Viana,  thinking  that  the 
cargo  would  only  be  chargeable  with  & 
duty  of  firteen  per  cent;  but,  being  in- 
formed that  it  had  been  raised  to  twenty- 
nine  per  cent.,  it  had  proceeded  to  Oporto. 
This,  certainly,  was  an  extraordinary  and 
unfriendly  proceeding  on  the  part  of 
Portugal.  He  begged  to  ask  the  noble 
Viscount,  what  were  the  present  com- 
mercial relations  between  this  country  and 
Portugal,  for  British  merchants  were  not 
aware  to  what  duties  they  were  or  were 
not  liable? 

Viscount  Palmeriton  replied,  that  with 
regard  to  the  particular  case  referred  to  by 
*i'e  hon.  Gentleman,  although  he  was  not 
uRicially  informed  upon  the  subject,  yet 
he  believed  that  the  iiddJtionnl  doty  im- 
posed in  the  port  of  Viana  had  been  laid 
on  by  the  local  aulhoriiies  for  local  par- 
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poMS,    sod  not  in  conteqaence  of  nny 

order  froin  the  Court  of  Liibon.     At  the 


Portuguese  GoverDmeDt  nttat  full  liberty 
to  niHlte  *uch  ch&ngea  in  ifae  duties  as  it 
thought  espedient,  and  such  would  remain 
the  case  until  a  new  treaty  had  been  con- 
cluded. If,  therefore,  the  duty  had  been 
railed  from  fifteen  percent,  to  twenty-nine 
per  cent.,  by  order  of  the  Government, 
thii  country  coold  have  no  just  ground  of 
complaint.  It  was  perfectly  true  that 
great  inconvenience  aroie  from  the  present 
uncertainty  of  our  commercial  relations 
with  Portugal;  but  when  the  hon.  Member 
asked  for  information,  as  to  the  probability 
of  the  signature  of  a  new  commercial 
treaty,  all  he  could  lay  in  answer  wa«, 
that  negotiations  for  the  purpose  were  in 
progreu.  Ha  could  not  posaibly  inform 
tlio  House  what  was  the  precise  atate  of 
thoie  negotiations.  Two  or  three  changes 
of  Administration  had  occurred  in  Portugal ; 
it  was  well  known  bow  such  changes  in  this 
country  retarded,  or  defeated,  public 
busineui  and,  in  Portugal,  the  difficulty 
.was  greater  than  in  England.  He  did  not 
wish  to  conceal  from  the  House  that  many 
persons  in  Portugal  entertained  very 
strong,  but  utterly  unfounded  prejudices, 
in  favour  of  protecting  duties,  with  a  view 
to  the  fostering  of  their  own  particular 
manufactures.  He  trusted  that  these  pre- 
judices would  not  prevail  so  far  aa  to  im- 
pede the  conclusion  of  a  treaty  between 
the  two  kingdoms,  founded  upon  princi- 
ples of  just  reciprocity  and  mutual 
liberality  ;  but  he  could  not  too  strongly 
impress  upon  Uemben,  that  if  foreigners 
entertained  prejudices  on  the  subject, 
those  prejudices  had  been  sometimes  too 
much  encouraged  by  speeches  made  in 
that  House  upon  foreign  Hade.  When 
the  Government  of  Great  Britain  ui^ed 
upon  foreign  Governments  the  advantage 
of  unreatricted  commerce,  subject  only  to 
iSuch  duties  as  were  necessary  for  revenue, 
the  answer  had  now  and  then  been,  "  This 
is  a  very  good  doctrine  for  England,  which 
by  meauB  of  restrictive  duties  has  attained 
her  present  enviable  prosperity  ;  but  we 
■hall  pursue  the  same  course  of  protection 
and  prohibition,  and  when  we  have 
,  equalled  England  in  prosperity,  we  will 
imitate  her  in  jiberalily."     It  was  in  vaiu 
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system  of  former  times.  As  long,  homvar, 
as  persons  in  foreign  countries  uuforlu- 
nately  found  their  prejudicei  supported  by 
language  sometimes  held  in  ih^t  House  on 
those  subjects,  the  difficulties  of  Govern- 
ment in  persuading  other  countries  to 
conclude  commercial  treaties  upon  liberal 
principles,  would  be  considerably  increased. 
He  could  assure  the  House,  that  no  oSbrts 
had  been,  or  should  be  wanting,  to  per- 
suade the  Government|of  Portugal  to  oon> 
elude  a  new  treaty  of  commerce  upon  prin- 
ciples of  just  reciprocity ;  but  if  Portugal 
resorted  to  prohibition,  it  would  remain 
for  this  country  to  consider  whether  that 
system  should  be  retaliated  on  the  pro- 
duce of  Porlugal,  and  whether  her  winea 
and  fruits  should  be  subject  to  duties  of 
the  same  description  aa  she  imposed  on 
the  woollens,  cottons,  and  other  manu- 
factures of  Great  Britain, 

Mr.  Rabinion  added,  thut  he  bad  not 
wished  to  provoke  a  discussion  ;  he  under- 
stood the  application  of  the  observations 
of  the  noble  Lord,  and  on  Thursday  next 
be  hoped  lo  have  an  opportunity  of 
answering  them.  What  be  complained 
of  was  the  breach  of  a  positive  engagement 
on  the  part  of  Portugal,  for  he  held  in  his 
hand  the  copy  of  a  letter  from  Lord 
Howard  de  Walden,  in  which  due  notice 
of  any  change  in  the  duties  was  stated  to 
have  been  promised  by  the  Government 
of  Lisbon.  What  hsd  been  done  at  Viana 
was  without  notice,  and. he  should  like  to 
know  what  security  merchants  bad  for 
carrying  on  trade,  if  municipal  bodies  in 
different  paita  had  the  power  to  increase 
the  duties?  The  noble  I^rd  did  not 
seem  to  know  the  facts  of  the  case,  or  not 
to  understand  their  application. 

Viscount  Palnurtton  said,  that  altiiough 
he  was  not  officially  informed  that  the 
duly  at  Viana  had  been  increased  from 
fifteen  percent,  to  twenty-nine  per  cent,  by 
the  local  authorities,  he  had  good  reason  to 
believe  that  such  was  the  caie. 


Burt  St.  Edmvmu's,]  Earl /ermyn 
presented  a  petition  from  Bury  St.  Ed- 
mund's, complaining  of  the  appointment 
of  some,  and  of  the  no n -appointment  of 
other  Magistrates  for  that  Borough ;  and 
his  Lordship  entered  into  a  statement 
ipon  the  subject,  no  part  of  which  reached 


to  tell  such  persons,  that  England  had  '  the  gallery, 
flourished,  not  by  the  aid  of,  but  in  spite  i  Mr.  Scarlett  supported  the  prayer  of 
of,  protecting  duties ;  and  that  her  progress  '  the  petition,  and  referred  to  the  eaae  of 
bad  been  greatly  retarded  by  the  vicious    Norwich,  where  the  Magistrates  had  been 
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nominated  from  party  and  political  mo-  |  never  yentursd  to  adopt.  He  koew  that 
tives.  Those  persons  in  whom  the  inha-  ;  the  great  majority  of  Magiatratei  in  Eog- 
bilants  had  most  confidence,  from  long    land  and  Wales  had  long  been  opposed  to 


knowledge,  had  been  left  out  of  the  Com- 
misBion. 

Hr.  Roebuck  ipoke  to  order.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  was  debating  on  a 
petition. 

The  Speaker  decided  that  such  a  course 
was  very  inexpedient. 

Lord  John  Rusiell  having  been  parti- 
cularly appealed  to  by  the  noble  Lord 
who  preeented  the  petition,  would  either 
make  his  statement  now  or  on  a  future 
day,  to  which  the  debate  might  be  ad- 
journed. It  seemed  to  him  rather  an  ex- 
Iraordinary  course  to  present  a  petition  to 
the  House  upon  the  subject  before  an  ap- 
peal had  been  made  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  or  lo  the  Lord  Chancellor.  That  was 
the  proper  course;  and  if  justice  were 
tiien  refused,  an  appeal  might  be  made 
to  the  House  of  Commons.  He  had  never 
heard  that  any  want  of  Magistrates  waa 
fielt  at  Bury  St.  Edmund's ;  if  any  were 
wanted,  he  was  quite  ready  to  add  to  the 
number  already  appointed.  Out  of  the 
list  presented  oy  the  Town -council,  he 
bad  rejected  three  persons ;  the  absence 
of  one  of  those  he  had  nominated  might 
possibly  occasion  a  temporary  inconve- 
nience. One  person  he  had  named  was 
certainly  an  attorney,  although  his  prac- 
tice had  been  to  reject  attorneya  when  a 
iuScient  number  of  respectable  and  com- 
petent persons  could  be  found  without 
them.  This,  however,  afforded  no  suffi- 
cient reason  for  resorting  to  the  House  in 
the  first  instance.  The  noble  Lord  had 
not  complained  that  the  persons  ap- 
pointed were  not  respectable;  and  if  they 
were  not  numerous,  as  he  had  said  before, 
he  was  quite  willing  to  appoint  others.  If 
the  town-councils  of  the  kingdom  recom- 
mended iadividuals  of  liberal  principles, 
he  thought  it  would  be  some  time  before 
the  House  of  Commons  entertained  that 
objection,  and  decided  that  the  patties 
were,  therefore,  not  eligible.  During 
twenty  years  that  he  had  sat  in  the  House, 
be  bad  constantly  seen  magistraies  ap- 

E Dinted  from  party  and  political  motives, 
ut  he  had  never  on  this  account  thought 
it  his  duty  to  complain,  as  long  as  the 
individuals  were  perscmi  of  respectable 
character,  and  adequate  to  the  adminia- 
tiation  of  justice.  Now,  indeed,  a  differ- 
ent rule  of  conduct  seemed    to  prevail, 


him  in  politics,  but  he  did  not  thmk  that 
a  constitutional  objection  to  their  being 

the  Commission.  That  party  could 
not  now  bear  to  lose  any  of  its  power; 
and  although  he  did  not  complain  of  the 
petition,  he  thought  that  the  House  could 
not  properly  entertain  the  question.  It 
was  quite  impossible  for  Parliament  to  in- 
stitute an  inquiry  into  the  particular  poll* 
tical  opinions  of  different  individuals;  and 
to  say  that  because  this  or  that  man,  hoW'* 
ver  good  his  character,  and  however  large 
his  fortune,  had,  at  a  certain  time,  voted 
in  favour  of  certain  measures,  therefore,  he 
was  not  a  fit  person  to  be  placed  in  die 
Commission  of  the  Peace — that  was  a 
proposition  which  he  never  ventured  to 
make  when  he  sat  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House;  and  he  was  sure  that  the 
noble  Lord,  after  the  very  fair  manner  in 
which  he  had  stated  the  case  of  the  peti- 
tioners, would  not  altogether  venture  to 
assert  that  doctrine,  adoctrine  in  his  (Lord 
John  Rassell's)  opinion,  most  injurious  to 
the  prerogative  of  the  Crown, 

The  &>licitor-Qeneral  had  the  honour 
of  holding  the  situation  of  Recorder  for 
the  Borough  of  Bury  St.  Edmund's,  and 
he  regretted  that  he  had  not  been  aware 
of  the  intention  of  the  noble  Lord  to  pre- 
sent the  petition  on  this  occasion  j  be- 
cause, if  he  had,  he  would  have  been  in 
his  place  when  it  was  first  brought  fbr- 
ward.  He  had  received  from  the  borough 
a  communication,  informing  him  that  a 
meeting  of  the  inhabitants  of  that  town 
had  been  duly  convened  by  the  mayor, 
at  which  they  had  come  to  certain  reso- 
lutions, which  they  bad  requested  him, 
on  this  petition  being  presented,  to  state 
to  the  House.  It  was  not  necessary  for 
him  to  state  them  at  length;  he  would 
confine  himself  to  slating  the  substance  of 
them,  which  was  this: — that  the  inbalrit- 
ants  being  duly  convened  by  the  mayor, 
in  consequence  of  a  report  that  snco  a 
petition  as  the  one  now  before  the  House 
was  about  to  be  presented,  met,  and  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  they  did  not  know 
that  any  public  meeting  of  the  burgesses 
had  taken  place  on  the  subject.  [Earl 
Jermyn:  It  was  not  pretended  to  be  a 
public  meeting;].  Very  well ;  that  got  over 
the  difficulty  as  to  the  reception  of  the 
petition ;  at  the  same  time  it  malerially 


and  a  course  was  taken  which  he  bad  I  diminished  the  weight  and  importance  of 
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it.  At  (ha  ineetiDg  of  the  inhabitants, 
Bcveral  resolutions  were  come  to,  the  last 
of  which  was,  "  That  this  meeting  fully 
believe,  that  those  persons  whose  names 
are  already  inserted  in  the  Commission  of 
the  Peace,  as  well  as  those  since  recom- 
mended by  the  Town-council  to  the 
Crown,  are  suitable  and  proper  persons 
to  act  as  justices.of  the  peace  for  this  bo- 
rough, and  that  the^  do  not  believe  that 
tbe  burgesses  have  in  any  instance  been 
deprived  of  that  proper  adjudicatiou  of 
their  concerns  nhich  Parliament  has  pro- 
vided for  them  by  legislative  enactment." 

Earl  Jermyn  hardly  knew  whether  the 
debate  should  be  adjourned  or  not.  It 
was  very  unfortunate  that  the  noble  Lord 
bad  thrown  so  much  asperity  into  the 
debate  already,  because  he  (Lord  Jermyn) 
bad  merely  staled  the  facts  that  were 
complained  of  by  the  petitiouers.  He 
was  not  himself  personally  aware  of  them. 
Id  presenting  tbe  petition  which  had  been 
intrusted  to  him  by  a  considerable  portion 
of  his  constituents,  be  had  dune  no  more 
than  his  duty.  There  was  nothing  in  the 
petition  which  made  it  at  all  irregular  or 
improper  to  present  it  to  the  House.  He 
was  sorry  he  had  not  the  opportunity  to 
communicate  to  the  Solicitor- General  hit 
intention  to  present  tbe  petition  to-day. 
He  did  communicate  the  fact  to  the  noble 
Lord  on  Saturday  last,  and  also  on  Friday. 
With  respect  to  the  counter-resolution, 
referred  to  by  the  Solicitor- General,  it  did 
not  appear  to  him  that  the  circumstance 
of  the  meeting  being  held  in  (he  absence 
of  the  mayor  altered  the  facts  of  the  case 
as  stated  in  the  petition.  He  thought 
the  lion,  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
given  too  much  importance  to  the  meet- 
ing at  which  those  resolutions  were  passed. 
With  regard  to  one  statement  made  by 
the  noble  Lord,  he  be^ed  to  assure  the 
noble  Lord  that  this  was  the  Rist  time  he 
had  ever  heard  that  any  communication 
had  been  made  of  a  wish  on  the  part  of 
anjr  persons  in  the  borough  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  gentleman  of  Conservative 
principles  to  the  magistracy.  He  was 
anare  that  a  wish  had  been  entertained 
for  the  appointment  of  a  gentleman  who 
was  neutral  in  politics,  but  not  for  any 
one  of  Conservative  principles. 

Lord  John  Russell  begged  to  assure  the 
noble  Lord  that  he  found  no  fault  whatever 
wilh  the  course  pursued  by  the  noble  Lord ; 
on  the  contrary,  the  noble  Lord  had  giveu- 
him  fair  noticeof  his  intention  to  present  the 
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petition.  He  complained  of  those  who  had 
signed  this  petition,  and  had  intrusted  it 
to  the  noble  Lord,  for  not  making  correct 
representations  to  the  noble  Lord,  of  the 
real  state  of  the  facts  before  he  presented  it. 
Petition  to  lie  on  tbe  Table, 

Registratiom  Bill.  —  Half-Pat 
Officers.]  Lord  John  Russell  having 
moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the 
further  consideration  of  the  Report  of  tbe 
Registration  of  Births,  &c,.  Bill, 

Sir  Edward  Codrinyloa  said,  that  he 
was  anxious  to  bring  before  the  House 
the  cases  of  those  officers  who  had  been 
deprived  of  their  half-pay  without  a  trial, 
in  order  that  they  might  be  properly  Inves- 
tigated. This  was  the  only  instance  in 
which  British  subjects  were  punished 
without  inquiry  and  without  being  heard 
in  their  defence,  and  in  which  individuals 
had  do  endure  great  indignity  and  injury, 
without  having  any  means  of  redress  in 
their  power.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  op- 
posite had,  on  a  recent  occasion,  compared 
the  incomes  received  by  the  clergy  of 
tbe  Irish  Chtirch  with  those  of  tbe  door- 
keepers of  the  House.  He  was  willing  to 
admit,  that  the  revenues  of  the  Irish  clergy 
were  reduced  to  a  very  low  ebb,  but  he 
did  not  consider  that  they  bad  any  more 
reason  to  complain  in  that  respect  thait 
the  officers  of  the  navy.  The  oldest  post- 
captain  on  the  list,  and  who  had  held  that 
rank  for  thirty-five  years,  was  in  tbe  re- 
ceipt of  half-pay  amounting  to  no  more 
than  264/.  a-year.  Those  of  thirty  vears 
standing  received  only  228/.,  anti  the 
others  only  19U.  But  officers  were  not 
allowed  to  enjoy  even  such  slender  pit- 
tances as  these  in  security ;  they  were  liable 

any  moment,  without  a  trial,  without 
being  brought  face  to  face  with  their 
accusers,  or  allowed  an  opportunity  of 
proving  their  innocence,  to  be  struck  off 
the  half-pay  list,  A  commander  of  fifty 
years  standing  was  only  entitled  to  a  half- 
pay  of  183/.  10s.,  and  if  promoted  to  the 
rank  of  captain  he  would  never  receive 
more  than  191/.  He  hoped,  then,  that 
gentlemen  opposite,  who  had  dwelt  so 
much  on  the  poverty  of  the  Irish  clergy, 
would  be  induced  from  the  same  motives 
which  actuated  them  in  that  case  to  give 
their  support  to  his  proposition.  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  had  appealed  to  the 
House  of  Commons  as  gentlemen  in 
fiivour  of  the  Irish  clergy,  and  he  (Sir  E. 
Codringlon)  claimed  the  same  considera- 
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tion  for  officers  of  the  "tw.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen were  liltle  aware  of  what  Ihoao  of 
that  proression  underwent;  the;f  were  ex- 
posed to  dangers  and  diflicultieE  to  which 
no  other  class  was  liable;  even  peace 
brought  no  lepose  from  exertion ;  and  yet 
their  remuneration  was  proportionately 
less  than  that  of  any  other  class  of  the 
community.  He  was  not  now  contending, 
however,  for  an  augmentation  of  half-pay, 
all  that  he  now  asked  was,  that  they  might 
not  be  deprived  of  the  pittance  allowed 
them  without  any  reason  being  assigned 
for  it.  The  Secrelary  of  the  Admiralty 
had  charged  him  with  a  desire  to  procure 
these  papers  Trom  mere  motives  of  citrio- 
sity  ;  but  the  design  he  had  in  view  was, 
to  give  an  opportunity  to  officers  to  assert 
their  rights.  He  could  not  consent  that 
an  officer  should  be  swindled  out  of  his 
commission,  as  he  must  affirm  had  more 
than  once  been  done.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  asked  what  was  to  be  done  to  an 
officer  who  was  proved  to  have  acted  in  a 
manner  unbecoming  the  character  of  a 
gentleman?  Why,  such  a  man's  name 
ought  to  be  erased  from  the  list ;  but  what 
ground  could  there  be  Tor  depriving  a 
deserving  officer  of  his  commission } 
When  they  demanded  a  reform  of  the 
Pension  Lmt,  they  were  told,  that  the 
pensions,  even  of  those  who  had  never 
done  anything  to  deserve  them,  must  be 
regarded  as  vested  rights  ;  but  it  appeared 
that  the  receipt  of  half-pay  for  forty  or 
fifty  years  was  not  sufficient  to  constitute 
such  a  right.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  op- 
posite had  said,  that  if  ever  he  should 
return  to  the  station  he  had  occupied — 
that  of  First  Lord  of  the  Admiraltir — he 
would  advise  the  Crown  to  strike  hts  (Sir 
E.  Codrington's)  name  off  the  list,  if  be 
did  anything  unbecoming  the  character  of 
an  officer  or  a  gentleman.  The  espreision 
used  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  seemed 
to  imply  a  doubt  whether  such  a  power 
rested  with  the  Crown  onlv,  or  might  be 
delegated  to  the  Admiralty.  Admiral 
Vernon  had  been  similarly  punished  by 
the  Admiralty  for  writing  a  pamphlet 
vrhicb  gave  offence  to  them,  but  had  been 
reinstated  by  the  King,  after  the  twelve 
judges  had  been  consulted.  He  thou|rht 
Uint  this  case  proved,  that  ibis  prerogative 
could  only  be  exercised  by  the  Sovereign 
himself.  But  he  begged  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Baronel  what  he  considercl  to  be 
ciinditct  unbecoming  the  character  of  an 
officer  or  a   g*'i>lteman  ?     If  he  were  to 
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employ  his  Majesty's  ships  in  the  convey- 
ance of  building  materials  for  a  private 
residence,  be  should  like  to  know  if  that 
would  be  so  considered.  He  wbhad  fbr 
an  answer,  that  he  might  know  what  risk 
he  ran  of  losing  his  own  commission.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  the  Aduiralty  ought 
not  to  possess  the  arbitrary  power  of 
ruining  an  officer,  and,  even  if  they  did, 
ought  never  to  exercise  it.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Admiral  concluded  by  moving  for 
returns  of  the  names  of  all  officers,  of 
whatever  rank,  who  had  been  deprived  of 
their  half-pay  without  their  consent  or  the 
investigation  of  a  court-martial,  from  the 
year  1790  up  (o  the  present  period,  with 
the  alleged  reasons  for  such  deprivation ; 
also  a  return  of  any  persons  whose  halfi 
pay  had  been  restored  to  them,  subse- 
quently (o  such  deprivation,  with  the 
alleged  reasons  for  such  restoration. 

Lord  John  Russell  would  not  enter  into 
the  question  raised  by  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend.  The  Order  of  the  Day  waa  for 
proceeding  with  the  Bill  for  the  R^^tra- 
tioD  of  Birtha,  Marriages,  and  Deaths,  tod 
if  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  had  any 
motion  to  bring  forward,  he  thought  it 
necessary  for  him  to  show  that  the  Houm 
should  not  entertain  that  Bill,  and  (hat 
that  proposition  was  of  stich  a  peculiar 
and  urgent  nature  that  the  Order  of  the 
Day  should  be  postponed.  He  did  not 
mean  to  advance  any  argument  tot  or 
against  the  motion,  bnt  no  reason  had 
been  given  why  the  House  should  not  now 
consider  l^e  Bill  which  stood  first  among- 
the  Orders  of  the  Day. 

Sir  Edward  Codringloit  complained, 
that  whenever  he  brought  forward  this 
subject,  he  was  always  met  by  a  point  of 
form.  He  should  however  take  an  oppor- 
tunity of  again  submitting  the  motion 
before  going  into  a  Committee  of  Supply. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Order  of  the  Day  read ;  and  the  House 
went  into  a  Committee  to  re-consider  th« 
Beport  on  the  Bill  for  the  Registration  of 
Births.— On  the  first  clause, 

Mr.  CoulburH  said,  he  rose  to  state  hii 
main  objection  to  the  R^alratitm  Bill, 
a.1  regarded  Births,  at  that  early  stage  of 
the  discusdun,  because  it  was  of  such  a 
nature  as  could  not,  he  apprehended,  be 
removed  by  any  vi-rbal  alteration  of  the 
clauses  in  the  Committee.  He  owned  be 
hail  Ei>mc  reluctance  to  explain  that  oljrctinn 
to  tht^  Ctmimitlce,  U-cause  it  wen  one  corw 
netted  with  the  religioua  ubligaduns,  aad 
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advantasof  which  belonged  to  the 
Establuhed  Church  ;  and  he  knew,  that  of 
all  yluces  in  whiuh  il  was  possible  to  stale 
objections  of  a  religious  character,  perhaps 
the  House  of  CnmmonB  was  the  leo^t  fitted 
for  diaciissing  them.  But  n  strong  sense  of 
duty  induced  him  not  to  permit  this  measure 
to  pass  through  the  House  without  pointing 
out  those  objections  which  on  the  score  of 
religions  principles,  he  believed  attached  to 
it.  The  iJill  previded  for  the  Registration 
of  Births  in  this  way,  that  in  ihe  case  of 
eveiy  birth,  the  parent  was  hound  to  give 
notice  of  that  birth,  and  to  state  the  name 
of  the  child  at  the  same  time.  Now  the 
complaint  ttiat  he  (Mr.  Goulbum)  made 
of  this  arrangement  was,  that  its  tendency- 
would  be  to  dUsociate  the  naming  of  the 
child  from  the  baptism,  and  in  the  case  of 
ignorant  persons  it  would  induce  them  to 
withhold  the  inestimable  benefit  of  that  rite 
from  their  children.  It  was  impoBsible  to 
conceal  froni  ounelves,  that  however  anxious 
the  Church  was,  that  the  humblest  of  her 
Memfaera  should  be  fully  acquainted  with  the 
iaportancd  of  her  Sacraments,  there 
wen  many  among  her  profeuiog  Mem- 
bers, who,  from  ignorancCi  did  not  fully 
sppredate  the  beBcfita  which  the  rite 
ti  haptiHU  conferred  upon  their  children, 
and  who  were  now  only  led  by  the 
temporal  coniideration  of  the  necessity  of 
giving  those  children  names,  to  give  them 
die  iMoeiit  of  the  ordinance  of  baptism, 
because  without  submitting  them  to  the 
latter  they  could  not,  at  the  present  time, 
(usign  to  them  the  former.  If  the  two 
were  diundated  by  Act  of  Parliament,  he 
(Mr.  Goulbum)  believed  it  would  go  far  to 
increase  that  ignorance  which  already  pre- 
vailed too  widely  on  this  subject,  and  appa- 
rently to  sanction  the  persuasion  that  the 
child  once  named,  the  religious  ceremony 
might  be  omitted.  He  thought  every 
Member  in  that  House  (whether  members 
of  the  Church  of  England  or  not)  would 
sympathize  with  him  as  to  the  importance 
of  not  excluding  the  innocent  children  of 
ignorantporentsfrom  the  inestimable  beneRis 
resulting  from  the  rite  of  baptism  :  and  if 
the  effect  of  the  Dill  were  siich  as  he  bad 
reason  to  apprehend  it  would  be  ;  vis.  ihut 
many  who  were  brought  to  be  registered 
would  never  afterwaiSs  be  brought  to  the 
baptismal  font,  he  thought  they  would  agree 
with  him  in  saying  that,  however  great  and 
numerous  the  advimtages  of  the  Bill  in 
other  mpeciB  might  be, — however  neces- 
tary  to  procure  corrept  stAiisticnl  informn- 
tinn,— however  useful  and  valuable  for  legal 
'—  -  n  evil  would  be  caused  for  which 
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none  of  these  advantages  could  compensate. 
When  tlio  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  lor  the 
Hume  Department,  brought  forward  a 
measure  upon  this  subject  in  183*,  ho 
stated  that  he  forbore  to  press  it,  becau.se 
in  Ills  opinion  the  expense  it  would  entail 
upon  the  country  was  too  great,  and  was  a 
sufficient  reason  for  reconsidering  it ;  all 
he  (Mr.  Goulbum)  asked  of  the  nolle  LonI 
was,  that  he  would  cive  equal  consideraiton 
to  the  objection  which  he  was  urging, — pf 
far  greater  importance  than  a  mere  pecu- 
niary objection  ;  one  contiected  with  the 
spiritual  interests  of  these  innocent  chil- 
dren. He  did  not  ask  the  noble  Lord 
to  forego  the  benefit  of  a  general  re- 
gistration: all  he  begged  was,  that  the 
noble  Lord  woald  not  hold  out  to  Mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England  an  induce- 
ment to  forego,  on  behalf  of  their  children, 
the  advantages  derivable  from  a  religious 
ordinance,  by  dissociating,  in  his  act,  what 
had  been  from  the  earliest  period  of  the 
Christian  Church  associated  together,  tite 
naming  of  a  child  and  the  rile  nf  Bap- 
tism. Would  the  noble  Lord  gain  any- 
thing by  this  dissociation?  The  Bill  of 
Ihe  noble  Lord  only  afibrded,  after  at), 
secondary  evidence  :  while  under  the  pre- 
sent system,  there  was  the  best  evidence 
that  could  be  afibrded, — the  certificate  of 
baptism.  Under  the  Bill  of  the  noble 
Loid,  there  was  no  evidence  but  that  which 
was  drawn  from  intermediate  persona, 
who  might  have  an  interest  in  stttling  the 
facts  incorrectly,  and  coming  before  a 
Court  of  Justice,  it  could  only  be  received 
as  secondary  evidence.  What  objection 
could  there  be  to  having  an  additional 
column,  in  the  present  Register,  in  which 
the  clei^man  might  insert  the  period  at 
which  Ihe  child  was  born,  along  wilb  the 
name?  This  plan  would  have  one  great 
advantage  over  that  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord,  that  it  would  not  impose  upon  the 
members  of  the  Chutch  of  England  any 
additional  trouble:  for  under  this  Bill  they 
would  have,  whether  they  baptised  Ibeic 
children  at  the  Church  or  not,  to  give  Ihe 
regular  notice  to  the  registrar.  Il  was 
vtiry  passible  under  Ihe  Bill  of  the  noble 
Lord,  for  some  oF  Ihe  districts  to  be  of 
very  great  extent;  and  individuals  residing 
in  those  districts  would  have  either  to  incur 
Ihe  penalty  affixed  to  non-compliance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  or  to  incur  any 
inconvenience,  or  injury,  whirh  might 
atlcnd  their  journey  to  the  regisrrnr. 
Take  the  case  of  n  labouring  man.  rcsi'ling 
a  considerable  ditluncc  from  the  Hijjialiy 
F2 
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of  the  district  to  nhich  he  belonged.  He 
\Tould  either  faave,  on  the  birth  of  every 
child,  to  incur  the  penalty  imposed  on 
him  Tor  not  obeying  the  provigions  of  the 
act,  or  to  lose  the  profit  arising  fro'm  a 
day's  labour,  (to  him  perhaps  no  trifling 
matter)  and  run  the  risk  of  ofTending,  or 
even  injuring  by  his  absence,  the  employer 
on  whom  he  depended  for  daily  subsist- 
ence.  But,  by  acting  on  the  plan  which 
he  (Mr.  Goulbum)  proposed,  the  la- 
bourer trould  be  spared  the  double  duty 
of  attending  the  registrar,  and  also  the 
Church,  to  obtain  baptism  for  his  child, 
while  you  would  have  the  same  degree  of 
evidence  as  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  pro- 
vided. It  might  be  said,  that  he  (Mr.  Goul- 
bum) ought  to  have  prepared  clauses  to 
carry  into  effect  the  alterations  he  had  sug- 
gested, and  proposed  them  in  Committee: 
but  the  reason  he  bad  not  done  so  was,  that 
he  thought  those  alterations  could  be  ren- 
dered far  more  efFectaal  by  those  who  had 
framed  the  whole  of  the  Bill,  and  who 
therefore  understood  the  correspondence 
and  connection  of  its  several  pans,  than  by 
any  individual  Member  of  the  House.  He 
had  now  stated  what  appeared  to  him  the 
main  obiectiou  to  this  Bill  so  far  as  re- 
garded the  RegistratioQ  of  Births:  viz. 
that  he  could  not  consent  to  dissociate 
what  had,  from  the  earliest  period  of  thi 
Christian  Church,  been  associated,  be  could 
not  consent  to  the  holding  out  by  those 
clauses  in  this  Bill  which  effected  this  di 
socjation,  that  which  he  believed  would 
operate  as  a  Parliameniary  sanction  and 
encouragement  to  the  opinion,  that  the 
naming  of  the  child  was  the  first  and  most 
important  thing  to  be  considered,  and  that 
the  rite  of  baptism  was  but  of  secondary 
consideration.  He  begged  the  Committee  to 
consider,  if  the  Bill  passed  as  it  at  present 
stood,  what  a  situation  the  conscientious 
clergy  of  lbs  Established  Church  would  be 
in :  they  would  feel  themselves  bound 
naturally  to  exhort  their  flocks,  both  in 
season  and  out  of  season,  not  to  forego  the 
rite  of  baptiEm,  and  to  lay  before  them 
the  necessity  of  bringing  their  childn 
the  font.  And  he  (Mr.  Goulburn)  could 
not  but  fear,  that  their  conscientious  en- 
deavours to  arouse  the  ignorant  and  the 
indolent,  to  a  true  sense  of  the  advantaget 
of  the  rite  of  baptism,  would  produce  in  ihE 
lower  orders  of  the  people  a  dislike  of  the 
provisions  of  the  statute,  which  required 
them  to  bring  their  children  to  be  registered; 
whether  baptised  or  not. 


Lord  John  Rutiell:  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge,  has  acted  very  properly 
in  slating  his  objections  at  the  present 
stage  of  the  Bill,  because  undoubtedly  they 
are  objections  which  go  to  the  very  princi- 
ple of  the  Bill,— the  establishment  of  a 
civil  Registry  of  Births,  Marriages,  and 
Deaths,  It  is  the  opinion  of  those  who 
framed  this  Bill,  that  with  respect  to 
"irths,  the  State  ought  to  establish  a  civil 
registry,  common  to  persons  of  all  reli- 
'3UB  persuasions, not  a  registry  of  mem- 
rs  of  the  established  Church  only ;  or  of 
.y  other  denomination,  but  one,  in  the 
benefits  of  which  all  might  alike  partake. 
Now,  Sir,  such  being  the  object  of  the 
Bill  it  is  quite  evident,  that  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  proposes  could 
not  be  effected  without  entirely  foregoing 
that  object, — without  framing  the  Bill  in  a 
totally  different  way.  He  says,  the  Bill 
might  be  framed  in  such  a  manner,  as  that 
the  clei^yman,  at  the  baptism,  might  enter 
in  the  registry  the  time  of  the  child's 
birth.  But  he  seems  to  fo^t,  that  there 
are  a  great  many  persons  who  would  not 
be  inclined  to  administer  to  their  children 
the  ordinance  of  baptism,  according  to  the 
forms  of  the  Church  of  England. 

Mr.  doulbum;  I  referred  only  to  the 
case  of  Members  of  that  Church, — I  do 
not  wish  to  interfere  with  the  Members  of 
any  other. 

Lord  John  Russell:  Exactly.  And 
then  arises  the  very  objection  which  I  have 
just  stated;  viz.,  that  the  plan  of  the  tight 
hon.  Gentleman  will  impose  upon  persons 
not  belonging  to  the  Church  of  England, 
the  burden  of  a  ceremony  not  according 
to  their  belief,  or  it  will  make  necessary  two 
separate  registers : — one  register,  belong- 
ing  to  Members  of  the  Church  of  England, 
the  other,  those  who  diSer  from  her.  With 
respect  to  the  births  and  deaths  of  par- 
ties, they  are  matters  which  no  doubt 
concern  the  welfare  of  the  community,  and 
in  which  no  religious  difference  ought  to 
be  admitted :  therefore,  I  say,  there  should 
be  one  register, — and  that  that  should  be 
a  register  taking  notice  of  no  religious 
creed,  but  common  to  afl  the  memb^  of 
the  community.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  (and  I  know  it  is  an  objection  which 
is  often  urged  against  this  Bill)  that  in  as 
much  as  you  ask  only  the  name  of  the 
cliild  and  do  not  require  the  baptism  to  be 
slated,  you  thereby  produce  an  impression 
I  in  the  minds  of  the  ignorant,  that  the  rite 
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of  bapliim  may  be  dispensed  with:  and 
that  the  name  having  been  registered,  they 
wonid  never  attend  the  Church,  Tor  the 
pnrpoae  of  having  their  children  baptised. 
Sir,  that  is,  as  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
properly  said,  an  objection  founded  on  the 
ignorance  of  the  lower  orders  of  the  people ; 
and  I  say,  that  if  that  ignorance  does  exist 
(and  I  am  sorry  to  hear  it  Rlated  by  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman,  as  well  as  by  many 
others,  that  it  does  to  a  great  esteni  pre- 
vail) I  say  the  cure  for  that  is  to  give  the 
people  knowledge,  to  dispel  that  ignorance. 
I  say  it  is  the  fault  of  Parliament, — I  do 
not  say  it  is  the  fault  of  the  Church, — but 
the  fault  of  Parliament,  which  has  left  the 
people  in  that  ignorance.  1  do  not  think 
we  should  frame  our  laws  for  that  ignorance 
or  that  you  should  give  up  the  benefits  of 
a  national  register,  because  you  wish  to 
connect  two  things, — the  registering  of  the 
name, — I  do  not  say  the  giving  of  the 
name,  but  the  registering  of  the  name  and 
the  rite  of  baptism.  If  you  wish  the  peo- 
ple to  avail  themselves  of  a  certain  rile  of 
the  Church,  I  say  the?  ought  to  be  taughl 
by  the  State,  and  sufficiently  enlightened 
in  the  duties  of  their  religion.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  say,  that  you  ought  to  encour- 
age their  ignorance,  and  hold  out  a  pre- 
mium to  that  ignorance,  by  refusing  to 
pass  a  Bill  for  a  national  register.  There- 
fore, certainly,  I  adhere  to  my  original  opi. 
nion;  that  you  ought  to  have  a  register 
for  persons  of  all  religious  persuasions. 
Even  if  it  were  necessary  or  expedient  to 
ciFect  the  object  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  in  view,  it  might  be  efTected  in 
a  much  simpler  manner.  You  might  enact 
that  the  Christian  name  should  not  be 
entered  in  the  register  till  after  the  bap- 
tism ;  but  I  think  it  will  be  impossible  to 
attain  the  great  end  we  have  in  view, — the 
establishment  of  ageiieral  register — but  by 
some  machinery  similar  to  that  provided 
in  this  Bill :  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
not  explained  how  he  would  propoae  to 
deal  with  those  persons  who  hold  the  doc- 
trine of  adult  baptism  : — in  their  case  it 
would  be  necessary  to  ascertain  the  period 
of  a  birth  which  took  place  perhaps  e^ht- 
een  or  twenty  years  back.  It  is  evident  of 
bow  little  value  the  evidence  of  the  Church 
register  would  b^  in  this  case :  it  would 
in  fact  be  no  evidence  at  all.  Upon  the 
whole,  therefore,  I  think  you  ought  to  make 

four  register,  a  register,  not  of  baptisms, 
at  of  births. 
Sir  Bti^rt  H.  In^Ut  Ibougbt,  thiit  the 
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'  difficulty  which  the  nobte  Lord  appre- 
hended might  easily  be  met  by  there  being 
a  provision  to  this  effect —that  registers  of 
the  hirths  and  deaths  of  Dissenters  should 
be  opened  at  Dissenting  meeting  houses, 
and  that  copies  of  them  should  periodically 
(annually,  biennially,  or  at  other  intervals, 
as  the  provision  might  be)  be  forwarded  to 
the  Central  Registration  Office.  This,  he 
thought,  would  supply  the  State  with  the 
necessary  information,  whether  for  national 
or  for  legal  purposes,  while,  at  the  same 
time,  it  would  obviate  all  the  objections 
which  had  been  raised  to  the  plan  proposed 
by  the  Bill,  on  the  score  of  the  mischievous 
influence  it  would  have  upon  certain 
classes  of  the  population  in  tempting 
ihem  to  forego  the  rite  of  baptism  accord- 
ing to  the  ordinances  of  the  Establisbed 
Church.  He  admitted  the  principle  laid 
down  by  the  noble  Lord,  that  a  register 
was  absolutely  necessary  for  uational  and 
legal  purposes;  but  he  could  not  think 
that  there  was  any  necessity  for  running 
counter  to  the  opinions  and  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  a  large  body  of  the  public,  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England,  and 
the  clergy.  He  hod  many  other  objec- 
tions to  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood.  For  in- 
stance, it  was  difficult  to  be  seen  how  the 
registry  was  to  be  induced  among  certain 
classes  of  the  population.  If  it  was  to  be 
voluntary,  there  was  then  no  occasion  lor 
a  general  register,  because  the  members 
of  the  Church,  being  satisfied  with  the 
present  system,  let  the  Dissenters  main- 
tain their  own  register.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  it  was  to  be  compulsory,  whether 
the  compulsion  was  by  way  of  line  or  of 
domiciliary  visit,  considerable  objection 
must  arise,  if  by  fine,  was  it  to  be  a  fixed 
amount,  or  was  it  to  be  proportioned  to 
the  means  of  the  payer?  If  fixed,  it  must 
operate  partially  as  between  rich  and  poor, 
and  if  proportional  it  must  induce  a  species 
of  minute  inquiry  into  the  affairs  of 
individuals,  if  it  was  by  domiciliary  visits 
that  the  practice  of  registering  was  to  be 
enforced,  the  persons  intrusted  with  the 
office  would  require  to  be  armed  with  such 
powers  as  Englishmen  would  not  readily 
submit  to.  On  the  score  of  expense,  too, 
he  objected  to  the  plan,  as  it  would  lead 
to  the  necessity  of  imposing  a  burthen  on 
parishes  for  the  maintenance  of  a  registry- 
office.  But  after  all,  his  main  objections 
to  the  Bill  were  religious  ones.  He  ob- 
jected to  the  Bill,  because,  for  the  first 
time,  it  separated  the  roim  of  naming  the 
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child  Trom  tlic  rite  of  Christian  baptism— 
a  rite  which  had  been  observed  and  re- 
Bpected  aince  the  existence  of  the  Charch. 
He  objected  to  it  also  because  it  went  to 
tempt  certain  classes  of  the  people,  conse- 
quently to  fore^  the  right  of  bapliitn; 
and,  finally,  he  objected  to  the  measure 
because  it  tended  to  bring  the  regularly 
ordained  minister  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land to  the  level  of  the  ambulatory  minis- 
ter of  fluctuating  congrejrationsi  and 
because  it  would  have  the  effect  of  degrad- 
ing and  bringing  into  contempt  a  portion 
of  the  service  of  the  Church  of  England, 
which  had  always  hitherto  been  regarded 
as  sacred  and  essentially  necessary. 

Dr.  Luthinglon  said,  the  rip;ht  hon. 
Gonlieman,  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge,  had  urged  as  his  princijial 
objection  to  this  Bill  that,  by  requiring 
the  registry  of  the  name  of  a  child,  prior 
to  the  administraiion  of  the  rite  of  baplism, 
injury  would  be  done  to  the  cnus»of  reli- 
gion, and  the  Established  Church.  Now 
lie,  (Dr.  Lushing'ton)  felt  as  much  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  inipropriety  of 
attempting  to  discuss  any  question  in  this 
House,  which  had  ihs  slightest  reference  to 
matters  of  religion.  Butat  the  same  lime 
bu  must  be  permitted  to  observe,  that  he 
could  not  anticipate  anything  like  (hat  ex- 
lent  of  evil  which  the  righl  hou.  Qentlenian 
seemed  to  dread.  He  (Dr.  Lushingtnn) 
could  not  think,  that  the  great  bulk  of  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England,  if 
they  were  convinced  of  the  ralue  of  the 
rite  of  baptism  would  be  deterred  from 
obeying  the  directions  of  their  Church, 
because  they  were  required  to  register 
their  children  within  a  given  period  after 
their  birth  i  nor  could  he  think  that  such 
a  provision  could  fairly  be  characterised 
as  tempting  the  members  of  the  Church  of 
England  to  depart  from  the  directions  of 
their  church.  The  only  evidence  he  had 
seen,  which  would  warrant  him  in  escrib' 
■og  to  this  Bill  the  effects  which  the  right 
faon.  Gentleman  had  ascribed  lo  it,  was 
the  evidence  of  persona  inhabiting  the 
district  of  St.  Giles.  He  (Dr.  Ushing- 
ton)  thought  that  those  penoni  greatly 
undervalued  the  understanding  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  and  the  vast  in- 
crease ID  knowledge  which  had  lakAi 
place  during  the  last  thirty  years,  who 
imagined  that  they  would  be  at  once 
neglectful  of  one  of  the  duties  which  their 
religion    impoaed,   and   regardless  of  the 

lulTtntagw  which  flowtd   fnm  iti  ob> 
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scrvance.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed,  thnt  with  the  name  of  the  child 
should  be  inserted  in  the  Church  register, 
at  the  time  of  baptism,  the  date  of  its 
birth.  With  great  deference  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  (Dr.  Lushington) 
i^ouid  sug^st,  that  it  was  notorious  the 
baptism  of  children  in  the  Church  did  not 
take  place  within  a  month,  six  months,  or 
even  sometimes  twelvemonths  after  the 
birth  i  and  did  it  follow  that  the  person, 
who  brought  the  child  lo  the  font  would 
be  necessarily  acquainted  with  the  circum- 
stances attending  its  binh  ?  Even  taking 
it  for  granted  that  they  were,  was  there 
not  a  great  difference  in  the  evidence  of  a 
person,  as  to  a  certain  fact  given  a  few 
days  after  it  occurred,  and  when  given 
after  the  lapse  of  a  considerable  lime. 
Under  the  present  system  of  registraiioo, 
it  would  be  impossible  to  arrive  at  any- 
thing of  certainty  respecting  the  facts 
which  were  to  be  entered  in  the  register. 
The  clergyman  entered  the  names  as  he 
performed  the  ceremony;  it  was  no  part 
of  his  duly  to  make  any  inquiry,  in  order 
to  ascertain  the  correctness  of  the  facts  lie 
was  10  enter.  Would  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  require  the  clergyman  before 
he  administered  the  rite  of  baptism,  to  put 
questions  lo  the  piutiei  attending  with  the 
child  Tor  that  purpose.  First,  he  (Dr.  L.) 
would  remark,  that  as  he  had  just  stated, 
the  evidence  in  many  cases  would  be  of 
little  value,  being  given  after  a  long  lapse  ' 
of  time;  and  next,  it  would  be  imposing 
an  onerODs  duty  upon  the  clergyman,  and 
one  which,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  not  fair  to 
impose  upon  him,  Besides,  how  were 
the  members  of  the  Church  of  England  to 
be  distinguished  from  those  of  other  de- 
nominations,— for,  was  it  not  likely  that 
many  would  assume  that  title  in  order  to 
get  rid  of  the  provisions  of  the  atatule  as 
regarded  regislratian,  if  the  exemplitm 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
were  to  be  made.  In  short,  it  was  dear 
in  bis  (Dr.  L.'i)  opinion,  that  under  the 
plan  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  re- 
gister would  be  totally  ineSeciiva.  Ha;(Dr. 
L.)  utterly  denied  that  the  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  afford  relief  to  the  Dissentera. 
He  considered  the  question  embraced  in  Ibe 
Bill  to  be  one  of  great  national  importance, 
and  to  those  who  understood  anything 
about  the  diffioulties  which  were  eiperienv- 
ed  in  the  tracing  of  pedigrees  its  advantaye 
would  be  too  manifest  to  need  exphiaatioo. 
At  prsHDt  ntichu  ifter  pHliinw  wen 
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attended  with  immensfi  delay  and  expense, 
periona  liad  to  go  all  over  the  kingdom  to 
ascertain  where  inch  a  person  was  buried 
— where  another  was  beta,  and  so  on; 
and,  in  the  m^ority  of  instauces,  their 
search  was  after  all  unsuccessful  and  un- 
satisfactory. And  he  (Dr.  L.)  considered 
that  the  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land were  fully  as  much  interested  as 
Dissenters,  la  the  Establishment  of 
national  register.  It  had  been  said, 
that  this  Bill  would  for  the  first  time 
separate  two  things,  which  from  the  earliest 
period  of  the  Christian  Church  had  been 
associated— the  naming  of  the  child,  and 
the  rile  of  baplisu).  That  was  not  a  cor- 
rect represeatatioQ,  for  though  the  Bill  re- 
quired die  pareot  to  slate  the  name  which 
he  intended  lo  give  to  his  child  at  the 
time  of  registration,  there  were  express 

E revisions  in  the  Bill  to  this  effect,  that 
e  might  change  the  name  of  the  child  if 
he  thought  fit  at  the  baptism;  aud  it  was 
too  much  to  suppose  that  any  parent  of 
common  understanding  would  say,  "  I 
have  now  given  my  child  the  benefit  of  a 
civil  registry,  therefore  I  will  not  give 
him  the  benefit  of  the  ordinance  of  bap- 
tism." The  scheme  of  the  hon,  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford, 
was  this — that  the  ministers  of  all  Dis- 
senting congreeationi  should  have  tlie 
ei  of  keeping  their  own  registries. 
(Or,  L)  was  surprised  at  such  a  pro- 
position. Did  not  his  hon.  Friend  know 
that  one  of  the  principal  objects  of  a 
registry  was,  that  it  should  be  kept  in  a 
stale  of  the  best  possible  security,  com- 
biaed  with  easiness  of  access.  And  how 
could  these  objects  be  attained  among 
Dissenting  congregations — the  ministers 
of  which  were  always  moving,  and  in  some 
denominations  only  continued  for  a  short 
period  at  any  station.  The  hon.  Baronet 
had  asked  how  ihe  Bill  was  to  be  carried 
into  operatiooT  He  considered  that  such 
an  objection  should  have  been  taken  at  an 
earlier  period.  But  he  must  observe,  in 
bis  opinion,  when  they  were  making  an 
experiment  of  such  great  importance  as 
the  establishment  of  a  general  register, 
they  should  take  the  best  means  of 
giving  effect  to  Ihe  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
they  ought  not  to  be  made  at  first  too 
onerouj  upon  the  public    And  with  re- 

SLid  to  ihe  case  which  had  been  put  by 
e  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  (Mr. 
Goulburn)  of  the  loss  which  the  poor 
UVNtaiec  would  incur  it)  lome  cues,  from 
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the  extent  of  the  districts  in  which  he 
resided,  in  registering  his  children,  he  (Dr. 
L.)  would  take  it  upon  himself  to  assert, 
that  very  few  labourers  would  (even  allow- 
ing one  child  a- year  for  ten  years)  feel 
it  a  great  burden  that  he  had  to  spend  one 
day  a-year  in  obtaining  for  his  children 
the  advantages  resulting  from  inserting 
their  names  in  the  national  register.  He 
allowed,  that  the  penalty  in  case  of  non- 
compliance with  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
(20s.)  was  small ;  but  was  it  not  better 
far,  in  making  a  great  experiment  of  this 
kind  for  the  first  time,  to  run  the  risk  of 
erring  by  too  small,  than  too  large  penal- 
ties. Information  would  spread  rapidly 
upon  this  subject.  When  ihis  Bill  had 
passed  there  would  not,  he  (Dr.  L.)  ven- 
tured to  assert,  be  an  alehouse  in  the 
country  in  which  its  merits  would  not  be 
discussed  ;  it  would  be  matter  of  discourse 
every  where,  and  there  would  be  soon,  not 
an  indigridual  in  any  rank,  or  any  denomi- 
nation, who  would  not  become  acquainted 
wilh  it,  and  duly  estimate  its  advantages. 
With  regard  to  the  eilsting  system  of  re- 
gistration, the  result  of  his  experience  was 
this.  A  great  iraptovement  had  undoubt- 
edly taken  place,  during  the  last  twenty 
years,  in  the  stale  of  the  registers  through- 
out the  country,  and  the  maimer  in  which 
they  were  kept  and  preserved.  But  there 
had  been  cases  in  which  sufficient  care — he 
would  not  use  a  harsher  word — had  not 
been  exercised  over  them,  to  prevent  loss 
or  obliteration.  And  when  it  was  con- 
sidered that  they  were  very  often  kept,  not 
in  the  Church,  but  at  the  minister's  resi- 
dence, and  that  during  a  vacancy  (which 
often  lasted  for  a  considerabV  time)  there 
was  no  person  who  had  the  care  of  them, 
the  wonder  was,  not  that  so  many,  but 
that  so  few  were  lost,  or  injured.  Upon 
the  whole,  he  (Dr.  L.)  was  of  opinion, 
that  the  objections  urged  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ,  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge,  and  the  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford, 
were  not  of  any  weight,  and  that  neither 
of  their  propositions  could  be  acceded  to 
without  giving  up  the  object  for  which 
the  Bill  was  introduced.  He  had  only  one 
word  more.  The  hon.  Member  for  Ihe 
University  of  Oxford  had  said,  that  the 
reason  for  introducing  this  measure  had 
been  to  degrade  the  clergy.  He  (Dr.  L.) 
could  not  but  consider  such  expressions 
as  ill-calculated  to  uphold  the  character  of 
tH«  Church  of  Eoglaad,  and  to  produce 
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that  harmony  and  good  feeling  among  all 
denominations  of  Christians,  which  all 
must  deaire  to  see.  On  the  contrary,  he 
(Dr.  L.)  must  say,  that  it  was  calculated 
lo  prejudice  the  character  of  the  clergy  of 
that  Church,  and  to  hold  them  op  to  the 
odium  of  the  people  of  England,  to  say 
that  a  measure  nhich  professed  to  confer 
a  great  public  benefit,  could  not  be  carried 
into  effect  except  through  the  medium  of 
their  degradation. 

Dr.  Bowring  thought,  that  the  object  of 
the  Bill  had  been  misunderstood  by  those 
who  objected  to  it.  It  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  baptism,  because  that  was 
a  religious  act  in  which  (he  whole  com- 
munity were  not  concerned,  but  what  it 
had  to  do  with  was  the  fact  of  birth — a 
fact  which  was  important  to  the  whole 
community.  What  was  wanted  in  this 
country  was  a  registration  of  those  facts 
with  which  the  community  were  interested; 
the  birth,  the  marriage,  and  the  death  of 
individuals.  In.  most  countries  those 
facts  were  registered,  so  that  it  was  easy 
to  trace  any  individual  from  the  time  of 
his  birth  to  his  death  by  means  of  the 
National  Register,  It  had  been  suggested 
that  the  clergy  should  continue  in  the 
custody  of  the  Registers.  On  that  point 
he  (Dr.  Bowring)  would  only  state  the 
followiug  fact,  given  in  evidence  by  a 
friend  of  his  before  the  Registration  Com- 
mittee, At  the  last  Revolution  in  France 
and  Belgium,  the  clergy  endeavoured  to 
regain  possession  of  the  right  of  registra- 
tion. But  the  civil  registration  had  become 
ED  popular,  so  useful,  ko  efRcient,  that  the 
Legislature  refused  to  give  it  them.  In 
iha  present  system  of  registration,  he 
(Dr.  Bowring)  must  observe,  that  there 
was  no  distinction  made  between  legitimate 
and  illegitimate  children,  and  conse- 
quently no  security  to  the  public  in  cases 
of  disputed  titles  to  properlv.  This  Bill 
supplied  that  deficiency,  ana  would  be  jn 
his  opinion  of  great  advantage.  He  could 
not  refrain  from  making  one  remark  in 
conclusion.  He  had  observed,  (and  it  was 
the  case  here)  that  whenever  opposition 
was  made  by  the  great  body  of  the  clergy 
to  any  measure  useful  and  advautageous 
to  the  whole  community,  there  was  always 
to  be  found  at  the  bottom  of  that  opiw- 
sition,  something  in  the  shape  of  fees 
or  emoluments, 

Mr,  Potter  expressed  his  great  satisfac- 
tion that  such  a  measure  as  that  befqre 
the  Houte  had  been  iDtiodaced. 


Mr,  EstcouTi  observed,  Ibat  io  most 
cases  the  clergyman,  before  baptism,  in- 
quired as  to  the  age  of  the  child,  and  who 
were  its  parents.  That,  however,  was 
not,  he  knew,  sufficient  to  render  the 
registry  of  baptism  evidence  of  birth ;  but 
if  the  Legislature  would  enable  the  clergy 
to  register  both  circumstances  at  the  period 
of  baptism  the  object  which  they  bad  in 
view  would  be  ascertained  without  the 
complicated  machinery  of  this  Bill,  which 
he  agreed  would  operate  to  discourage  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England  from 
having  their  children  baptised. 

Mr.  Pease  said,  the  great  object  of  this 
Bill  was  to  eSect  a  system  of  registration 
which  would  be  complete  and  satisfactory, 
not  to  any  particular  body,  but  to  the 
community  at  large.  He  thought  the  Bill 
would  effect  that  object.  He  entirely 
agreed  in  the  sentiment  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Cambridge,  that  it  was  improper  to  place 
burthens  upon  the  necks  of  one  denomina- 
tion of  Christians,  which  would  induce  the 
members  of  that  denomination  to  neglect 
a  religious  Hie.  But  the  same  principle 
should  be  carried  out  to  Church-rates, 
imposed  as  they  were  upon  the  members 
of  different  denominations,  who  had  in  ad- 
dition to  support  their  own  religious 
services.  He  (Mr.  Pease)  thought  the 
idea,  that  this  Bill  would  tempt  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England  to 
neglect  a  rile  of  that  Chuich,  was  perfectly 
absurd.  He  (Mr,  Pease]  could  say  on 
heh  alfofhiBdenomination,thatthough  there 
might  be  some  trifling  inconvenience  con- 
nected with  this  Bill  as  it  regarded  them  in 
particular,  yet  they  were  perfectly  satisfied 
with  it  as  a  whole,  as  being  a  measure  cal- 
culated to  confer  a  great  benefit  upon  the 
community  at  large,  in  esUblishing  a  sys- 
tem of  universal  registration, 

Mr.  Bavies  said,  the  objection  which 
had  been  raised  as  to  the  inconvenience 
this  Bill  would  occasion  to  heads  of 
families,  fell  to  the  ground,  because  it  was 
not  necessary  for  the  parents  personally 
to  attend  the  Registrar,  a  letter,  or  a 
messenger,  would  convey  the  information 
equally  as  well.  And  with  regard  to  what 
he  might  term  the  eonsctentious  objectitni, 
that  this  Bill  would  enconrage  the  omis- 
sion of  the  rite  of  baptism,  he  (Mr. 
Baines)  considered  it  would  have  the  con- 
trary effect ;  it  would  induce  clergymen  to 
be  more  zealous  in  laying  before  their 
congrej^tioos  the  imporUnee  of  attendloif 
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to  that  ordinance.  He  was  lorry  tlmt  the 
hoD.  Baronet,  the  Member  foi  (he  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford,  had  not  spaied  the 
iojuriouB  reflections  nhich  he  had  made  on 
the  BisMDting  meeting  houses,  in  the  com- 
parison  vbich  he  had  made  between  them 
and  the  Church.  Both  would  be,  he 
(Mr.  Baioea)  trusted,  roads  to  Heaven  ; 
and,  therefore,  whether  the  Chuich  was  to 
he  reduced  to  the  level  or  the  roeetiag 
house,  or  the  meeting  house  elevated  to 
the  dignity  of  the  Church,  was  of  very 
little  consequence. 

Mr.  Goulbum  said,  he  was  not  hostile, 
on  the  contrary,  he  was  favourable,  to  a 
general  register,  and  the  plan  he  proposed 
would  not  interfere  with  theaftainiog  that 
object.  But  if  it  could  not  be  obtained 
but  at  the  sacrifice  of  a  religious  rite,  he 
(Mr.  Ooulbum)  did  not  feel  prepared  to 
purchase  it  with  all  its  advantages  at  such 
a  price.  It  did  not  follow,  however,  that 
because  the  registers  of  the  Church  of 
England  were  to  be  retained,  that  they 
might  not  all  be  carried  into  a  general 
Register. 

Clanse  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  27lh,  which  provides  for  the 
espences  of  registration,  by  imposing  a 
certain  charge  on  the  parish  rates, 

Mr.  Trevor  declaTed,  that  this  expense, 
which  was  obviously  for  a  national  object, 
ought  not  to  tail  on  the  parochial  funds, 
but  on  the  Consolidated  Fund. 

On  this  point  the  Committee  divided, 
when  there  appeared  for  the  original 
Clause :  Ayes  7 1 ;  Noes  28^Majority  43. 

Clauses  to  33,  agreed  to. 

House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit 
again. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  June  7,  1836. 

HiiTOTU.]    BIUl    Rod  »  Bnt  time.— JudleUl  HiUflalten 


Rom  AX  Catholic  Clergy  <1rsla»d)] 
Lord  Lyndhunt  roae  to  present  a  petition 
from  a  Roman  Catholic  clergyman  of 
Ireland,  complaining  of  great  injustice  and 
oppression  to  which  he  had  been  exposed, 
attd  requesting  the  interposition  and  pro* 
tection  of  their  Lordships'  House.  He 
(Lord  Lyndburst)  certainly  could  not  in 
that  instance  venture  to  jbay,  that  their 
Lndabips  covid  affonl  the  petitioner  the 
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redress  for  which  he  prayed  ;  but  as  the 
petition  was  reapectfally  worded,  and  as 
the  facts  to  which  the  petitioner  referred 
appeared  to  him  (Lord  Lyndburst)  to  be 
well  authenticated,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
state  them  to  their  Lordships,  The 
petitioner,  whose  name  ffasDr.  Mulholland, 
had  for  many  years  held  a  Roman  Catholic 
living  in  the  county  of  Louth,  and, 
according  to  testimonials  which  he  bad 
seen,  Dr.MuIholland,  had  obtained  respect 
and  esteem  for  his  piety  and  good  conduct 
from  all  persons  in  the  district  in  which  he 
resided.  It  happened,  however,  that  he 
had  the  misfortune  to  bring  upon  him- 
self the  animosity  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
priest  in  an  adjoining  parish,  and  that 
individual  thought  himself  justified  in 
circulating  calumnies  greatly  to  the  preju- 
dice and  disadvantage  of  the  petitioner. 
Under  these  circumstances,  in  justification 
of  his  character,  he  applied  to  the  titular 
Roman  Catholic  Archbisbopof  the  province, 
at  that  time  Dr,  Kelly,  Dr.  Kelly  saw 
the  propriety  of  the  appeal,  and  directed 
his  vicar-general  to  investigate  the  matter. 
The  result  of  the  investigation  was,  that 
the  vicar-general  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  there  was  no  foundation  whatever  for 
the  charges  preferred  against  the  petitioner, 
and  he  accordingly  directed  the  person 
preferring  them  to  make  a  public  apology. 
This,  however,  that  person  refused  to  do  ; 
and  under  these  circumstances,  the  peti- 
tioner had  no  alternative  but  to  bring  an 
action  in  one  of  the  civil  courts  for  de- 
famation of  character.  The  action  was 
brought  in  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  in 
Ireland,  and  after  a  full  investigation  of 
the  whole  matter,  a  verdict  was  pronounced 
by  the  Jury  in  favour  of  the  petitioner.  His 
conduct  having  thus  been  twice  investiga- 
ted— first  before  the  domestic  tribunal 
appointed  by  the  titular  Archbishop,  and 
afterwards  before  a  jury  of  his  country- 
men, Re  felt  that  his  character  was  com- 
pletely vindicated,  and  of  course  expected 
that  the  matter  would  there  have  been 
allowed  to  rest.  In  a  very  short  time 
afterwards,  however,  he  was  removed  from 
his  living  by  the  authority  of  the  titular 
Roman  Catholic  Primate,  without  any 
reason  whatever  being  assigned  for  his 
removal,  except  the  circumstance  of  his 
having  instituted  the  civil  action  against  a 
brother  priest.  Itappeared  extraordinary  to 
the  petitioner,  and  he  thought  it  must  also 
appear  extraordinary  to  their  Lordshipt, 
that  this   course  aoould    be   adoptad  j 
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becaute,  adverting  tf  the  testimony  tliat 
was  given  by  (be  Ronian  Cntholic  bisliojis 
bcrore  the  CommiMioDers  of  Education, 
and  in  particular  of  an  individual  of  great 
eminence.  Dr.  M'Hale,  he  found  it  staled 
over  and  over  again,  in  the  most  distinct 
term«,  that,  in  vindication  of  a  civil  right,  it 
was  no  violation  of  the  rules  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  in  Ireland,  notwithstand- 
ing the  Pope's  hull  to  the  contrary,  for  an 
ecclesiaslicof  that  Church  to  institute  pro- 
ceeding* before  a  civil  tribunal  against  a 
brother  divine.  Iftheir  Lordships  referred 
to  the  evidence  given  berore  the  Education 
Commission,  theywould  see,  (hatquestions 
upon  that  pailtcular  point  were  put  in  s 
great  variety  of  forma,  and  in  a  manner 
tiie  moat  sifting,  and,  that  over  and  over 
again  the  sameaaswcrwasrelurned.  Under 
these  circumstances,  the  petitioner,  feeling 
himself  deeply  injured,  appealed  to  the 
superior  authority  of  his  Church  at  the 
Court  of  Rome.  There  again  the  matter 
underwent  a  fresh  investigation,  which 
terminated  by  a  rescript  being  forwarded 
from  Rome  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Arch- 
bishop in  Ireland,  recommending,  iu  the 
strongest  terms,  that  the  petitioner  should 
be  reinstated  in  his  living.  In  the  mean- 
time Dr.  Kelly  died,  and  Dr.  CroUy  was 
appointed  titular  Primate  in  his  stead.  The 
rescript  was  handed  to  that  reverend 
person  ;  ha  read  it,  considered  it,  said  that 
its  recommendation  should  be  obeyed,  and 
thai  the  petitioner  should  be  reinstated  in 
bis  living.  Thus  the  petitioner  supposed 
that  every  thing  was  done  according  to 
bis  wish,  and  as  the  justice  of  the  case 
■eemed  to  require.  In  a  ihort  time,  how- 
ever, Dr.  Ciolly  told  him  that  he  hod 
altered  his  mind— that  he  should  not 
reinstate  him— that  the  love  and  veneration 
which  he  felt  for  the  memory  of  hia 
reverend  predecessor,  Dr.  Kelly,  was  such 
that  he  could  not  by  possibility  reinflate 
one  whom  that  excellent  ecclesialtic  had 
MOD  reason  to  dispossess.  The  petitioner 
ftslced  Dr.  Crolly  if  he  had  any  thing  to 
find  fault  with  in  his  character  or  conduct  ? 
"  Quite  the  contrary,"  said  Dr.  Crolly, 
"  Iconstderyoua  modelofpietyandgood 
conduct ;  but  for  the  reason  1  have  stated 
I  cannot  reioslaie  you."  At  the  same  lime 
Dr.  Crolly  expressed  himself  so  completely 
aatisGed  with  the  petitioner's  conduct,  that 
be  gave  him  a  paper  attesting  his  merits  in 
tb«  itrongnt  terms,  and  stating  that  ho 
wu  diilinguished  in  the  highest  degree 
.fixsHlipiaty,  inddocUiiw.  Under  tMK 
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circumstances  the  petitioner  again  thought 
it  right  to  appeal  to  the  tribunal  at  Rome, 
where  the  matter  was  again  investigated 
with  the  same  results.  Meanwhile  the 
petitioner  was  requested  not  to  leave 
Ireland,  and  Dr.  Murray,  the  titular  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin,  requested  him,  for  the 
sake  of  maintaining  peace  and  harmony  in 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland,  to 
accept  of  a  curacy.  The  petitioner  offered 
at  once  to  do  so.  "  I  will  accept  a 
curacy,"  said  he,  "  if  Dr.  Crolly  will 
appoint  me."  Dr.  Crolly  promised  to  do 
so,  and  the  petitioner  relied  on  the  fulfil- 
ment of  that  promise.  In  a  few  days, 
however.  Dr.  Crolly  again  told  him,  that 
he  had  changed  his  mind — that  he  would 
not  give  him  a  curacy  in  Ireland,  but  that 
he  might,  if  he  thought  proper,  go  to 
America,  or  elsewhere.  These  were  the 
facts  of  the  case.  A  clergyman  was 
calcumniated — he  appealed  for  redress  to 
the  domestic  tribunal  appointed  under 
hisimmediate  ecclesiastical  superior,  anin- 
vestiEation  took  place — he  was  acquitted  of 
all  blame — his  conduct  was  approved — the 
party  calumniating  htm  was  desired  to 
make  amends — this  the  party  refused  to 
do — he  then  appealed  to  the  laws  of  hia 
country,  which  he  was  justified  in  doing — 
which  a  due  regard  to  his  character  bound 
him  to  do — which,  according  to  the 
authorities  to  whose  testimony  he  (Lord 
Lyndhuret)  had  referred,  was  no  ofience 
against  the  rules  of  hid  Church — a  jury 
of  his  countrymen,  after  a  full  investigation 
of  the  matter,  completely  vindicated  his 
character,  and  pronounced  a  verdict  against 
bis  calumniator — he  was  described  by  his 
ecclesiastical  superior  as  highly  distinguish- 
ed for  zeal,  piety,  and  doctrine — and  yet, 
under  all  these  circumstances,  he  was 
stripped  of  his  living  because  he  dared  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  laws  of  his  country. 
In  the  course  of  his  statement  be  (Lord 
Lyndhurst)  bad  [e{ien'e<l  to  a  docuDMnt  to 
wbtch  he  begged  to  call  their  Lordships' 
attentioo,  Ucause  it  showed  how  little 
attention  was  paid  to  those  prohibitions  and 
restrictions  which  were  imposed  at  the 
time  that  Parliament  was  granting  whet 
was  considered  a  great  boon  to  the  Roman 
Catholics.  By  the  24lh  Clsuse  of  the  Act 
for  the  Removal  of  the  Disabilities  of  the 
Roman  Catholics,  it  was  enacted  that  do 

Eetson  should  assume  the  title  of  Arch- 
ishop  of  any  province.  Bishop  of  any  dio- 
cese, or  Dean  of  any  deanery,  who  was  not 
utiUfd  tbuel».  b;  tb«  Uw  of  (Iw  Uod. 
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Tliat  was  a  prohibiiion  which  wai  acceded 
toby  the  RomaD-Catholicaatllietitna  that 
the  Act  passed,  and  which  their  Lordships 
had  every  ronton  to  suppose,  and  every 
right  to  expect  would  be  obeyed.  Yet  the 
docurDe[ittowhichhe(LordLyndhurat)had 
referred,  vraa  signed  by  Dr.  Crolly,  de- 
acribing  himseir  as  Archbishop  of  Armagh, 
■ltd  authenticated  by  Mr.  Mathewe  M' 
Gann,  descrihiDg>  bimielf  as  vicar  (general 
of  the  aame  province.  He  would  not 
looger  detain  the  House.  He  was 
their  Lordships  would  feel  the  hardship  of 
the  petitioner's  lituaiion,  and  the  injastice 
which  had  been  done  bim,  and  that  they 
wonld  be  anxious,  if  possible,  to 
him  some  redress.  He  came  before  their 
Lordships,  feeling  himself  aggrieved  by 
his  ecclesiastical  superior,  for  no  oi' 
reason  than  that  he  sought  to  obtain  redi 
for  an  acknowledged  injustice  from  the  li 
of  his  country,  Under'these  circumstances 
he  was  sure  their  Lordships  would  feel 
dispoted,  if  possible,  lo  afford  redress  ;  at 
all  events,  they  would  justify  his  bringing 
these  facts  to  their  knowledge,  and  would 
allow  the  petition  to  lie  on  their  tsbte. 

Lord  Holland  thought  It  moat  extra- 
ordinary  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
should  bring  forward  a  subject  so  entirely 
alien  to  the  functions  of  tlieir  Lordships' 
House  as  that  which  was  then  laid  under 
tlielr  consideration.  He  (Lord  Holland) 
bad  always  been  Jbr  throwing;  open  the 
doors  of  the  House  to  ptitioners  as  much 
as  any  one  within  !ti  walla;  hut  he  had 
always  thought  it  was  improi>ci  for  their 
Lordships  to  reccire  any  petition  which 
Avas  either  couched  in  disi opectful  tan- 
kage to  the  House,  or  called  upon  the 
[ouse  to  do  that  which  the  House  had 
not  the  power  to  do— which  called  upon 
the  House,  lu  fact,  to  exercise  a  jurisdic- 
tion where  jurisdiction  it  hud  none,  It 
was  extraordinary,  indeed,  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  abo?e  all  other  Lords  in 
that  Houae,  ahould  think  it  a  part  of  the 
duty  of  that  House  to  attend  to  the  diaci- 
pline  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church— for 
what  else  did  the  petitioner  in  thia  in- 
■tanc^  prayp  The  noble  and  learned 
Ijwd  had  told  them  a  long  story— be 
would  not  call  it  a  cock-and-a<bull  ator^, 
though  it  had  something  of  the  bull  io  it 
—a  good  deal  waa  aaid  about  a  hull  of  the 
Court  of  Borne;  but  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  told  them  a  long  atory  about 
the  gnerancas  of  this  Catholic  clergyman. 
WIkd  that  atory  wan  commewsedf  t»  ex- 
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pectcd  to  hear  that  the  person  whoso  peti- 
tion vitA  presented  had  not  received  just- 
ice ut  the  hands  of  the  constituted  courts 
of  law  of  the  country;  but  it  appeared 
that  he  brought  his  uciion,  and  that  a  ver- 
dict was  given  io  his  favour.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  did  not  tell  them  ex- 
actly what  that  verdict  was,  but  he  con- 
cluded that  the  benefit  of  ijiut  verdict,  as 
BgBiost  his  libeller,  was  received  from  the 
justice  of  his  country.  But  because  a 
Church  not  recognised,  not  paid,  not 
established  by  the  Government  of  this 
country — because  that  Church  chose  to 
interfere  with  this  person,  a  member  of 
its  own  body,  for  having  (aa  the  petitioner 
alleged)  sought  redress  in  one  of  the 
courts  of  law — though  it  did  not  apjicar, 
from  anything  else  than  what  the  oohlc 
and  learned  Lord  had  stated,  that  that 
was  the  real  cause— hecause  bis  own 
Church,  fur  some  reason  or  other,  thought 
St  to  dispossess  him  from  the  living  which 
he  had  previously  held,  their  Lordships 
«ere  culled  upon  to  interfere  and  to 
afford  redress.  Did  their  Lordships  con- 
fer the  living  u|ion  him?  Had  they  the 
power  either  of  teling  it  from  him,  or  of 
conferring  It  upon  him  ?  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  described  all  the  Roman 
Catholics  in  Ireland  aa  aliens  in  blood,  in 
rcIigioD,  uuiI  in  disposition.  Were  their 
Lordships,  then,  entitled  to  regulate  their 
spiritual  concerns? — because  it  came  to 
that.  Were  their  Lordshipa  to  Interleiv 
in  the  exercise  of  the  Church  discipline, 
OI  in  the  spiritual  aifairs  of  those  who  re- 
ceived no  temporal  or  secular  advantagea 
froui  the  Government  of  the  country  f  As 
fur  as  be  understood  the  present  petition, 
it  appeared  to  him  to  be  one  which  their 
Loraabips  could  not  properly  receive.  But 
whether  they  chose  to  receive  it  or  not,  t^ 
ihi*  he  VM  certain — it  waa  one  upon 
which  their  Lordships  ought  not  and 
could  not  act.  For  even  supposing  it 
were  more  consistent  with  the  usages  of 
the  House,  their  Lordships  would  recollect 
that  it  complained  of  a  grievance  received 
by  one  man  at  the  hands  of  another,  and 
thev  would  alao  remember  that  that  House 
had  no  original  jurisdiction,  even  if  it 
were  a  question  bttwcen  ProtcBtant  and 
Protestant,  and  still  less  when  it  was  a 

Juestion  between  a  Catbdic  prieat  and  a 
Catholic  archbishop.  He  always  auffeted 
pun  when   any  person   felt  himtelf  ag- 

Srieved,  and  came  to  Parliament  for  ro- 
rcss,  that  Parliament  should  not  entertain 
bU  wmpluot.    But  itill  bo  (bought  their 
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Lordaliips  should  pause  tuid  consider  be- 
fore tbey  received  a  eomplaint  of  such  a 
nature  as  that  contained  in  the  present 
petition.  Tf  this  complaint  were  enter- 
txuoed,  it  would  be  impossible  to  refiisc  b 
like  indulgence  to  others ;  and  were  their 
Ixirdsbips  really  to  enter  into  the  question 
of  bow  far  the  Church  of  Rome,  in  the 
discipline  of  its  membersj  was  actuated 
by  correct  and  proper  principles  ? 

The  Earl  of  Wicklon  said,  if  the  noble 
Baron,  who  had  jast  sat  down,  was 
astonished  at  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
for  presenting  the  petition,  he  was  in  no 
degree  less  surprised  at  the  lone  which 
the  noble  Baron  had  adopted.  He  had 
understood,  or  at  least  had  alwaf  s  believed, 
that  it  was  the  duly  of  every  Member  of 
that  House  not  to  refiise  to  present  any 
petition  properly  and  resjiectfully  worded, 
from  any  oppressed  person  in  the  country, 
if  the  constitution  of  the  realm  did  not 
aJFord  that  individual  redress  in  any  other 
quarter.  When  it  was  clearly  evident 
tnat  a  persnn  had  been  grossly  injured, 
and  when,  under  the  constitution  of  the 
country,  there  was  no  court  to  which  he 
could  ajipeal  for  redress,  he  f  Lord  Wick- 
low)  maintained,  notwithstanding  the  doc- 
trine of  the  noble  Baron,  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  a  Member  of  their  Lordships' 
House  to  bring  the  subject  under  their 
Lordships'  consideration.  The  petitioner, 
in  the  present  instance,  bad  requested  him 
(Lord  WicltJow)  to  support  the  prayer  of 
bis  petition,  and  he  certainly  did  so  with 
the  most  unfeigned  alacrity.  He  felt  that 
the  petitioner  had  been  most  severely  and 
most  unjustly  treated — that  a  tyrannical 
power,  unknown  to  the  constitution  of  the 
country,  had  been  exercised  upon  him  ; 
and  for  no  other  reason  upon  earth  than 
that  he  had  presumed  to  exercise  the  birth- 
right of  every  British  subject.  Was  it  to 
be  endured  that  any  British  subject  should 
be  deprived  of  tlie  means  of  support  at  the 
will  or  dictation  of  any  individual,  and 
that  solely  because  he  dared  to  appeal  to 
the  laws  of  his  country  in  a  civil  case  ?  The 
petitioner  bad  shown  him  testimonials  of 
character  from  some  of  the  most  distin- 
guished members  of  his  own  Church,  and 
especially  from  the  Roman  Catholic  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  his  own  county,  Sir  Patrick 
Bellaw,  who  deeply  lamented  the  injury 
be  had  sustained,  and  strongly  condemned 
the  means  by  which  that  injury  had  been 
inflicted.  It  was  truly  surprising  that 
the  noUe  Baron  (Holland),  profeasing  as 
fu  did  Whig  and  Ubenl  principles,  shmld 


be  the  first  to  raise  his  voice  against  the 
reception  of  a  petition  coming  from  an 
individual  claiming  redress  in  the  only 
coort  in  which  he  coald  now  hope  to  ob- 
tain it.  When  the  TRisoner  waited  unoa 
him  to  communicate  nis  complaint,  ana  to 
ask  his  support,  the  Srst  question  he  pat 
to  him  was,  "  Why  do  you  not  appeal  to 
those  persons  who  profess  to  be  the  repre- 
sentatives oi  your  own  persuasion  ?  Why 
do  you  not  appeal  to  some  of  those  great 
patriots  of  yoar  own  couritiy,  who  declare 
themselves  to  be  friends  of  the  oppressed 
—who  are,  in  fact,  the  representatives  of 
the  Order  to  which  you  belong — who  owe 
their  seats  in  Parliament  to  the  support 
which  they  receive  from  those  of  your 
persuasion?  Surely,  the  matter  would 
come  with  greater  weight  before  Parlia- 
ment if  it  were  introduced  by  one  of  those 
in  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature." 
But  these  individuals  knew  too  well  the 
dangers  to  which  they  were  cxpoainjf 
themselves ;  tbey  would  not  venture  to 
bring  upon  themselves  the  censure  of  those 
through  whose  instrumentality  they  ob- 
tained their  entrance  into  Parliament.  He 
had  in  his  possession  tlie  answer  of  the 
individual  who  considered  himself  the 
representative,  not  only  of  the  Catholics, 
but  of  the  whole  body  of  the  Irish  people, 
it)  which  he  refused  mdienantly  to  under- 
take the  case  of  the  petitioner,  asfiigning 
as  ■  reason  that  be  (the  petitioner)  ought 
rather  to  submit  to  any  injury  which  the 
discipline  of  the  Church  nii^ht  bring  npon 
him,  than  attempt  tn  obtain  redress  from 
the  ordinary  tribunals  of  the  country.  In 
acting  otherwise,  the  petitioner  showed 
that  he  trusted  rather  to  the  fairness  of 
the  British  public  than  to  the  justice  of 
those  of  his  own  community.  He  thought 
an  application  of  the  kind  cxtremelv  well- 
timed,  now  that  penions  of  the  tloman 
Catholic  persuasion  were  endeavouring '  to 
impose  upon  the  country,  by  making  tbem 
believe  that  the  doctnnes  they  professed 
in  no  way  interfered  with  the  enjoyment 
of  civil  rights  and  civil  privileges.  It  was 
well  that  the  country  should  have  an  op- 
portunity of  seeing  what  was  the  real  des- 
potism of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  In 
nis  opinion  it  was  the  bounden  duty  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  to  jvesent  tba 
petition. 

Viscount  Melbourne  observed  that  both 
the  noble  Lords  had  allowed  that  tba 
House  could  do  Nothing  in  the  case  m 
question.     The  petition  wasfrom  a  Romati 
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been  treated  with  great  injastice  by  his 
■uperior,  who  had  dismisKd  him  from  his 
eccleaiaslical  stRtioD,  and  that  he  had  not 
been  restored  by  the  successor  to  that 
superioTiiiotwithstaadingthe  rescript  which 
had  proceeded  from  ibe  highest  anthority 
in  the  Homish  Church.  It  was  clear, 
therefore,  that  the  questioD  was  entirely 
one  of  ecclesiastical  discipline.  But  the 
noble  Earluid,  the  petition  was  an  appeal 
to  public  opinion  through  that  House ; 
Uiat  was,  in  other  words,  that  the  peti- 
tioner stated  alleged  facts  in  censure  of 
the  conduct  of  another  person, undercover 
of  a  petition  to  that  House,  into  the  me- 
rits of  which  petition  the  House  could  not 
enter.  Now,  although  he  (Lord  Mel- 
bourne) could  not  in  all  respects  reprobate 
snch  a  mode  of  proceeding,  yet  he  could 
not  put  it  out  of  his  consideration  that  it 
might  be  carried  further  in  other  cases, 
and  indeed  to  an  extent  that  would  prove 
very  inconvenient.  Under  these  circum- 
stances he  doDbted  the  prudence  and 
policy  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  in 
presenting  such  a  petition.  There  was 
one  observation  made  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  to  which  he  wished 
briefly  to  advert.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  read  from  some  documents  proceed- 
ing from  the  episcopal  authorities  of  the 
Romish  Church,  the  titles  ofiBisbops  and 
ArchbisliopB,  and  then  contended,  [hat  the 
use  of  such  titles  was  a  violation  of  one  of 
the  clauses  of  the  Act  for  removing  the 
disabilities  of  Roman  Catholics.  Now  he 
apprehended  that  the  clause  in  questioi 
only  prohibited  those  titles  from  being 
taken  in  ordinary  style.  To  abolish  their 
use  in  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  would 
he  10  abolish  that  Church  itself;  for  to 
that  Church  the  existence  of  episcopal 
ordination  and  episcopal  authority  was  ' 
dispensable.  In  the  internal  discipline 
the  Romish  Church,  the  use  of  episcopal 
titles,  and  the  exercise  of  episcopal  au- 
thority, were  essential. 

The  Duke  of  Wellinglon  must  say,  that 
the  objections  which  had  been  made  to 
the  character  of  this  petition,  appeared  to 
him  to  be  most  extraordinary ; 
above  all,  'it  appeared  to  him  to 
most  extraordinary  that  the  noble  Baron 
opposite,  of  all  persons  in  th«  world, 
should  object  to  a  petition  from  an 
individual  with  reference  to  a  subject  on 
which  be  could  have  no  redress  in  any 
other  quarter  ;  for,  if  he  were  not  greatly 
mistaken,  he  had  heard  the  noble  Lord 


himself  presAnt  «  petition  from  certain 
clergymen  of  the  diocese  of  Peterborough, 
complaining  of  the  questions  put  to  them 
by  the  Bishop  of  that  diocese  preparatory 
to  ordination.  But,  at  all  events,  he  had 
never  heard  such  an  opinion  expressed  by 
any  one  (the  noble  Viscount  had  been  too 
prudent  and  discreet  to  express  it)  as  that 
expressed  by  the  noble  Baron,  that  the 
petition  ought  not  to  he  received.  Would 
the  noble  Baron  move  as  an  amendment 
to  his  noble  and  learned  Friend's  motion, 
"  that  the  petition  be  rejected  V  For 
that  was  the  course  which  the  noble  Beroa 
ought  to  take,  if  he  seriously  thought  that 
the  petition  ought  not  to  he  received.  It 
was  very  true  that,  as  the  noble  Baron 
had  said,  that  House  could  not  take  any 
steps  to  redress  the  grievance  of  which  the 

Ctitioner  complained  ;  but  he  had  never 
ard  of  any  instance,  and,  in  his  opinion, 
the  noble  Baron  would  be  unable  to  find 
any  instance,  of  the  rejection  of  a  petition 
to  their  Lordships,  respectfully  worded, 
only  because  no  ulterior  steps  could  be 
taken  respecting  it.  The  noble  Baron 
said,  that  in  some  former  debate  in  that 
House  bis  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
talked  of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  as 
aliens  in  religion,  aliens  in  feeling,  aliens 
in  principle  to  the  rest  of  the  country. 
But  he  (the  Duke  of  Wellington)  begged 
to  ask  their  Lordships  whether,  if  the  cir- 
cumstances which  had  been  stated  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  respecting  the 
present  petitioner  were  true,  bis  noble  and 
learned  Friend  was  not  justified  in  speak- 
ing of  the  RomanCathoIic  clergy  of  Ireland 
as  he  bad  spoken  of  them  ?  He  wanted  to 
know  whether  an  inhabitant  of  this  empire, 
going  to  Rome  on  a  subject  of  this  kind, 
and  thereby  appealing  to  a  foreign  tri- 
bunal, was  not  in  the  state  which  had 
been  described  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  ?  He  would  now  advert  to  some 
of  the  ai^uments  which  had  been  used  by 
the  noble  Viscount.  The  noble  Viscount 
asserted,  that  the  Act  of  Pariiament  for 
relieving  Roman  Catholics  from  civil 
disabilities,  could  not  be  supposed  to 
prohibit  the  use  of  certain  titles  used  by 
certain  persons  in  the  exercise  of  their 
religious  authority,  because,  forsooth,  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  was  an  Epis- 
copal Church,  and,  therefore,  that  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  to  use  Epis- 
copal titles  in  its  administration.  But 
did  we  never  hear  of  Roman  Catholics  in 
any  other  part  of  the  world  but  Ireland  ? 
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The  Ian  bad  forbiddeo,  and  hadsaceeeded 
in  preventiag,  the  use  of  eplicopal  titln 
bv  thii  Roman  Calholici  in  £ng;1aad  ;  but 
afibougli  the  law  bad  equally  forbidden, 
it  had  not  lucceded  in  prerenliag,  the  use 
of  episcopal  titles  by  the  Roman  Cathglics 
in  Ireland.  The  Uw,  the  execution  of 
which  at  present  rested  in  the  hands  of  the 
noble  VitcQunt,  was,  it  appeared,  not  suc- 
ceasful  in  preventing  the  use  of  epiacopal 
titles  by  the  Roman  Calholics  In  Ireland  7 
The  use  of  these  titles  had  been  abolished 
in  this  country,  and  ou(;ht  to  be  abolished 
in  Ireland, 

The  Marqaess  of  Lcaudowne  observed, 
that  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Duke 
showed  the  inconvenience  of  entertaining 
such  petitions  as  that  which  had  beea 
presented  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord ; 
for  the  noble  Duke  justiRed  the  terms  in 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  re- 
aently  spoken  of  the  great  bulk  of  the 
population  of  Ireland,  by  assuming  the 
accuracy  of  the  statement  made  in  the 
petition — a  statement  resting  on  no  au- 
thoritT  but  that  of  the  petitioner  himself. 
Now  how  was  it  possible  to  know  whether 
that  statement  was  accurate  or  not,  except 
they  were  prepared  to  enter  into  an  inquiry 
on  the  subject.  Did  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  propose  or  invite  such  an  inquiry? 
Did  the  noble  Earl  opposite  propose  or  in. 
vit«  such  an  inquicy?  And  yet  their  I^rd' 
•liips  were  told,  thai  this  was  an  appeal  to 
public  opinion  made  through  iheir  Lord- 
ships, although  that  assertion  was  unac- 
companied by  any  proposal  to  inquire  into 
the  veracity  of  the  assertions.  But  it  was 
on  the  assumption  of  that  veracity  alone 
that  the  noble  DuLe  could  think  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  juitiBed  in  the  never-l 
be-forgotten  taunts,  which  he  had,  on  a 
late  occasion,  thrown  out  against  the  bulk 
of  the  population  in  Ireland.  In  his  opi- 
nion, tne  noble  and  learned  Lord  would 
have  exercised  a  sound  discretion  if  he  had 


right  to  take  inch  a  atep,  than  any  of  th«ii 
Lordships'  servants,  or  tenants,  would  have, 
althougn  their  case  might  be — as  possibly 
the  present  case  was — one  of  grant  hard- 
ship and  injustice.  He  was  much  surprised 
at  the  comparison  which  had  been  mada 
by  the  noble  Duke,  lietween  the  preeent 
petition  and  the  petition  complaining  of 
the  questions  put  by  the  Bishop  of  Peter- 
borough tocandidates  for  ordination.  Was 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  an  Esublished 
Church?  Were  we  to  interfere  with  a 
Church  which  we  neither  recognised  nor 
paid,  because  we  had  a  right  to  interfere 
with  the  discipline,  emoluments,  and  pos- 
sessions of  a  Church  which  we  both  recog- 
nized and  paid  ?  We  had  no  right  wliaU 
ever,  to  interfere  with  the  discipline  of  any 
Church  which  we  neither  recognised  nor 
paid  unless  that  Church  were  guilty  of 
some  contravention  of  public  law.  The 
petitioner  in  the  present  case '  had  « 
remedy  at  law.  That  remedy  he  had 
sought  and  obtained.  Whether  the  peti- 
tioner had  been  unjustly  treated  or  not,  ha 
(Lord  Lftosdowne),  having  beard  only  aa 
ex  parte  statement,  could  not  say ;  but 
this  he  would  say,  that  if  their  Lordships 
received  this  petition,  they  could  not  refuse 
the  petition  of  any  other  clergyman  of  th« 
Roman  Catholic  religion,  who  complained 
of  his  superior.  This  might  be  attended 
with  great  inconvenience.  At  the  same 
time,  if  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  pressed 
the  reception  of  the  petition,  he  (Lord 
Lansdowne)  would  not  oppose  it;  for  it 
certainly  was  his  opinion  that  great  latitude 
ought  to  be  allowed  with  respect  to  peti- 
tions, however  it  might  be  ultimately  ia> 
convenient  and  even  mischievous. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  wished  to  ex- 
plain what  he  had  said  respecting  the  pe- 
tition presented  against  the  Bishop  of 
Peterborough.  He  did  not  dispute  the 
right  of  their  Lordships  to  inquire  into  any 
subject,  the  consideration  of  which  might 


declined  presenting  this  petition.     As  to  i  be  submitted  to  them  in  a  petition.     But 
the  rejection  of  the  petition,  the  House  had  |  there  ought  to  be  something  like  prudenca 


Ihe  right,  if  they  chose  to  exercise  it,  of 
refuiing  to  receive  any  peiitioo.  If  they 
received  this  petition,  and  acted  consist- 
ently, ihey  must  receive  all  petiiions  frum 
persons  who  were,  or  fancied  they  were, 
agtfrieved  by  others :  and  where  would  that 
end?  Were  all  persons  in  subordinate 
situations,  stewards,  clerks,  and  others, 
compluiningof  the  conduct  of  their  supe- 
riors, to  have  the  privilege  of  making  that 


and  propriety  on  the  part  of  the  pelitionersi 
and  certainly,  the  subjects  of  the  question 
which  a  Bishop  might  think  fit  to  put  to 
candidates  for  ordination,  was  as  improper 
and  imprudent  a  subject  for  a  petition  aa 
could  be  imagined. 

I^rd  Holland  begged  permission  to  say 
a  few  words  in  answer  to  the  personal  ob- 
sorvatjons  whiih  liadbeen  made  upon  hiai 
by  tiie  noble  Duke.     There  was  nothing 


House  the  channel  of  an  appeal  to  the  !  analogous  in  the  two  petiiions  in  question, 
public  OD  their  cases ?   They  nad  no  more  <  The   noble   Duke  said  that  the  petition 
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whioh  he  (Lord  Hollmd)  presented  igainst  points  of  the  Catholic  rol^ion,  and  who 
th«  Biibop  oT  Peterborough  for  putting  vas  brought  to  an  untimely  end  by  the 
ceit«ia  question!  to  candidates  for  ordine-  |  oppression  and  tyranny  of  a  Catholic  Pre- 
tion,  WBS  improper  end  imprudent.  IT  the!  late.  It  was  endeavoured  to  raise  pro- 
noble  Duke  would  look  back  to  the  cir-  ceedings  Ju  hii  favour,  but  the  inteiference 
■umilanceaoftbatCBse,  he  would  iind  they    came  loo  late.     In  the  present  case,  ibeie 


were  these,  tliat  the  Uw  of  the  lan<l  re- 
quired certain  qualiticationB  and  testimo- 
nials from  the  candidates  for  ordination, 
and  that  the  Bishop  introduced  others, 
which  he  was  not  authorised  to  introduce. 
But,  in  the  present  case,  was  (here  any 
allegation  of  a  departure  from  the  law  of  ;  petitioned 
the  laud  }  Did  the  law  of  the  land  declare  '  for  end  obtai 


a  tyranny  beyond  the  reach  of  the 
law;  and  as  one  of  t!ie  Representative 
Peers  of  Ireland,  he  could  not  conaent  to 
the  withdrawing  of  (he  petition. 

Viscount  DuHcannan  observed,  that  in 

the  first  instance  the  gentleman  who.  now 

Lordships     did    apply 

hicb  a  court 


that  a  Roman  Catholic  Bishop  should  not  i  of  law  could  afibrd  him.  He  had  been 
dismiss  any  Roman  Catholic  clergyman  '  chaplain  to  the  titular  Archbishop,  Dr. 
from  the  exercise  of  his  functions?  The  ,  Kelly,  and  Dr.  Keily  removed  him  from 
noble  Duke  had  said,  that  of  all  men  in  the  '•  that  situation.     Could  the  House  interfere 


world,  he  (Lord  Holland)  was  the  last  from 
whom  he  should  have  expected  an  objec- 
tion to  receive  this  petition.  Now,  at  all 
times,  whether  sitting  on  one  side  of  the 
House  or  the  other,  he  had  always  ex- 
pressed an  opinioa,  that  every  petition 
ought  to  be  feceived,  which  was  couched 
in  respectful  laoguage,  and  which  did  not 
Mlate  to  subjects  of  which  the  House  had 
BO  cogniaance.  For  many  years  that 
House  had  enjoyed  d»  facto,  though  per- 
baps  not  tU  jvrt,  an  original  jurisdiction 
between  one  man  and  another.  But  in 
every  case  like  that  which  he  had  just 
described,  where  a  petition  referred  to  a 
*  subject  of  which  the  House  had  no  cogni- 
zance, he  had  always  refused  to  present 
such  petition;  and  he  had  recommended 
a  similar  course  to  other  noble  Lords  placed 
in  similar  circumstances.  Suppose  any  of 
tbeir  Lordships  were  to  dismiss  an  old  ser- 
vant for  having  brought  an  action  of  which 
Uiey  disapproved,  would  that  aervaut  be 
entitled  to  present  a  petition  complaining 
of  his  dismissal  ?  How  could  they  enforce 
rights,  theexistenceof  which  was  notac- 
knowledged  by  the  law  7  He  would  not, 
liowever,  press  his  opposition  to  the  recep> 
tioB  of  the  petition  to  a  division,  bulshould 
be  aatisfied  with  saying  "  Not  content." 

The  Uatquess  of  Weslmealk  denied  that 
there  was  any  thing  in  Ihe  petition  which 
should  disincline  their  Lordiiiips  to  receive 
it.  The  intolerant,  inqtiisitariBl,  and  ty- 
rannical spirit  of  the  Church  of  Rome  was 
well  known ;  and  the  object  of  the  peti- 
tion, as  of  many  other  petitions,  was  to 
obtain  redress  for  an  unjust  act  which  the 
law  could  not  reach.  The  noble  Baron 
might  lacolleot  tlie  ca&e  of  the  rev. 
Charles  O'Connor  Beg,  a  Catholic  priest, 
who  wrote  on  the  veto,  aod  on  several 


such  a  matter  as  that?  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  spoke  of  the  high  character 
which  the  petitioner  had  received  from  the 
Catholic  Lord-Lieutenant  of  his  county.  It 
was  very  true,  that  the  petitioner  had  ap- 
plied to  that  gentleman  for  a  character, 
bat  he  (Lord  Duncannon)  was  authorised 
to  say,  that  that  character  was  not  given 
with  aDV  view  of  its  being  brought  forward 
in  that  House,  and  that  in  giving  it,  there 
was  no  intention  to  countenance  the  object 
which  the  petitioner  now  had  in  view. 

The  Eail  of  Wiclihw  remarked,  that  the 
Catholic  Lord -lieutenant  in  question  knew 
alt  the  circumstances  of  the  petitioner's 
case,  and,  therefore,  that  his  giving  the  pe- 
tioner  a  high  character,  was  a  tacit  approval 
of  his  conduct  in  those  circumstances.  He 
could  state,  that  the  Catholic  titnlar  Bishop 
of  London,  notwithstanding  his  knowledge 
of  the  facts,  had  given  the  petitioner  leave 
to  eaercise  his  functions  in  every  chapel  in 
his  diocese. 

Viscount  7>uncannn»  replied,  that  so 
far  was  the  Catholic  Lord -lieutenant  in 
question  from  approving  of  Ihe  conduct  of 
the  petitioner  in  the  circumslaoces  which 
occasioned  his  removal,  that  he  approved 
of  the  removal. 

Viscount  Malbourne  observed  that,  as 
so  much  had  been  said  upon  the  subject,  it 
would  be  but  fair  to  read  to  their  Lordships 
a  letter  from  Dr.  Crolly  respecting  it.  The 
noble  Viscount  read  the  letter.  It  stated 
that  Dr.  Kelly  had  been  informed  that  Mr, 
Sergeant  Jackson  was  about  lo  present  a 
petition  to  the  House  of  Commons  from 
the  petitioner,  and  as  it  was  probable  that 
reference  would  be  made  to  the  circum- 
stances of  Ihe  case,  Dr.  Crolly  thought  it 
right  to  dechre,  first,  that  the  petitioner 
never  bad  a  living,  but  was  chaplain  to 
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Uie  Bishop,  and  vas  only  administrator  to 
a  parish ;  secondly,  that  he  had  dragged 
a  vorthy  clergyman  berora  a  court  of  jus- 
tice, where  he  bad  obtained  only  a  farthing 
damages,  and  was  adjudged  to  pay  the 
CMti ;  thirdly,  that  his  conduct  on  that 
occasion  was  universally  disapprored  of, 
and  that  hta  removal  from  the  office  of 
administrator  vaa  confirmed  by  the  proper 
authority ;  fourthly,  that  he  (Dr.  Crolly) 
had  offered  htm  the  choice  of  three  cura- 
cies before  two  Catholic  priests,  who  were 
prepared  to  give  evidence  that  he  con- 
temptuously refused  them  all ;  fifthly,  that 
at  the  last  conference  at  Dtindalk,  he  (Dr. 
Crolly)  had  offered  to  confirm  the  petitioner 
aa  the  associate  of  any  parish  priest,  but 
that  he  refused  to  be  so  associated ;  and 
the  parish  priests  were  as  unwilling  to  be 
appointed  with  hiro,  as  he  was  to  be  asso* 
ciated  with  them.  These  statements  he 
hoped  would  satisfy  the  minds  of  their 
LordshipB  with  respect  to  the  merits  of 
the  case. 

Lord  Lyndkurif  trusted  their  Lordships 
would  allow  him  a  few  words  in  explana- 
tion. With  respect  to  the  allusion  of  a 
noble  Marquess,  to  what  he  (Lord  Lynd- 
hurst)  had  said,  or  was  supposed  to  have 
said,  on  a  former  occasion,  he  could  assure 
the  noble  Marquess  and  the  House,  that  he 
was  never  disposed  to  sbrtnlc  from  the  re- 
sponsibility  attached  to  any  expressions 
which  be  had  really  used,  and  least  of  all 
was  he  disposed  to  do  so  on  the  present 
occasion.  With  respect  to  the  present 
petition,  what  other  course  could  he  have 
pursued  than  that  which  he  bad  taken  ?  A 
gentleman  csme  to  him,  told  him  that  he 
had  been  unjustlv  and  oppressively  treated 
by  an  individual  fiaring  authority  over  him. 
That  gentleman  produced  the  highest 
testimonials  to  his  character,  even  from  the 
individual  from  whom  he  bad  received  the 
injury.  By  that  individual  he  was  declared 
to  be  insignem  mIo,  pietate  el  doclrma. 
Another  document  from  the  same  indivi- 
dual, after  the  transaction  in  which  the 
whole  afTair  originated,  also  contained  the 
highest  eulogiums  on  the  petitioner's  cha- 
racter. Under  such  circumstances  was  it 
possible  that  he  could  refuse  to  present 
the  petition?  But  it  had  been  said,  that 
the  statement  in  the  petition  was  only  the 
statement  of  the  petitioner.  Why,  what 
was  the  statement  in  any  petition,  but  the 
statement  of  the  petitioner?  But  in  the 
present  case,  he  found  the  statement  of  the 
petitioner  vouched  for  by  the  very  person 
of  whom  the  petitioner  complained.     He 
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was  glad  to  sec  the  noble  Viscount  readii^ 
the  petition,  and  he  would  now  ask  that 
noble  Lord  if  he  had  stated  the  facts  or 
not?  Had  he  attempted  to  give  them  a 
false  colour  ?  Had  he  done  more  than  it 
was  his  duty  to  do,  namely,  to  state  to 


as  he  could,  the  substance  and  the  prayer 
of  the  petition  ?  The  noble  Viscount 
seemed  rather  to  have  mistaken  the  mean- 
ing of  the  clause  in  the  Act  for  removing 
the  civil  disabilitiea  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics, to  which  his  noble  Friend  (the  Duke 
of  Wellington)  had  alluded.  The  clause 
ran  thus — "Be  it  therefore  enacted,  that 
from  and  after  the  commencement  of  this 
Act,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  any  person  other 
than  the  person  thereunto  authorised  by 
law,  to  assume,  or  use  the  name,  style,  or 
title  of Archbishop  ?"  No ; — "  Arch- 
bishop of  a  province ;  Bishop  ?  No  ; 
"  Bishop  of  a  Bishopric."  It  was  not  a 
violation  of  the  law  to  assume  generally 
the  title  of  Archbisbop  or  Bishop ;  but  it 
was  a  violation  of  the  law  to  assume  the 
title  of  "  ArcbbisboTi  of  any  province ;  or 
Bishop  of  any  Bisnopric  in  England  or 
Ireland."  That  was  the  statement  of  hit 
noble  Friend ;  and  to  that  statement  the 
observations  of  the  noble  Viscount  were 
not  an  answer.  If  the  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site wished  the  subject  to  be  investigated, 
he  (Lord  Lyndhurst)  was  quite  prepared 
to  enter  upon  that  investigation.  All  he 
now  asked,  however,  was,  that  the  petition 
might  lie  on  the  table. 

Lord  HoUemd  wished  to  know  if  their 
Lordships  were  to  understand,  that  if  any 
petition  were  to  be  presented  from  Dr. 
Crolly,  that  was  also  to  be  inquired  into  ? 
It  mi^t  be  that  a  petition  might  be  pre- 
sented  from  Dr.  Crolly  direcUy  contra- 
dicting the  statements  of  Mr.  Mul- 
holland. 

Lord  Lyndhvrit  said,  that  if  Dr.  Crolly 
signed  that  petition  as  Bishop  of  Armagh, 
be  should  object  to  its  being  received  [a 
lavgh]i  otherwise  he  should  never  object 
to  the  reception  of  a  petition  complaining 
of  injustice,  come  from  what  quarter  it 
might. 

The  Marquess  of  Lantdowne  asked, if  a 
petition  was  presented  from  Dr.  Ctolly,  aa 
Dr.  Crolty,  and  not  as  Archbishop  of 
Armagh  complaining  of  graat  injustice, 
would  it  be  received  ? 

The  Duke  of  WelUngton  spoke  to  order. 
It  was  irr^ular  to  ask  noble  Lords  how 
they  would  vole  on  a  hypothetical  case. 

The  petition  to  lie  on  the  table. 
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Malta.]  Mr.  Ewart  said,  that  he 
rose  to  pmeot  a  petition  from  tbe  clergy, 
nobility,  and  other  inhabitants  of  Malta, 
praying  for  a  redress  of  the  grievances 
under  which  Ibey  laboured.  As  the  sub- 
ject was  one  of  importance,  he  felt  it 
ois  duty  to  state  as  briefly  as  he  could 
the  grietances  of  which  the  petitioners 
complained,  and  the  remedies  for  which 
they  prayed.  The  grievances  that  af- 
fected the  Maltese  were  pretty  well 
known  in  that  House,  as  they  had  been 
the  subject  of  several  former  debates 
there,  and  he  trusted  that  the  period  was 
at  length  arrived,  beyond  which  the  cor- 
rection of  those  grievances  would  not  be 
delayed.  There  had  been  many  instances 
of  colonial  misgovernment  on  the  part  of 
this  country,  but  he  would  venture  to  ii 
that  the  hitherto  ill-conducted  govei 
mentof  Malta  had  been  pre>eminent  for 
its  mismanagement.  In  no  one  of 
colonies  was  to  be  found  such  a  number 
of  highly-salaried  officials,  whose 
ration  was  generally  in  the  inverse  ratio  of 
the  duties  which  they  had  to  perform. 
The  petitioners  complained  that  they  had 
long  wanted  a  Council  or  Legislative  As- 
sembly, and  that  under  the  old  Constitu- 
tion of  Malta  they  had  an  assembly  of 
that  description.  They  stated,  that  they 
petitioned  the  Crown  some  years  ago  for 
such  a  Council,  and  that  a  Council  was 
established,  consisting,  however,  of  only 
eight  persons,  tbe  majority  of  them  hold- 
ing office  under  the  Government,  and  the 
whole  of  them  being  under  Government 
influence  and  control.  They  stated,  that 
this  was  a  mere  mockery  of  the  assembly 
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that  they  had  sought  for,  and  the^  now 
prayed  that  such  a  Legislative  Assembly, 
constituted  upon  tbe  principles  of  tbe 
British  Constitution,  would  be  granted  to 
them.  The  nest  prayer  of  the  petitioners 
was,  that  they  should,  for  the  benefit  of 
the  population  tliere,  get  a  well-digested 
and  properly  compiled  code  of  laws,  the 
decisions  under  it  to  be  propounded,  not 
in  secret,  but  before  the  piitilic,  and  open 
to  public  inspection  and  animadversion. 
The  next  prayer  of  the  petition  was,  that 
ihey  should  enjoy  the  advantage  of  a  free 
press  in  Malta.  He  was  happy  to  say,  thai 
the  wise  liberality  of  his  hon.  Friend  at 
the  Colonial  Department  had  already  in- 
duced him  to  comply  with  this  demand  of 
the  people  of  Malta,  and  that  the  press 
there  was  now  free.  With  a  free  press  at 
their  command,  the  Maltese  would  not 
fail  to  make  known  their  grievances  and 
wants,  and  he  was  sure  that,  under  the 
present  Administration,  the  evils  of  that 
colony  would  be  redressed.  The  next 
prayer  was,  that  a  system  of  general  and 
popular  education  should  be  introduced 
into  Malta.  Under  a  former  Government 
a  University  had  been  established  at  Va- 
letta,  but  it  was  conducted  on  escluiive 
principles,  and  had  not  given  aatisfactiort 
to  the  people  at  large.  Tbe  petitioners 
nest  referred  to  the  restrictions  and  bur- 
dens which  fettered  and  injured  the  trade 
and  commerce  of  Malta.  Their  com- 
plaints on  that  head  well  merited  the 
attention  of  tbe  House.  The  supply  of 
grain  to  the  island  had  long  been  con- 
ducted under  a  complete  system  of  Go- 
vernment monopoly.  There  formerly  ex- 
isted an  institution  in  the  island  for 
supplying  the  inhabitants  with  grain.  The 
Government  had  taken  that  department 
under  its  control,  and  the  supply  was  now 
completely  in  the  hands  of  Government, 
The  petitioners  truly  stated,  that  the 
wants  of  tbe  population,  and  the  interests 
of  Malta,  required  that  there  should  be  a 
free  trade  in  grain.  He  (Mr.  Ewart) 
hoped  that,  under  the  auspices  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  this  unjust  institution  would  no 
longer  be  allowed  to  remain,  and  that  the 
merchants  and  inhabitants  of  Malta  would 
get  the  benefit  of  a  free  and  unrestricted 
commerce.  The  petitioners  further  com- 
plained, that  the  quarantine  laws  of  Malta 
were  different  from  those  established  in 
any  other  of  our  colonial  possessions. 
Under  our  general  cKilonial  law  our  mer- 
chnnts  and  traders  were  exempted  from 
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paying  any  thing  for  the  aupport  of  the 
Quarantine    eGtabliahmenta,    but   to   that 
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1  an  exceptio 


Our  merchants 


nnd  traders  there  were  obli|ed  to  pay  for 
the  quarantine,  which,  being  a  Govern- 
ment eslablishmctit,  should,  on  general 
principles,  be  maintained  by  the  Govern- 
ment. His  hon.  Friend  beside  him  would 
present  a  petition  from  the  merchants 
trading  to  Malta,  and  he  woald  no  doubt 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
commercial  policy  pursued  towards  that 
island.  Tt  appealed  to  him  obvious  that 
Malta  should  be  made  a  free  port  and 
entrepSt  for  our  commerce  in  the  Mediter- 
Tanean.  It  seemed  to  have  been  con- 
structed by  nature  for  such  a  purpose, 
and  upon  no  other  principle  could  the  go- 
vernment of  Malta  oe  conducted  with  ad- 
vantage to  the  inhabitants  and  the  empire 
at  large.  Since  this  petition  had  been 
forwarded  to  him,  he  had  learned  from  his 
hon.  Friend,  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  send  out  a  Commis- 
sion to  inquire  into  the  ifrierances  of  the 
Maltese,  and  to  suggest  the  remedies  that 
might  be  deemed  advisable  for  their  re- 
moval. On  the  part  of  the  petitioners,  he 
was  ready  to  assent  to  that  arrangement, 
upon  this  understanding,  however,  that 
the  Commission  should  be  based  upon  the 
principle  of  full  and  free  inquiry — that  no 
opposition  on  the  part  of  official  charac- 
ters in  Malta  should  be  allowed  to  stand 
in  its  way,  and  that  its  proceeding  ghould 
be  open  to  the  free  and  unrestricted  ob- 
servation of  the  public  press.  He  assented 
to  the  Commission,  he  repealed,  on  the 
understanding  that  it  should  be  conducted 
as  the  Commission  of  Municipal  Inquiry 
had  been  conducted  in  this  country — in 
open  court,  and  upon  the  gennioe  British 
principle  of  doing  Justice  to  all  parties. 
But  though  this  Commission  should  go 
out,  he  hoped  that  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  not  suspend  the  application 
of  remedies  to  such  evils  as  were  pressine, 
ond  required  immediate  amendment.  He 
trusted,  that  the  Government,  in  such  mat- 
ters, would  take  counsel  from  the  mcr- 
chanis  trading  to  Malta,  and  he  also 
hoped  that  there  would  be  no  objection  to 
the  Commission  reporting  from  lime  to 
time,  such  reports  to  be  laid  upon  tlie 
tabic  of  the  House.  Fnlertsinlng  the  con- 
fidence that  he  did  in  the  present  Colonial 
Government,  he  would  consent  to  the 
»-n<ling  out  of  this  Commission,  reserving, 
hnu'L'ver,   to   the  petitioners  the  power, 


should  the  Commissran  prove  nntalts&w. 
tory  to  them,  of  appekling  to  Parliament, 
and  bringing  th«  whola  of  their  griaviHCM 
before  the  House  of  Commons  md  the 
country. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Holland  said,  that  he  held  in  his 
hand  a  petition  from  the  merebanta  con- 
nected with  the  trade  to  Malta ;  and,  tt 
it  was  intimately  connected  with  that  jast 
read,  he  woald  taks  the  liberty  of  preaent- 
ing  it  now.  The  petitioners  prayed  the 
House  to  abolish  the  charges  levied  for 
quarantine,  and  to  render  the  trad*  with 
Malta  free  and  unrestricted.  These  peti- 
tioners had  been  olten  before  the  House 
on  this  subject,  and  it  was  only  a  few 
months  ago  that  they  had  presented  a  me- 
morial to  the  Colonial  Department  with 
regard  to  it.  On  that  occasion  they  had 
experienced  nothing  but  kindness  and 
courtesy,  end  since  he  had  come  into  the 
House  that  evening,  he  nnderstood  from 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  G.Orey) that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Oovemmant  to  make 
an  altemtioft  regnrding  the  corn  trade  of 
Malta;  indeed,  he  underaiood  the  hon. 
Baronet  to  aay,  that  it  was  the  intention  o( 
Government  no  longer  to  hiterfara  with 
the  grain  tradeof  that  island.  It  appeared 
from  the  returns  on  the  table,  that  the 
customs'  duties  collected  in  Malta,  fWim 
lass  to  1834,  amounted  to  97,797/. 
17i.  6d.  This  gave  an  average  of  about 
9,900/.  per  annum.  The  eipenees  of 
collection  during  that  period  amounted  to 
27,598/.,  which  reduced  the  net  annual 
revenue  derivable  from  the  enstoma  to 
7,04  W.  In  the  qnaraotine  department,  in 
IS34  the  amount  collected  was  3,7171, 
I  Bs.  2d.  The  expense  for  collectign  dar- 
ing that  year  was  4,727i.  14«.  6d.  This 
department  was  therefore  a  losing  concern. 
In  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  of 
1 830,  it  was  recommended  that  the  sala- 
ries, &c.,  in  Malts,  should  be  reduced  to 
the  amount  of  16,000/.  per  annnm.  If 
the  Government  would  act  upon  that  n- 
commendation,  (he  customs'  duties  there 
could  be  dispensed  with,  and  the  quaran- 
tine expenses  confined  to  the  collection  of 
duties  from  vessels  under  foreign  flags. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  table, 

Mr.  Hvine  presented  a  petition  fVom 
Charles  Vere,  who  had  been  imprisoned  In 
Malta  for  having  opened  a  school  without 
a  licence.  He  hoped  that  ihe  petitioner'n 
case  would  be  inquired  into. 

Sir  Oeorife  Orty  woiiM  briefly  stale  to 
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the  Honutbe  connewbkb  ike  OoTsrn- 
tOMit  had  wlopted  with  reipect  lo  the 
coatplaints  nma*.  Tbeif  had  found  that 
iDDCit  was  to  be  done.  In  the  lirst  place, 
th«re  was  but  one  press  in  the  island,  and 
that  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Goremment, 
ao  that  nothing  could  be  published  through 
the  press  but  with  the  sanction  of  Govern- 
■neot.  The  Government  had  kh,  thut  a 
minute  iiifiuiry  was  necessary,  and  with 
the  concurrence  of  Sir  F.  Ponsonby,  the 
Governor  of  Malta,  who  was  now  in  this 
country,  had  determined  lo  send  out  a 
Commiuion  to  inquire  into  the  several 
complaints  made.  They  thought  that  a 
Commission  on  the  spot  would  be  a  much 
more  effectual  mode  of  getting  at  the  facts 
of  the  case,  than  an  investigation  by  a 
Parliamentary  Committee.  As  to  the 
composition  of  that  Commission,  it  would 
be  such  as  no  objection  could  be  made  lo. 
With  respect  to  the  reduction  of  the  cus- 
toms' duties,  he  would  only  say,  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  sacrifjca  so  large 
an  amount  as  10,000/.  or  1 1,000/.  of  an- 
nual income,  until  it  was  ascertained 
what  nduations  of  expenditure  could  be 
-made.  For  th«  same  reason  he  could  not 
speak  at  present  as  to  the  reduction  of  the 
quarantine  charpfes.  In  Lord  Aberdeen's 
time  the  sum  of  3,000/.  of  qusrantine  ex- 
penditure had  been  chai^d  on  the  re- 
venues of  the  island.  He  thought  it 
would  be  impossible  lo  chsree  that  expen- 
diture on  the  consolidated  fund.  He  did 
'hope,through  the  inquiries  of  the  Commis- 
sion, to  effect  many  beneflcial  changes  in 
the  island,  but  it  would  he  impossible  to 
proceed  with  any  until  the  inquiry  bad 
been  made. 
The  petition  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Wakley 


Plaous  IK  London]  Mr. 
was  very  desirous  of  pulling  a  qi 
the  President  of  the  Board  nf  Trade,  and 
he  trusted  that  the  pressing  nature  of  the 
sub^t  would  be  a  sufficient  excuse  for 
now  intetterin^.  He  bad  last  night  been 
infotmed  that  Ave  persons  had  di^  of  the 
plague  in  Tot  ten  bam -court -road,  and  on 
his  T«tarn  home  he  met  a  gentleman  in 
extensiva  practice  neat  Bed  ford -nqu are, 
whom  he  asked  if  he  had  beard  of  these 
cases,  or  of  any  others  resembling  the 
plagoeT  The  gentleman  instantly  answer- 
ed in  Ihe  negative.  The  report,  however, 
"wa«  still  prevulent,  and  had  created  great 
alann,  and  it  was  material,  Ihererort',  that 
information    should   directly    be 
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given  to  the  public.  He  had  under- 
stood also  that  a  deputation  had 
waited  on  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  on  the  subject,  and  he  begeed  to 
know  of  that  right  hon.  Genlttman 
whether  it  were  true  that  the  disease  bad 
made  its  appearance,  or  whether  the  re- 
ports were  wholly  without  foundation. 

Mr.  PouUtt  Thomson  was  very  glud 
that  the  question  had  been  put,  as  it  was 
obvious  that  if  reports  of  such  a  nature 
were  in  circulation  they  could  not  be  loo 
soon  contradicted.  He  had  the  satisfac- 
tion  to  be  able  to  give  the  most  unqualified 
contradiction  to  the  rumour  which  he  wns 
informed  had  been  spread  through  the 
town.  He  must  add,  that  he  thought 
there  was  some  reason  to  complain  of  the 
qusrler  from  whence  the  ridiculous  rumour 
had  proceeded.  On  Friday  last  it  had 
come  to  his  knowledge,  from  several  coni- 
municalions,  that  such  a  report  was 
abroad,  and  it  hsd  been  traced  (o  a  medi- 
cal gentlemen,  who  bad  said  that  a  case 
of  the  plague,  or  several  cases,  had  occur- 
red in  London.  When  the  rumour  reached 
the  department  over  which  he  presided, 
further  inquiry  was  made,  and  a  letter  was 
written  to  the  medical  gentleman  on  the 
subject,  to  which  he  had  sent  a  reply. 
That  reply  be  held  in  his  hand,  and  would 
read  to  the  House;— 

"  Jo  reply  lo  the  inquiry  made,  I  have  the 
honour  to  state,  that  the  report  was  cnmmuni- 
caieii  10  me  by  a  medical  practitioner  an  Sun> 
day  week,  which  report  I  mentioned  in  one 
house  only  on  the  same  day,  and  not  since.  It 
was  not  ibal  isveral  cases  of  plague  had  occur- 
red at  the  London  Docks,  but  that  Mr.  Cooke, 
of  die  house  of  Shoolbred  and  Cooke,  drapers, 
Toilenham-couTl-road,  with  seven  assistants, 
had  died  from  opening  a  bale  of  goods  in  their 
warehouse,  and  that  it  was  suspected  they  had 
disd  ofths  plague.  The  medical  practitioner 
in  question,  knowing  that  I  had  paid  consider- 
able atteniion  lo  the  disease,  which  1  had 
witnessed  at  Constanllnople,  thought  that  Ihe 
report  would  interest  me,  and  wished  thai  I 
should  lake  pains  lo  examine  the  truth,  and 
investigate  Ine  particulars  of  it — an  object 
which  1  have  not  been  able  lo  accomplish,  in 
consequence   of  my   other  i 


Upon  the  recei|it  of  this  letter,  he  had 
at  once  requested  Sir  William  Pyni  lo 
make  the  necessary  inquiries.  He  did  so, 
and  he  found  that  Mr.  Cooke  was  the  hcnd 
of  the  firm.  It  was  a  large  wnrchouse 
eslnbiishment,  where  there  were  between 
seventy  and  eighlv  people  employed.  He 
found  that  the  head  of  this  establrshmcut 
G2 
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had  died  on  the  6m  of  May  of  a  brain 
fever,  and  that  sioce  that  time  there  had 
not  been  one  single  person  out  of  the 
seventy  or  eighty  employed  there  who  had 
been  ill,  except  one  young  man,  who  wan 
BuHeriiig  from  a  pulmonary  cpmplaint. 
He  must  say,  that  Tor  a  medical  gentleman 
to  propagate  a  rumour  of  this  kind,  add- 
ing that  the  kuonJedge  of  many  cases  of 
this  nature  was  in  hia  possessioa,  and  not  to 
call  ihe  attention  of  the  Government  to  it 
during  a  whole  week,  afforded  juat  grounds 
or  complaiat.  Having  made  this  public 
explanation,  in  order  to  prevent  the  con- 
tinuation of  any  alarm  that  might  have 
been  created,  he  must  at  the  same  time 
express  his  own  feeling  and  belief  (and  he 
was  sure  that  every  gentleman  who  heard 
him  would  participate  in  that  feeling  and 
belief)  that  it  was  the  duty  of  every  me- 
dical man  to  whom  any  report  of  so  alarm- 
ing a  character  as  that  mentioned  in  this 
letter  might  have  been  made,  at  once  to 
have  informed  the  Government  upon  the 
subject,  in  order  that  steps  might  have  been 
taken  to  ascertain  the  truth  of  it,  and  to 
quiet  the  public  mind  by  taking  such 
further  steps  as  might  have  been  deemed 
necessary,  it  was  true,  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  stated,  that  alarm  had  been 
raised,  end  that  a  deputation  from  the 
parish  had  waited  on  him  at  the  Council 
office  this  morning  in  considerable  alarm. 
He  also  understood  that  in  consequence  of 
the  reports  that  had  been  raised,  Messrs. 
Cooke  and  Shoolbred  had  suffered  very 
considerably,  aud  expected  to  suffer  more. 
They  had  been  wise  enough  to  offer  a  re- 
ward of  200/.  for  the  discovery  of  whoever 
was  the  original  author  of  the  calumny 
which  had  been  spread  against  them. 

Mr.  Wakley  expressed  his  satisfaction 
at  the  explanation  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  It  was  the  opinion  of  nine- 
tenths  of  the  medical  men  in  the  country 
that  the  plague  was  not  a  contagious  d' 
ease ;  but  even  if  it  were,  it  ought  not  in 
such  a  place  as  London  to  create  any 
alarm. 

Criuivai.  Laws.]  Mr.  EwartmoyeA 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  repeal  the 
law  which  admitted  the  fact  of  a  previous 
conviction  to  be  given  in  evidence  to  the 
jury  in  the  case  before  them.  It  might  be 
proper  that  the  fact  of  a  previous  convic- 
tion should  be  urged  after  conviction  in 
aggravation  of  punishment,  but  in  his 
opinion  it  was  most  unjust  to  the  accused, 


that  such  a  fact  should  be  brought  before 
the  Jury ;  for  It  could  not  possibly  assist 
them  in  coming  to  a  right  conclusion  as  to 
whether  he  was  guilty  or  not  guilty  of  the 
crime  for  which  he  was  now  upon  trial- 
He  proposed,  therefore,  in  conformity  with 
Ihe  opinion  of  many  hon.  Members,  and 
other  Gentlemen  connected  with  the  law, 
that  such  a  law  ought  not  to  be  allowed 
to  exist,  that  this  part  of  our  criminal 
code 'should  be  repealed. 

Mr.  Cttllar  Ferguason  said,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  Bill  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  ought  to  be  brought 
in,  for  he  agreed  with  him  in  thinking  the 
present  state  of  the  law  on  this  subject 
most  unjust. 

Sir  T.  Fremanlle  was  in  favour  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  proposed  to  be  brought 
in.  He  thought  the  fact  of  a  previous 
conviction  ought  to  be  known  to  the 
Judge,  that  he  might  appropriate  the 
punishment  accordiogly;  but  that  it 
ought  not  to  be  known  to  tbe  Jury,  as  it 
had  a  natural  tendency  to  create  a  pteju> 
dice  against  the  prisoner. 

Mr.  Roebuck  differed  from  the  hon. 
Member  (Sir  T.  Fremantle).  He  (Mr. 
R.)  thought  if  a  man  upon  trial  had  been 
convicted  before  of  a  similar  offence,  the 
fact  ought  to  go  to  the  Jury.  It  might,  in 
some  cases,  assist  them  in  determining 
upon  his  innocence  or  guilt  of  tbe  offence 
he  was  charged  with. 

The  Attorrteij  General  said,  he  should 
not  object  to  the  bringing  in  of  the  Bill. 
At  the  same  time  he  did  not  wish  to  be 
understood  as  pledging  himself  to  agree  in 
every  part  of  it.  He  thought  it  unjust, 
that  facts  not  immediately  connected  with 
the  offence  for  which  a  mau  was  on  trial, 
should  be  allowed  to  be  given  In  evidence, 
when  they  would  naturally  create  a  preju.< 
dice  against  him  in  the  minds  of  the  Jury. 
At  the  late  trial  of  Lacenaire,  in  France, 
facts  had  been  given  in  evidence  not  in 
the  slightest  deg;rBe  connected  with  tbe 
matter  of  which  he  was  accused,  but 
which  had  completely  poisoned  the  minds 
of  those  who  were  to  decide  upoit  his  fate. 
In  some  cases  it  was  well  kuown,  that  the 
Judge  had  the  power  of  increasing  the 
punishment  for  a  repetition  of  the  offence ; 
in  such  cases,  therefore,  it  might  he  neces- 
sary that  the  fact  of  a  previous  conviction 
should  be  known  to  the  Judge ;  but  he 
(The  Attorney  General)  did  not  think  it 
tight  that  such  a  fact  should  be  allowed  to 
goto  the  Jury,  tending,  as  it  most  certainly 
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did,  to  prejudice  their  minds  against  the 
prieoner. 

Sir  Eardley  Wilmot  agreed  with  what 
had  Tallen  from  the  Attorney  General,  and 
expressed  himself  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
which  the  hon.  Member  foi  liverpool 
asked  leave  to  bring  in. 

Sit  Robert  Peel  said,  he  had  rather  that 
the  Jury  should  know  the  fact  of  a  man's 
previous  conviction  then  the  Judge,  A 
man  was  allowed  to  give  his  former  good 
character  in  evidence;  why  should  a  man's 
bad  character  be  concealed  from  the  Jury, 
when  it  might  assist  them  in  coming  to  a 
right  conclusion  upon  the  case  before 
them>  In  Scotland  a  previous  conviction 
was  allowed  to  be  proved ;  why,  then, 
should  it  be  so  great  an  injustice  in  Eng- 
land T  In  the  English  law,  in  the  case  of 
a  rogue  and  vagabond,  or  one  who  was  in- 
corrigible,— the  facts  of  previous  convic' 
tions  were   to  be  given  in  evidence,   as 

Eroding  him  irreclaimable,  and  he  was  to 
e  dealt  with  accordingly.  He  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  most  say,  that  he  admired  the 
French  criminal  law,  except  in  one  respect, 
that  it  allowed  the  Judge  to  examine  wit- 
nesses, and  the  prisoners,  for  it  prevented 
him  from  maintaining  that  coolness  and 
impartiality  which  were  so  necessary  to 
the  administration  of  justice.  He  could 
not  see  why  so  great  care  should  be  taken 
to  throw  shields  around  the  guilty,  as 
some  hon.  Members  appeared  so  anxious 
to  do,  though  he  admitied  every  endeavour 
should  be  used  to  protect  the  innocent. 

Mr.  Pryme  agreed  In  much  that  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  but  he 
was  of  opinion,  that  the  fact  of  a  previous 
conviction  should  not  be  allowed  to  go 
before  a  Jury  to  prejudice  them  against 
the  prisoner. 
I^Bve  given, 

Mr.  BtrcKiiraHAM's  Claims.] 
Tulk  moved  that  the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee  appolnled  in  1834  to  inquire 
into  the  claims  of  Mr.  Buclcingham  to 
compensation  be  read.  This  having  been 
done,  the  hon.  Member  said,  that  it  was 
only  from  a  conviclion  of  the  justice  of 
Mr.  Buckingham's  claims  that  he  ventured 
again  to  appeal  to  the  House,  in  the  hope 
of  inducing  them  to  reverse  the  decision 
to  which  they  had  come  on  the  subject  of 
them.  The  hon.  Member  then  commented 
*t  some  length  upon  the  facts  contained 
in  the  Report,  end  upon  the  injustice 
vriUi  which  they  iboTved  that  Mr.  Buck- 
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ingham  had  been  treated,  and  after  inti- 
mating, that  if  be  succeeded  in  carrying 
his  Brst  motion,  he  should  afterwards 
move  that  the  sum  of  1 0,000/.  be  paid  out 
of  the  funds  of  the  Eait-India  Company, 

Compensation  to   Mr.  Buckingham  for 

i  Injury,  or  rather  destruction  which 
they  they  had  Inflicted  on  his  property  in 
India,  concluded  by  moving,  "that  this 
House  do  agree  to  the  resolutions  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  case  of  Mr, 
Buckingham,  as  reported  to  the  House  on 
the  14th  of  August,  1834." 

Major  Curteis  seconded  the  motion. 

Mr.  Vernon  Smith  said,  that  (here  was 
only  one  observation  in  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  brought  forward  this 
motion  in  which  he  could  concur — and 
that  was,  that  he  (Mr,  Tulk)  did  indeed 
owe  an  apology  to  the  House  for  bringing 
forward  this  question  again  after  it 
had  been  decided  against  him  in  this  ses- 
sion, when  the  whole  question  was  fully 
entered  Into.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  shown  the  slightest  ground  for  mulct- 
ing the  East-India  Company  In  a  penalty 
of  10,000i.  for  the  benefit  of  Mr.  Buck- 
ingham ;  and  in  making  that  proposition 
the  hon.  Mcmbgr  had  even  gone  beyond 
the  resolutions  of  the  Committee,  which 
had  carefully  abstained  from  staling  the 
sum  to  which  they  considered  Mr.  Buck- 
ingham entitled. 

Mr.  Poulter  supported  the  motion,  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  founded  on  tlie 
resolutions  of  the  Committee,  whichhad 
been  agreed  to  almost  unanimously. 

Mr.  Robinson  resisted  the  mo'tion,  on 
the  ground  that  the  House  had  no  juris- 
diction, and  could  not  erect  itself  into  a 
tribunal  to  decide  on  the  pecuniary  chims 
of  any  individual  as  against  the  East- 
India  Company. 

Mr.  Hume  admitted,  that  the  House  had 
no  jurisdiction  to  interfere  in  pecuniary 
matters  between  man  and  man,  or  between 
an  individual  and  a  public  company,  where 
any  other  competent  tribunal  existed  ;  but 
In  the  present  Instance,  there  being  no 
such  means  of  re  as,  he  should  support 
Mr.  Buckingham's    ppeal. 

Mr.  Richards  could  not  believe  that  iho 
House  had  no  jurisdiction  in  such  a  case. 
There  could  be  no  donbt  they  were  fully 
competent  to  entertain  the  claim  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sheffield,  and,  therefore, 
he  was  much  surprised  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr,  V.  Smith)  had 
thought  it  necessary  to  oppOM  the  preient 
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motioD  in  limine  on  technical  and  foTmal  ParlJameut.  But  the  rooic  blafld,  and 
groundB,  without  at  all  entering  into  the  .  mild,  and  soothing  hia  manner  here  may 
conaideration  of  iis  aubatential  merits.  |  be,  the  more  necessary  it  n  to  draw  the 
Mr,  Hogg*  spoke  aa  follows: — Having'  attention  of  the  House  to  the  ciicura- 
been  on  the  spot  during  the  whole  period  :  stances  which  compelled  the  local  govern- 
of  the  transaction  adverted  to,  perhaps  |  ment  of  India  to  visit  him  with  extreme 
the  House  will  kindly  grant  me  theirjndiil- I  severity.  The  hon.  Member  who  intro- 
gence  while  1  state  my  reasons  for  hoping  '  duced  this  motion  complained  of  the  stale 
that  these  resolutions  may  not  be  agreed  ;  of  the  House,  when  the  Bill  on  (his  sub- 
to,     I  think,  Sir,  that,  at   first,  a  stand    ject  was  rejected  this  Session,  and  said 

onght  to  have  been  made  upon  principle,      '        _     .  .     . 

and  that  the  appointment  of  the  Commit- 
tee ought  to  have  been  resisted.  But  as 
the  Committee  was  appointed,  and  hns 
reported,  I  think  the  question  ou»ht  to  be 
argued  on  tta  merits;  and  on  its  merits 
alone  I  am  prepared  to  meet  it,  abandon- 
ing every  objection  of  form.  I  contend 
that  the  Committee  have  reported  no  facts 
to  support  their  own  resolution  and  re- 
commendation. They  and  the  Gentlemen 
opposite  have  treated  this  matter  as  one 
which  consisted  of  one  offence  and  one 
punishment,  involving  in  its  consequences 
the  ruin  of  Mr.  Buckingham.  You  are 
told  that  the  Government  not  only  sent 
him  home,  but,  on  bis  departure,  adopted 
measures  to  suppress  Ills  paper  and  ruin 
his  fortunes,  1  deny  that  this  is  correct ; 
I  deny  that  when  he  was  required  (o  leave 
India,  Government,  either  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, said,  or  did  ani^thing  to  injure 
his  paper,  or  interfere  with  his  arrange- 
ments; and  upon  that  issue  I  am  willing 
lo  place  the  result  of  this  mction.  India 
and  Indian  afTaira  have  few  attractions, 
and  command  but  little  attention  or  inter- 
est; and  I  believe  that,  often  as 
ject  has  been  before  Parliament, 
ment  of  the  circumstances  has  evei 
been  made.  If  permitted  by  the  Hi 
'     "11  give  them  a  narrative  of  Mi    " 


that  the  friends  of  Mr.  Buckingham  wers 
not  then  in  attendance.  As  far  as  my 
memory  serves  me,  that  division  was  taken 
under  circumstances  peculiarly  calculated 
to  mark  the  sense  of  the  House.  Tha 
Bill  was  introduced  as  a  private  one,  but 
did  not  come  on  till  after  live  o'clock, 
when  public  business  of  some  importanca 
was  expected;  and  the  House  was,  in 
consequence,  crowded  —  [ffof  ffo!\  —  I 
mean  comparatively  crowded,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  numbers  usually  present  on 
the  discussion  of  private  business;  and  I 
will  venture  to  say,  that  the  division  thia 
Session,  rejecting  the  Bill,  is  the  largest 
that  ever  took  place  on  this  subject.  I 
have  premised  that!  will  urge  no  technical 
objection,  but  1  must  beg  the  attention  of 
the  House  lo  the  number  of  tribunals 
before  which  this  claim  has  already  been 
urged.  It  was  introduced  into  this  House 
as  a  public  Bill,  and  withdrawn,  1  admit, 
on  the  ground  of  form.  It  waa  Introduced 
this  Session,  as  a  private  bill,  and  rejected 
by  a  division  of  135  to  eighty-one.  It 
has  been  urged  before  the  Court  of  Oirec- 
inter-  I  tors,  a  body  constantly  changing,  ever 
I  sub-  I  since  1823,  and  has  always  bten  rejected, 
state-  ;  It  has'  aUo  been  urged,  during  the  same 
yet  period,  before  the  various  Commissioners 
for  the  Affuirs  of  India,  and  h.-ts  been  re- 
pudiated   by    them    all,    with    the  single 


ingham  and  TAeCa^cuffa  Journal.     I  see    exception    of    Lord    Glenelg. 

Mr.  Buckingham  opposite  ;   and  I    shall     brought,  with  the  united  influence  of 


feel  obliged  by  his  interrupting 
any  respect  misrepresent  or  overstate,  1 
do  not  wish  to  weary  the  House  by  un- 
necessarily reading  documents,  but  1  have 
with  me  the  evidence  adduced  before  the 
Committee,  and  am  prepared  to  prove  the 
correctness  of  every    statement    I    may 

make.     No  word  shall  intentionally   fall       _  _        _ 

from  me  calculated  to  reflect  perwinally    minently  dwelt  on  before  the  Committee, 


all 
Buckingham's  friend i,  before  the 
Court  of  Proprietor!,  and  rejected  by  a 
majority  of  279 ;  the  numbers  being  436 
to  157  :  and  if,  after  all  these  unsncceaa- 
ful  appeals,  the  hon.  Member  has  any  fair 
claim,  I  must  admit,  that  he  has  been  unfor- 
tunate indeed.  What,  Sir,  is  Mr.  Buck- 
ingham's flrst  and  great  grievance,  pro- 


1  his  evidence  and  stRtementB,  and  the 

'  one  upon  which   all  his  complaints  and 

meanor  of  that  Gentleman  in  this  House    claims  must  be  founded  ?    He  states,  that 

since  I  have  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in    he  arrived  tn  Calcutta  in  1B18,  and  that 

-  ,  believing  the  press  there  to  be  free,  and 

•  Bepubliibfd  ftwn  »  wnwled  Report,      i  ""m"'  »»'y  '» **«  witr»inti  irapowd  ky 
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tbe  EoglUb  l«v  of  tibel,~believii^  it  to ' 
b«  free  ai  iq  England  (these  are  his  wordB)> 
he  Kt  up  The  Calcutta  Journal.  Mr. 
Buckia^ham  lo  (ays,  and  I  give  the  Tulleit 
credence  to  what  he  siatei.  iBut  I  declare 
my  convictioii,  that  there  was  not  an  other 
Individual  \a  Calcutta,  Euroneaa  or  native, 
white  or  black,  who  laboured  uodei  a  aimi- 
lar  delusion.  It  wai  Dototious  as  the  lun 
at  noon-day,  that  the  press  was  not  only 
not  frae,  but  subject  to  the  most  rigid  and 
stringent  regulations.  Mr.  Buckiagham 
is  quite  right  in  endeavouring  to  show, 
that  when  he  established  his  paper  the 
preas  was  Tree,  and  that  he  waa  injured 
by  some  ex  poat  facto  law.  He  feels  that 
he  cannot  have  a  shadow  of  claim,  if  it 
should  appear  that  he  persevering! y  vio- 
lated rules  which  were  already  in  existence 
when  he  commenced  bis  paper,  and  with 
which  he  either  was  acquainted,  or  ought 
to  have  been  acquainted.  No  person  can 
anywhere  be  permitted  to  plead  ignorance 
of  the  law;  and  in  a  country  peculiarly 
citcumstanced.  like  India,  it  would  be  pre- 
posterous to  allow  a  man  lo  urge  in  justi- 
fication, or  even  in  palliation,  that  he  had 
embarked  in  an  undertaking  in  utter  igno- 
rance of  all  the  rules  and  regulations 
relating  to  that  particular  calling.  As 
this  part  of  the  subject  is  most  important, 
I  entreat  the  attention  of  the  House  while 
J  mention  the  state  of  the  press  in  India, 
as  it  existed  before  and  at  the  time  of  the 
.establishment  of  The  Cakulta  Journal. 
The  first  press  regulations  were  framed  by 
the  Marquess  of  Wellestey,  in  1799,  and 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  I  will 
read  tbem : — 

1st.  Every  printer  of  a  newspaper  to  print 
his  name  at  the  bottom  of  die  |np«r. 

Snd,  Every  editor  and  proprietor  of  a  paper 
to  deliver  in  his  name  and  place  of  abode  lo 
the  Secretary  to  Goiernraeuu 

3rd.  No  paper  to  be  published  on  a  Sunday. 

4ih.  No  paper  to  be  published  at  all  until 
it  shall  fan*e  been  prevtoualj'  inspected  by  the 
Secretary  to  tha  Govcnimenl,  or  by  a  person 
authorised  by  him  for  that  purpose. 

£lb.  The  peoalty  for  offending  against  any 
of  the  above  regulation*  to  be  immediate  em- 
barkslion  for  Europe. 

Theae  regulations  6rst  established  the 
censor^ip,  and  the  editors  were  then  dis- 
tinctly apprized,  that  the  penalty  for 
ofiending  was  immediate  embatkalion  for 
Europe,  These  rules  remained  in  force 
until  1813,  when  new  regalations  were 
established,  of  nearly  the  same  tenor,  but 
,  non  (toMal  luul   Uriagent.  —  \Rtc4 1 
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isL  Thsttheproof  sheets  of  at)  newspapem, 
including  Bupplemflnts,  and  all  extra  publica- 
tions, be  previously  seat  to  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  revision. 

Snd,  That  all  notices,  hsnd-bi11>,  and  other 
ephemeral  publications,  be,  in  like  maoner 
preTiouslytrananiiltedfor  the  Chief  Sccielsry's 

3rd.  That  the  titles  of  all  original   works, 

Eroposed  to  be  published,  be  also  sent  to  tha 
hief  Secretary,  for  his  information,  who  will 
thereupon  either  sanction  the  publication  of 
them,  or  require  the  work  itself  tor  inipeotion, 
as  may  appear  proper. 

4th.  The  rules  established  on  the  13th  May, 
ir99,  and  the  6lh  Angust,  1801,  to  be  in  full 
force  and  effect,  except  in  so  far  as  the  same 
ma;  be  modified  by  the  preceding  inslhMx 

The  rule  of  August,  1801,  was  a  special 
one,  relating  to  the  publication  of  military 
orders.  1  hope  the  House  will  think  that 
I  was  not  incorrect  in  stating  that  these 
new  rules  were  more  general  and  more 
stringent  than  those  first  issued.  Such 
was  the  state  of  the  press  from  1799  up 
to  August,  1818,  when  the  censorship  was 
removed,  under  the  government  of  Lord 
HastingB,  and  new  rules  were  framed, 
much  more  extensive  in  their  application 
than  any  which  had  preceded  them,  and 
much  more  perilous  for  those  engaged  in 
the  conduct  of  public  journals.  As  these 
were  the  existing  rules  when  Mr.  Bucking- 
bam  arrived  in  Calcutta  and  set  up  The 
Calcutta  Journal,  1  hope  I  shall  be  per- 
mitted to  read  them  to  the  House,  and 
also  the  circular  letter  which  was  theti 
addressed  by  the  Secretary  to  Government 
to  the  editor  of  every  paper, 

"  Cvmbr  Letter  to  Edilart  qfNtatpapen. 

"  Sia. — His  Excellency  the  GoTernor.Qe- 
nenl  in  Council,  having  been  pleased  to  revise 
the  existing  regulations  regarding  the  control 
exercised  by  the  Government  over  the  news- 
paper*, I  am  directed  to  communicate  to  you, 
for  your  information  and  guidance,  the  follow- 
ing resolutions  passed  by  his  Lordship  in 
Council. 

"The  editors  of  newspapers  are  prohibited 
from  publishing  any  Biatler  coming  under  the 
followiog  heads ; — 

"  1st.  Animadversions  on  the  measures  and 
proceedings  of  tite  Hon.  the  Court  of  Directors, 
or  other  public  authorilicj  in  England,  con- 
nected with  the  Government  of  India, — or  dig- 
quisitions  on  political  transactions  of  the 
local  administration, — or  ofTensiTa  remarks 
levelled  at  the  public  conduct  of  the  members 
of  Council,  of  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme 
Conrt,  or  of  the  Lord  Bishop  of  Calontia< 
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"and.  Discuasions  having  I.  tendenc;  to  create 
alarm  or  suspicion  amnng  the  native  popula- 
tion, or  any  intended  inlCTference  wilQ  their 
religious  opinions  or  obserrances. 

"  3rd.  TTie  republicatioti,  ftom  English  or 
Other  newspapers,  of  passages  coming  under 
any  of  the  aboTe  heads,  or  otherwiie  calculated 
to  affect  the  British  power  or  reputation  in 
India. 

■'4th.  Private  scandal  and  personal  remarks 
on  individuals,  tending  to  excite  dissension  in 
society, 

"  Relying  on  the  prudence  and  discretion  of 
the  editors  for  the  careful  observance  of  these 
rules,  the  Govemor-General  in  Council  is 
pleased  to  dispenge  with  their  submitting  their 
paper!  to  an  officer  of  Government  previous 
to  publication.  The  editors  will,  howeier,  be 
held  personally  accountable  for  whatever  they 
nay  publish  in  contravention  of  the  rules  nr*- 
communicated,  or  which  may  be  otherwise 
variance  wilh  the  seneral  principles  of  British 
iVw  as  established  in  tbis  country,  and  will  be 
proceeded  against  in  such  manner  as  the 
GovemOT'Gencral  in  Coancil  may  deemapplic- 
able  to  the  natare  of  the  offence,  for  any  de- 
viation from  them.  The  editors  are  further 
required  to  lodge  in  the  Chief  Secretary's  office 
one  copy  of  every  newspaper,  periodical,  t 
extra,  published  by  them  respectively. 

(Signed)  "  J.  Adam, 

"  Chief  Secretary. 

Such  was  the  state  of  the  press  vhen 
Mr.  Buckingham  established  his  papei 
Such  vere  the  rules  to  which  he,  as  an 
editor,  was  bound  by  his  liceuce  to  con- 
form ;  and  I  ask  any  hon.  Member  who 
hean  tne,  if  it  is  not  a  mockery  to  assert 
and  contend  that  a  press  subject  to  such 
rules  was  "  free  ?"  And  yet,  Sir,  it  i» 
gravely  alleged  that  Lord  Hasting,  by 
removing  the  censorship,  established  the 
freedom  of  the  press.  I  maintain  that, 
to  far  from  removing  the  restrictions  on  the 
press,  be  actually  increased  them ;  and 
rendered  the  situation  of  an  editor  much 
more  difficult,  much  more  embarrassing, 
and  much  more  perilous,  than  it  bad  ever 
been  before.  Previously  to  1818,  the 
whole  of  the  responsibility  rested  with  the 
censor ;  and  an  editor  was  safe  in  publish- 
ing everything  that  escaped  his  vigilance. 
Not  so  afterwards.  Editors  are  furnished 
with  a  terrific  catalogue  of  prohibited 
matters;  and,  in  the  event  of  olTending, 
are  declared  personally  accountable,  and 
liable  to  be  punished  according  to  the  will 
and  pleasure  of  Government.  1  will  ex- 
plain to  the  HoQse  the  reason  why  the 
ceniorship  of  the  press  was  removed.  In 
the  early  part  of  1813  there  was  a  paper 
Jo  Calcutta  edited  by  a  balf-cotte;— I 
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Deed  not  say,  that  t  do  not  use  the  word 
offensively,  but  as  indicating  a  person 
bom  of  an  Indian  mother  and  an  Euro- 
pean father.  That  gentleman  was  aware 
that,  under  the  53rd  of  Qeoi^  3rd,  be 
could  not  be  transmitted  for  disobedience 
of  the  press  regulations,  and  he  held  the 
Governnient  at  defiance.  He  published 
articles  which  had  been  struck  oat  by  the 
censor,  and  asserted  his  right  to  publish 
what  be  pleased —subject  only  to  the 
English  law  of-  libel.  It  was  not  to  be 
tolerated  that  an  editor,  because  a  half- 
caste,  should  anogate  to  himself  privileges 
that  were  not  conceded  to  a  British  sub- 
ject. Lord  Hastings  addressed  the  Home 
Government,  stating  the  difficulty,  and  in 
the  meanwhile,  to  escape  from  such  em- 
barrassment, removed  the  censorship,  and 
framed  the  rales  to  which  I  have  drawn  the 
attention  of  the  House.  The  censorship 
was  thus  abolished,  not  to  render  the 
press  free,  but  because  it  was  not  suGGci- 
ently  extensive  in  its  application,  and  had 
failed  in  affording  adequate  control.  Such, 
Sir,  was  the  restriction,  or,  if  you  please, 
enslaved  state  of  the  press  at  Calcutta, 
when  Mr.  Buckingham  set  up  his  paper. 
The  condition  upon  which  he  held  his 
licence,  and  had  permissiDnlto  remain  in 
Calcutta,  was  obedience  to  the  regulations 
1  have  read ;  and  yet,  within  a  few 
months,  that  Gentleman  thinks  proper  to 
discard  these  r^ulations,  and  to  fssten 
upon  an  expression  used  by  Lord  Hastings, 
under  the  excitement  of  the  moment, 
when  returning  thanks  to  an  addreei  from 
the  inhabitants  of  Madras.  When  Lord 
Hastings  returned  from  the  upper  pro- 
vinces, after  the  successful  termination 
of  his  campaign,  the  inhabitants  of 
Madras  presented  him  wilh  an  address, 
and,  among  other  topics,  adverted  to  bis 
having  removed  the  censorship  from  the 
press.  It  was  atwavs  considered  by  editors 
irksome  and  humiliating  to  be  compelled 
to  submit  every  paper  to  the  Secretary ; 
and  the  removal  of  this  necessity  was  re- 
garded as  a  boon,  though  accompanied  by 
the  most  stringent  rule*.  Lord  Hastings, 
in  his  reply,  adverted  to  this  subject; 
and,  under  the  excitement  of  the  occa- 
sion and  the  scene,  indulged  in  a 
little  floarisb  about  the  liberty  of  the 
Press,  not  very  consonant  with  the  rules 
he  himself  had  framed.  Mr.  Buckingham 
thinks  proper  to  consider  this  as  a  formal 
announcement  of  the  liberty  of  the  Press, 
and  to  dineg;atd  the  n\n  and  ngaUtioiia 
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tonaMf  framed  for  the  guidance  of  aU 
editors.  I  will  uk  tbe  House,  if  anything 
conid  be  more  onfoir  or  iincandid,  than 
to  have  culled  from  the  speech  of  that 
distinguished  nobleman,  an  expression 
used  in  the  moment  of  exnitation  nbea 
Tst arcing  thanks  to  a  compliraentary 
address ;  and  to  contend,  that  he  re- 
garded  snch  expression  as  anoalling  the 
regulations  which  liad  been  deliberately 
framed  and  passed  by  the  Government  of 
which  Lord  Hastings  was  the  bead?  Mr. 
Backingham  knew  as  well  as  I  do,  that  it 
was  not  competent  for  Lord  Hastings,  by 
anything  that  he  could  either  speak  or 
write,  to  annul,  alter,  or  in  anywise  affect 
a  Tcgalation  passed  by  the  GoTcrnor- 
Oeneral  in  GounciL  I  beg  to  apologise 
for  having  dealt  so  much  at  length  on  the 
state  of  the  Press  when  Mr.  Buckingham 
established  his  paper;  but  the  House  will 
see  that  it  is  indispensably  necessary  they 
should  be  made  acquainted  with  the  rules 
and  regulations  then  in  force,  and  to 
which  Mr.  Buckingham  was  bound  to  yield 
implicit  obedience.  I  will  now  call  the 
attention  of  the  Honte  to  the  general 
conduct  and  character  of  The  Calcutta 
Journai;  and  having  been  on  the  spot  at 
the  time,  and  having  carefully  read  tbe 
evidence  before  the  Comrailtee,  my  opinion 
is,  that  the  character  of  that  paper  was 
most  dangerous  and  injurious — that  it 
tended  to  bring  the  Government  and 
public  authorities  into  contempt  in 
the  eyes  of  the  natives — and  that  it 
tended  to  create,  and  did  create,  dis- 
union and  dissensions  in  society.  Aa 
editor  of  The  Calcutta  Journal,  Mr. 
Buckingham  arrogated  to  himself  the  right 
of  anrsigning  alt  tbe  measures  of  Govern- 
ment, and  all  public  oQicers  before  the 
tribunal  of  what  he  was  pleased  to  call 
"  public  opinion."  He  inculcated  the 
doctrine,  that  it  was  vain  and  idle  to 
apply  for  redress  to  the  Government  or 
constitaled  authorities,  and  invited  all 
peiwns  to  appeal  to  him  aa  the  supreme 
arbiter ;  hia  paper  waa  accordingly  filled 
by  anonymous  letters — from  persons  pur- 
porting to  be  civil  and  military  servants— 
of  a  tendency  destructive  of  the  efficiency 
and  sabordinatioo  of  those  services, 
also  admitted  into  his  columns  articles 
and  letters  containing  pergonal  remarks, 
which  excited  discord  and  dissension,  and 
kept  society  in  a  state  of  feverish  excite- 
ment. I  do  not  mean  to  state,  or  im< 
pvte  to  Mr.  Backingham,  that  such  articles 
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They  might,  probaUy,  hare  been  inserted 
a  London  newspaper  without  exciting 
attention  or  interest;  but  in  India  every 
known,  and  remarks  that  in  Eng- 
land, might  be  harmless,  would  there 
excite  feelings  of  animosity,  destructive  of 
the  peace  and  harmony  of  society.  Such 
is  my  opinion  of  the  tendency  and 
character  of  rAeCo^f  fa  Journal.  Theau- 
thorities  both  in  India  and  in  England 
entertained,  and  have  repeatedly  expressed, 
a  similar  opinion :  and  I  maintain  that  the 
evidence  and  documents  produced  before 
the  Committee,  bear  me  out  in  all  I  have 
Where,  I  ask,  was  "  the  public"  in 
India — of  which  Mr,  Buckingham  vaunts, 
and  to  whose  "  opinion  "  he  says  he  ap- 
peals, when  holding  up  to  obloquy  public 
men  and  measures  f  ft  is  mockery  to  talk 
of  "  a  public,"  and  "  public  opinion,"  in 
India.  There  is  no  public  in  India. 
There,  every  man  is  in  ofiice,  civil  or 
military,  controlling  those  below  him,  and 
owing  obedience  to  those  above  him.  It 
is  a  society  of  public  functionaries,  but 
there  are  no  elements  to  form  a  public. 
I  auppoHe  no  hon.  Member  will  tell  me, 
that  the  military  officers  in  the  service  of 
tbe  King  and  Company  form  a  public? 
As  little  can  it  be  said,  that  the  civil 
tenants  form  a  public.  That  service 
is  a  kind  of  civil  garrison,  where,  of 
necessity,  discpline  and  aiiboidination 
are  preserved  nearly  as  strictly  as  in 
the  army.  At  the  time  referred  to, 
who  were  then  in  India,  besides  the  civil 
and  military  officers?  None  but  300  or 
400  tradesmen  and  ehopkeepera  in  Cal- 
cutta, with  the  few  barristers  and  attorneys 
attached  to  the  Supreme  Court,  and  a  few 
stra^ting  Europeans  in  the  interior,  en- 
gaged in  the  manufacture  of  indigo.  la 
this,  then,  "  the  public,"  that  is  to  control 
our  mighty  empire  in  the  East,  and  to 
afford  an  adequate  and  salutary  check  to 
power  that  is  absolute  ?  The  Government 
in  India  ought  to  be,  and  is,  under  the 
control  of  public  opinion,  but  that  public 
is  in  England,  where  measures  originating  in 
absolute  power  wilt  ever  be  received  with 
jealousy,  and  scanned  with  suspicion. 
Thiscontrol  is  effected  and  securedby  asys- 
tern  and  gradation  ofchecks.  Every  public 
measure  is  placed  upon  record,  and  the 
reasons  for  it  fully  assigned.  Complete 
diaries  of  all  public  proceedings  are  thus 
kept,  and  r^ularly  transmitted  to  the 
Court  of  Directors,  and  Board  of  Control, 
to  whose  vigilant  inspection  they  ore  lub- 


|Bd  Inun  wen  Kiindal«ai  n  UIwIqw,  je«t«d.  Tlwf  are  aUo  w««wl?i«  (Q  ^ 


Mr.  BittlMgham'i  {COMMONS} 


198 

Members  of  this  House  ;  and  the  appeal 
ftom  injustice  in  India  ia  lo  Ibis  House, 
■nd  through  this  House  to  the  people  of 
England, —and  not  to  the  editor  of  a 
paper  in  Calcutta,  and  a  discontented  fac- 
tion, by  whom  he  msj  be  supported,  and 
which  he  may  dignify  with  the  name  of 
"  •  public."  lahaii  now  call  your  attention 
to  the  first  offence  committed  by  Mr.  Buck- 
ingham, orrather  iheiirstoccBaion  on  which 
Goremment  felt  compelled  lo  notice  hia 
frequent  violations  of  the  press  regulations 
I  am  anxious  that  the  House  should  hear 
the  early  and  distinct  warning  given  to 
Mr.  Buckingham  ;  and,  also,  that  they 
should  contrast  his  mild,  meek,  and  sub- 
missive lone  on  this  occasion,  with  his 
subsequent  arrogant  dcBance  of  Govern- 
ment, when  continued  impunity  bad  ren- 
dered him  daring.  The  ofTcnaive  para- 
graphs were  publiabed  the  36th  of  May, 
1819,  and,  as  hon.  Members  call  upon  me 
to  read  them,  I  will  do  ao. 

"  We  have  received  a  letter  from  Madrai,  of 
ihe  lOih  instant,  written  on  deep  black-edged 
moiiminff  poat  of  considarabla  nreadth,  and 
apparently  made  for  the  occniion,  communi- 
caUng,  as  a  piece  of  melancholy  and  afflicting 
intelligence,  the  h.c\.  of  Mr.  Elliot's  being  con- 
firmed in  tbe  government  of  that  presidency 
for  three  years  longer.  It  is  regarded,  at 
Madras,  as  a  public  calamily,  and  we  fear 
diat  it  will  be  viewed  in  no  otber  light  through- 
out India  genemlly.  An  anecdote  is  men- 
lionsd  to  the  saaia  letter,  regarding  the  eier- 
one  of  the  cemorabip  of  Ihe  press,  which  is 
worthy  of  being  recoided,  as  a  fact  lIluslrBliva 
of  the  calosity  to  which  tbe  human  heirt  nia^ 
arrive;  and  it  may  be  iiseful, humiliating  as  it 
is  to  the  pride  of  our  specjea,— to  show  what 
men,  by  giving  loose  to  the  principles  of  des- 
potism over  Iheir  fellows,  may  st  length  arrive 
au" 

Here  is  an  article,  announcing  that  the 
continuance  of  a  certain  governor  in  office 
ia  regarded  as  a  public  catamitj,   and  im- 

Euting  to  that  Governor,  that  his  conduct 
ad  been  governed  by  despotic  principles, 
and  had  been  influenced  by  unworthy  mo- 
tives. It  is  not  necessary,  for  the  purpoies 
of  this  motion,  that  1  should  discuss  the 
policy  or  the  law  of  the  press  regulations, 
but,  if  requisite,  t  am  prepared  to  do  so.  I 
refer  you  to  the  press  regulations,  and  I 
ask  if  there  could  be  a  more  flagrant  viola< 
tion  of  them  than  what  1  have  read  ?  On 
the  IBth  of  June,  a  letter  was  written  to 
Hr,  Buckingham  by  the  Chief- Secretary, 
ffom  which  [  will  beg  permission  to  read 
an  extract. 

"The  OoverawXIneral  in  Cooooil  regreU 
■1*  obMne,  ifaK  lbi»ii  lot  tbe  only  iaiUoce  in 


which  T%t  Cakutta  Jauntal  has'contained  pub. 
lications  at  variance  with  the  apiril  of  Ihe  in- 
siructions  above  rafaned  to.  On  the  present 
occasion,  tbe  GOvetnoi-General  in  Council 
does  not  propose  to  exercise  the  powers  vested 
in  him  by  law ;  but  I  am  difected  to  acquaint 
yon,  that  by  any  reoetition  of  S  similar  ofienee, 
you  will  be  considered  to  have  forfeited  all 
claim  to  the  Bountenance  aod  protection  of  ihia 
Oovemment,  and  will  subject  yourself  to  be 
proceeded  against  under  the  3Ctb  section  of 
53  Geo.  3rd.  c.  155. 

What  is  the  statement  of  Mr.  Suckinghain 
before  the  Committee  respecting  this 
article?  He  Bays,  that  Lord  Hastings  did 
QOt  conaider  it  objectioaable,  and  would 
never  have  noticed  it,  if  Mr.  Elliot  had 
not  written  and  remonstrated.  Now,  what 
is  the  fact  aa  appears  by  the  evidence? 
Two  days  after  the  publication  of  tbii 
ofieosive  matter,  Lord  Hastings  recorded 
a  strong  minute,  and  considered  (be  article 
so  objectionable,  that  he  directed  a  refer- 
ence to  be  made  to  the  law-officers  of 
Government.  [Mr.  O'CoimtU:  What  was 
their  reply?]  The  Advocate- General 
stated,  that  however  offensive  and  injurious 
the  article  might  be,  it  would  not  be  held 
libelous,  and  that  Mr.  Buckingham  could 
not  be  indicted.  Why  that  is  my  case — 
that  ia  what  I  am  contending  for :  that  in 
India  articjea  may  be  published,  which  are 
most  dangerous  and  injurious,  but  which 
would  nut  be  held  libels  by  an  English 
Court  of  Justice,  and  thence  the  necessity 
for  the  press  regulations.  Nov,  let  me 
read  the  reply  of  Mr.  Buckingham : — 

"  I  shall  not  presume  to  intrude  on  tbe  n»- 
tice  of  his  Lordship  in  Council,  any  obMrvsi. 
tions  tending  lo  the  extenuation  of  my  eondnot 
in  this  or  in  any  previous  inslaoee,  as  de- 
parting from  the  spirit  oflha  instructions  issued 
to  the  editors  of  the  public  joumBW  in  India  at 
the  period  they  were  exempted  from  the  ne- 
cessity of  previously  submitting  their  publica- 
tions to  the  revision  of  iha  Secretary  to  Go- 
vernment. 1  shall  ratberconfine  myself  to  ob- 
serving, that  I  sincerely  regret  my  having  given 
cause  to  his  Lordship  in  Council  to  cipreu  his 
displeasure;  and  tbe  more  so,  ai  there  is  not 
an  individual  among  the  numerous  subjects 
under  his  benign  government,  who  ia  more 
aensible  than  myself  of  die  unprecedented 
liberality  which  has  marked  his  Lordship's 
administration  in  general,  and  the  immense 
obligation  which  all  the  friends  of  the  press 
owe  to  the  measure  of  the  revised  regulation  in 

E articular.  The  very  markad  indulgence  which 
is  Lordship  in  Council  is  pleased  lo  exercise 
towards  me,  in  remiiting,  on  this  occasion,  the 
exercise  of  the  powers  vested  in  him  by  law, 
will  operate  as  an  additional  incentive  to  my 
fiiiure  gbtervancG  of  the  spirit  of  tha  inslniC- 
twH  Uiutd  btfen  the  eooansnnnt  of  JH 


ld(  Mr.  Suciiagham'i 

Co&ufM  J«nw(,  to  the  editors  of  tha  tmblic 
prinis  of  India,  in  AngMl,  1812,  of  wliidi  1 
am  now  fully  ioronneil,  and  which  I  ihiill 
henceroTth  make  my  guide." 
Nothing  could  be  more  proper  or  becomJD^ 
than  ihiB  reply.  1  read  it,  not  to  reprobata 
it,  bnt  to  contrast  It  with  tome  of  the  BlWe- 
mentaof  Mr.  Bucltingham,  and  with  hii 
aubiequent  conduct  and  language,  when 
he  hurli  defiance  at  the  Govern  ment;,denies 
their  right  and  power  to  transmit  him,  and 
ridicutea,  aa  waste  paper,  ihese  very  regu- 
lations which  he  here  declares  shall  be  his 
future  guide.  Mr.  Buckingham  stales, 
and  strenuously  contends  beK>re  the  Com- 
mittee, that  when  he  set  up  his  paper  in 
October,  1818,  he  thought  that  the  press 
was  free  and  unfettered.  Does  he,  in  the 
first  letUr,  pretend  or  allege  that  he 
imagined  the  press  to  be  free  ?  He  does 
not  deem  it  decent  to  attempt  even  an  ex- 
tenuation of  his  conduct.  He  expreises 
bis  regret  at  having  offended, — his  grati- 
tudefortheindulgenceshowntohim, — and 

[iromises  in  future  obedience  to  the  regU' 
Btions ;  and  shortly  afterwards,  in  fulfil 
meat  of  that  promise,   proclDims 
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And  afterwftrdi,  in  ois  own  Journal, 
jpeakingof  this  article,  he  calls  it "  a  vio- 
lent and  libelous  artiole." 

Bttekingharn  :  The  article  was  not 
written  by  me,  as  editor,  but  by  a  corre- 
spondent, and  published  inadvertently. 

Mr.  Hogg  :  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
must  be  rather  in  error  in  stating  that  it 
was  published,  inadverlently  ;  for  in  his 
own  paper  he  states,  as  his  excuse,  that  he 
published  it  only  for  confiiUtion.  These 
are  Mr.  Buckingham's  own  words;  he 
published  the  libel  only  for  confutation. 
This  is  a  blessed  doctrine  for  the  editor  of 
a  paper !  He  deliberately  publishes  a  gross 
and  violent  libel  one  day,  that  he  may  sit 
in  judgment  on  it  the  next,  and  ex  ca- 
thedra confute  and  condemn  it.  What 
would  be  said  here,  in  ftee  England,  if  the 
editor  of  the  Times,  or  any  leading  paper, 
having  published  a  libel,  woulddare  to  state 
that  he  had  published  it  only  that  he  might 
confute  it  ?  Sir,  this  is  tlie  most  dangerous 
the  most  monstrous,  doctrine  that  was  ever 
•heard  of  in  any  country.  I  hold  in  mj  hand 
a  paper  circulated  by  Mr.  Buckingham,  and 
'   ing  extracts  from  the  speeches  of 


Journal,  that  those  very  regulations  are  of    ^any    distinguished     individual: 
no  more  avail  than  watte  paper,  and  that  -'   —     -   -—-•-'  -- 

no  editor  is  bound  to  obey  or  respect  them. 
I  will  only  trouble  the  House  with  one  other 
article,  published  about  a  year  afterwards, 
io  November,  1820,  headed  "  Merit  and 
Interest."  A  reference  was  immediately 
made  by  order  of  Government  to  tiie  Ad- 
vocate-General, who  stated  that  he  con- 
sidered the  article  as  a  libel  on  the  Go- 
▼emment  and  Administration  of  India,  not 
only  highly  offensive  in  its  terms,  but  mis- 
chievous in  its  tendency  ;  and  a  rule  nisi 
for  a  criminal  information,  was  immediately 
moved  for  and  obtained  in  the  Supreme 
Court.  I  win  not  ask  the  House  to  lake 
the  character  or  description  of  that  libel 
from  the  Advocate -General  or  from  me. 
I  will  read  to  you  how  Mr.  Bcckingham 
himself  characterised  it.  In  writing  to 
Government  and  begging  for  that  mercy 
which  was  extended  to  him,  he  saya— 

"  Should  this  information  be  filed  (as 
will  be  almost  impossible  to  escape  comi  , 
'within  the  strict  legal  definilioo  of  libel, 
though  nothing  could  have  been  more  remote 
from  my  meaning),  I  may  be  subjected  to  a 
6ne  of  SQOl.  snd  twelve  months'  imprisonment, 
for  a  crime,  in  which,  if  it  be  ono,  I  sin  so  far 


and 
among  others  an  extract  of  a  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord ,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  in  which  that  noble  Lord 
states,  that  he  was  in  possession  of  all  the 
facts  laid  before  the  Committee,  and  that 
there  was  not  one  article  in  The  Calcutta 
Journal  (I  quote  the  noble  Lord's  wotda 
that  would  not  do  honour  to  any  man 
possessing  an  honest  teal  for  the  welfare  of 
the  community."  Such  is  the  declared 
opinion  of  the  noble  Lord,  as  to  this  article, 
which  was  pronounced  a  libel  b^  the  Su- 
preme Court, — was  declared  a  violent  libel 
by  Mr,  Buckingham  himself,— and  was, 
by  him,  deemed  ofsuch  atrocity,  that  if  the 
prosecution  had  been  proceeded  with,  he 
would  have  been  subject  to  incarceration 
for  twelve  months  and  a  f^ne  of  500/. 
These,  Sir,  are  instances  during  the  e  riy 
period  of  Mr.  Buckingham's  career,  when, 
though  he  ventured  frequently  to  trans- 
gress,  he  was  always  ready  to  express  hii 
contrition,  and  solicit  forgiveness;  and 
had  not,  from  continued  impuuitv,  as- 
sumed the  attitude  of  defiance.  I  told  tha 
House  that  t  should  confine  myself  to 
the  general  character  of  the  paper,  and 

_._.  i      ,,        ,  ■     ..  .1  shall  not  intrude   on  their  indulgence 

from  partM.patmc,  that  1  have  been  the  most    .      „  .      ,j    j^^  ^g.^^^^^   ^^^_ 

active  aaent  m  endeavounna  to  counteiact and  '..»,  f  ..  i>  i  ■  _i,.„  _„j  „tt  .1,- 
,xpoie"h6  miserable  calumny  which  I  am  Do'tled  by  Mr.  Buckingham^  ^"'J.^V''^ 
KGcused  of  propagating  with  seditious  inteab*  I  WEmitagi  be  recmed. 
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that  when  Bpealiing  of  the  general  character 
of  the  paper,  I  Rhall  be  told  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  "  Oh  I  we  cannot  liaten  to 
you  or  the  authorities  jon  cite :  you  have 
all  been  long;  resident  in  India;  you  have 
all  long  breathed  the  atmosphere  of  des- 
potistxi,  and  you  have  not  escaped  the  con- 
tagion to  which  you  have  been  exposed." 
This,  Sir,  is  aconvenient  mode  of  disposing 
of  the  opinions  of  gentlemen,  who  from 
long  residence  in  India,  are  surely  the 
most  competent  to  judge  of  the  condition 
and  circumstances  of  that  country.  But 
I  ask,  how  comes  it  that  any  fresh  im- 
portation from  England  became  similarly 
infected  ?  How  comes  it  that  the  Bishop 
and  the  Commander-in-Chief,  who  had 
passed  their  lives  in  free  England,  were 
compelled  to  address  the  Government  or 
the  subject  of  The  Calcutta  Journal,  and 
to  require  that  the  clergy  might  be  pro- 
tected from  obloquy,  and  the  army  from 
insubordination?  In  July,  1821,  the 
Bishop  was  compelled  to  address  Govern- 
ment, complaining  of  au  anonymous  letler 
charging  the  Chaplains  with  gross  delin- 
quency, and  imputing  to  the  Bishop,  that 
he  connived  at  the  offence.  So  frequent 
were  the  anonymous  letters,  purporting  to 
be  written  by  military  ofEcers,  and  so 
dangerous  their  tendency,  that  in  June, 
1822,  (he  Commander-in-Chief  found  it 
necessary  to  publish  a  General  Order  on 
the  subject.  For  three  years  wa 
dutgence  and  clemency  of  Government 
extended  to  Mr.  Buckingham,  whi 
almost  iustiSed  in  mistaking  forbearance 
for  weakness,  and  in  demeaning  himself 
accordingly.  In  1822,  be  not  only  trans- 
gressed the  regulations,  but  boldly  con- 
tended in  his  paper,  aod  publicly  pro- 
claimed, that  they  were  not  binding:,  and 
that  he  owed  them  no  obedience.   He  also 

Eublicly  maintained,  and  proclaimed,  that 
y  law  the  Governor-General  had  no  power 
or  right  to  transmit  an  editor.  Was  it  to  be 
endured  that  the  editor  of  a  paper  should 
thus  set  at  defiance  the  Government,  and 
hold  up  to  scorn  and  ridicule,  as  waste 
paper,  the  regulations  which  he  was  bound 
to  obey,  and  which,  aAer  his  Krst  ofience, 
he  declared  should  be  the  rule  of  his  future 
conduct  ?  Was  it  to  be  endured,  that  be 
should  delude  the  ignorant  and  encourage 
the  factious,  by  contending  and  dictating 
in  his  paper,  that  the  Governor-General 
bad  no  power  to  transmit  for  any  oHence 
committed  through  the  Press,  although  he 
)tad  s^in  and  agaio  been  referred  to  the 


Statute,  which  is  as  clear  and  distinct  as 
iguage  can  make  it; — end,  after  more- 
ir,  he  himself  had  expressed  his  gratitude 
to  Government  for  not  putting  in  force 
against  bim  the  provisions  of  that  very 
Statute?  Thehon.  MemberforMiddlesex 
contrasted  the  conduct  of  Lord  Hast- 
with  that  of  Mr.  Adam,  and  has  told 

Jou,  that  if  Lord  Hastings  had  remained, 
Ir.  Buckingham  would  not  have  been 
sent  from  India.  Now,  Sir,  what  are  the 
fads,  and  I  will  leave  the  House  to  draw 
their  own  conclusion  ?  Every  warning 
that  was  given  to  Mr.  Buckingham,  and 
every  letter  that  was  written  to  him,  was 
white  Lord  Hastings  was  at  the  head  of  the 
Oorernment.  In  the  very  first  letter  that 
was  written  to  Mr,  Buckingham  by  the 
order  of  Lord  Hastings,  and  which  I  have 
read  to  the  House,  he  is  distinctly  told, 
that  a  repetition  of  his  offence  will  subject 
him  to  transmission.  That  warning  and 
threat  was  again  and  again  repeated  ;  and 
will  any  man,  who  knew  that  great  and 
distinguished  individual,  venture  to  assert, 
that  he  would  have  deigned  to  threaten 
what  he  was  not  prepared  to  perform  ?  In 
September,  1822,  while  Lord  Hastings 
was  still  in  India,  Mr.  Buckingham  re- 
ceived his  final  warning;  and,  as  his  next 
offence  was  accordingly  punished  by  trans- 
mission, I  trust  the  House  will  permit  me 
to  read  part  of  the  letter  written  to  him  on 
that  occasion : — 

"Whether  the  Act  of  the  BrilisU  Legisla- 
ture, or  the  opinion  of  an  individual  shall  be 
predominanl,  is  now  st  issue.  It  is,  thence, 
imperative  on  the  duty  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment to  put  the  subject  at  rest.  The  long- 
tried  foibearance  of  the  Govetnor-GenEral  in 
Council  will  fully  pcove  the  extreme  reluctance 
with  which  he  adopts  a  measure  of  harshness ; 
and,  even  now,  his  Excellency  in  Council  is 
pleased  to  give  you  the  ad  van  tsge  of  one  more 
warning.  You  are  now  finally  appmed,  that 
if  you  shall  again  venture  to  impeach  tbe 
validity  of  the  Statute  quoted,  and  the  legiti- 
macy of  the  power  vested  by  it  in  the  chief 
authority  here,  or  shall  treat  with  disregard 
any  official  injunction,  past  or  future,  from  Go- 
vernment, whether  communicated  in  terms  of 
command,  or  in  the  gentle  language  of  inlim&> 
tion,  your  licence  will  be  immediately  can- 
celled, and  you  will  be  Ordered  to  depart  forth- 
with finm  India." 

Lord  Hastings  left  India  shortly  after- 
wards, and  the  next  offence  was  commitUid 
during  the  temporary  govemment  of  Mr> 
Adam  ;  but  if  Lord  Hastings  had  remained, 
will  any  one  contend,  that  he  wonld  have 
hesitated  to  discharge  vbat  he  bimielf  bad 
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declared  to  be  BD  imperatife  duty?  I  had 
the  honour  and  pleasure  of  knowing  Lord 
HastiDgs  well;  and,  however  ^eat  the 
liberality  and  humanity  of  that  dlstin- 
ffuiabed  nobleman,  be  wouldhave  acorned  to 
dictate  the  threat  I  have  jjst  read  to  you, 
if  he  had  not  been  prepared  to  execute  it 
in  the  discharge  of  what  be  considered  a 
public  duty.  It  may  be  asked,  why  did 
Lord  Hastings  forbear  so  long? — why  did 
be  not  send  off  Mr.  Buckingham  long  be- 
fore ?  I  will  refer  you  to  his  own  words 
for  the  reason.  He  did  not  forbear  be- 
cause he  had  any  doubts  as  to  the  dan- 
gerous character  and  tendency  of  The 
Calcalta  Journal.  He  says,  in  a  minute 
made  by  him  on  the  subject,  that  be  was 
reluctant  to  visit  Mr.  Buckingham  with 
the  last  severity,  "  because  he  regarded 
him  as  the  tool  of  a  faction  in  Calcutta, 
that  were  arrayed  in  hostility  against  the 
Government."  He  thought  that  Mr. 
Buckingham,  if  left  to  himself,  would 
yield  obedience  to  the  laws ;  and  he  hesi- 
tates and  abstains,  from  feelings  of  com- 
Sasslon  towards  Mr,  Buckingham  indivi- 
nally,  regarding  him  merely  as  an  in- 
strument in  the  hands  of  others.  All  the 
autborllies,  both  at  home  and  in  In- 
dia, were  agreed  as  to  the  dangers  to  be 
apprehended  from  the  abuses  of  a  licen- 
tious press  in  India,  and  as  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  adopting  some  strong  measures 
of  prevention.  It  is  a  strange  coin- 
cidence, that  on  the  1st  of  March,  1823, 
the  very  day  in  which  Mr.  Buckingham 
embarked  for  England,  Lord  Liverpool, 
Mr.  Canning,  and  Mr.  Wynn,  were  as- 
sembled at  Fife-House,  and  in  a  minute 
made  there,  recorded  their  opinions  of  the 
dangers  to  which  the  British  power  ii 
India  might  be  exposed  by  the  abuse  of  a 
licentious  press  ;  and  they  distinctly  state 
in  that  minute,  that  the  transmission  of 
the  indifidusl  offending  is  the  ultimate 
fonndation  on  which  any  step  that  may 
be  taken  must  rest  for  its  support  and 
efficiency.  Let  the  House  bear  in  mind, 
that  there  was  no  middle  course-— no  mat- 
ter how  dangerous  the  articles  published 
— no  matter  how  calculated  to  bring  the 
Government  into  contempt — to  eicite  the 
alarm  of  the  natives — to  create  insubor- 
duiation  in  the  army  and  dissension  in 
society;  still,  if  not  indictable  as  a  libel 
by  the  law  of  England,  the  Government 
had  no  power  to  prevent  or  control  the 
publication  of  such  articles,  eicept  by 
warning  at  Grsi,  and  ultimately  by  trans- 


misiioo.  The  authority  of  the  noUe  Lord 
the  Member  for  Glasgow,  the  late  Gover- 
nor-General of  India,  has  also  been  re- 
ferred to,  and  you  have  been  told  that  his 
opinions  as  to  the  press  in  India  have 
already  been  evinced  by  his  vote  this  Ses- 
sion in  favour  of  Mr.  Buckingham  when 
the  Bill  was  thrown  out.  I  beg  the 
attention  of  tlie  House,  while  I  read  to 
them  the  opinions  of  that  noble  Lord,  de- 
liberately recorded  by  him  so  late  as 
1830.  On  the  6lh  of  September,  1830, 
he  recorded  a  minute  on  the  subject  of 
the  press,  an  extract  of  which  I  will  ask 
permission  to  read  : — 

"  To  prevent,  as  far  as  may  be  possible,  th» 
publication  of  remarks  (the  disrespectful  na- 
ture of  which  may  be  loo  certainly  antici- 
pated), thai  this  despatch  will  call  forth,  it 
seems  necessary  that  a  prohibition  should  pro- 
ceed from  the  Secretary  to  Goveminent  to  all 
editors  of  papers,  fi«m  admitting  into  their 
columni  any  observations  wbalevei  Upon  tbis 
official  document." 
And  further  on — 

"  I  have  always  said  and  thought  that,  as 
welt  with  the  liberty  of  the  press  as  of  the 
subject,  it  was  indispensable  tor  the  safely  of 
the  empire,  that  toe  Goveinor-Geiieral  in 
Council  should  hate  the  power  of  suspending 
the  one,  and  of  transmitting  tiie  other,  when- 
ever the  safelj  of  the  State  should  call  for  the 
exercise  of  such  authority." 
This  was  not  the  assertion  of  any  bare 
abstract  public  principle.  The  noble  Lord 
ca trie d|it  into  immediate  execution ;  and, on 
the  same  day,  he  ordered  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  write  to  all  the  editors  a  circular 
which,  as  it  is  very  short,  1  shall  also  ask 
leave  to  read  :— 

"I  am  directed  by  the  right-honourable 
the  GoTemor-GsDeral  in  Council  to  ai^aaint 
you,  that  you  are  prohibited  from  admittiitg 
into  your  paper  any  comments  on  the  latter 
from  the  honourable  the  Court  of  Directory 
No.  37  dated  31st  March,  1830." 

Now,  I  should  like  to  know  what  that 
noble  Lord  vrould  have  done  if  the  edi- 
tors bad  disregarded  and  disobeyed  bis 
injunction?  But,  still  more,  what  would 
the  noble  Lord  have  done  if  he  had 
deemed  it  necessary  to  repeat  such  in- 
innctioni,  and  the  editors  had  persevered 
tn  disobedience?  I  know  the  noble  Lord's 
humanity,  but  I  alu  know  his  firmness  in 
the  discharge  of  his  duty;  and  I  am 
afraid  that  any  offending  editor  would 
have  been  in  imminent  peril  of  losing  his 
licence.  From  what  I  have  already  staled, 
the  House  will  readily  understand  why 
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The  Calcutta  Journal  had  great  circu- 
lation, and  realised  considerable  profits. 
It  is  to  be  regretted,  but  it  \»  not  the  less 
true,  that  the  paper  which  contains  the 
atrongest  animatlvcrsions  on  GovernKienl 
—  the  most  violent  strictures  on  public 
officers,  andihe  most  personal  remarlts  — 
will  always  bave  the  greatest  circulation. 
I  do  not  deny  that  The  Calcutta  Journal 
was  cooducted  with  ability  ;  but  the  House 
must  not  suppose  that  Mr.  Buckingham  was 
the  only  able  editor  in  Calcutta.  There 
were  then,  many  papers  in  Calcutta,  con- 
ducted by  men  of  great  talents  and 
learning;  and  some  of  whom  now  fill  the 
highest  stations  both  at  home  and  in  India. 
But  these  gentlemen  then  complained,  and 
I  now  complain,  that  Mr.  Buckingham  had 
A  monopoly  of  the  articles  I  have  eiiume< 
rated.  They  obeyed  thclaws,  and  abstained 
from  all  strictures  on  Government  and  pub- 
lic men>  and  from  all  personal  remarki, 
while  Mr.  Bucldngham  dealt  in  all  those 
contraband  commodltica;  and  he,  who  calla 
liimaelf  the  great  enemy  of  all  monopolieSi 
for  four  years  enjoyed  the  exclunn  trade 
Id  articles,  that  were  priied  the  more,  be- 
cause they  were  prohibited, — and  thence  the 
circulation  of  his  paper.  The  hon>  Member 
for  Shaftesbury  says,  that  Mr.  Buckingham's 
only  offence  appears  to  have  been,  that  he  was 
more  forward  in  liberality  and  legislation 
than  Us  time,  and  that  the  Parliament  of 
England  have  adopted  and  carried  into  ex- 
ecution many  of  the  principles,  for  the 
assertion  of  which  he  was  punished.  Now, 
Sir,  let  us  apply  this  doctrine  end  see  its 
Rsulls.  Suppose  Mr.  Buckingham,  instead 
of  establishing  his  paper,  had  arrived 
in  Calcutta, inlSlS,  with  a  cai^  of  goods 
then  contraband,  but  now  le^— suppose 
he  had  said,  that  actuated  solely  by  senti- 
nents  of  benevolence,  he  had  voyaged  to 
Jndb  to  supply  the  poor  natives  and 
his  enslaved  countrymen  with  what  they 
required,  on  reasonable  terms,  and  to 
d  y  and  break  down  the  infamous  system 
of  monopoly  and  cxrlusion  which  compelled 
them  to  deal  with  a  rapacious  company — 
suppose  that  his  ship  so  freighted,  had  been 
scijted,  and  that  notwithstanding  his  patriotic 
professions,  it  had  been  confiscated,  would 

i'ou  now  bear  hiai  say  to  Parliament,  "  I 
cd  the  way — I  broke  down  the  system — I 
adventured  gullantly— and  you,  the  Parlia- 
nicnt,  cannot  say  thiil  I  was  wrong,  for  you 
have  stolen  and  adopted  my  priuciplca — 
restore  to  me  my  good  ship  and  cargo, 
which  was  conRscatcd  under  bws  which 


ought  never  to  hare  ezistetl,  and  wUeh 
I  was  the  first  to  ossail  V  Such,  Sir,  is  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  as  praeti* 
caUy  illustrated.  I  feel  that  I  have  tres- 
passed on  the  time  and  indulgence  of  the 
House,  but  the  story  is  a  long  one,  and  I 
endeavour  to  compress  it  as  much  as  I  catk 
On  the  6th  of  February,  IbSS,  Mr.  Buck, 
ingham  disregarded  the  last  solemn  warning 
he  had  received,  again  ofiended  by  animad> 
verting  on  the  oanduct  of  Goremment  in  an 
appointment  they  had  made,  and  on  the 
13th  his  licence  was  withdrawn  fajr  the 
order  of  Mr,  Adam,  then  acting  as  Go- 
vernor-General— [Hear!  hear  I]  And  not- 
withstanding that  cheer,  I  say  it  is  fortunate 
that  Mr.  Buckingham  was  sent  home  by 
such  a  man  as  Mr.  Adam,  as  it  exdudea 
the  possibility  of  establishing  any  charge  of 
harshness  or  severity.  Eminent  for  talents 
and  attainments  of  the  highest  order,  Mr. 
Adam  was  the  proudest  ornament  of  the 
distinguished  service  to  which  ha  belonged 
•—benevolent  almost  to  weakness — and  gf> 
nerous  almost  to  profusion — he  was  beloved 
with  devotion  while  living — and  now  that 
he  is  gone,  his  memory  is  hallowed  by 
blessings  throughout  the  continent  of  In- 
dia. This,  Sir,  is  not  the  language  of 
panegyric— it  is  the  language  of  truth.  I 
have  not  uttered  a  word  to  which  my  hon. 
Friend  opposite,  the  Member  for  Ashburton, 
will  not  now  more  than  bear  testimony ; 
and  if  my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Kirkcudbright  was  in  his  place,  he 
would  pour  forth  his  soul  in  eloquence, 
whilst  dwelling  onthe  talents  and  virtues 
of  that  distinguished  and  truly  good  man. 
I  have  stated,  that  on  the  T2th  of  February, 
Mr.  Buckingham  was  informed  that  Us 
licence  was  withdrawn,  and  on  the  1st  of 
March  he  embarked  for  England.  This  it 
the  most  important  period  in  the  cue,  and 
I  entreat  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
conduct  of  Mr.  Buckingham,  and  the  en- 
durance of  Government  during  this  period. 
1  have  heard  Gentlemen  on  both  sides,  say, 
"  surocring  it  waa  necessary  to  send  avrsy 
Mr.  Buckingliam,  why  interfere  with  hu 
property,  and  supptees  his  paper  1  My 
reply  is,—"  I  deny  that  when  Mr.  Buck- 
ingham was  transmitted,  Govemmeoit  in 
any  manner  interfisred  with  his  pniper^ 
or  papers."  Nay,  I  declare,  that  Mr.  Buck- 
ingham shall  luve  my  vote  if  any  gentle* 
tleman  can  show  me  that  Goveninent, 
either  directly  or  indirectly  Saleafercd  with 
him  whilst  making  what  arrangement  be 
pIcasMlun'bis  departure.  The  cote  has  been 
treated  as  if  Mr.  DiKkinghmn  had  « 
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andbfldliaeii  puni Aed  by  Iran  inwtwjon  and  the 
flupprcwlDii  of  hi*  paper ;  and  the  House 
Htd  pubUo  have  been  thus  mulad.  There 
are  three  dulinet  intervats  ia  the  oaw.  The 
fint,  from  the  Mtabluhment  of  The  CaL 
cuUa  Journal  till  the  tranunissum  of  Mr. 
BuckiDghain  ;  the  leconci,  from  the  depar- 
torn  of  Mr.  Buckiaghani  till  the  4th  of 
^pril,  when  the  new  prew  regulation  was 
piMpri ;  and  tbe  third,  &odi  the  pasting  of 
that  regulation  until  November,  when  the 
licence  granted  under  that  regulation  was 
withdrawn.  On  the  IStb,  Mr,  Bucking- 
ham waa  informed  that  he  muBt  leave  In- 
dia; on  the  14tb,  two  daya  afterwards, 
he  aneers  at  and  defiea  the  Govem- 
raent,  both  in  his  paper  and  in  a  pamphlet 
which  he  drculated.  He  boasts  that  by 
arawialing,  as  editor,  an  Anglo-Indian, 
who  is  not  liable  to  transmisdoo,  he  has 
secured  the  independence  of  his  paper.  He 
invites  the  Company's  servants  to  corre- 
spondence, and  su^sts  the  means  of  con- 
ducting it  clandestinely.  He  also  invites 
them  to  tale  shares  in  his  paper,  and  sug- 
setts  the  means  of  holding  them  secretly. 
He  speaks  of  his  own  transmission,  and  all 
the  arrangements  he  has  made,  as  a  con- 
summation devoutly  to  be  vrished ;  and 
adds  his  belief,  that  the  circulation  of  bis 
paper  will  thereby  be  greatly  increased. 
Government  might,  if  they  pleased,  have 
prohibited  their  servants  trom  holding 
shares  in  a  paper,  placed  under  a  manage- 
ment, that  declared  to  be  in  defiance  of  the 
regulations— they  might,  if  they  pleased, 
,  have  prohibited  the  circulation  of  the 
paper  beyond  the  Mahratta  ditchj  or  local 
limits  of  Calcutta.  But  I  repeat,  and  beg 
the  attention  of  "the  House  to  this  fact,  that 
aUhongh  the  Government  did  consider  the 
conduct  of  Mr.  Buckingham  at  most  o^n- 
rive  and  insulting ;  yet  they  did  not,  by 
word  or  deed,  directly  or  indirectly,  say  or 
io  anything  that  could  in  any  manner 
■Aet  the  property  in  the  paper,  or  inter- 
feie  With  the  arrangements  which  Mr. 
BucldBghara  might  choose  to  make.  If 
wa  are  to  jndge  IVom  Mr.  Buckingham's 
triumphant  exultation,  and  the  rapidity 
tvith  which  he  made  all  his  engagements, 
w«  nnst  auppose  that  he  sought  and  courted 
the  rnirtTrdom  of  transmission,  and  had 
prapKrad  bimaelf  foritt  consequences.  On 
tha  l2^ofFebniary,  thatheistoldhemust 
lesivo  India  in  two  months ;  within  five 
days  he  states  that  the  transfer  c^  liis  pro- 
perty has  been  made  and  completad,  and  in 
fimrtaen  days  he  embarks  for  Europe.  We 
Gosne  DOW,  Sir,  to  the  second  intarval— 


from  the  departure  of  Mr.  Buclds^tB  U> 
the  passing  of  tbe  new  press  r^ulutions. 
On  the  Hth  of  March,  the  new  editor,  Mr. 

Sandys,  was  apprized,  that  the  character  of 
T/ie  CalcuUa  journal  remaincil  the  same, 
and  he  was  warned  of  the  consequencei. 
On  the  4tb  of  April  the  new  regulation 
was  passed,  prohibiting  any  person  to  print 
or  publish  any  public  journal  without 
having  obtained  a  licence  for  that  purpose 
from  Government.  This  regulation  was 
rendered  necessary  by  tbe  daring  conduct 
of  the  new  editor,  from  the  perid  when 
Mr.  Buckinsbam,  was  ordered  to  leave 
India.  I  will  not  myself  describe  to  you 
tbe  conduct  and  character  of  the  paper 
during  this  interval.  I  will  give  you  its 
character  from  the  lips  of  Sir  Francis  Mao 
naughton,  one  of  the  most  distinguished 
Judges  that  ever  sat  on  the  Indian  Bench — 
eminent  not  only  for  his  talents  and  learn- 
ing, but  for  his  liberality  and  humanity, 
ana  referred  to  by  Mr.  Buckingham  him- 
self as  a  witness.  When  the  new  press 
regulation  was  presented  for'registry  in  the 
Supreme  Court,  it  was  opposed  by  Counsel, 
who  appeared  for  The  CalcuUa  Journal ; 
and  I  hope  the  House  will  permit  me  to 
read  n  few  extracts  of  what  fell  from  Sir 
Francis  Macnaughlon  when  pronoundng 
tbe  judgment  of  tbe  Court.  Adverting  to 
the  necessity  of  such  a  regulation  be  says : 

"  Thai  if  thi9  wai  not  a  case  in  which  tlie  eo. 
BCtment  of  a  reKulation  was  proper,  he  wbi  at 
a  loss  to  conceive  how  any  reguUtion  could 
be  jusliSed  by  its  propriety.  He  went  fuiUier, 
and  declared  lome  such  one  to  be,  in  his  opi> 
nioD,  absolutely  necesiary." 
Then  adverting  to  the  editor  being  a  half- 
caste,  Sir  Francis  says— 

"  If  he  had  been  a  British  subject,  and 
committed  an  offence  against  the  British  Go- 
veromsnt  to.day,  he  might  be  ordered  lo  de- 
part from  the  country  ti>-morrow.  Yet  what 
IS  tlie  insolent  boast  r  That  he  is  free  from  all 
control  of  Government,  and  amenable  to  this 
Court  alone.  .That  is,  that  he  may  print  and 
publish  anytbing,  bouevcr  sedilious  and  de- 
structive of  the  Government's  authority ;  that 
h«  may  conliniie  suchpubllcationa  at  pleasure; 
and  that  they  cannot  even  ba  questioned  until 
the  next  Session,  wbich  will  be  in  June  land  al- 
though a  bill  of  indictment  may  b«  fouod 
against  him,  he  may,  perhaps,  traverse  over 
until  October,  giving  him  all  ihe  intetmediate 
time  to  bring  the  GorernmeDt  into  hatred  and 
contempt,  aud  lo  hold  it  in  open  defiance. 
The  Government  had  thought  proper  lo  order 
Mr.  Ihickingham  (the  late  editor  of  Tkt  Cai- 
cutla  ■/bumoi)  to  be  transported  to  his  own 
country.  He  (Sir  Fraacii)  did  not  thiok  him.  - 
"  it  liberty  lo  enter  at  all  into  the  merits  of 
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that  proceeding.  Sitting  where  be  sat,  it  would 
be  highlj  improper  ia  him  to  give  ao  opinion 
upon  the  question;  it  may  be,  at  leaal,  assu- 
med that  the  order,  in  the  opinion  of  Govern- 
meni,  was  proper.  And  what  was  the  conse- 
quence?    Ao  '"        ' 


continned  upon  its  former  pli 
tame  principles,  because  the  editor  lo  be  ap- 
pointed would  not  be  nithia  the  reach  of  the 
Goreniment's  immediate  authority.  Nay, 
Ihey  went  further,  and  announced  the  folly 
and  weakness  of  the  GoTemment  in  having 
removed  Mr.  BucltiDgham  from  hin  office, 
and  in  not  having  so  much  sagacity  as  to  dis- 
cern that  another  editor  might  be  flppoinled 
who  would  be  free  from  their  control,  and  that 
the]'  had  aggravated  (be  evil  of  which  they 
complained,  by  subjecting  themselves  to  a 
greater  annoyance  in  this  country,  and  by 
■ending  Mr,  Buckingham  to  another,  where 
be  could  be  a  more  formidable  opponent ;  and 
that  they  had  thus,  instead  of  being  exposed 
to  one  battery,  placed  tfaemselvei  between 
two  forces.  lie  asked  if  any  GovernmenI 
ought  to  submit  to  such  insolence  and  out. 
nge,  or  if  such  a  one  as  this  could  be  consis- 
tent with  such  a  press?" 

Ai  ve  have  heard  so  much  about  pro- 
perty, I  entreat  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  what  Sir  Francis  lays  on  this 
lubject : — 

"  As  to  the  property  of  those  who  might 
have  speculated  upon  profit  lo  be  derived 
from  an  abuse  of  the  Government,  it  stood 
upon  a  very  different  footing.  The  CoTem- 
nent  is  no  guarantee  to  such  an  adventure. 
It  may  truly  say,  "  Son  be  in  fadera  veai." 
The  Oovsmmcnt  is  free  to  act  as  it  may  think 
proper)  but  he  hoped,  if  there  was  any  body 
concerned  in  such  a  fund,  that  he  would  not 
be  suffered  to  benefit  by  his  speculation.  If, 
like  other  funds,  it  was  to  nse  as  the  State  in 
hostility  was  rednt^,  and  to  advance  upon 
every  defeat  of  the  enemy — the  GoTemment 
being  that  enemy— he  tiTisted  it  would  not  be 
long  before  he  saw  an  end  of  such  a  stock 
and  of  such  a  stock-jobbing." 
What  Sir  Francia  Macknaughton  lays  is 
most  true.  The  stock  in  trade  was  the 
abuse  of  Qoveroment;  and  you  trlil  pre- 
•entlv  see,  that  when  ihis  stock  was 
withdrawn,  the  whole  coacera  tumbled  to 
pieces.  On  tbe4th  of  April, after  a  long 
argnment,  the  press  r^ulation  was  re- 
gistered by  tbe  Supreme  Court;  and 
a^er  that  registry,  no  person  could  print 
or  publiib  any  public  journal  without 
having  previously  obtained  a  licence.  I 
have  read  to  the  House  a  description  of 
the  coodoct  of  TAa  CalatUa  journal, 
after  the  abdication  of  Mr.  Buckingham, 
atid  while  under  tbe  management  of  Mr. 
Saudyi;  and  I  aifc  the  House,  if  they 
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'  would  be  much  aurprised  if  tbay  haatd 
that  Government,  before  granting  a  liceoos 
to  such  a  paper,  bad  required  soma 
alteration  in  its  maQageinenL  Here  was 
an  opportunity  when  the  Government 
could  have  evinced  their  displeasure,  and 
controlled  the  paper  as  they  pleased.  No 
such  course  was  adopted.  Mr.  Sandys, 
the  offending  editor,  applied  for  a  licence, 
and  obtained  one  immediately,  withoat 
limit  or  restriction,  on  the  same  ground 
on  which  a  licence  was  granted  to  the 
editor  of  any  other  paper  then  existing, 
I  come  now  to  the  third  interval — I  roeaa 
the  period  from  April,  wben  the  licence 
was  granted  to  Tht  Calcutta  Journal, 
under  the  new  regulation,  until  Novem* 
her,  when  that  licence  was  withdrawn; 
and  over  this  period  I  feel  that  I  must 
hurry  rapidly,  having  already  trespassed 
too  long  on  the  kind  indulgence  of  tbe 
House.  On  the  8th  of  April,  tbe  Com> 
m an der- in- Chief  was  again  compelled  to 
interfere,  to  prevent  publications  inducing 
insubordination  in  the  army.  OnthetStb 
of  July,  the  Chief  Secretary  addressed 
Mr,  Palmer  and  Mr.  Ballard,  the  consti- 
tuted attorneys  of  Mr,  Buckingham,  no- 
ticing seven  violations  of  the  law  withio 
thirteen  days,  and  Mr.  Palmer  and  Mr. 
Ballard  replied,  disclaiming  any  influence 
or  control  over  the  management  of  -the 
paper— and  thus  compelling  the  Govern* 
ment  to  visit  on  those  conducting  the 
paper,  and  on  the  paper  itself,  any  con- 
sequences arising  from  disobedience  of 
the  laws.  On  the  23rd  of  September,  the 
Government  was  under  the  necessity  of 
noticing  the  continued  violation  of  the 
presa  regulation ;  and  not  msbing  to  sup- 
press the  paper,  by  withdrawing  the 
licence,  they  ordered  home  the  assistant* 
editor,  Mr.  Arnott,  then  residing  in  India 
without  permission.  This  severe  measure 
proved  as  unavailing  as  the  milder  warn., 
mgs;  the  law  continued  to  be  broken  and 
defied,  and  on  the  6th  of  November  the 
licence  was    withdrawn,   and   the  paper 


could  no  longer  be  published.  Here  •<*'■>■ 
1  denv,  that  the  Oorernment  interfered 
with  the  sale  of  the  pa^r;  the  attomeya 


of  Mr.  Buckingham  might  have  aold  it 
the  next  day,  and  would  have  done  so,  if 
they  could  have  found  a  purchaaer.  Hr. 
Merton  proposed  to  rent  tne  premises  aad 
conduct  the  paper  for  a  limited  period: 
but  after  some  correspondence,  Govenn 
ment  thought  it  right  to  refuse  him  a 
licence,  because  it  did  not  appear  that  be 


■  OO' 


Sic 


199  Mr.  BHcUt^AoDi'i  {Juki  7) 

woatd  liara  the  sole  control.  He  after- 
.wardi  mnde  lorae  arrangiementi  nitli  Mr. 
Bnckiagham's  atloroeys,  and  baTin^  sent 
in  an  affidavit,  atatiog  that  he  waa  sole- 
proprietor,  he  obtained  a  licence,  end 
continued  the  paper,  under  the  name  or 
The  Scottman,  in  the  Eatt,  for  about  se^en 
month*,  when  the  paper  died  a  natural 
death.  I  feel  mott  grateful  to  the  House 
fi}r  the  attention  with  which  they  have 
been  pleased  to  honour  me  ;  and  1  trust 
I  have  redeemed  my  pledge  by  showing 
that  the  Honse  and  the  public  have  been 
misled  and  deceived  by  having  this  mat- 
ter represented  as  one  transaction — as  if 
Mr.  Buckingham  bad  offended,  and  for 
that  offence  had  been  transmitted,  and 
kis  paper  suppreised,  and  his  property 
mined.  I  have  shown  yon,  that,  for 
two  years,  Mr.  Buckingham,  in  reply 
to  repeated  warnings  from  Government, 
expressed  his  contrition,  and  promised,  in 
(utare,  an  obedience,  which  he  never 
observed; — that,  encouraged  by  impu- 
nity, he  latterly  defied  the  Government, 
denied  their  authority,  and  held  up  to 
derision  and  contempt  their  regulations; 
and  that  Government  did  not  resort  to 
the  extremity  of  sending  him  home, 
till  they  were  compelled  to  do  so  by 
bis  perseverance  in  a  course  wliich  he  well 
knew  could  lead  to  no  other  result: — that, 
when  he  was  ret^nired  to  leave  Calcutta, 
the  Government  neither  directly  nor  in- 
directly interfered  with  his  property,  nor 
with  the  transfer  and  management  of  bis 
paper,  but  permitted  bim  to  make  his  own 
arrangements,  at  a  time  when  he  was 
sneering  at  and  defying  them.  I  have 
shown  yoa  how  offensive  and  insulting  was 
ibe  conduct  of  The  Calcutta  Journal, 
under  the  editorship  of  Mr.  Sandys,  from 
tbedeparture  of  Mr.  Buckingham  until  the 
registry  of  the  press  regulations;  and  that, 
notwithstanding  such  misconduct,  a  licence 
was  granted  to  him,  in  common  with  all 
other  editors.  I  have  shown  you  that, 
after  the  granting  of  such  licence,  the  law 
continued  to  be  violated  and  defied  by 
Mr,  Sandys: — that  Mr.  Buckingham's 
frienda  and  attomeya  disclaimed  having 
any  control  over  the  management  of  the 
paper:— that  all  warnings  and  threats 
were  scorned  and  disregarded  by  Mr. 
SamlyB:  —  that  the  contest  at  length 
waa,  vbelher  the  Governor- Genera  I  in 
CoDBcil  or  The  Calcutta  Journal  should 
be  rapnme;— and  that  the  Government 
wen  tbna  reluctantly  compelled  to  have 
vol..  XXXIV.  {^j 
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resiirt  to  the  last  estreiftit;,  and  withdlrait' 
the  licence  from  the  paper. 

If  The  Calcutta  Journal  was  so  valuaUe 
as  has  been  represented,  how  comes  it  that 
Mr.  Buckingham's  attorney  did  not  im« 
mediately  sell  the  good-will  and  stock  hi 
trade?  How  comes  it  that  Mr.  Merton, 
who  attempted  to  continue  the  paper,  waa 
obliged  lo  abandon  it  in  seven  months? 
I  have  already  told  you  the  reason,  and 
will  repeat  it,  because  it  is  an  answer  to 
all  that  has  been  urged  by  Mr.  Bucking- 
ham. For  four  years  The  Cakutta 
Journal  attained  extensive  circulation,  and 
realised  considerable  profits  by  a  flagrant 
violation  of  the  law,  to  which  other  papers 
yielded  obedience.  When  the  licence  waa 
withdrawn,  and  it  became  notorious  that 
the  Government  was  determined  to  vindi- 
cate its  authority  and  enforce  the  law,  the 
paper  was  deprived  of  an  advantage  that 
it  ought  never  to  have  been  permitted  to 
have  enjoyed.  It  was  then,  for  the  first 
time,  placed  in  fair  competition  with  the 
other  Journals — to  that  competition  it 
proved  nnequat,— and  iu  seven  months 
was  abandoned  as  a  losing  concern ; — and 
thus  ends  the  history  of  The  Calcutta 
Joumat,  Before  sitting  down,  I  will,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  draw  theit 
attention  to  a  libel  published  at  Madras, 
so  lately  as  December,  1834;  and  1  am 
anxious  to  do  so,  because  all  idea  of 
danger,  either  to  the  Stale,  or  individuals 
in  India,  has  been  ridiculed.  The  letter  I 
allude  to  is  signed,  "The  East  Indian 
Franklin  ;"  and  as  a  specimen,  I  will  read 
a  few  extracts  from  it. 

"  Let  every  one  of  us  boldly  deterrDine, 
whenever  s  fur  opportunity  offers,  to  send  an 
useless  regident,  b  wicked  collsclor,  a  sleeping 
meinber  of  the  council.  Sec.  to  the  *  *  let 
us  mark  every  favoured  servant  of  the  John 
Company,  or  rather  the  embryoi  of  the  future 
John  Company;  and  if  we  esunol, tfaen  let  us 
mark  Ihem  nilh  the  signs  of  our  vengeance. 
Most  ofu)  have  daily  hundreds  of  opportunities 

to  act  the  part  of  an  E A ,  and  often. 

with  more  impunity,  or  with  perfect  safety  to 
our  lives ;  if  so,  why  should  we  hesilale  lo 
make  a  few  embryos  of  the  futore  John  Com- 
pany undergo  tbehte  ofaC-""  C— ■" 
I  will  tell  you  the  persons  indicated  by 
the  initials  I  have  read.  E.  A.  is  Enam 
Ally,  who  murdered  Colonel  Coombs  on 
parade,  and  C.  C.  is  that  Colonel  Coombs, 
The  letter  thus  concludes, — 

"  Snatch  the  bloohy  dagger  with  which  our 
tyrants  incessantly  wound  as,  and  show  it  to 
ihem ;  and  if  the  sight  of  the  blood  they  spill 
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IN        Ur.  SiieU«lkm'i         (COHMOnS) 

do  iwt  Inn)  their  huitl,  bury  it  dnp  into  Ibair    Contro),  and 


Mi 


Thii  a  a  specimen  of  a  "  harmlets,  iono- 
oeot  libel,  and  publJBhed,  too,  within 
these  two  yean.  Mr.  Buckinghant  stated 
before  the  Comtnitlee,  that  tha  periona 
composing  the  Petit  Juries  in  India  were 
residing  with  a  licence  revocable  at  plea- 
sure, and  intimated  that  Juries  so  composed 
were  ever  ready  to  (ind  a  verdict  of  guilty 
when  pprsoDs  in  authority  prosecuted, 
I  hope.  Sir,  and  believe,  that  Juries  in 
lodia  will  ever  dischai^e  their  duty  fairly 
and  honestly,  and  must  deny,  that  they 
have  ever  shown  the  tendency  imputed  to 
thero.  On  the  contrary,  iheir  leaninfi  and 
bias  is  all  the  other  way.  The  Petit  Juries 
consist  of  tradeimen  and  shopkeepers, 
having  no  communication  with  the  services, 
or  with  persons  in  authority,  and  com> 
pletely  segregated  from  theta ;  and  1  ^y 
that  they  are  by  no  means  prone  to  find  a 
verdict  upon  ine  prosecution  of  a  person 
in  authority.  In  the  very  case  1  have 
read  to  you,  what  think  you  was  the  find- 
ing  of  the  Jury?  Their  verdict  wns, 
''  guilty  of  publishing,  inadvertently,"  and 
Strongly  recommending  the  defendant  to 
inercy.  This  verdict  the  Judge  refused 
(o  receive,  and  then  a  verdict  of"  guilty  " 
was  returned,  with  s  strong  recommenda' 


thd  princiipal  Coltawl 
Secretary.  It  was  not,  for  it  oould  not 
be  dented,  that  Mr.  Buckiogham  bad 
suffered  a  most  grievous  wrong,  and  wai 
he  without  any  legs!  remedy  T  Tha 
proudest  despot  on  the  earth  could  not 
with  impunity  injure  or  offend  the  pooraat 
Englishman  ;  there  was  in  that  House  a 
tribunal— there  was  in  England  a  moral 
foree.  which  cest  its  proieclioa  over  all 
who  bore  the  English  name,  and  surely  it 
would  not  be  alleged  ihat  Mr.  Bucking, 
ham  formed  an  exception  to  that  rala 
hitherto  deemed  usiversal.  The  quealioo 
was  leaily  not  the  amount  of  the  com- 
pensation, but  there  did  sriie  a  very  serl* 
ous  question  between  the  Eutt-lDdia  Com- 
psny  and  the  people  of  this  country.  At 
all  events,  there  was  one  thing  to  which, 
as  a  Member  of  thai  House,  he  oould  not 
consent — namnly,  that  a  British  lubjeol; 
should  be  ruined  and  robbed,  and  then 
told  that  a  reformed  House  of  Commona 
could  afford  no  remedy- 
Sir /oAn //ofrAoiifa  said,  that  the  pro< 
sent  question  had  been  slresdy  fairly  and 
fully  tried— had  been  decided  by  a  com* 
petent  and  solemn  tribunal;  and  now,  if 
ibe  present  proceeding  were  tuconsfbl, 
they  must  reconsider  that  deoision  in  « 
totally  different,  and,   as  ha  would  oon> 


tion  to  inercy  of  the  person  who  hud  ,  tend.  Irregular  form,  and  annul  it  altv 
admitted  into  his  columns  this  atrocious  ;  gether.  It  had,  on  the  previous  oecasiony 
libel.  1  have  not  addressed  myself  to  the  '  beeii  brought  forward  as  a  privala  Bill, 
antOUDt  of  compensation,  because  i  feel  and  now  it  was  to  bo  coasidertd  in  lb* 
assured  it  will  oe  the  opinion  of  a  very  form  of  a  public  reaolulion.  He  tbou|^l 
large  majority  of  this  House,  that  Mr.  '•  himself  enliiled  to  say,  that  ha  waa  m 
Buckingham  is  uot  entitled  to  any  com-  '  open  aa  any  Matnbtr  of  that  Hmia^  t* 

tensation  whatever,  either  from  the  East-  !  a  claim  of  justice.  It  bad  tiean  aaid 
ndia  Company  or  the  public,  I  beg,  Sir,  ;  that  juatica  waa  blind,  but  ha  praaumad 
to  repeat  my  apologies  for  having  intruded  ;  it  would  hardly  Im  contended  that  jua- 
at  luch  length  on  the  indulgence  of  the  I  tica  should  hava  one  eye  optn,  and  ba 
Bouie,  and  my  thanks  for  the  attention  with    alive  only   to  tha  interaats  of  tba  c — 


which  tiiey  have  beeu  pleated  to  hear  m 

Mr.  O'CotMtU  contended,  that  now  the 
questions  aa  to  the  circumstances  of  The 
Caleutla  Journal,  the  amount  of  compen- 
latioD  to  be  paid  to  Mr.  Buckingham,  and 
the  partieR  who  were  to  pay  it,  were 
neither  of  them  before  the  House,  but  the 
real  and  only  question  for  oonsideration 
was  the  con6rmatio&  of  tha  reiolutioas 
which  the  Committee  bad  unanimously 
agreed  to,  after  hearing  the  whole  case 

opened  andconducted  l^ eminent  counsel  .  boo.  Gentleman,  whom  he  was  aorry  I 
on  both  sides,  and  the  examination  of '  see  in  bis  place,  ought  to  receive,  waa 
witnesses  upon  every  point  bearlcg  upon  the  question,  or  at  least  formed  so  vaiy 
the  question  at  issue,  which  resolutions  i  Urge  and  important  a  part  of  it,  and 
druwQ  up  bjr  the  hand  of  Lord  'waa  so  intinialely  iniflrwaveB  with  tba- 
letg,  then  President  of  the  Board  of  entire  qm    '        '    '  '  ' 


plaiaanl.  Justice  he  desired  to  havai 
but  justice  required  that  both  sides  shcwld 
be  heard.  In  his  opinion,  nothing  oould 
be  clearer  than  that  the  case  was  striotly 
a  private  question,  and  ha  desired  to 
know  what  grounds  there  had  been  laid 
for  taking  it  out  of  the  regulations  ac- 
cording to  whioh  all  private  qoestioaB 
were  discussed  in  Ihst  House,  Than  It 
was  alleged,  that  the  amount  was  of  no 
im|K)rtance  \  surely  the  amount  whioh  tha 


Glenetg,  i 


i  qnestioD,  that  do  just  or 


iifr  Mr.BaMigham'i  {311**7} 

Mtenmt  «AM  be  mtde  at  «  a«|>tntioB, 
Then  if  tbe  Hoom  Bfiirmcd  by  itt  resoio- 
tiM  the  •Mcnent  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tkmon  WW  eatitted  to  10,000/.,  what 
kaesHM  of  the  distinct  aMnnince  given  on 
k  fimier  occaaion,  that  the  question  lh«o 
brongfit  before  the  Ho«m  was  a  prii^te 
ud  not  a  public  question  T  The  Hou«e 
<ni,  thsrefore,  mott  aettousi;  called  on  ' 
delibenie  respecting  the  course  which 
trould  parSDe.  First,  the  hon.  Oentlemnn 
demanded  5,000f.— next,  40,000/.— (hen 
10,000/. :  the  last  was  what  he  at  present 
required,  and  niider  such  conflicting  de- 
mods,  be  profened  himself  at  a  loss  to 
know  how  the  House  was  to  tegislHte.  It 
WM  most  unnsnal  (has  to  come  fbrward 
with  ft  pttUic  resolution,  when  a  private 
Bill  hftd  been  tost,  and  even  if  the  resolu- 
tions were  agreed  to,  it  would  be  mere 
•wte  paper,  ao  fkr  e«  its  efitos  went  upon 
th«  rainde  of  the  Eatt-India  Directors. 
Ona  conalderatioii  ur^  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  was  this  truly — the  re- 
Mtation  oneht  to  be  at  once  affirmed,  be- 
mme  the  Bill  was  on  the  former  occasion 
teCiUed  by  an  accident.  What  would  the 
Hooae  think.  If  he  were  to  come  down  and 
IMJ,  -  A  prfraie  Bill  having  been  carried 
by  ao  accideBtal  majority,  for  compen- 
Wting  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield,  the 
Honsa  ought  to  remedy  that  evil,  by 
adopting  a  poblic  resolution,  with  a  view 
to  deprive  him  of  that  compensalian  T'  In 
spite  of  all  the  menaees  of  tht  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  in  spile  of  the  leiteiv  the  lion. 
Member  niigbt  address  to  the  electors  of 
Nottinghiin,  he  neant  conscientiottsly  to 
diacha^  hii  dulj.  He  hoped  that  on 
conaideration  hfa  non.  Friend,  the  Member 
fcr  Poole  would  sot  press  this  extmor. 
dinary  question  to  a  dirision.  He  could 
not  be  serious  in  that  inteatioti;  it  was 
impossible  that  be  could  be  serious.  There 
never  in  the  history  of  ParliatDont  was  an 
instance  in  which  the  Legislature  paid  B  set 
of  men  by  a  resolution,  for  lo  that  it  would 
come,  since  this  resolution  ranst  be  intend- 
ed to  be  the  basis  of  some  Sill  or  other. 

Mr.  Bvckixgham  was  not  about  to  give 
his  opinion  on  thia  question,  and  be  only 
wished  to  make  an  obserTBtion  in  answer 
to  a  compltlnl  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman kftd  made,  that  he  (Mr.  Baclcing- 
faem)  was  present  while  this  matter  was 
He   hoped    the    right   hon. 


any  instance  known  of  a  plaintilF  being 
ejtcltided  from  a  HJourt  of  Justice  whilo 
his  cause  was  being  tried.  He  denied 
having  sent  any  threatening  letters  to 
any  part  of  the  country,  and  he  disclaimed 
writing  snylhing  in  tfie  Sheffield  Irit,  re- 
flecting on  anybody  for  the  course  they 
had  pursued  in  reference  lo  this  question. 
As  lo  writing  to  Members  of  that  House 
to  request  their  attendance  in  suppott  of 
the  motion,  he  had  the  exsmple  of  hit 
Majesty's  Government  for  doing  thaL 

M  r.  Harvey  wished  to  ask  a  question  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  wfatch 
would,  if  answered  in  the  affirmative, 
place  the  point  at  issue  in  a  very  narrow 
compass.  He  had  understood  the  hon. 
Member  to  say,  that  the  solicitor  of  Uin 
East-India  Company,  so  far  ttom  con- 
curring in  the  correctness  of  the  statement 
made  by  Mr.  Buckingham,  estimating  the 
damage  he  had  auttained  at  40,000/.,  had 
declared  that  it  could  not  exceed  7,000f. 
orB.OOO/.  IfsOithatwasanadmissionfrom 
the  proper  quarter,  that  a  considerable  sum 
of  money  was  due  to  Mr.  Buckingham. 

Mr.  VeraoN  Smith,  in  answer  to  the 
qnestion  put  to  him,  said,  that  Mr.  Pea- 
cock, when  before  the  dlomroittee,  at  first 
defended  the  whole  case,  and  denied  that 
Mr.  Buckingham  had  any  claim  to  com- 
pensation, and  afterwards,  auppoiing  that 
the  Committee  had  decided  that  Mr, 
Buckingham  was  entitled  to  compensation, 
ha  went  to  show,  that  admitting  him  (o  be 
entitled  lo  aome  compensation,  it  could 
not  exceed  more  (ban  7,0O0L  or  S.OOOf. 

Mr.  Oeorge  P.  Yovng  thought  that  a 
moderate  sum  ought  to  be  giten  to  the 
hon.  Member  for   Sheffield  out  of  the 
public  purse,  because  he  had  been  injured 
by  the  public ;    but  he  objected  to  the 
source  from  which  that  remuneration  would 
be  provided  by  the  resolutions,  aa  the  East- 
India  Company  was  not  to  blame,  iline* 
the  Government,  and  not  the  East-Indta 
Company, appointed  theGoremoT-Oeneral. 
Major  Beauclerk  was  surprised  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  was  one  of  th« 
Committee  that  reported  fn  favour  of  Mr. 
Buckingham's  claim,  should    pursue  the 
course  which  he  had  adopted.     He  was 
prised  also  that  be  should  accu«e  the' 
n.  Member    for   Sheffield   of    seodin|; 
menacing  letters — an  accusation  so  grave 
its  nature,  that  he  ought  to  be  called 


Banmat  wonld  pre  him  leave  to  state   upon  loproveit at thebarof  the Houseor 
that  IhiB  question  was  now  being  beard  elsewhere.  It  was  not  right  or  fair  to  (brow 


judicially,  ind  ha  would  ask  if  t£er«  was  I  ont  these  personalities 
HS 


ifoie  the  House. 


Mr.  Sueftw^&am's  {COMMONS} 


Chimi, 


Sir  John  Uobbouit  Temarked,  that  so  far    Mr.  BucktnfthHin  ooght  to  receira  compen- 


I  being  a  Member  of  the  Committee 
which  reported  in  favour  of  Mr.  Bucking- 
ham's claim,  he  waa  Dot  even  in  Parlia- 
neot  at  the  time. 

Mr.  AndtTion  Pelham  wished  to  ask  the 
hon.  Member  tor  Sheffield,  whether  he 
bimteir,  or  some  one  else  tiling  his  name, 
hod  sent  him  under  an  enclosure,  ad- 
dreued  to  him,  three  letters,  with  a  re- 
quest that  he  would  forward  them?  lie 
thought  he  had  understood  the  hon. 
Member  to  say,  that  he  had  noi  sent  any 
letter*,  but  these  bore  the  sig;nature  of 
"  J.  S.  Bnckinghara." 

Mr.  Buckingham  was  desirous  of  ex* 
plaioing  a  subject  which  it  appeared  was 
jittle  understood.  The  hon.  Baronet  had 
adverted  to  a  threatening  letter  which  it 
was  alleged  he  (Mr.  Buckingham)' had 
lent  to  the  Sheffield  Iris,  and  of  his  having 
in  that  newspaper  used  menacing  language 
to  him  with  respect  to  his  opposition  to  his 
claims  for  compensetion.  He  had  before 
distinctly  denied,  and  he  did  still  deny,  that 
pan  of  the  charge,  he  never  having  done 
anything  of  the  kind.  Disposing  of  that 
part  of  the  charge,  he  would  next  allude 
to  the  leiiers.  He  certainly  had  written 
Bonie  fifty  or  sixty  letters,  the  tenour  of 
which  he  would  repeat.  There  was  in 
doing  so  no  attempt  at  concealment,  they 
having  been  dated  from  his  own  house, 
signed  by  his  own  name,  and  addressed  to 
those  Members  likely  to  take  an  interest 
in  his  case.  The  letters  contained  a  state- 
ment of  facts,  a  printed  Report  of  the 
Parliamentary  Committee,  and  an  ex- 
preision  to  the  effect  that  he  should  feel 
ba|>py  if  the  hon.  Member  to  whom  it  was 
■eat  would  do  him  the  honour  to  traoimit 
tha  document!  to  his  constituents,  for 
them  to  deal  with  the  subject  as  they 
mightthink  Gt.  As  the  hon.  Member  had 
stated  in  his  case,  one  corporation  did 
and  anotherdid  not  entertain  the  petition ; 
but  the  general  result  was,  that  from 
ninety  to  ninety-Gve  petitions  from  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Ireland  were  sent  up 
to  Parliament,  si^ed  by  25,000  indivi- 
duals. In  procuring  their  signatures  no 
magic  art  had  been  exercised.  He  was 
not  in  a  coodilion  to  spend  money  very 
libenlly,  as  other  hon.  Members  might  be. 
The  moral  influence  of  the  facts  them- 
selves had  been  the  only  influence  em- 
ployed, and  those  be  had  left  to  the  Judg- 
ment of  the  public. 

Mr,  Bainti  remarked,  that  the  Com- 
mittee came  to  an  unanimous  decision  that 


sation,  and  if  they  had  not  the  power  of 
givingit.whywBStheCommitteeaf^inted? 

Mr.  Tulk  replied,  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  appeai«]  to  him  to  withdraw 
his  motion,  a  request  with  which  he  conld 
not  comply,  and  he  could  not  but  at  the 
same  time  complain  that  this  question, 
which  was  to  have  been  treated  as  a 
neutral  one,  had  been  made  a  question  of 
party.  He  could  not  but  remark  that  the 
leader  of  the  Government  in  that  Housa 
was  absent.  He  held  in  his  band  an  ex- 
tract of  the  noble  Lord's  speech  on  a  former 
occasion  upon  this  subject.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  noble  Lord  had  paired  off 
or  not;  but  he  knew  that  upon  this  subject 
he  had  expressed  himself  in  the  strongest 
manner,  and  that  he  had  said,  so  far  from 
attaching  any  blame  to  Mr.  Buckingham, 
he  thought  his  conduct  highly  honorable 
and  praisewortbyiconformablelo  those  rules 
of  conduct  and  examples  of  freedom  which 
ought  to  be  held  up  to  the  imitation  of 
his  fellow-countrymen.  Yet  that  noble 
Lord  was  not  there  to  give  the  hon. 
Member  the  benefit  of  the  expression  of 
bis  opinion.  He  was  sorry  to  lb  ink  it; 
but  he  thought  if  it  had  beea  a  qncstioti 
taken  up  bv  the  other  aide  ot  the  House, 
there  would  have  been  more  2eal  displayed. 

The  House  divided,  when  the  naraben 
appeared  : — Ayes  60 ;  Noes  92 ;  Ma- 
jority, 32. 

Lisf  of  the  Ayes. 
Hindley,  C. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Attwood,  T. 
Baines,  £. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Beauclerk,  Major 
Bentinck,  Lord  W. 
Btrnal,  R. 
Bisb,  T. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Bo  wring,  Dr. 
Brady,  D.  C. 
Bridgeman.  H. 
Broths  rton,  J. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
C«ve,  R.  O. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Colher,  J. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
D'Eyncourt,  j\.  hon. 

C.T. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fielden,  J. 
Fituimon,  C. 
Gsskell,  D. 
Urattan,  H. 
Harvey,  D.  W. 
Healhcoat,  J. 
Hector,  C.  J. 


Inghan 
Usier,  E.  C. 
M'Leod,  a. 
Maher,  J. 
Muigrave,  Sit  R. 
O'Brien,  C 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Palmer,  Genertl 
Parker,  J. 
FarrotI,  J. 
Pease,  J. 
Potter,  R. 
Foulter,  J.  S. 
Pryme,  G. 
Richards,  J. 
Roche,  W. 
Handle,  J. 
ScbolflAeld,  J. 
Siuait,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  V. 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
ThampsOD,  Colonel 
Trelawney,  Sir  W. 
Wakley.T. 


CkwritiAU  ^Vtii/i. 


WariNUloi),H. 
WM<m,B. 

WUUaiiii,W. 


Wyie,T. 

Hume,  Mr. 
Tulk,  Mr. 


Adam,  Sir  C. 
AUager,  Captd 
Angcraieiii)  J. 
Arahdsll,  M. 

Bunbridse,  E.  T. 
Barios,  F. 
Baroaby,  J. 
Blackbume,  J. 
BtaclislODe,  W.  S. 
BoDbam,  R.  F, 
Bimn*ton,  T.  W. 
Bnmari^g,  S. 
Ganpb«ll,  Sir  J. 
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Bill  for  the  election  of  CharitBble  Trns- 
les  in  ihe  corporate  towns  in  England 
_nd  Wales."  Some  such  measure  a>  the 
present  was  rendered    necessary   by    tbe 


Kinf,  E. 
Law.  Hon.  C-  E. 
LefeTfe,  C.S. 
J.ucatt  E. 

Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Mostyn,  Hon.  E. 
Nicholl,  Dr. 
Horih,  F. 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Parker,  M. 
Pelham,  Hon.  C.  A. 
Perceval,  Colun«l 
FiKot,  R. 
Pinney,  W. 


Chandos,  Maiquew  of    Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Oikhester,  A.  Plutikett,  Hod.  B.  E. 


Chisholm,  A.  W. 
Deaison,  J.  E. 
Dillwyn,  L.  W. 
Onffield,  T. 
Dunconibe,  Hon.  A. 
Dundaa,  Hon.  T. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Elley,  Sir  J. 
Estcourt,  T. 

EalcouTi,  T. 

Feifnson.Sir  R.  A. 

Pflrbei,  W. 

Forsier,  C.  S. 

Fort,  J. 

Caskell.  J.  M. 

Geary,  Sir  W, 

Gladilone,  T. 

Hale,  R.  B. 

HbIm,  J. 

Hawei,  B. 

Hawkins,  J.  H. 

Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 

Hen  oik  er,  Lord 

Hobhouse,rl.hn.Sir  J. 

Hogg,  J.  W. 

Howard,  P.  H. 

Hoy.  J.  B. 

Jackson,  Sergeant 

Inglia,  Sir  B.H. 

JcSnstone,  J.  J.  U. 

Irion,  S. 

Kearsley,  J.  H. 


Ponen,Sir  J.  W. 
Praed,  VV.  M. 
Price,  S.  G. 
Bickford,  W. 
UobinioD,  G.  R. 
Rolfe,  Sir  U.  M. 
Rosa,  C. 
Scott,  Sir  E.  D. 
Scotl.J.  W. 

ScourEiey,  W.  H. 

Seymour,  Lord 

Sheppard,  T. 

Sibitiorp,  Colonel 

Sonieisel,  Lord  Q. 

Spry,  Sir  S.  T. 

Townley,  R.  G. 

Trevor,  Hon.  A. 

Turner'  W. 

Virian,  J-  E. 

Walpole,  Lord 

West,  J.  B. 

Whitmore.T.C. 

Wilkinj,  W. 

Williams,  R. 

Wibon,  H. 

Wodehouse,  E. 

Wyno,  rl.  hon.C.  W, 

Young,  G.  P. 


Bating,  Mr. 
Pmred  off. 

AQAtDST. 

H,  Goulburn 
J.  G.  Heatheote 
Hon.  S.  R.  Lusbington 
R.  Sanderson 
J.  M.  Feclor 
J,  A.  Smith 
E.  J.  Staoley 
J.  Young 


E.  W.  Pendarre* 
J.  J.  Quest 
Alderman  Wood 
T,  F.  Buxton 
Captain  Dundas 
SirS.Whalley 
CPCoDor  Don 

Charitable  Tbb3T8.]    Mr,    Vemon 
SadA  Bored    for  "leava  to  bring   in  a 


better  reguiation  of  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions in  England  and  Wales."  The 
House  would  ran. ember  tbat,  in  the  dis- 
cussions on  that  Bill  in  this  House,  it  was 
the  general  object  lo  separate  ihe  manage- 
ment of  the  Charitable  Trusts  from  the 
immediate  control  of  the  Town  Councils  ; 
and  clauaes  were  introduced  for  that  pur- 
pose by  the  noble  Ixird,  the  Home  Secre- 
tary. In  the  House  of  Lords,  however, 
Lord  Ljndhurst  had  proposed  that  these 
clauses  should  be  expunged  froni  the  Bill, 
on  tbe  ground  that  Lord  Brougham  had 
then  before  that  House  a  Bill  "  for  the 
Regulation  of  all  Charities,  and  fot  the 
Extension  of  Education,"  and  in  conse; 
quence  the  clauses  were  withdrawn. 
Clauaea  were  substituted  of  a  temporary 
nature,  providing  that,  until  August  tKis 
year,  these  trusts  should  remain  under 
the  control  of  the  Coiporations,  and  that 
after  that  period  the  nomination  of 
trustees  should  be  vested  in  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  or  in  the  Commisaioneis  of 
the  Great  Seal  for  the  time  being.  Now 
_.  obvious  that  the  Legislature  never 
intended  tbat  either  of  these  arraogemenU 
should  be  permanent.  The  latter  would 
lead  to  great  expense  and  delay;  white 
it  was  not  to  be  expected  that  Ihe  Legis- 
lature should,  after  it  had  been  declared 
that  the  Corporations  were  unfit  to 
manage  their  corporate  funds,  vest  these 
corporations  with  the'  management  of  the 
ChariUhle  TrusU  belongint;  to  the  se- 
veral towns  of  England  and  Wales.  It  was 
therefore,  with  a  view  of  making  a  per- 
manent provision  for  tbe  management  of 
these  funds  that  the  present  Bill  was  in- 
troduced— a  Bill  which  would  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  interfere  with  the  working 
of  any  Bill  that  might  hereafter  be  intro- 
duced for  the  general  regulation  of 
charities.  He  proposed  that  these  cha- 
ritable trusts  should  be  vested  in  Local 
Commissioners,  but  with  a  view  to  coun- 
teract, as  far  as  possible,  the  influence  of 
political  feelings  in  the  election  of  the 
new  trustees,  the  Bill  would  provide  that 
they  should  be  chosen  in  the  way  the 
auditors  were  now,  and  not  as  were  the 
town  councillors — namely,  every  indi- 
vidual in  the  constituency  would  be  en- 
titled lo  a  vole,  but  only  for  half  the  num- 
ber required,  which  should  be  fixed  by  the 
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Town  Council.  He  propoMd  to  leave  to 
.th«  Town  Council  the  power  of  fixing  the 
nutnber  of  Com misBi oners,  a  certain 
number  goiag  out  annually  by  rotation, 
but  the  number  would  alwaya  be  one 
diTJsible  by  three.  He  alio  proposed  to 
)eft*e  it  to  tbeir  own  discretion  to  fix  the 
times  of  their  meetings.  In  order  to  keep 
up  some  correapondeace  with  the  Town 
Council  which  might  aometiineB  be  uiefulf 
he  proposed  that  the  mayor  should  t>e 
tx-q^cio  one  of  the  Trustees :  and 
be  did  not  exclude  Town  Councillors 
from  that  body,  if  the  burgesses  cbose  to 
elect  them  Commissioners,  but  it  was  his 
(Mr,  Vernon  Smith's)  detire,  by  erery 
means  in  his  power,  to  separate  the  man- 
agement of  these  truMs  from  the  poh'tical 
discuMions  of  the  Corporations  |  and  it 
was,  therefore,  provided,  that  the  treasurer 
of  the  Corporation  should  not  be  the 
treasurer  of  the  Commissioners,  and  that 
In  general  all  the  officers  of  the  two  bodies 
•hould  be  distinct. 

Colonel  Sibthorpe  did  not  rite  to  oppose 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill,  but  he  hoped 
tmple  time  would  be  given  for  its  dta- 
cusiion,  es  it  was  a  most  important 
measure. 

Mr.  Poller  expreased  his  great  satis* 
ncdon  that  a  measure  of  this  kiod  had 
been  introduced. 

Leave  given. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  June  8,  1836. 

ItnuTMO     BUk.    Rod  ■  (MUmBi  Muntenrt  EiMn. 
'■Hta  CDuimw)  Bllb. 


Mn,  m  oa^mj  thmiI  by  Ibi  C(inaK«^--By  Mr. 
B.  Tbrmtt  nd  LD«DC(>n.lium,  frgn  mtbiI  plus 
In  tnlnd,  to  pM  Om  801  ■  tfrmi  U  by  ttw  Lordi. 
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tbr  AMiUDB  of  CbmA  Hun.— Sy  Ur.  W.  Wiir 
laum.   Ikon    Attonlw  ttid    SolteiUn   ef  Co 
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Teunent  had  to  pray  die  attenlim  of  the 
House  to  a  matter,  which,  thaugh  BOt  \m^ 
mediately  connected  witb  the  pMitsoB 
he  had  just  preaonted,  was  «  portiOB  «f 
those  attacks  which  had  latriy  been  made 
upon  the  private  character  of  the  IriA 
Landlords,  and  he  hoped  to  be  conceded 
that  courtesy  which  was  always  aktendad 
to  a  Member  on  a  question  of  a  peraonai 
natdn.  The  Oentlemsn  of  whom  behi4 
to  speak,  was  Mr.  M'Neale,  of  Carllag- 
ford,  in  the  county  of  Louth,  whose  cha-^ 
racier  as  a  landlord  one  would  have  sup- 
posed was  80  well  known  in  Ireland  as  to 
protect  him  from  such  factious  osaanlta. 
Of  this  Gentleman,  the  hon.  MHnbarfor 
Dundalk  (Mr.  Sharnian  Crawford)  wa« 
pleased  lo  state,  a  few  evenings  back,  that 
from  political  Irritation  against  one  of  his 
tenants,  who  had  voted  contrary  to  hii 
wishes,  he  had  with  his  own  hands  set  6i* 
to  and  burnt  the  tnrf  which  the  poor  nan 
had  prepared  for  his  winter  firing.  Now, 
the  facts  of  the  case  which  had  bean  Avi 
misrepresented  Were  simply  these  i— Mr. 
M'Neale  had  early  in  the  year  18SS,  ami 
long  before  the  period  of  the  election  in 
question,  dismissed  from  his  service,  for 
misconduct,  a  man  called  Hills,  who  waa 
a  tenant  on  his  estate,  and  a  labourtr  in 
his  emnloymenL  The  tnrf-bt^  on  Hr. 
M'Neale's  propetty,  it  so  happened,  wat 
the  moat  valuable  portion  of  his  lands,  let- 
ting so  high  as  from  4/.  to  7/.  an  acre,  and 
was  Hpeciallj  reserved  in  all  his  leasee,  per^ 
misiion  to  cut  it  being  required  and  granted 
by  favour  only  to  his  tenants.  This  bvonr 
Mr.  M'Neale.on  discharging  Mills  fitMBhiB 
service,  told  Jiim  he  should  no  longer  an^ 
joy  as  his  tenant,  and  he  at  the  same  t!m« 
warned  him  that  if  he  persisted,  contrary 
to  his  orders,  to  cut  turf,  he  (Mr.  M'Neale) 
wonld  himself  bum  tt,  at  he  had  been  in 
the  habit  of  doing  towards  all  penans  wbo 

E resumed  to  c^t  in  his  lurf-bog,  witltotit 
is  permission.  And  lo  prove  that  Mtlh 
was  aware  of  the  withdrawal  of  bis  nermts- 
sion,  he  sent  hh  bod  in  the  May  following 
still  before  the  Louth  election,  to  entreat 
permistina,  which  was  again  refused,  and 
Mr,  M'NAIe'a  dBterminalion  to  btira  it 
himself  was  repeated,  if  his  father  ahoold 
attempt  toproceed  contrary  to  hfs  order. 
When  the  election  came,  in  July,  Hills 
actually  sent  to  Mr.  M'Neale  lo  requeat 
permission  to  vote  along  with  ^e  fast  of 
the  tenants,  but  Hr.  M'Neale  aant  faia 
bailiffs  to  tell  him,  that  he  would  not  even 
permitbimtowaUiintoDundalkincmapany 
with  the*,  and  that  if  his  nafii  tcm 
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w«uM  atfVM  tb«  murn  of  both  M*  ftitiid>, 
|lr.  Leiti«  Foit«r  and  Mr.  Forteacue,  he 
.HonW  not  accspt  of  ii.  Ai  to  any  (ubfc- 
^luat  BOD  duct  of  Mr.  M'Neile,  therefore, 
PMPgifl  revwg«  fof  Mills'  witbhoUiDg  > 
TOU,  vbich  he  bad  already  Korofd  to  k- 
ftura,  tb«  idea  waa  too  ridiculoua  to  be  en- 
tertained fo(  R  moment.  Subiequently  to 
the  elftctioni  however,  Mr,  M'Neale  was 
inforHied  by  his  bailiff,  that,  contrary  to 
hieeapresacoaimands,an4natwithitanding 
Mr.  M'Neale's  Teilerated  werningi  of  the 
coneequence.  Mills  bad  actually  entered 
pn  the  bog,  and  cut  and  prepared  his  turf, 
upon  which  Mr.  M'Neale,  in  observance 
of  liis  own  previous  warning;,  proceeded  to 
the  lands  and  destroyed  it.  For  this  he 
was  summoned  to  the  petit  sessions  on  a 
charge  of  larceny,  when  the  idle  charge 
waa  dismissed.  The  Roman  Catholic 
Association  thea  took  up  the  matter,  and 
Mills  wassnppliedwithihe  means  of  annoy- 
iog  his  landlord  by  instituting  proceedings 
in  the  superior  Courts.  Mr.  Holmes  and 
the  bon.  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr.  Shell) 
were  coanael  for  the  plaintiff,  who  was 
actually  nonsuited  on  the  evidence  of  his 
own  son.  Ha  could  make  no  obiervaiions 
OB  this  case  so  powerful,  as  a  few  seotetaces 
from  a  statement  of  Mr.  U'Neiie  himself, 
whieh  be  begged  the  Home  would  permit 
hin  to  read  (o  them. 

Mr.  Mutt  rose  to  order.  He  would 
•p^al  lo  the  hon.  Member,  whether  he 
would  take  Dp  the  time  of  die  House  with 
inch  stale  meats. 

Mr.  E7iurso»  Tament  would  appeal  to 
the  boo.  Member,  whether,  if  bis  character 
W9n  assailed  in  such  a  public  aseemUy  as 
the  House  of  Commons,  he  would  not  be 
aniktus  to  remore  the  slanders  heaped  upon 
iti  The  bon.  Member  then  proceeded  to 
re»d  the  following  statements  of  Mr. 
M'Neak;— ''  Mr.  Sheil  made  a  longspeech 
in  covrt  against  me,  but  in  the  evening 
Mnt  hie  frirad  (Mr.  Peter  Colman)  to  me 
to  asaora  me,  that  be  meant  nothing  per- 
■onal  Id  hie  spasdi,  and  that  be  hoped,  if 
lie  had  made  nse  of  any  expressions  to 
bnrt  my  feelings,  I  would  forgive  it,  as  his 
apeech  was  a  political  one,  and  meant  for 
tH  people  of  England  in  favour  of  emao- 
cipation.  Since  I  came  of  ege,  thirty-three 
jasia  age,  I  have  only  had  occasion 
to  turn  Uiree  tesanti  from  my  pro* 
peity— Mills  being  one,  and  two  Tbomp- 
aone  both  FroieaUnts,  but  of  bad  cha- 
lacter.  I  defy  Sharman  Crawford  to  prove 
M»aM  of  o^pnuion  agaimt  me,  towards 


any  of  my  leaaota.  I  have  livad  all  mjr 
life  on  or  near  my  property,  and  spent  my 
income  amongst  my  tenants.  At  the 
election  for  Louth,  in  1826.  neither  ibe 
tbreau  and  curses  of  Ibe  priesis,  nor  the 
mob  could  seduce  any  of  my  Catholic 
voters  from  me,  except  in  ooe  solitary  in- 
stance of  a  man  who  took  a  large  bribq, 
as  he  afterwards  acknowieged  to  me. 
When  the  late  Mr.  Richardson  was  re- 
turned for  the  county  of  Armsgh,  I  polled 
for  him  thirty-seven  Catholic  tenants  out 
of  forty — two  were  ill,  and  one  in  England, 
although  they  were  cursed  and  threatened 
by  prieiitB  in  m^  presence,  who  also  offered 
them  large  bribes.  During  the  election 
for  Louth  In  1836,  whilst  attending  one 
of  my  Roman  Catholic  freeholders  to  the 
hustings,  we  were  surrounded  by  a  numbw 
of  priests  near  the  court-bousoi  many  of 
whom  asked  my  tenant, if  he  was  goini;  to 
desert  his  creed  and  his  Saviour,  and  bo 
send  his  soul  lo  hell.  1  could  wish  Mr. 
Sheil  were  asked  in  his  place  in  the  House 
of  Comnrons,  if  my  statement  with  respect 
to  Mills  is  not  correct.  Falae  and  un- 
founded as  thia  attack  of  Mr.  Crawford  is, 
it  is  not  without  a  malignont  ohJecL  It 
is  meant  lo  injure  me  with  the  Govern* 
ment,  whose  servant  [  am,  as  I  still  hold  a 
commission  in  the  revenue,  and  at  present 
my  memorial  is  before  the  Treesury,  pray- 
ing for  a  retired  allowance  on  the  abolitioi 
of  my  situation  at  Carlingford."  The  bon. 
Member  for  Tipperary  could,  he  had  little 
doubt,  respond  satisfactorily  lo  this  appeal 
of  Mr.  M'Neale,  and  do  jasUce  to  the  re- 
putation of  an  injured  gentleman.  Suck 
were  the  simple  fads  of  a  case  whieh  bad 
been  unwarrantaUy  mtarepresented,  for 
the  purpose  of  injuring  the  character  ot 
Mr.  M'Neale  asa  landlord;  and  singularly 
enough,  and  as  if  to  prove  the  groundless- 
ness of  the  charge  brought  by  ths  hon. 
Member  for  Dundalk,  that  Mr.  M'Neale 
could  be  actuated  by  such  motives,  Mills 
was  at  present  a  freeholder  in  Dundalk, 
and  voted  for  the  hou.  Member,  but  be- 
came a  bankrupt  after  being  nonsuited; 
Mr.  M'Neale  was  appointed  bis  assignee; 
be  still  owed  him  60/.,  and,  were  he  so  dis- 
posed, Mr.  M'Neale  could  at  this  moment 
■ell  the  very  freehold  out  of  which  be  voted 
for  the  hon.  Member,  aod  deprive  him  of 
bis  franchise. 

Mr.  Skeil  said,  that  ha  would  very 
briefly  state  his  recollection  of  an  occur- 
rence that  had  taken  [dace  now  more  than 
tea  years  ago.    He  remembered  very  wad 
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that  Hany  Milk— that  wu  the  man's 
name — made  a  complaiot  to  the  aisocia- 
tion  that  he  had  been  turned  out  of  his 
boldin^,  in  consequence  of  hia  baviDg 
voted  for  Mr.  Alexander  Dawson.  Mills 
was  a  tenant  of  Mr.  M'Neale.  There  had 
been  a  quarrel  between  them  previous  to 
the  general  election  in  1S26.  The  matter 
was  brought  to  trial,  and  there  certainly 
was  a  verdict  For  Mr.  M'Neale,  but  the 
verdict  was  returned  on  a  point  of  law,  ai 
it  was  held  that  Mills  had  no  property  in 
the  turf.  It  was  undoubtedly  considered 
a  very  extraordinary  proceeding  on  the 
part  of  Mr.  Wolf  M'Neale,  that  be  should 
assemble  a  number  of  persons,  and  go,  in 
the  broad  open  day,  and  with  his  own 
hands  set  fire  to  this  man's  turf.  That 
was  all  that  be  knew  of  the  case. 

Mr.  Potter  said,  that  it  would  appear, 
from  the  speech  of  the  ban.  Member  for 
Belfast,  that  Irishlandlords  consider  them- 
selves entitled  to  the  votea  of  their  tenants. 

Subject  dropped. 


Bribery  at  JSectkitt. 


Herbiito  FisnsRY.]  Mr.  Lock  had 
two  petitions  to  present  of  rather  an  im- 
portant nature.  One  was  from  the  mer- 
chants and  fish-curers  of  Wick,  in  the 
county  of  Caithness,  and  the  other  from 
vimilar  parties  in  the  town  of  Cromarty. 
The  petitioners  complained  of  the  loss  of 
the  market  which  they  formerly  had  for 
their  fish  in  the  West-India  Islands,  and 
of  the  impossibility  which  they  found  of 
opening  new  markets  on  the  Continent, 
liiey  complained  especially  that  the  mar- 
kets of  Rusara  and  Belgium  were  ahui 
against  them.  Seeing  his  bon.  Friend,  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in 
his  place,  and  knowing  thathls  hon.  Friend 
was  aware  of  the  distress  of  the  peti- 
tioners, he  need  not  urge  their  case  on  his 
attention.  It  was  most  unjust,  now  that 
Belgium  was  separated  from  Holland,  that 
the  Dutch  should  retain  the  monopoly  of 
that  market. 

Mr.  Lahoachere  could  assure  his  hon. 
Friend  that  the  attention  of  the  depart- 
raent  with  which  be  was  connected  had 
been,  and  still  was,  directed  to  the  subject 
to  which  the  present  petiuons  referred. 
The  Board  of  Trade  was  fully  impressed 
with  the  importance,  in  anational  point  of 
view,  of  giving  every  encouragement  and 
protection  that  it  possibly  could  to  the 
fisheries  of  the  country.  He  had  been 
assured  that  it  was  impossible,  by  any  al- 
tarati^a  or  new  legul&UoDj  to  lemedj  the 


evil  of  which  tbe  petitioaeim  complained, 
with  regard  to  the  West  Indies.  They 
still  possessed  a  monopoly  in  the  West« 
Indian  islands  for  the  exportation  of  their 
herrings,  and  if  the  market  for  them  had 
diminished  there,  it  would  be  impouible 
by  a  legislative  measure  to  re-establtBh 
it.  With  regard  to  the  foreign  monopoly 
of  which  the  petitioners  complained, 
he  was  not  without  hopes  that  some- 
thing might  be  done  to  improve  the  con- 
dition of  the  trade  in  that  respect.  He 
had  had  interviews  with  deputations  con- 
nected with  this  branch  of  the  national 
industry,  and  it  appeared  to  him,  from 
representations  then  made  to  him,  that  the 
regulations  that  existed  in  Russia  with 
respect  to  this  trade  were  exceedingly  un- 
favourable, and  extremely  unfair,  as  re- 
garded the  British  fisheriea.  There  were 
three  descriptions  of  herrings  imported 
into  Russia— the  Dutch,  the  English,  and 
the  Norwegian,  and  the  difference  in  the 
duties  levied  on  them  was  remarkable." 
The  value  of  the  Dutch  herrings  was 
nearly  three  times  greater  than  that  of  tbe 
English,  while  the  difference  in  value  be- 
tween the  English  and  Norwegian  varied 
from  5  to  10  per  cent.  Now,  the  duty 
levied  on  the  Dutch  and  English  herrings 
was  tbe  same,  and  amounted  almost  to  a 
prohibitory  one.  They  were  classed  to- 
gether, and  ds.  per  barrel  was  levied  on 
them,  while  the  Norwegian  paid  ooljr 
2t.  3d.  per  barrel.  He  begged  to  assure 
his  hon.  Friend  that  no  time  should  be 
lost,  should  these  statements  prove  to  ba 
correct,  in  making  such  representations  to 
Russia  on  the  subject  as  he  hoped  wouM 
be  attended  with  a  beneficial  result.  He 
believed  that  at  present  tbe  herrings  of 
this  country  were  so  well  cured,  that  they 
only  required  to  be  put  on  a  fair  footing 
to  force  their  way  against  any  other  her- 
rings there.  The  Belgian  market  was  of 
considerable  importance  to  the  English 
fisheries,  and  the  Government  should  lose 
no  opportunity  for  promoting  the  laterasis 
of  this  branch  of  our  national  iadoslry 
in  that  quarter. 

Captain  Pedietl  said,  that  if  tlie  tithe 
were  taken  off  the  Norfolk  herriogs,  tfaey 
would  beat  the  Dutch  in  the  market. 

Mr,  Loch  said,  he  was  sure  thestatement 
of  his  hon.  Friend  would  give  the  greateat 
satisfaction  to  the  petitioners. 

Petitions  laid  on  tbe  table. 

BauxaT  AT  Elxctiovi.]  Tha  Homo 
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west  into  Committee  on  fbc  Bribery  at!     Lord  StanUy  objected  to  this  cIsqk,  u 
""*■'  I  it  wonid  prcTent  the  payment  of  bond  Jida 


Blectiona  Bill. 

On  that  part  of  CIbdu  3  which  subjects 
a  person  guilty  of  bribing  another  to  ~ 
penalty  of  5001.  for  each  ofience, 

Hr.  /TiuRe  said,  that  if  it  vere  desired 
that  the  penalty  should  be  enforced  and 
recorered,  it  should  bet  moderate  one; 
bat  if  the  penalty  was  a  heavy  one,  it 
vonld  not  be  enforced. 

Sir  C.  Burnll  was  understood  to  say, 
that  there  was  scarcely  any  instance  in 
which  ihe  penalty  of  5001.  in  such  cases 
was  recovered. 

Hr.  Pryme  concurred  in  thinking  that 
aaeverepenaltywoulddefeatitsobject.  " 
would  more, as  an  amendment,  that  the 
of  BM.  instead  of  SOOf.  be  substituted. 

Mr.  Hardy  said,  that  if  the  penalty 
were  reduced  to  bo  small  a  sum,  it  would 
g^TO  a  great  opening  to  bribery,  for  such  a 
penalty  if  inflicted  on  a  person  adrainister- 
tng  the  bribe,  would  be  at  once  paid  by 
the  candidate 

Mr,  Ptymt  said,  that  his  object  was  to 
nalce  the  Bill  more  effective,  1^  having  a 
fine  that  would  be  imposed.  Did  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  know  the  facts 
connected  with  the  50O^  penalty  ?  They 
were  told,  he  believed,  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Montgomery, 
When  the  Bill  ivas  first  proposed  the  pei 
tity  was  a  moderate  one,  but  an  hoi 
Member,  who  was  opposed  to  the  whole 
Bill,  moved  that  the  penalty  be  600^.,  in 
the  hope  that  if  so  high  a  penalty  was 
attached  to  the  offence,  the  Bill  would  be 
abandoned  by  its  promoters,  but  rather 
than  lose  the  Bill  they  adopted  the  amend- 
ment, and  it  passed.  Would  a  penalty  of 
lOOf,  suit  thevtews  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member? 

Mr.  /farrfy  t — If  the  penalty  be  small, 
parties  would  not  sue  for  it,  for  in  that 
case  they  would  get  little  more  than  would 
cover  their  own  costs. 

Amendment  neeatived;  Clause  agreed  to. 

On  the  4th  Clanse,  enacting  "  That  if 
any  person  shall,  at  any  time  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act,  directly  or  indirectly 
give,  offer,  or  allow,  or  in  any  way  promise 
to  or  for  the  use  or  advantage  of  any 
Toter,  any  gift,'  reward,  or  compeniation 
of  any  kind,  as  a  consideration  m  whole, 
or  in  part,  for  any  loss  of  time  in  travel- 
ling to  or  from,  or  in  attending  at  auy  such 
election  for  the  purpose  of  voting,  he  shall, 
fcr  every  inch  p^itce,  forfeit   the  sum 


election  expenses  ;  and  it  was  well  known 
that  many  voters  would  not  go  to  the  poll 
unless  the  expenses  of  their  conveyance 
was  paid.  There  might  be  a  moxtmuin 
fixed  for  such  expenses  to  prevent  corrupt 
practices,  but  they  ought  not  to  prevent 
the.  payment  of  what  were  purely  lawful 
expenses. 

Mr.  Roebuck  differed  from  the  view 
taken  by  the  noble  Lord,  The  election 
was  the  business  not  of  the  candidates, 
but  of  the  electors,  and  the  candidate 
ought  not  to  be  asked  to  pay  anything. 
The  chief  object  of  this  Bill  ought  to  ba 
to  prevent  such  payment. 

Mr.  Hardy  said,  that  his  chief  object  in 
the  clause  was  to  prevent  any  money  pass- 
ing from  the  candidate  to  the  electors,  or 
that  any  pecuniary  transactions  should 
take  place  between  them. 

Mr.  Roebuck  moved  as  an  amendment, 
that  the  words  "as  a  consideration  in 
whole  or  in  part  for  any  loss  of  time  in 
travelling  to  or  from,  or  io  attending  at, 
any  such  election  for  the  purpose  of  vot- 
ing," be  omitted.  The  boo.  Gentleman 
said,  that  he  did  not  wish  by  this  alteration 
to  prohibit  candidates  from  bringing  the 
voters  up  to  the  poll,  but  to  prevent  them 
from  giving  any  distinct  sum  of  money  to 

Mr.  Oratlan  protested  against  the  ex- 
tension of  this  amendment  to  Ireland. 
The  object  of  it  would  be  to  prevent  the 
travelling  expenses  ofthe  voters  from  being 
paid,  ana  it  would  then  be  impossible  to 
nave  an  election, 

Mr.  Heathcote  should  give  his  most 
decided  opposition  to  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath,  as  it  would  bear 
very  hard  on  the  poorer  class  of  voters, 
who  were  not  able  to  pay  their  own  ex- 
penses, 

Mr.  Aglionby  defended  the  amend- 
ment, which  he  thought  would  prove  very 
beueficial.  Its  ol^ect  was  not  to  prevent 
voters  being  conveyed  to  the  poll  at  the 
expense  ofthe  candidates,  because,  in  the 
present  state  of  the  election  law,  it  would 
be  quite  impossible  to  prevent  it. 

Mr.  John  Young  was  quite  satisfied,  that 
f  this  amendment  were  adopted,  the  prac- 
tical result  would  be  that  a  very  consider- 
able portion  of  the  county  constituency, 
more  especially  in  Ireland,  would  be  dis- 
franchised, as  the  poorer  classes  could  not 
afibrd  to  pay  fbr  tiavellmg  to  the  poll, 
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BIr>  BoTdy  would  mow  ti  oraviM, "  tbat 
pothing'  hereJD  contained  BQould  prevent 
gsndidates  or  other  persoai  connected  nitb 
them  frQm  providing convejanceerorvotera 
to  and  froD)  the  poll  at  tbeir  election." 
JhiB  he  hoped  nould  meet  the  object  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Mr.  Roebuck  piagt  press  his  own  amend> 
fnent. — 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  original 
guestion : — Ajes  6S ;  Noes  £8  ;  Ma- 
jotily  7,— Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  S  was  then  proposed,  enacting 
"That  if  an^  person  shall  at  any  time 
after  the  passing  of  the  act,  by  himself,  or 
by  or  with  an^  person,  or  by  any  ways, 
means,  or  devices,  or  any  colour,  excuse, 
Qr  pretence  whatsoever,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly give,  present,  allow,  provide,  or 
procure,  or  promise,  enga^,  oc  agiee  to 
give,  present,  allow,  provide,  or  procure 
any  meat,  drink,  entertainment,  or  provi- 
sion to  OT  for  any  person,  with  the  intent 
or  for  the  purpose  of  thereby  corruptly 
influencing  sucti  or  any  otbei  person  to 
give  or  to  refuse,  or  forbear  to  give,  hia 
vote  in  any  such  election,  or  for  the  pui 
ach  I 
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pose  of  corruptly  recompensing  such  or 
any  other  person  for  having  given  or  re- 
fused, or  forbarne  to  give  his  vote  in  any 
■uch  eleclion,  every  person  so  offending 
in  any  respect  shall  for  every  such  oSence 
forfeit  the  sum  of  50/." 

The  Committee  divided:  Ajes  33; 
Noes  40— Majority  7. 

Clause  struck  out  of  the  Bill. 

The  House  resumed,  the  Committee  to 
dt  again, 

Poor  Rilikv  (Irilaks),]  Ob  the 
Order  of  the  Day  fot  t^e  Committee  on 
the  Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  Bill  being  read. 

Sir  Richard  Mtugmve  said,  (hat,  as  btr 
understood  it  to  be  the  general  feeling  of 
the  House,  that  this  subject  should  be 
brought  forward  bj  his  Majetty's  Govem- 
nenl,  and  as  he  believed  it  to  be  the 
ipteniion  of  the  Oovernment  to  bring  tot* 
ward  a  measure  on  the  subject,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Bill  if  the  noble  Lord,  the 
SecreUr^  of  State  for  Ireland  wonld 
declare  in  bis  place  that  the  subject  was 
usdar  tlie  considersUon  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  it  was  tbeir  intention, 
either  in  this  Session  or  early  in  the  next, 
to  introduce  an  efEcieot  poor  law  for  Ire- 
lud. 

Lord  Morpeth  said,  he  quite  appiond 
of  the  coune  talwo  by  bia  hoo.  Frieudf 


the  Hambat  for  the  county  of  Wttarfivfl 

with  respect  to  this  Bill,  and  he  bad  nf> 
difficulty  in  assuring  him  tfaat  the  subject 
was  under  the  immediate  consideratioa  of 
the  Government,  and  that  he  waa  not 
without  hope  of  their  being  enabled  to 
introduce  some  preparatory  stepa  in  tht 
present  Session ;  but,  at  all  events,  they 
would  take  the  first  opportttnity  in  thf 
next  Session  of  introducing  frhst  be  bope4 
would  be  a  complete  and  satisfactory 
measure, 

Mr.  W.  S.  O'Brien  said,  that  in  ofiaur 
deration  of  the  pledge  given  on  the  pfxt  of 
his  Maiesty'a  Government,  ha  would 
follow  the  example  of  the  boa.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  the  county  of  Waterford, 
and  withdraw  his  Bill  relative  to  the  poot 
of  Ireland,  when  the  proper  time  eame. 

Mr.  P.  Serine,  would  also  follow  th« 
same  example. 

The  three  bills  for  relieving  the  pow  of 
Ireland  were  put  off  far  six  months. 

FisREKiEa.l  On  the  Motion  of  Captain 
Pechell,  the  Fisheries'  Bill  was  lecom- 


itted. 

On  the  Question,  that  the  3rd  Clause 
stand  part  of  the  Bill, 

Captain  F.  Berkeley  said,  on  the  ground 
that  this  clause  would  go,  hv  the  restric- 
tion which  it  enforced  as  to  the  size  of  the 
nets  to  be  used,  to  inflict  serious  injury  on 
the  poorer  classes  of  fishermen  of  (his 
country,  he  felt  bound  to  oppose  it. 

Lord  George  Lennox  said  a  few  wordf 
in  opposition  to,  and  Mr.  Elphinstone  in 
favour  of  the  clause. 

Captain  Pechell  defended  the  clause  a< 
being  absolutely  necessary  for  the  protec- 
tion of  ^e  Gsneries,  while  at  the  same 
time  power  was  given  to  the  Magistrates 
of  Quarter  Sessions,  if  tbey  sboufd  think 
fit  to  do  so,  to  take  off  the  restriction  with 
respect  to  the  use  of  seine  nets. 

Captain  F.  Berkeley  still  considered 
that  the  efiect  of  the  clause  could  only  be 
to  deprive  the  poorer  class  of  fishermen  of 
their  bread,  and  therefore  he  felt  it  to  be 
his  duty  to  take  the  sense  of  the  Commit- 
tee upon  it. 

The  Committee  then  divided  on  the 
Clause :  Ayes  5\ ;  Noes  13— Majority 
38.    Claose  agreed  to. 

The  Home  resumed.  The  Reporttobe 
received. 

H  O  Vs'i'otLO  HD8, 

Thmrtinf,  Jmm  9,  1886. 
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WftTM  ov  RsBS&Ltotr.  (Ieilawb.)] 
The  Batl  of  WtMm  nid,  he  bad  on 
Monday  cventDg  giren  notioa  to  their 
Lotdibipi,  that  ha  would  to-morrow 
noT«  for  documeoti  nlatire  to  certain 
pToceediiigfl  m  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
m  Ireland,  but  irfaen  be  gave  that  notias 
he  was  not  aware  oC  the  fact  that  there 
wai  an  appeal  before  their  Lordahlps 
towshing  that  particular  subject.  Now, 
though  hiB  Motion  would  not  affect  that 
oMt,  yet  he  couM  aot  anawer  for  the  turn 
the  diiowirion  might  Uke,  or  for  the  ob- 
Mnalioni  which  might  fall  from  othert, 
end  he  should  be  sorry  that  iiioh  a  Motion 
■houid  lead  to  anything  like  a  prejudging 
of  the  case.  He,  therefore,  had  no  other 
course  to  adi^t  but  that  of  requesting 
their  Lordships  to  allow  him  to  withdraw 
th«  notice.  He  must,  however,  obserre, 
that  the  use  stood  «iry  low  on  the  paper, 
and  most  probably,  if  aomsthtng  were  not 
done  to  expedite  it,  the  question  would 
not  be  settled  in  the  present  Session.  It 
was,  however,  most  imporUnt  to  the  indi- 
vidual that  this  question  should  be  de- 
cided speedily.  If  it  were  not,  it  would 
woesion  very  great  inconvenEence  to  the 
MTty  whose  Interests  were  concerned. 
no  uieiefore  hoped  that  some  steps  would 
be  taken  to  expedite  the  cause.  If,  how- 
ever, that  were  not  dons,  he  certainly 
should  bring  the  subject  before  their 
Lordahips. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,'  it  was  per- 
(bctlv  (rue  that  there  was  such  an  appeal 
pending  before  their  Lordships,  and  also 
that  it  waa  very  low  on  the  paper.  If 
some  steps  were  not  taken  to  expedite  it, 
the  case  could  not  be  decided  in  the  pre- 
sent Session.  It  waa  very  important  that 
it  should  be  speedily  decided,  and  for  that 
purpose  he  thought  that  theit  Lordships 
ought  to  adopt  >ob 

Sulyect  dropped, 


HOUSE  OFCOMMONS, 
WeJttesdaj/,  June  9, 1S36. 
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(Inbad)  Bm— Bt  Mnnl  Hon.  Mnnash  Ma  Vailm 
Plm,  ftn  thg  HouM  lo  •dban  U  lb*  UU  IBIilut 
RWbRB  SU.  M  artfully  pMHd  bj  Ibm  Hgow- 

LANDL0tlD8(lB»LAWl>>-MR.M'NBALl.] 

Mr.  SAarman  Crawford,  in  presenting 
a  petition  ftom  Downpatrick,  said,  that 
he  would  take  that  occasion  to  notice 
a  charge  which  had  been  preferred  against 
him  yesterday  e»ening  in  the  House;  he 
referred  to  the  report  of  b  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member 'for  Belfast,  which  appeared 
in  ne  Timet  newspaper  of  that  morning. 

The  Sfteakar  reminded  him,  that  it  was 
irregular  to  refer  to  soch  reports. 

Mr.  Sharmatt  Crawfom  would  then 
merely  say,  that  he  understood  the  hon. 
Member  for  Belfast  had  made  the  foiloW' 
ing  statement,  which  he  found  in  Tha 
TVmej.-  — "  The  gentleman  of  whom  he 
had  to  speak  was  Mr.  M'Neale,  of  Car- 
liogford,  in  the  county  of  Louth,  whose 
character  as  a  landlord,  one  would  have 
supposed,  was  so  well  known  in  Ireland 
as  to  protect  him  from  such  factious  as- 
saults. Of  this  gentleman  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dundalk  (Mr.  S.  Crawford)  wat 
pleased  to  state,  a  few  evenings  back,  that 
from  political  irritation  against  one  of  his 
tenants,  who  had  voted  contrary  to  his 
wishes,  he  had  with  his  own  hand  set  fire 
to  and  burnt  the  turf  which  the  poor  man 
had  prepared  for  his  winter  firing."  The 
hon.  Member  for  Belfast,  after  this,  ha^ 
read  a  statement  from  Mr.  M'Neale  in 
which  that  gentleman  accused  him  (Mr. 
S.  Crawford)  of  doing  this  from  a  malig- 
nant motive — from  a  desire  to  injure  him 
with  His  Majesty's  Government.  Now, 
he  would  confidently  appeal  to  the  Uouse^ 
whether  he  had  ever  mentioned  the  name 
of  Mr.  M'Neale  in  any  statement  he  had 
made  to  the  House.  On  a  former  occa- 
sion he  certainly  did  mention  an  occur- 
rence which  he  understood  had  taken 
place  in  the  county  of  Louth,  bat  he  never 
once  mentioned  the  name  of  Mr.  M'Neale 
in  the  matter.  If  that  gentleman  now' 
stated  that  the  fact  pointed  to  him.hewas 
his  own  accuser.  He  would  not  shrink 
from  stating,  that  Mr.  M'Neale  was  the 
gentleman  nno  had,  as  he  understood  an4 
believed,  burned  the  turf  wi&  his  own 
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hand.  If  there  had  been  any  thing  ioconect 
in  the  statement,  and  ifMr.M'Neale  had  ap- 

EUed  to  bim  to  correct  it,  he  would  hare 
een  moat  readj  to  do  so  ;  but  no  luch  ap- 
pUcation  had  been  made  to  him.  He 
thought  it  rather  bard  that  ft  charge  of  ma- 
licious motives  should  have  been  made 
against  hinn  by  that  individual.  He  repU' 
diated  Buch  a  charge  ai  of  a  slanderous  and 
unfounded  nature.  With  regard  to  the 
course  taken  in  this  matter  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Belfast,  he  would  appeal  to 
the  House,  whether  it  was  usual  for  hon. 
Members  to  prefer  a  charge  of  the  kind 
against  an  hon.  Member  in  bis  absence, 
and  mthout  any  communication  to  him 
that  sucb  a  charge  would  be  made  against 
him?  He  (Mr.  Crawford)  Was  not  often 
absent  from  the  House,  but  he  happened 
to  be  BO,  unfortunately,  yesterday,  when 
the  hon.  Member  made  this  charge  against 
him.  He  (Mr.  Crawford)  had  certainly 
Borne  time  since  preferred  a  charge  egainst 
the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast,  but  he  did 
BO  in  his  presence,  so  as  to  aSbrd  him  the 
opportuaity  to  rebut  it,  if  he  could. 

Mr.  Emerson  Tem«nt  said,  that  as  the 
hon.  Member  bad  admitted  that  his  de- 
scription had  applied  to  Mr.  M'Neale,  and 
as  ne  bad  not  disputed  the  correctness 
of  the  facts  contained  in  his  (Mr.  Ten- 
nent's^  statement,  he  would  now  merely 
say,  that  he  had  made  tbat  statement,  and 
that  he  had  been  authorised  to  do  so. 
As  to  the  circumstance  of  its  having  been 
made  in  the  hon.  Member's  absence,  he 
woold  only  mention  that  he  had  sent  his 
hon.  Colleague  the  day  before  yesterday 
to  the  hoD.  Member,  to  inform  him  that 
ht  hsd  a  charge  to  make  against  him.  He 
came  down  on  that  day  to  the  House  for 
thai  purpose,  but  having  been  prevented 
from  making  the  statement  then,  he  took 
the  earliest  opportunity  in  his  power  to 
make  it. 

Mr.  Shaman  Crawford  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member,  Mr.  M'Cance,  bad  the  day 
before  yesterday  told  him  that  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  E.  Tennent)|hBd  a  charge  to 
prefer  against  him,  but  he  did  not  specify 
what  it  was.  He  was  in  his  place  that 
evening,  but  no  such  charge  was  made. 
At  it  was  not  made  then,  it  was  not  in  his 
power  to  know  on  what  day  it  would  be 
preferred. 

Petition  laid  on  the  table. 

CORPOKATION    RsrOBH,  (IRELANdI.J 

Hr.  W(Uiley  pieaented  a  petition  from 


numerous  meeting  of  the  electors  of  the 
county  of  Middlesex,  against  the  Lord^ 
amendments  to  the  Corporation  Reform 
Bill  for  Ireland.  The  petitioners  expressed 
a  hope  that  tbat  House  would  support  its 
dignity  at  this  important  crisis,  and  sym- 
pathise with  the  people  throughout  the 
empire,  by  rejecting  with  indignation  and 
scorn  the  attempts  of  the  House  of  Lords 
to  interfere  with  the  extension  of  justice 
to  Ireland  on  similar  principles  to  those 
already  acted  on  in  the  case  of  England 
and  Scotland.  He  fully  concurred  in  tha 
prayer  of  the  petition. 

Sir  George  Sinclair  begged  to  know 
whether  the  petitioners  preyed  for  a  Re- 
form in  the  House  of  Lords  ? 

Alderman  Ifood  said,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber wished  it,  he  was  sure  the  House  would 
have  no  objection  to  have  it  read  at  length. 
The  petitioners  expressed  their  opinion 
very  strongly  of  the  necessity  of  some 
change  in  the  House  of  Lords. 

Mr.  Thomas  DwKombe  presented  a 
petition, agreed  to  by  the  elector*  of  Fins- 
bury,  at  a  meeting  which  had  yesterday 
beeu  held  for  the  purpose  of  addressing 
that  House  on  the  Lords'  ameadments. 
They  prayed  tbat  the  hon.  House  might 
reject  them  with  the  di^ust  they  deserved. 

Mr.  IToiiey  supported  the  prayer  of  the 
petition,  and  stated  that  at  the  meeting 
yesterday  he  (Mr.  WakJey)  handed  a  BiU 
containing  the  Lords'  amendments  to  the 
people,  and  asked  them  what  the  House 
of  Commons  ought  to  do  with  it,  upon 
which  they  tore  it  in  ten  thousand  pieces. 
He  mentioned  this  to  show  the  fceliog  of 
the  people  on  the  subject. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  table. 

CopraiQBT — (Irslanq^ — Prints  and 
ENOHAViNoe.l  Mr.  Buckingham,  as  he 
anticipated  no  objection  to  his  motion  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  extend  protection 
to  copyright  of  prints  and  engravings  to 
Ireland,   would  state  in  a  few  words  the 

EQunds  of  hb  motion.  It  appeared  by  a 
te  deiuaion  of  the  law  couits,  that  the 
protection  of  copyright  of  prints  and  engrav- 
ings published  in  this  country  did  not  ex- 
tend to  Ireland.  The  object  of  hu  Bill 
was  nrnply  to  ejttend  the  protection  to  such 
prints  in  Ireland. 

Sic  Robert  IngUt  did  not  coimder  it  ex- 
pedient to  discuss  this  question  now,  as  a. 
marc  important  subject  was  about  to  come 
before  the  House.  He  hoped  the  has. 
Mnnber  would  defei  his  motioa  to  anothft 
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Vit.  Buetmgham  ittid,  Utat  copTright  of 
priati  and  eDgravinga  publiBbed  here  was 
Spily  invaded  in  Dublin.  He  wished  to 
prevent  that  injuatice. 

Sir  Ilaierl  Inglis  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
Ijer  would  not  urge  the  motion.  He  should 
feel  it  kii  duty  to  oppose  it;  andhe  was  un- 
willing to  delay  the  other  hunness  of  the 
Houte  hy  a  dtscusdon  oF  this. 

Mr.  (fCottneU  said,  the  opposition  might 
have  heen  expected  to  come  from  Ireland ; 
but  the  Irish  Members  made  no  objec^on. 
They  were  anxious  that  no  injustice  should 
be  done  to  England. 

Sir  Robert  Tngli*  said,  that  after  the  se- 
cond reading  c^  the  Copyright  Bill  last 
night,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  divide 
the  House  on  this  motion. 

Lord  JtAn  Rutnll  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Buckingham)  would  not 
press  his  motion  at  present. 
'  Mr.  Budmgham  said,  he  would  defer  it, 
if  the  noble  Lord  requested  it,  but  he  had 
not  heard  any  good  reason  urged  on  the 
other  side  why  he  should  do  so.  llie  hon. 
Member  then  mored  for  leave  to  bring  in 
the  Bill. 

The  House  divided— Ayes  169;  Noes 
so—Majority  sg. 

HuKictPAL  CoaPORATioHS  (Ire* 
i-ahd) — Lords'  Amendments.]  Lord 
John  Ruttelt  then  rt»e  and  said: 
2  think  it  will  be  the  moat  convenient 
course,  in  moving  the  order  of  the  day  for 
taking  into  consideration  the  Lords' 
Amendments  to  the  Bill  relating  to  Muni, 
eipal  Corporations  in  Ireland,  that  I  should 
■tate  to  the  House  the  view  which  is  taken 
by  his  Majesty's  Ministers  of  those  amend- 
ments, and  the  motion  which  will  be  made 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Attorney- 
General  for  Ireland,  in  proposing  the 
mode  in  which  the  House  should  ron- 
aider  and  deal  with  those  amendmeuts. 
Sir,  I  wish  to  do  this  without  making  any 
remarks  which  may  tend  to  excite  any 
exasperation  upon  a  subject  on  which  to 
much  interest  is  felt;  but  at  the  same 
time  I  must  lay,  that  I  think  I  should  be 
deserting  my  duty  if,  for  the  sake  of  any 
compliment  to  the  proposals  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  I  were  to  propose 
to  barter  away  the  privileges  of  this  House, 
to  diminish  the  rights  of  any  portion  of 
his  Majesty's  sutjects,  or  to  impair,  in  the 
least  degree,  the  well-known  principles  of 
the  Constitution.  Sir,  we  stand  upon  this 
subject  at  present  on  the  defensive.  It 
has  been  the  policy  of  this  House  to  send 


tIS 

up  to  the  other  House  of  Parliaitieot  .KUt 
for  reforming  Munidpal  Corporation^ 
first  in  Scotland  and  aflxrwards  in  £ae- 
land.  Upon  both  those  Bills  some  dis^ 
cufisions  took  place.  In  the  latter,  manjr 
amendments  were  incroiluced  by  the 
House  of  Lords,  but  it  seemed  to  be  thf 
general  agreement  of  both  Houses,  that 
corporations  in  themselves  promote  good 
government,  order,  and  regularity,  in  the 
towns  in  which  they  are  established,  and 
contribute  to  the  welfare  of  the  country 
in  general.  We  have  proceeded  upon  the 
same  principles,  though  without  adopting 
exactly  the  same  provisions,  yet  with  pro- 
visions nearly  resembling  them,  in  respect 
to  the  corporations  of  Ireland.  We  sent 
up  to  the  other  House  of  Parliament  a  Bill 
for  the  regulation  of  the  Alunicipal  Cor- 
porations of  borough-towns  in  Ireland. 
That  Bill  has  been  returned  to  us  with  the 
title  altered,  with  the  preamble  changed; 
and  of  a  Bill  consisting  of  140  clauses, 
106  have  been  in  substance  omitted, 
eighteen  other  clauses  have  been  intro- 
duced, and  of  the  whole  purport  and  in- 
tention of  the  original  Bill,  little  is  to  be 
found  in  the  Bill  which  is  now  come 
down  to  us.  If  I  wanted  any  proof  of  the 
intention  to  chan^  the  whole  frame  of 
out  Bill,  it  stands  recorded  in  the  taetp 
that  the  other  House  of  Parliament  have 
adopted,  upon  an  instruction  to  a  Conip 
mittee  of  the  whole  House,  an  alteration 
which  could  not  lie  proposed  without  that 
instruction,  and  which  instruction  had  for 
its  object  to  effect  that  which  this  House 
had  already  deliberately  ngected.  Sucb, 
I  say,  is  ttie  form  in  which  this  Bill  is  r^ 
turned  to  us  ;  and  certainly,  I  must  say, 
if  the  object  was  not  to  attain  that  cor- 
dial harmony  between  tl;e  two  Houses  of 
Parliament  which  we  have  been  told  to- 
day, it  is  the  desire  of  the  House  of 
Lords  to  promote,  but  to  sow  dissension 
between  us,  I  should  think  that  there 
was  DO  more  obvious  method  of  effect- 
ing it,  than  to  adopt  the  very  proposals 
which  this  House  had  declared  to  be 
unpalatable  to  them,  and  to  alter  a  Bill 
which  (hey  had  sent  up  in  sucb  a  man* 
ner,  as  to  make  it  entirely  a  new  Bili, 
and  a  new  law  upon  the  subject.  How- 
ever, with  respect  to  anything  which  it  is 
possible  for  us  to  propose,  as  the  means 
by  which  this  Bill  may  ultimately  become 
law,  I  was  anxious  to  find  some  method 
by  which,  consistently  with  precedent  and 
usage,  we  could  say  that  this  Bill  might 
6nally  receive  the  sancUon  of  this  HoOH. 

.■.,C.ooqIc 
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I  CDoevI**  that,  tn  oontbnnity  with  tmt 
•rtTllegM  and  th«  recognf  Bed  rights  of  this 
Uoaae  with  respect  to  Bills  which  come 
before  us  fbr  diBCussion,  there  ore  bnt 
thne  courses  which  it  Is  poasible  for  this 
House  to  Bdopt.  The  firet  is  to  reject  these 
amenilinents  allo^ther,  with  n  view  to  sub- 
stituting or  introducing  n  new  Bill,  which 
shoultl  contain  the  provisions  made  by  the 
Lords.  The  second  method  would  be  the 
restoring  all  the  orie^inal  piirts  of  the  Bill, 
and  disagreeing  with  all  the  anlendiDenti 
of  the  Lonis ;  and  the  third  course  would 
be,  dlsflgreeing  with  the  greater  part  of 
those  amendments,  and  restoring  in  prin- 
ciple the  original  intention  and  spirit  of 
the  Bill,  but  not  Indsling  upon  the  origi- 
nal forming  which  those  prorisions  were 
proposed.  Sir,  there  is  a  fourth  course, 
which  I  have  not  mentioned,  because  cer- 
tainly I  could  not  recommend  it  to  the 
House  to  adopt,  and  I  think  there  would 
be  few  Members  found  in  the  House  who 
wcmU  think  It  conformable  with  our  pri- 
vll^M  In  agree  with.  It  would  be  to 
adopt  these  amendments  at  a  single  sit- 
ting, without  any  previous  notice  or  con- 
■Meration  of  them.  If  we  were  to  do 
this,  we  should  be  surrendering  altogether 
our  privileges  and  due  deliberation :  and, 
iBsteail  of  having  a  Bill  sent  from  the 
Lords  which  we  might  read  a  Rret,  a 
noond,  ami  a  third  tMne,  and  then  carry 
lato  a  Committee,  where  we  might  esa- 
mhiB  Its  pnvliiona  hi  detail,  we  should 
Uien  be  content  to  uy,  that  any  Bill  which 
U  seal  up  bv  this  House  to  the  Ijordi, 
might  be  totally  altered  in  Its  proTisluni,  In 
ite  nature,  in  its  title.  In  Its  intention,  and 
Ibat,  with  oire  single  reading,  and  bj  one 
'  motion  In  this  House,  wemightdlsposeof 
the  greatest  questions  which  may  be  in- 
volved in  any  Act  of  Parliament.  I  will  not 
'«saunipindful,  ft)rl  think  1  should  bean- 
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1681,  of  which  thff  descH^loQ  b  gtvea 
by  Hume  :— 

"  The  roysllsli  and  zealous  Churchmen  weri 
at  present  the  popular  psriy  in  the  nation, 
and,  leconded  by  the  efforts  of  the  Court,  had 
prevailed  in  most  elections.  Hot  mora  than 
QfLT~»is  members  of  the  Prtsbylerian  party 
had  obiaioad  seats  in  the  Iiowsr  House,  an4 
these  were  not  able  aithir  to  oppose  or  retard 
the  meuarea  of  lbs  m^orily.  Monarchy, 
therefore,  and  episcopainr  were  now  exalted  tft 
as  great  power  and  splendour  as  they  had 
lately  suffered  misery  and  depression." 
It  was  in  such  a  spirit — and  after  r«ad« 
ing;  this  extract  hoia  Hume,  I  need  not 
quote  any  instances  to  prove  its  exist- 
ence,— but  it  was  in  such  a  spirit  ^at, 
the  House  of  Commons  of  that  day  ]«■ 
gislated,  anxious  by  their  zeal  and  by 
the  fervooT  of  their  loyalty,  to  build  ua 
what  the  men  of  the  CommonwealUi 
had  destroyed.  Sir,  this  House  of  Com- 
mons, so  disposed,  having  introduced  a 
Bill  into  this  House,  which  they  called 
a  Bill  Air  the  well-govemiog  arid  rega^ 
lating  the  corporations  of  England,  seat 
it  up  to  the  House  of  Lords,  where  it  un- 
derwent many  alterations.  The  original 
Bill  was  a  BiU  for  the  purpose,  by  means 
of  Commissioners,  of  displacing  fmm  cor- 
porations all  who  belonged  to  the  Presby- 
terian or  Republican  party,  and  to  replan 
them  by  persons  well-aflected  to  the 
Crown,  the  Bill  was  altered  in  tht 
House  of  Lords,  and,  among  other  things, 
in  this  manner.  They  proposed  that  tha 
mayor  of  evary  (own  should  be  named  by 
the  Crown  every  year,  out  of  six  panont 
to  be  prsientea  by  the  oorporatiDni. 
They  made  aeveral  other  alteratlow  in 
the  details,  and  aa  to  the  nature  of  coiw 
porate  powers.  The  Houso  of  Commont 
took  these  amendments  intocoDslde ration, 
and  entered  on  the  jonrnak  of  the  Hon**, 
that  tliey  disoigreed  with  the  ameDdmentit 


mindful  of  what  is  due  to  the  privileges  '  ^d  they  appointed  a  CommiUee  to  draw 
Of  this  Hnuse,  and  to  Its  station  in  this  y,  the  reasons  for  their  dlsegreement 
country,  to  propose  so  new,  so  dangerous,  -j^^  Committee  reported  several  reaHms, 
and  so  humiliating  a  course.  I  will,  now  ^f  which  I  will  quote  two  or  three  to  the 
Aen,  lake  the  liberty  of  reading  to  the  House.  The  Brst  reason  reported  bv  the 
House,  befbre  I  go  into  the  substance  of  Solieitor-Gcneral  of  that  ilayriras, 
the  amendments  made  by  the  House  of  I      ,,  ij„        .1.    n-n  *     .u       h         1  ^       r 

, ,.    .  „„^._,  _  i.1,  ' .  .    .  mil  BeosuMa  |ha  Bill  for  the  wsll-iffuUtEon  of 

Lords,  a  precedent  flnth  respect  to  a  Bill  I  n.,  corporationi  placed  ths  govsmt^tnt  of  tha 
which  was  sent  up  from  this  House,  at  a  towns  in  ths  right  hands,  which  by  ths  BiU 
time  when  eertainly  this  House  was  not  gent  up  from  the  Lords  so  bt  from  being 
over  anxious  either  to  dispute  with  the  eff^ed  by  ths  amsndroenli,  was  not  so  nscn 
House  of  Lords  or  to  set  up  any  preten-  ss  thou|ht  of,  and  that  in  the  pievliions  tot 
slons  dangerous  to  the  other  branchu  of  *■  appointneat  of  ths  mayor  and  rscordsr, 
tin  Legislature.  The  precfdent  of  which  "•  «"•  "^  "^l*  ''»'  "J  •*•'  ntmben  of 
1  am  pilng  to  give  an  account  Is  one  «»» coTparatwns.- 
Mide  by  ue  FwHameat  which  sat  in  The  terenth  reason  iSj 
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,  **  VbHImi^  Oit  MasNdmanls  m  itpngnnt 
to  Iht  tiilf  of  tbi  Bill,  which  ii  •  Bill  ft>r  tht 
ngalatiQi)  of  corporetiocw,  whatau  the  amendx 
Bents  do  either  eitiTpBte,  or,  at  least,  new 
ereate  them.  The  refonnation  contemplated 
^  the  Bill  HDt  up  to  the  Lorda  vas  of  a  tem. 

Knxj  niture,  and  aach  ai  was  reasonably  be- 
red  would  be  igreeLble  to  the  tiniea,  and 
initabtfl  to  out  trust;  whereat  the  amead- 
nienta  made  by  the  Lords  were  auch  ai  would 
be  in  no  ease  agreeable  to  the  peopit 
■nitable  to,  or  consonant  with,  our  trust." 

Now,  it  is  dear  from  this  example  of  s 
House  of  CoiDDions,  upon  wblcfa  no  im- 
putation can  lie  cast  that  it  wistied  to 
OTerturn  the  conslltiltioa  of  this  realm 
—it  is  manifest  from  this  example,  that 
the  House  of  CoameiiB  were  nnwil- 
ling  to  agree  to  the  ameodments  oF 
the  Lords,  which  completely  altered 
the  nature  of  their  Bill,  and  which 
they  said  were  "  not  consonant  with  their 
trust."  Now,  Sir,  I  hope  this  Hotise  will 
act  at  least  In  the  spirit  of  this  Restoration 
Farliament,  and  that  we  shall  act  fn  a 
manner  "  oonsonant  with  our  trust,"  and 
that,  if  there  is  anything  in  this  amended 
BiU  which  injures  the  liberty  of  the  sub- 
ject, or  which  destroys  the  nature  of  the 
corporations  themselves,  that  wa  shall 
consider  whether  we,  the  Commons  of 
Kngland,  shall  be  justified  In  giving  our 
consent  to  these  amendments.  Sir,  the 
result  of  the  conference  upon  those  rea- 
sons was,  that  the  House  of  Lords  desired 
further  time  to  consider  the  matter.  The; 
said,  that  owing  to  the  thinness  of  the 
House  they  coiud  not  Uien  proosed  j  and 
ttie  question  wo*,  tharefoce,  pat  off  fn»D 
July  to  December.  In  December,  the  moat 
obnoxious  amendmentB  made  by  tlia  Lords 
were  withheld :  •omeof  them  were  in  some 
parts  accepted,  and  the  Bill  was  fldally 
passed  by  both  Houses,  The  main  purpose 
forwhich  Ihave  quoted  this  precedent;  is  to 
show  that  if  we  are  notable  to  agree  to  the 
amendments  made  by  the  Lords,  we  may 
yet  restore  In  spirit  the  Bill  which  we 
sent  up  to  the  Lords,  and  that  we  are  not 
obliged,  on  account  of  the  objections 
which  we  may  entertain  to  the  extensive 
nature  of  the  alterations  made,  to  consider 
that  we  have  before  us  but  one  course, 
namely,  to  r^ect  those  alterations  al- 
together. I  will  now  proceed  to  state 
the  general  efect  of  the  greater  part  of 
the  propoeed  amendments.  In  the  flrst 
place,  and  that  which  is  the  head  and 
front  of  the  whole  matter,  the  Bill  which 
tfe  sent  up  to  the  House  of  Lords  was  a 
Bin  Ibr  regolating  and  renewing  Corpo- 


vations  la  Ifdand,  btit  allowlDf  cerpen* 
tioos  still  to  snbrist  as  they  now  subsist  In 
England  and  Scotland.  The  House  of 
Lonls,  on  the  contrary,  hSTo  Ihtrodueed  a 
dnuse  potting  an  end  to  the  eorporaliona 
alt(>getber.  But  in  doing  this  they  havs 
taken  care— and  I  think  they  conM  Uttic 
be  aware  to  what  extent  that  care  went/ 
— they  have  taken  oare,  I  say,  to  pre- 
serve for  their  natural  lives,  to  many  of 
the  persona  who  hold  offices  in  theea 
Qorporatiuns,  all  the  power,  all  the 
tnist,  and  all  the  properly  which  they 
now  enjoy.  I  thought  it  was  an  otgce> 
tion  to  the  Bill  as  it  has  come  down  to 
us,  that  it  totally  abolished  oorporatktne. 
Indeed  it  is  moetobjsclionahlain  princijria, 
as  I  shall  by  and  by  argue,  to  ebolish 
these  corporations,  but  it  would  not  be 
giving  a  complete,  or  anything  like  an 
accurate  notion  of  this  amendM  Bill,  a* 
it  is  called,  to  gay  that  it  destroys  corpo. 
rations,  and  puts  other  powers  in  Uieir 
place.  It  is  a  Bill  to  contlnne  for  tbs 
present  generation,  under  less  responsi- 
bility, with  less  restraint  than  th^  sA 
present  feel  in  their  situations,  (ho  peiw 
sons  who  bold  office  in  tiiese  corporationi 
— which  corporations  you  yourselves  de- 
clare to  be  corrupt  and  indefensible.  I 
will  show  this  to  be  the  effect  of  some  of  the 
clauses  that  now  stand  in  the  Lords'  Bill, 
By  the  £tb  Clause  bodies  corporate  arc 
dissolved,  and  the  power  of  electing  new 
officersceaaes  after  the  6rst  day  of  January 
nenl.  By  tht  12th  Clause  clerks  of  the 
market,  weigh  roasters  of  all  goods,  weigh 
masters  of  butter,  and  tasters  of  butter,  arc 
to  continue  to  boldsucb  offices  during  their 
IiTes.  In  the  Bill  which  was  originally 
printed  in  the  Lords,  it  was  provided,  by  * 
the  same  clauses,  that  those  persons  who 
should  be  named  to  these  places  after  tb« 
passing  of  the  Bill,  and  before  the  Utof 
January  next,  should  coottnue  in  their 
offices  subject  to  removal  at  the  pleasure  of 
the  Lord-Lieutenant.  That  certainly  must 
have  been  an  oversight,  for  so  gross  en 
opening  for  jobbing  never  was  made ;  and 
that  clause,  therefore,  has  been  altered  so 
as  Co  prevent  persons  hereaftei  coming  in 
to  enjoy  the  same  rights  as  the  present 
holders  of  those  offices  enjoy.  By  tha 
13th  clause  town-clerks,  bail iSs,  treasurers, 
and  chamberlains,  with  other  ministerial 
and  executive  officers  of  bodies  corporate, 
are  to  continue  to  execute  their  duties 
until  removed  by  the  Commissioner*  ap- 
pointed by  the  Act.  By  the  14lh  Clauae, 
lompeasauon  is  eztendn  to  tbe  members 
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u  well  u  tha  officen  of  any  body  cor- 
porate deprived  of  their  emoluments  by 
the  Act.  By  the  16th  Clause  peasiens 
and  flllowaoces  are  extended  beyond  what 
we  originally  provided,  beio^  maie  to 
incliid»annaal  sums  granted  in  conformity 
with  established  usage,  and  only  limited 
by  this,  certaioly  very  necessary  and 
nserul,  proviso  at  the  end,  "unless  the 
property  of  such  body  corporate  shall  not 
be  sufficient  for  the  payment  thereof." 
llndoobudly  the  person  who  framed  that 

Eroviso  must  have  considered  that  what 
e  bad  consented  to  insert  in  the  former 
part  of  the  clause  would  probably  entirely 
eat  up  and  destroy  the  whole  property  of 
these  corporations;  end  that  in  order  to 
take  care  that  these  persons  should  not 
overrun  the  country,  and  make  claims 
upon  other  funds,  he  felt  it  proper  to  enact 
that  when  the  whole  corporate  property 
was  consumed,  these  persona  should  have 
no  further  claim  upon  us.  By  the  19th 
Clause  charitable  trusts  are  vested  in  the 

Eersonawho  shall, on  the  Dlst  of  December, 
ave  been  mayor,  aldermen,  or  members 
of  the  governing  body.  By  the  20th 
Clause  trusts,  other  thao  charitable  trusts, 
■re  vested  in  the  same  persons ;  and  by  the 
.  33d  Clause,  when  any  body  corporate  is 
partofany  other  body  corporate,their  places 
are  to  be  filled  up  by  these  same  fortunate 
mayor,  aldermen,  and  members  of  the 
goveruing  body  who  may  be  in  oflice  just 
before  the  Ist  of  January,  1837.  By  the 
93d  Clause,  in  every  town  where  the  town- 
clerk  is  now  in  right  of  bis  ofGce  clerk  of 
the  peace,  registrar  of  the  court  of  record 
for  the  trial  of  civil  actions,  and  cleric  to  the 
court  of  conscience,  the  person  who  shall 
be  town-clerk  on  theGIstof  December  shall 
continue  to  bold  these  offices.  Well,  the 
are  the  clauses  then  which  provide,  not, 
1  have  said,  for  the  extinction  of  corpor 
tions — not  for  the  destruction  of  those 
corporations  against  whom  every  Member 
of  the  other  House  was  so  indignant,  and 
which  there  was  no  one  willing  to  defend — 
but  for  the  poaiession  during  their  lives  of 
these  offices,  unless  they  are  removed,  as 
seme  of  them  may  be  by  a  method  I  shall 
hereafter  mention,  to  all  those  persons  who 
may  or  may  not  have  been  in  the  active 
exercise  of  the  abuse  of  the  trusts  which 
were  vested  in  them.  There  is  a  difference 
between   one    or  two    of    these   official 


CommissioDen ;  while  by  a  former partoT 
the  Bill,  it  would  appear,  that  those 
fortunate  persons  who  are  the  clerks  of 
markets,  weigh-masters  of  butter,  and 
tasters  Of  butter,  are  taken  especial  care  of, 
are  not  (o  be  the  least  injured — nothing  is 
to  happen  to  them;  but  they  are  to  be 
preserved  until,  in  the  course  of  nature, 
tbey  shall  fall  off.  Why,  Sir,  then  the 
real  effect  of  this  Bill  is  not  what  we 
supposed  it  to  be ;  and  thoce  who 
determined  upon  the  abolition  and  des- 
truction of  corporations,  seem  to  have 
some  faultering  in  their  own  purpose. 
When  they  came  actually  to  execute  this 
destruction,  this  abolition,  this  death  to  the 
old  and  abusive  corporations  of  Ireland, 
some  compunctions  came  over  them  ;  and 
whilethey  were  content  toaboliththename, 
and  leave  nothing  hereafter  of  the  same 
kind,  they  took  care  of  the  persons  who 
bad  been  the  especial  friends  of  those  who 
were  now  consenting  to  their  destruction. 
It  puts  me  in  mind  of  that  dying  miser 
of  whom  we  are  told  by  Pope,  that  the 
ruling  passion,  strong  in  death,  would  not 
suffer  him  to  relinquish  that  which  he  was 
too  old  to  retain  or  to  enjoy  ; — 
'  "  I  KITS  and  I  deriu  (old  EncUo  nji, 
Andaigh'd)  iiiyUadiliiidteilemeDtatoNed.' 
Your  monej,  nr  1 — '  tily  numey,  ui  1  whmt  ill  1 
Why — ifl  moBt— (tfienwept)  Igive  it  PboI.' 
Themanoi,  aW.—'  The  mBnor !  hold  (hacried), 
Nottbal — t  cttonot  part  with  that' — sodditd.'* 
There  seems  to  have  been  a  similar  ruling 
passion  operating  on  the  minds  of  the  per- 
sons wtio  framed  these  amendments.  Those 
who  made  the  will,  by  which  they  "  gave  and 
devised"  these  corporations,  certainly  felt  so 
much  reluctance  to  annihilate  and  destroy 
all  these  precious  relics — these  corporate 
offices — that  even  wilh  their  dying  breath 
they  chose  to  leave  them  all  by  a  devise 
that  ahould  preserve  them  at  least  during 
the  natural  lives  of  the  objects  of  their 
bounty.  Well,  after  having  taken  this  care, 
and  made  these  provisions  for  the  existence 
and  continuance  of  the  present  corporatft 
officers,  we  then  come  to  that  which  I 
may  call  the  constructive  part  of  this  Bill 
— very  different  from  our  constructive  Bill 
— and  the  clauses  of  which  are  to  this  effect: 
— By  the  26th  clause  the  Lord -Lieu  ten  ant 
is  to  appoint  five  or  seven  Commissioners 
to  be  Commissioners  of  corporate  pro- 
perty :  in  these  Commissioner!,  by  Clause 
<  23,  is  vested  the  whole  property  of  cor- 
personages  and  the  others,  which  I  do  not  I  porations.  By  the  29th  Clause  thev  ap- 
well  understand  ;  for,  by  a  certain  clause,  point  a  treasurer.  By  the  34th  Clause 
the  treasurer  may  be  removed  by    the  I  they  are  empowered  to  bring  and  defend 


„  Google 


MS'  tori/  {JcxtS} 

tetioM,  viA  compTomisD  ftnd  lettle  ac- 
coants.  By  the  41at  Clause  tbey  ore  to 
pay  the  Mlariei  of  the  recorder,  judge 
of  the  conn  of  conscience,  to  pay  to  the 
Commission  en  under  9  Geo.  4th,  any  but- 
plns,  and  if  there  shall  be  anyfarther  sur- 
ploB,  to  apply  it  for  the  public  benefit  of 
the  inhabitants  of  such  town.  By  the  43d 
clause  they  may  abolish  tolls,  and  by  the 
46lh  Clause  they  may  remove  any  town- 
clerk,  bailiff,  treasurer,  or  chamberlain. 
By  the  6lst  Clause  the  Lord- Lieutenant 
ia  to  appoint  to  any  office  of  clerk  of  the 
market  or  taster  of  butter.  Sir,  (he 
effect  of  these  clauses  is  lo  place  in  Coni' 
missioners,  named  by  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
for  Ireland,  the  whole  corporate  property 
of  Ireland  and  the  nomination  of  all 
corporate  officers  in  that  country.  And, 
Sir,  1  declare  at  once  that  I  never  can 
agree  to  such  clauies.  I  consider  that 
the  corporations,  even  in  their  worst  state, 
are  a  species  of  local  government  which  it 
does  not  belong,  which  it  ought  not  to 
belong,  to  the  supreme  executive  to  super, 
■ede.  I  consider  that  in  their  reformed 
state  they  are  instruments  which,  by  means 
of  popular  control,  the  inhabitants  of  our 
tOWM  may  manage  their  own  affairs  in  that 
way  which  most  concerns  them  ;  and  I 
never  will  agree,  admiring  the  principles  of 
these  institutions — admiring  the  ancient 
principlesof  our  constitution  in  its  rise  and 
growth,  and  in  what  has  been  done  to  re- 
form them— to  admit  this  new  end  despotic 
principle,  connecting  with  the  executive 
and  central  government  a  power  which  is 
locally  BO  well  and  so  duly  placed.  Only 
lei  us  consider  the  mischief  and  injury 
that  must  ensue  from  a  Lord-Lieutenant 
and  his  CommiBsioners  interfering  in 
every  transaction,  and  in  the  smallest 
appointment  far  regulaXing  the  local  con- 
cerns of  a  place.  Let  us  consider  the 
clamouring  there  would  be,  the  favours 
that  would  be  asked,  the  jabbing;  that 
would  be  created  by  placing  thenomination 
of  all  corporate  officers  in  these  Commissi- 
oners. And  let  us  conalder,rurtber,the  great 
violation  that  there  is  in  the  very  princi- 
ple of  placing  in  these  CommisMoners  the 
whole  property  of  these  corpora  lions, 
with  power  to  defend  and  to  undertake 
suits,  to  arrange  disputes,  and  to  settle 
eontests  about  the  rights  of  properly, 
and  to  dispose  of  that  property  as  they 
shall  think  fit,  with  merely  the  general 
limitation,  that  it  shall  be  for  the  public 
benefit  of  the  town.  Why,  Sir,  can  'it  be 
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believed  that  there  will  not  be  eoati&atl 
efforts  made  by  the  different  parties  in 
every  one  of  these  towns  to  obtain  the 
Rivout  of  these  Commissioners  with  respect 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  corporate 
property  shall  be  disposed  of,  and  with 
respect  to  the  favours  to  be  granted  to 
one  person  or  the  Other,  not  in  one  placfl 
only,  but  in  every  town  which  has  corpo- 
rate property  ;  and  not  Only  relating  to  ha  . 
property,  but  to  every  action  in  which 
that  property  may  be  concerned— if  all 
these  powers  shall  he  confided  to  a  set  of 
Commissioners  at  the  nomination  of  tbs 
Lord- Lieutenant?  But,  Sir,  is  it  not  most 
objectionable,  in  principle,  that  these 
matters,  which  have  all,  hitherto,  been 
treated,  and  which  shouldbe  treated,  as 
matters  within  the  cognizance  of  local 
bodies,  should  be  placed  in  the  hands 
of  these  CommissioDers  named  by  the 
Government?  And  let  ma  ask,  how 
those  who  profess  to  pay  so  sacred 
a  regard  to  property, — let  me  ask, 
how  they  can  consent  that  this  property, 
which  ia  altogether  to  be  taken  away  from 
these  towns,  ahall  be  left  in  the  hands, 
and  to  the  uncontrolled  direction,  of 
persons  named  by  the  Lord- Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  as  to  what  manner  hereafter  that 
property  shall  be  applied?  Therefore, 
Sir,  takinp;  this  view  of  the  clauses  I 
liave  mentioned,  it  is  quite  impossible  for 
me  to  consent  to  the  first  part  of  them, 
which  destroys  the  corporations,  or  to 
the  second  part  of  them,  which  placet 
their  property  and  powers  in  the  liandl 
of  the  Commissioners;  and  I  shall  veotnre 
lo  stale  to  the  House  in  what  manner  I 
propose  lo  accomplish  that  which  ii 
necessary,  in  order  lo  replace  the  clansea 
for  effecting  the  real  intention  of  this  Bill, 
to  be  adopted  by  the  House,  I  will  not 
propose,  for  it  would  be  but  to  lead  evidently  ' 
to  the  rejection  of  tbe  Btli— that  the 
whole  of  the  towns  now  placed  under  the 
government  of  a  mayor  and  council  shall 
hereafter  be  placed  under  that  species  of 
government,  i  will  not  propose  Ihstall 
the  clauses  which  we  introduced  should 
be  restored ;  but  I  will  propose  that  tha 
great  towns,  which  stand  in  the  first  and 
second  schedules  of  the  Commons'  Bill— 
Khedules  A  and  B— shall  be  placed  in  n 
■ingle  schedule,  and  that  the  whole  of  the 
clauses  which  have  been  struck  out 
should  be  again  inserted,  with  a  view  of 
ipplying  tbem  to  those  towns.  There 
lie  eleven  of  these  towns— Belfast,  Cork, 
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Zhiblin,  (^alway,  ,  Kilkenny,  limerick, 
Waleifotd,  Clonmei,  Drogbeda,  London- 
derrj,  and  Sligo.  There  is  aoother  town, 
which  byreaiODofbeing  a  county  ofatowD 
Itballpropose  to  place  in  the  same  ttchedule 
— :I  mean  the  town  of  Carriclcrergus.  I 
bave  next  a,  proposal  to  make  with  regard 
tQ  the  towns  which  are  in  schedule  C.  I 
thiak  it  h  not  advisable  to  have  these 
towns  .altogether  either,  under  the  Muni- 
cipal Corporations,  which  you  have 
declsTed  to  be  derective,  or  lo  leave  them 
out  of  the  Bill.  I  have  already  declared, 
that  I  never  will  consent  to  apply  lo  them 
OT  toanyoftheCQrpotatetownain  Ireland, 
those  clawae*  which  have  been  inserted  by 
the  Lords,  making  the  Commissioners 
appoioled  by  th«  Lord-Lieutenant  the 
fole  corporatars,  U  is,  therefore,  ne- 
cessary to  frame  some  provision  which 
will  not  be  exactly  conformable  to  our 
former  provisions,  but  which  shall  provide 
means  for  the  purposes  of  municipal 
fovernmeat  in  these  towns.  I  prqpose, 
then,  to  put  into  a  second  schedule  all 
those  towDs  which  are  important  and  of 
considerable  size,  and  also  those  which 
possess  corporate  property  of  any  extent. 
F«r  wherever  there  is  corporate  properly  to 
any  extent,  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of  Par- 
liameat,  having  ascertained  the  abuses  in 
the  inftDagement  of  that  property,  and 
dioae  abuses  having  beeu^enerally  recog- 
aiaed,  to  provide  an  immediate  remedy.  1 
propose,  therefore,  that  with  respect  to 
them,  the  provisions  of  the  9th  Geo.  4th 
—provisions  with  which  Gentlemen  seemed 
■0,  much  pleased  when  the  question 
nqder  dellberatioa  before,  should 
mediately  apply  to  tliese  towns, 
thftt  aB.,>ooil  as  the  Commissioners 
cboKO  by  the  5/.  householders,  so  soon 
all  iho  corporate  property,  and  powei 
appoint  to  any  necessary  oEBce,  such  as 
clerk  of  the  market,  should  belong  to  these 
CoiBiniuiane(E3.  Thisschedule  wlllcontain 
twenty  towns.  With  respect  to  the  first 
■obedule,  it  will  be  a  schedule  of  towns 
whers  the  101.  householders  will  have  (ha 
pqwer  of  electing  the  mayor  and  town- 
cqnscil;  and  with  respect  lo  the  second 
■chedule,  it  will  be  a  schedule  of  the  towns 
where  the  51.  householders  will  elect,  but 
where,  ioslead  of  electing  a  mayor  and 
towdrcouncil,  they  will  elect  Comniis- 
■ioners  under  the  <Jth  of  Geo.  4lh.  These 
Commissioners  will  have  the  powers  of 
watching,  paving,  and  lighiing.  But  the 
diffcreace  bettveen  the  proposition   now 


n^de,    and  ithe    propoution   iDtK4ac«d- . 

the  Lords,  is,  that  to  these  loeal  Com* 
missiooera  elected  by  the  5/,  bous^holderi, 
and  therefore  elected  by  the  inhabitants^  - 
and  not  to  Commissioners   nominated  by' 
the  Lord -Li  en  tenant,  the  corporate  property 
will  be  intrusted.      I   think   I   need  not 
dwell  upon  the  very  important  difference 
between  these  two  modes  of  appointmeiit« 
or  trespass  long  upon  the  House  in  ordM 
to  prove  which  of  these  two  propositions  is 
most  constitutional.     These  Cora  naissionen 
will  be,  at  all  events,  persons  having  the 
confidence  of  iheir  fellow  ciiizens;  tbey 
will  be  persons  anxious  to  pnunote  the. 
welfaie  of  the  town—they  will  be. persona 
acquainted    with   its  circumstances,    and 
they  will  be  persons  reapoasible  to  their 
fellow    citizens.     -  From    these  Commit- 
sioners,  in  every  one  of  these  respects,  the. - 
Commissioners   to   be  appointed    by    the 
Crown,  aa  proposed  by  the  Bill  at  present,  ' 
will  totally  differ,  .  We  cannot  expect  from  - 
them. the  ^me  knowledge  of  the  lown^we- 
cannot  expect  from  them  ihc  same  regard 
for  the  interests  of  the  town---and,:  above . 
all,  we  have  not  in  them  the  same  respon- 
sibility to  papular  vigilance  and  control,  -A 
third  schedule  I.  shall  propose  will  contaiEt 
all  the  remaining  boroughs  from  section  2 
ofscheduleC.     In  iheboEoughs contained 
in.  this  third  schedule  -I.,  do   not  pFopose 
that  the  provisioos  of  the  Act. of  ihe  9m  of* 
Geo.  .4th should  be.  immediately  adopted^ 
Bs  they. are  boroughs  whith  possessbut. 
little  corporate  property;  and  as  it  mayt». 
heres/ter  foundythat  it  would  be  better  For 
them  not  to  incui*  fhe. expense   either  of,< 
Corporations  or  of  CommissioDOTs  under 
(he  Act  of  9lh   of  Geo.  4th:  I  propose  ' 
that,  with  respect  to  ihem,  the-  adoptiea 
of  the  provisions  of  9th  Geo.  4th,  shall  btt  ■ 
voluntary;. and  if  it  should  aubsequenlly - 
sppear  to  Parliament,  that  ihey  bad  not-, 
sdopted  the  provisions  of  that  Act,,  nnd- 
ihat   Corporations  in    those  towns   (they  ■ 
having  no  property  to  adminiater,  and  but.- 
few  individuals  lo  govern)  were  not  required, - 
I  am  sure  I  for  one  should  make  no  oh-  . 
jection,  either  in  the  caseof  .Belturbet,  W 
any  other  town  similarly  situated,  to  any 
proposition  for  abolishing  the  Corporation. . 
With  respect  lo  Soy  other  partof  the  Bill, , 
I  do  not  think  there  are  many  poisia  OO'. 
which  I  need  occnpy  the  attention. of  the- 
House.     Therehaie    been  several  alter*, 
Btiiins  inaile  by  the  l.ordsjn  those cdauacs. 
which  coacern  the  quarter  sessions  and  the 
recorder ;  but  nmwugh  several  allcndioiit.. 
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hkjm  bfea  'qude  in  tboae  sravkioni,  itill 
tbo  ipiiit  of  the  Sill  is  preserved.  If 
tbers  be  any  difierencei  of  opinion  on 
diow  cUfises,  thej  will  be  merely  difler- 
^pqu  of  detail.  It  was  an  opinion  that 
the  adminisK^^oii  ^^  justice  by  the  ie- 
gordeTi  should  he  vested  in  the  appoint- 
ment af  the  Grown.  That  is  likewise  the 
Opisip?  of  the  Lorda.  They  have  nut 
^greeid  tliat  quarter  seBsions  should  he 
l|eld  whenever  the  council  think  &i  to  re- 

Suire  it;  but  they  have  agreed,  that  there 
lould  be  recorders  named  by  the  Crow 
4Qd  not  by  those  Corporations,  I  km 
not,  then.  Sir,  th«t  I  need  go  further 
this  general  statement  than  I  hav^  done, 
ifl  pointing  out  the  difierences  which  exist 
tjetween  the  .Sill  which  has  been  sent  dowi 
to.lhi*  Housf  hy  the  Hguse  of  Lords,  am 
tW  Sill  which  [propose  tp  send  up  to  the 
House  of  I'Oird^  for  their  coocifnenqe.  It 
will  Iwiobserved  that  the  difference  between 
those  two  Bills  in  point  of  principle— I  dtv 
not  diigDtse  it — is  very  wide  indeed.  I  do 
■ot  pretend  to  say,  that  I  have  adopted 
the  pridciple  of  the  House  of  Lords.  1  do 
Bbt  pretend  to  say,  that  I  haye  adopted 
Uie  principle  of  abolishing  Corporations, 
destroying  local  governments,  and  estab- 
Mshiiu  a^^nlral  government  in  their  places. 
t  tbidlc  I  need  not  long  detain  the  House 
^ith  the  general  reasons  ^hich  have  in- 
duced  ine  to  prefer  the  one  plan^  and  not 
tOCOBient  Mthe.other.  W/ien  Bil|s  were 
introduced  for  the  Reform  of  the  Corpora- 
tions of  England  and  Scotlan^i  we  did  not 
think  it  neceasary,and right  hoh.Geptlernen 
opposite  did  not  tluoli.  it  necessary,  for  ui 
tp  lantet  into  the  general  reasons  which. in- 
duced us  to  tbinlt  that  Corporations  were 
tteoe&cial,  and  that  if  they  ought  to  be  re- 
fiirmedi  the]rought  not  to  b«  destroyed. 
If.  we  look  to  kittory,  we  shall  $nd  that  all 
the  biitociana,  nha  have  viitten  of.  tb« 
IransaGtiooB  of  Europe  in  earlier  tiniMi  at- 
tribula  idl  th^  eivilizatioDi  attribuiaall  the 
fr««lUi»:*ttribute  all  the  good  ocdetj  attri- 
bute ijt  the. regularity  of  our  corporate 
sittes,  cDtialy.to.  Uieir  municipal  inititu- 
tioas.  They  nttribnts  to  litem,  likewise^ 
tbci  ItBTing  kept  alive  and  fostered  the 
^irtt  of  civil  liberty.  Dr.  Robertson  has 
naoT  pages  of  enlogiiim  on  Corporations 
lor  this  reason.  It  is  said  by  Gibbon  "that 
'»t  the  feet  of  thne  popular  ranaparts,'  tbe 
pride  of  the  Csiars  was  humbled;  and  the 
spirit  of  liberty  triumphed  over  the  two 
fp^atest  monarehs  of  their  ag*."  "  It  was 
10  thoH  tinHt'token  for  gmntad,  that  any 


infringement  of  the  righta  of  CorporatioDt, 
that  any  blow  to  the  rights  of  Corporations, 
that  any  destruction  of  the  Corporationi 
themselves,  was  a  blow  directed  at  liberty 
herself;  and  when,  in  later  times, we  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  propose,  that  the 
derects  of  these  Corporations  should  be 
remedied,  and  the  principle bf  popular  con- 
trol introduced,  we  have  had  the  general 
concurrence  of  this  House  in  the  opinion 
that  it  was  desirable  to  vest  these  trusts  in 
local  bodies,  that  such  a  proceeding  wag 
conrormahle  to  the  Constitution  of  this 
country,  and  that  we  were  discharging  oar 
duty  to  our  constituents,  by  doing  every- 
thing in  our  power  to  preserve  and  main- 
tain them  in  the  chief  towns  of  England. 
But,  Sir,  it  is  not  in  this  country  aloife 
that  in  later  times  free  Corporations  have 
been  introduced.  I  was  reading  over  this 
morning.a  decree  of  the  Prussian  Govein- 
ment,  bearing  date  in  the  year  1808,  fw 
the  introduction  of  Corporations  on  a  free 
basis  in  that  country.  J  regret  to  have  to 
refer  the  House  to  Prussia  lor  a  precedent 
of  freedom  on  this  subject,  but  it  is  ao 
apt  an  illustration  that  1  cannot  avoid 
it.  Tbe  preamble  to  that  decree  contained 
the  following  passage : — 

"  It  hss  haen  reniarked  that  Iha  ciliiens  do 
It  take  interest  in  concerns  which  are  qf  imm 

Sortance  to  diem  in  conieouence  of  the  d^ 
iciive  arrangements  which  nave  hitherto  ex- 
iated  in  the  Corporations  and  classes  of  ead> 
town.  Id  order  to  remedjr  this  fault,  h  has 
beea  decided  to  make  new  municipal  amngfr- 
menti,  of  which  the  prinaipal  objaci  is  iu  give 
an  independent  constitution  to  the  towfiS)  to 
create  in  them  a  cenire  of  interest  to  the 
grant  to  them  a  real  influence 


In  conformity  with  the  preamble,  jlo  t^e 
enactment  proceeds  on  the  most  liberal 
basis,  with  one  or  two  exceptions,  which  J 
am  informed  do  not  affect  the  freedom  ctf 
tbe  towns.  With  the  exception  of  securing 
to  tbe  Crovn  the  power  of  refusing  its  con- 
sent to  tha  election  of  a  mayor,  if  it  shdt 
so  think  fit,  and  v'th  some  odier  excep;* 
tions  of  the  like  nature,  tbe  decree  calab> 
lisbes  siu  independent  constitution  on  the 
most  liberal  basis.  I  said  before,  that  I  was 
sorry  to  refer  to  Prussia  for  a  precedent. 
I  repeat  it,  because  I  come  now  to  iba 
question  whether  it  be  necessaty  to  deny 
municipal  institutions  solely  for  the  reason 
Ihftt  the  country  to  whieh  it  is  proposed  to 
apply  them  is  Ireland  ?  There  is  a  senti- 
ment of  Mr.  Burke's,  the  passage  in  wliick 
12 
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h  was  delivered  I  will  not  pretend  to  quote, 
which  I  am  sure  every  Gentleman  who 
heart  me  must  have  iu  his  recollection. 
In  his  beaulJful  speech  on  the  subject  of 
conciliation  to  America,  Mr.  Burke  aaid 
that,  "  Slavery  your  colonists  can  have 
anywhere,  it  is  a  weed  that  grows  in  every 
aoil.  They  may  have  it  from  Spain,  they 
may  have  it  from  Pruasia.  But  until  you 
become  lost  to  all  feeling  of  your  true  in- 
terest and  your  true  dignity,  freedom  they 
can  have  from  none  but  you.  This  is  the 
commodity  of  price  of  which  you  have  the 
monopoly."  Shall  I  be  reduced  lo  the 
necessity  of  reversing  the  proposition? 
Shall  1  be  told  that  municipal  freedom  may 
be  allowed  under  a  despotic  constitution, 
that  it  may  be  encouraged  by  a  Prussian 
government,  but  thai,  in  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land, under  the  free  Constitution  of  Great 
Britain,  it  ahall  not  exist?  Why,  Sir,  have 
Gentlemen   seriously   reflected   upon   the 

Eroposilion  which  they  have  come  down 
ere  lo  give  their  votes  upon  ?  Have  they 
well  considered  how  deep  a  wound  muii 
he  inflicted  on  Ireland,  not  merely  by  the 
provisions  I  have  detailed  to  the  House, 
but  by  the  reaaons  sn  which  it  is  notorious 
that  they  are  founded,  by  the  words  in 
which  I  heard  it  with  my  own  ears  de- 
clared, that,  "  three-fourths  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  were  aliens  in  blood,  differing  in 
language,  differing  in  religion,  and  wailing 
only  for  a  favourable  opportunity  of  throw- 
ing off  the  Government  of  this  country  ai 
the  yoke  of  a  tyrannical  oppressor?"  These, 
Sir,  are  the  words  which  fell  from  the  lips 
of  one  who  is  aupposed,  by  the  public,  to 
be  the  chief  organ  in  introducing  these 
Amendments  of  the  House  of  Lords — of 
one  who,  but  a  few  months  ago,  held  the 
high  and  responsible  office  of  Lord  High 
Chancellor  of  England.  Can  it  be  con- 
ceived. Sir,  that  these  enactmeuts,  were 
they  far  less  bitter  than  they  are,  were  they 
fiir  less  hostile  to  the  spirit  of  our  Coutti- 
tniion,  were  they  far  less  different  from  the 
laws  we  have  adopted  in  other  parts  of  the 
United  Empire, could  be  received,  founded 
on  such  motivei,  and  having  such  a  pre. 
amble  affiited  to  them,  with  any  other  feel- 
ing than  (hose  of  the  deepest  indignation? 
Tell  me  of  speeches  made  at  the  Corn 
Exchange! — tell  me  of  agitation  I  I  tell 
you  that  these  words,  and  those  enact- 
ments which  are  founded  upon  them,  will 
tend  more  to  promote  agitation— will  tend 
more  to  prevent  tranquillity — and  will  tend 
mote  to  Keep  alive  discord,  than  a  thousaad 
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such  speeches — uttered,  it  may  be,  by  tnen 
who  are  speaking  of  impossible  and  unat- 
tainable objects ;  but  speaking,  neverthe- 
less, in  favour  of  the  extension  of  the 
liberties  of  their  country.  I  lell  you  that 
if  you  consider  this  Bill  with  the  view  of 
establishing  upon  it  some  new  law  which' 
shall  be  applicable  to  Ireland  alone,  and 
couple  it  with  such  motives,  you  ill  under*' 
stabd  the  sound  policy  of  Government  ia 
attempting  the  infliction,  I  will  add  upoa 
more  general  grounds,  that,  having  heard 
what  passed  in  this  House,  and  having  at- 
tended to  much  of  what  passed,  or  is  said 
to  have  passed,  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, I  have  never  heard  anything  like 
a  plausible  reason  assigned  for  making  this 
diatinction  between  the  two  countries. 
Differences  there  are— great  and  wide  dif- 
ferences, I  am  not  the  man  to  dispute  th«ir 
existence;  but  the  .question  here  is  simply 
this — are  there  such  differences  in  the 
towns  of  Ireland  as  to  render  them  nnfit 
to  have  popular  and  municipal  Corpora- 
tions? It  is  nothing  to  tell  me  that  thne 
have  been  dreadful  outrages  committed  in 
the  country  parts  of  Ireland,  that  trial! 
have  taken  place  which  shock  the  feelings, 
and  that  much  crime  is  committed  through- 
out that  portion  of  the  empire.  I  ask,  and 
as  I  have  never  heard  it  stated  yet,  I  ask 
for  the  sake  of  information — is  it  contended 
that  io  the  towns  of  Ireland  there  prevaila 
a  greater  degree  of  disorder  and  a  greater 
unfltness  for  popular  government  than  ex- 
ists in  other  parts  of  the  empire  7  If  it  be 
BO,  I  have  not  heard  it ;  if  it  were  so,  I 
should  very  likelv  say  that,  in  conformitj 
with  the  examples  we  have  of  the  early 
ages  of  Europe,  it  is  but  reasonable  to 
suppose  that  the  introduction  of  municipal 
Corporations  would  be  the  best  remedy  for 
the  evil.  But  is  it  so?  Let  any  mao  go 
over,  in  his  memory,  the  transactions  of  l^e 
last  few  years.  Which  are  the  towna,  where 
are  tbey  situated,  in  which  scenes  have 
taken  ph 
In  Dubl 
one  in  1 1 
deplorab 
Bristol ; 
been  in 
other  gn 
semhliDK 
been,  if 
Bristol,  I 
danger  oi 

resulta  to  be  apprehended  from  the  exten- 
sion of  municipal  CorporeUooa  lo  such  r 
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«ity?  And  yet  no  man  contended,  no  man 
ever  tboa^^ht  or  contending,  when  wa  had 
the  Municipal  Corporation  Act  under  di<- 
cuuion  last  year,  thai  it  ought  not  to  be 
eitended  to  Bristol  on  account  of  the  out. 
rages  vhith  had  taken  place  in  that  city. 
But  1  say,  on  other  grounds,  give  munici- 
pal Corporations  to  ibose  towns  in  Ireland. 
Their  inhabitants  will  then  busy  ihemselfea 
with  tbeir  own  local  concerns.  They  will 
learn,  If  they  have  not  already  acquired, 
the  habits  and  practice  of  self-government; 
they  nill  became  a  model  to  the  rest  of 
Ireland  ;  they  will  acquire  all  those  means, 
and  pursue  all  those  means  oi  political 
order,  improvement,  and  embeltishment, 
which  muke  municipal  Corporations  a 
blessing  and  an  advantage  to  all  greet 
towns.  I  say,  moreover,  give  it  for  an- 
other reason,  if  you  have  no  valid  obstacle 
to  bring  forward — give  it  for  the  reason 
that  under  the  present  laws  and  Constitu- 
tion of  this  empire,  and  after  the  passing 
of  the  Raman  Catholic  Relief  Bill,  you 
hare  no  right  to  make  a  distinction  between 
16,000,000  of  Protestants  and  6.000,000 
of  Roman  Catholics,  but  are  bound  to 
unite  the  whde  people  under  one  Govern- 
ment of  ihe  same  Icind,  and  to  treat  the 
inhabitants  of  Ireland  as  you  would  treat 
the  inhabitants  of  Lancashire  or  Berkshire. 
And  is  it  only  on  the  Roman  Catliolics 
thai  this  slight  and  degradation  is  to  be 
affixed?  Is  it  because  you  wish  to  mortify 
and  degrade  the  Catholics  that  you  deprive 
the  Protestants  of  Londonderry  of  their 
power  of  electing  municipal  Magistrates? 
Are  they,  loo,  to  be  told  that  they  are  un- 
fit for,  that  they  must  be  deprived  and 
■uffer  the  loss  of,  all  the  advantages  of 
municipal  government,  because  you  wish 
not  to  have  the  appearance  of  making, 
while  you  do  in  fact  make,  religious  dis- 
tinctions ?  Are  they  to  be  told,  thnt  they, 
too,  must  suffer  these  penalties  because 
they  are  Irishmen,  and  because,  being 
Iritlimen,  they  have  the  misfortune  to  be 
fellow -citizens  and  fellow-countrymen  with 
Roman  Catholics?  Such,  Sir,  are  the 
reasons,  and  such  are  the  grounds  on 
which  I  shall  ask  this  House  to  restore  the 
clauses  that  have  been  omitted  by  the 
Lords.  If  I  want  an  authority  in  favour 
of  the  general  policy  of  this  measure — if  I 
be  told,  as  I  was  told  by  my  right  bon. 
Friend  opposite,  the  Member  for  Cumber- 
land (Sir  James  Graham),  on  a  former  oc- 
caiion,  that  this  was  conces^on,  and  that 
we  ought  pot  to  make  coocetuoiu,  I  will 


examine  the  queatton  u  it  was  proiwnnded 
in  the  year  1829  by  a  great  autbority  ia 
the  other  Honse  of  ParliamenL  That 
authority  said — 

"  A  most  reverend  Prelate  had  said  last 
night,  that  the  proJECt  of  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters would  not  be  accomplished ;  thai  tha 
Legislature  mJRht  make  large  end  ample  cou- 
cesaions,  but  that  tbej  would  fail  in  tlie  object 
which  Ibey  had  in  view.  Now,  he  aaw  no 
ground  foi  indulging  in  an  aiitieipalion  of 
that  nature.  He  wuuld  ask  why  the  Legiiil^ 
lure  had  not  been  able,  long  before  this,  to 
frame  efficient  lawt  on  this  subject  f  It  was 
'  because  there  had  been  a  divided  Cabinet;  it 
was  because  there  had  been  a  divided  Parlia- 
ment; it  was  because  there  was  an  unwilling- 
ness on  the  part  of  Governnent  to  exert  its 
flower  for  the  purpose  of  effectually  tranquiU 
iaing  Ireland.  But  aow  ibere  was  a  uniled 
Cabinet.  Let  them,  then,  do  thai  which  justice 
requires.  Let  the  legidalive  body  of  the  couo- 
try— lei  the  Government  of  Ihe  country— let  all 
those  who  had  influence  in  the  country — join 
in  one  happy  union,  to  accomplish  that  great 
object,  [he  Iranquilllxalion  of  Ireland,  which  ha 
Ihouglil  concession  alone  would  produce 
[cheers] ;  and  if  they  could  not  effect  it  by 
that  means,  they  could  have  recourse  to  IM 
esercise  of  legilimale  autbority.''* 
These  are  the  opinions  which  were  ex- 
pressed in  1829  by  Lord  Lynilhurst,  in  the 
House  of  Lords  I  And,  Sir,  when  reproach 
is  cast  upon  the  constant  repetition  of  the 
words  "justice  br  Ireland" — a  phrase  which 
the  hon.  and  teamed  Member  for  Kilkenny 
is  certainly  very  often  in  the  habit  of  using, 
— I  think  he  has  very  high  authority  for 
it  in  this  single  sentence  of  Lord  Lynd> 
hurst's, ^ — "  Let  them  do  ihat  which  jus- 
tice requires."  That,  Sir,  is  in  fact  the 
whole  of  what  is  demanded.  You  passed 
an  Act  to  place  the  Roman  Catholics  of 
this  country,  with  respect  to  office  and 
power,  on  a  footing  with  the  other  sub- 
jects of  his  Majesty.  Will  you  now  con- 
tend, that  three- fourlhs  of  the  populatioa 
of  the  United  Kingdom  are  entitled  to 
the  peculiar  privileges,  and  to  municipal 
franchises,  because  they  are  PrDlestaota, 
■nd  that  the  remaining  fourlh  are  not 
entitled  to  them,  because  they  are  Catlio- 
lics? If  this  be  your  reasoning,  if  this  be 
your  argument,  you  do  not  do  that  which 
juatice  requires  ;  you  do  not  act  fairly  and 
equally  by  all  parts  of  the  empire,  and 
you  cannot  expect  that  this  will  be  in 
reality  an  United  Kingdom.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  opposite  (Sir  James  Graham)  and 
others,  have  said  that  the  difTerence,  after 
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all,  is  not  so  vefy  g;rffBt :  that  tbs^  agrse 
irith  DB  in  the  deatnictiTe  parts  of  tbe 
Bill,  end  tliat  it  n  only  on  the  conttruc- 
ti*e  that  they  differ.  Why  this  is,  indeed, 
the  whole  di&rence.  I  bad  the  honour 
of  beiag  BMOciated  with  my  right  bon. 
Friend  in  the  coniideratton  of  thalReforni 
tn  (he  representation  of  the  people  in  this 
House  which  we  fortunately  carried,  and 
when  we  agreed,  without  much  ado,  that  a 
great  number  of  the  corrupt  boroBfhs  of 
thiacountry — amounting,  I  think,  lo  Ghj 
atfirat — ahonld  be  destroyed.  Stipposeij, 
after  agreeing  upon  ibis  point,  and  when 
we  came  to  consider  the  propriety  of  the 
adraission  of  Manchester  and  Leeds,  and 
other  places,  lo  a  share  in  the  representa- 
tion, my  right  hon.  Friend  had  said, 
"  Here  is  a  very  small  point  upon  which  I 
differ  from  you.  We  have  agreed  thus 
far:  I  have  cordially  agreed  in  ihe  de- 
struction of  these  boroughs.  But  I  do 
not  like  agitation;  1  am  not  a  friend  to 
popular  elections  ;  I  think  yon  ha*e  done 
well  io  destroying  the  close  borougb8,but  as 
to  conferring  the  power  of  holding  popu- 
lar elections  upon  Manchester,  Bath,  oi 
any  other  large  town,  there  I  totally  differ 
firom  you,"  Supposing  my  right  hon. 
Friend  had  made  this  declaration,  Ishould 
have  thought  that  his  difference  waa  not 
one  of  degree  merely,  but  one  which  went 
lo  the  whole  principle  of  the  measure. 
Sir,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
(Sir  Robert  Peel),  at  a  very  splendid 
dinner  fivtn  to  him  last  year,  in  a  rery 
■]dendid  baildiog,  by  the  Goldsmith^ 
Company,  said,  "  1  thiok  yoo  hare  done 
wiseW;  you  have  built  upon  the  old 
foundation."  The  Goldsmiths'  Company 
Kare  highly  gratified  with  the  right  hon, 
Baraoet's  compliment.  But  what  if  the 
right  ben.  Baronet  had  said,  "  I  qaite 
agree  with  you  in  the  propriety  of  pulling 
down  your  old  hall.  It  was  a  very  un- 
aightlyand  inconvenient  edi See,  and  yon 


did  qitite  right  in  pulling  it  to  pieces,  I 
cannot  think  you  have  done  well,  how* 
«Kr,  in  erecting  this  handsome  building. 
i  quite  differ  from  you  in  that.  I  think 
h  was  a  Very  useless  waste  of  your  local 
Kveoae,  and  I  camiot  help  thinfeing  that 
90a  would  have  done  much  better  if  yon 
nad  asked  the  King's  Ministers  to  take 
oare  of  your  funds,  by -vesting  them  in  the 
bands  of  Commissioners."  Undoubtedly, 
M  far  fVom  conddering  this  aa  any  great 
latn'i^linienl  from  Ihe  right  hon,  Gentle- 
imn-/tliey  would  have  been '  unnbwhat 


astoniflbed  at  his  selecting'  the  vetf  poitit 
on  which  they  felt  the  most  pride  as  the 
theme  of  his  disapprobation.  1  therefore. 
Sir,  differ  entirely  from  the  assertion,  if  it 
be  intended  to  be  made  again,  that  therg 
is  any  smalt  diff^ence,  or  any  difiereoce 
which  ought  not  to  be  l^h  and  insisted 
on,  between  the  construction  and  reform- 
ation which  we  propose,  and'  the  entire 
destruction  of  these  corporations  advo- 
cated by  the  Lords.  In  the  one  I  see  a 
wide  plan,  similar  to  that  which  Parlia- 
ment has  already  adopted  in  the  olhef 
parts  of  the  empire,  suited  to  the  enlight- 
ened principles  of  the  age,  fitted  to  lead 
to  harmony,  fitted  to  produce  good  locdt 
government  in  Ireland,  and  to  awaken 
feelings  of  concord  and  harmony  between 
that  and  other  parts  of  the  empire.  I  see 
in  the  other  a  mark  of  degradation,  a  wish 
to  create  an  invidious  and  cruel  distinc- 
tion— a  determination,  that  the  more  yon 
seem  to  place  all  the  King's  subjects  on 
an  equality  in  future,  the  more  Ireland 
shall  be  viewed  with  a  sort  of  suspicion 
approaching  to  enmity,  and  placed  beyoud 
the  pale  of  remedy  or  redress.  I  ask  yon 
to  adopt  a  more  generous,  to  adopt  t 
more  conciliatory,  to  adopt  what  I  think 
the  wiser  of  these  two  alternatives.  De> 
pend  upon  it  that  your  decision  will  spread 
wide  abroad,  and  have  a  great  and  a  last- 
ing effect.  If  you  mean  fairly,  really,  and 
justly  to  consider  the  people  of  this 
United  Kingdom  as  one  people,  as  ana 
people  will  they  stand  agamst  their  ene- 
mies.   Then  may  yon  say, 


If  you  adopt  the  other  course  you  embailc 
upon  one  fraught  with  difficulty  and 
danger.  Look  around  you  upon  the  state 
of  the  world,  and  see  how  firmly  the  Bri- 
tish empire  and  the  British  Constitntioa 
stand.  Foreign  powers  in  relations  of 
amity,  and  no  ^ar  of  an  interruptios  of  the 
general jieace :  domestic  tranqnillityestab* 
lished  m  England  and  Scotland  —  the 
people  devoid  of  the  least  alarm ;  destitute 
of  the  slightest  apprehension ;  trade  and 
manufactures  flourishing  t  agricnltnre,  I 
hope,  recovering  from  its  late  depreiaion; 
Rn  empire  strong  in  arms,  strong  m 
wealth,  strong  in  cnaracter,  strong,  abore 
ii),  in  the  reputation  of  beipg '  a  free 
country.  To  an  empire  thiu  blused  and 
thus  favoured,  there  remains  bat  one 
point  from  which  danger  may  arise. 
Truly  was  it  said,  as  I  see  it  reported 
tA  h&vk'Ken,  by  as  hob.  Fnrad  of-bunai 
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who  for  fifty  years  bas  nt  in  ihti  RouM, 
and  who  Dever  acted  contrary  to  his  pro- 
ffeMions  or  iwerved  from  his  avowed  prin- 
ciples— ttuly  was  it  said  by  bim — (the 
noble  Lord  referred  i&  Mr.  Byng)  "  You 
may  make  Ireland  either  your  wealcnesi 
or  your  Btrength."  So  say  I.  If  you 
(ihoou  to  make  her  your  strength,  the 
vbolfl  afiairs  of  the  empire  stand  indis- 
toluble  and  compact;  but  if  you  make 
Iter  your  weakness,  you  will  then  hare  to 
carry  on,  if  not  a  struggle  against  fore* 
and  physical  strength,  at  all  events,  in  the 
midst  of  dissension,  and  against  the  most 
formidable  diacontenl.  You  will  have  a 
brge  portion,  coiwisting  of  three-fourths 
of  Ireland,  in  a  state  of  exasperation  and 
disquiet,  and  the  first  cannoo-ball  fired 
in  Europe  will  be  the  signal  for  retracting 
all  your  denials,  and  making  that  conceS' 
sion,  and  doing  that  justice  in  your  need, 
trhich  you  refused  in  the  hour  of  your 
f;1ory  and  the  day  of  your  strength. 
Then  I  will  say,  with  pain  and  with  sof- 
roir,  that  this  country  is  no  longer 
that  great  country  for  which  I  took  her, 
refusing  what  is  plain,  obvious,  and  un- 
deniable justice  from  ill-founded  prejudice, 
and  a  detenninatioa  to  keep  up  disunion 
and  promote  discord.  The  noble  Ixird 
eoDcluded  by  moving  that  the  Lords' 
amendments  be  taken  into  consideration. 
The  Sptaier  having  put  the  questtan, 
Lord  John  Ruuell  again  rose  and  said, 
the  way  in  which  be  proposed  the  House 
should  proceed,  consistently  with  their 
usiiai  forma,  would  be  to  postpone  for  the 
present  the  two  or  three  first  clauses,  in 
wbich  the  amendments  were  not  of  any 
vital  importance,  and  apply  themselves  at 
once  to  the  fourUi  Clause,  which  bad  been 
■track  out  of  the  Bill.  He  should  there, 
fore  move,  that  the  House  disagree  with 
the  Lords'  Amendments  to  that  Clause. 

Sir  William  Pollett  was  anxious  to  ap- 
proach- this  subject  with  those  feelings 
tecommended  by  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
jnst  aatdown,  although  be  did  not  know 
why  the  House.in  considering  whether  they 
■hcndd  agree  lo  the  Lords'  Amendments 
taiade  ia  this  Bill,  important  as  it  might 
be  taken  to  be,  should  be  so  peculiarly 
called  Dpon  to  approach  the  question  in  a 
different  temper  to  that  in  which  they  were 
bound  to  ded  with  evei^  other  subject. 
With  due  regard  to  their  privileges  he  was 
nady  to  admit,  alihaugh  he  could  not 
thiiik  it  wu  fit  all  neoeasary  for  the  noble 
Lbnl  to  tpKAit  pncedeou  oont  the  Jour- 


nals of  1661,  to  show  that  the  Boue  ot 
Commons  had  a  right  to  dissent  from 
amendments  made  in  a  bill  by  the  other 
branch  of  the  Legislatur^^a  precedent, 
by  the  way,  of  which,  with  all  deference 
to  [he  noble  Lord,  be  could  not  very  well 
perceive  the  precise  force  and  application. 
The  noble  Lord  seemed  to  bint  that  "  it 
was  not  consonant  to  our  trust,"  in  other 
words,  agreeable  to  the  representative  con- 
stitution, to  agree  to  amendments  that 
went  either  to  extirpate  Corporations  or 
create  new  ones;  but  Hit  noble  Lord 
should  recollect,  that  at  the  time  to  whicli 
his  precedent  referred,  the  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  who  put  that  entry  on 
the  Journals,  were  the  representatives  of 
those  Corporations,  and  were  speaking  at 
traslees  for  them  whentboy  declared,  "  It 
is  not  consonant  to  our  trust  to  agree  to 
amendments  of  the  other  House,  the  effect 
of  which  will  be  to  extirpate  or  new  create 
those  bodies."  The  intention  of  the  noble 
Lord,  therefore,  in  reading  that  preceden^ 
was  wholly  fdllacious — the  extract  haq 
no  application  whatever  to  the  present 
question.  Let  them  look  to  the  position 
in  which  tbey  now  stood.  The  noble 
Lord  had  reminded  them  that  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Lords  had  carried  into  effect 
a  resolution  which  had  been  moved  in  that 
House  hy  his  noble  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Soulli  Lancashire  (Lord  F.  E^erton)^ 
which  had  been  supported  by  a  very  large 
minority,  and  proceeding  on  a  pnnciple 
which  had  again  been  affirmed  by  a  very 
considerable  minority  against  the  third 
reading  of  the  BilL  He  agreed  that  the 
effect  of  the  alterations  made  in  the  Lords 
was  to  embody  in  the  Bill  the  instruction 
so  moved  by  his  noble  Friend,  and  sap- 
ported  by  a  very  considerable  minority  ra 
that  House ;  acid  they  were  now  to  consi- 
der whether  they  should  agree  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Lords,  sanctioning 
that  instruction,  approved  of  by  so  large  a 
proportion  of  Members  of  that  House,  or 
disagreeing  with  those  amendments,  adopt 
the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord,  which 
he  (Sir  W.  Follett)  understood  was  pre- 
sented by  way  of  compromise  between  the 
two.  Before  dealing  with  that  proposition 
of  the  noble  Lord,  it  was  important  thai 
the  House  should  fully  understand  the 
effect  of  the  Lords'  amendments,  because 
he  could  not  admit  that  the  i>oble  Lord, 
in  the  statement  he  had  made,  had  fulljr 
pr  completely  laid  them  before  the  House. 
What  WM  Ibe  Billoi  oiigiaally  inUoduc^ 
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in  that  House?  The  Bill,  u  originall; 
introduced,  nas  a  bill  for  the  purpose  of 
abolishing,  or,  to  use  the  laogaage  which 
the  noble  Lord  quoted  from  the  Journals 
of  the  House,  for  the  purpose  of  extirpat- 
ing the  existing  Corporations  In  Ireland  ; 
it  vaa  a  Bill  for  abolishing  them— for 
dealing  with  their  property  as  public  pro- 
perty, and  then  for  creating  new  bodies  in 
the  municipal  towns  in  Ireland.  Such 
was  the  Bill  as  originally  introduced  into 
that  House.  The  minority,  who  supported 
his  noble  Friend's  instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee, agreed  with  that  part  of  it  which 
abolished  the  existing  Corporations,  and  he 
must  be  allowed  to  say,  when  taunted 
with  being  unfriendly  to  the  majority  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  that  in  the  course 
he. had  taken  he  had  always  been  most 
anxious  to  see  fully  carried  into  effect  the 
principles  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Eman- 
cipation Act,  wishing  to  see  every  civil 
disability  removed,  and  the  most  perfect 
equality  established  between  Roman  Ca- 
tholics and  Protestants  in  Ireland.  He 
might  be  mistaken  in  his  apprehensions, 
but  it  was  because  he  believed  that  part  of 
the  Bill  which  went  to  create  new  bodies 
would  have  the  effect  of  establishing  un- 
equal, more  formidable,  and  by  no  means 
less  dangerous  exclusive  bodies,  that  he 
was  induced  to  give  it  his  opposition. 
First  of  all,  then,  in  their  amendments 
the  House  of  Lords  bad  agreed  with  that 
part  of  the  Bill  which  contemplated  the 
abolition  of  the  existingcorporationt.  The 
iioble  Lord,  however,  seemed  to  say, 
that  the  Lords  had  in  some  manner  pre- 
■erved  the  mem bersof  the  existing  Corpora- 
tions. The  noble  Lord,  he  believed,  was 
mistaken.  He  could  find  no  such  provi- 
lere  was  no  such  provision 
le  members  of  the  existing 
rith  all  their  rights,  pri 
ers,  would  cease  at  once, 
)nger  remain  members  of  a 
.  No  doubt  certain  offi- 
I  otherwise  have  been  enti- 
isation,  but  who  were  not 
members  of  the  corporate  body — peraons, 
for  instance,  such  as  those  alluded  to  by 
the  noble  Lord, appointed  to  actasweigh- 
nwten,  market-clerks,  &c.,  holding  their 
offioes  ftr  life,  and  haring  a  vested  inler- 
«it  (D  them,  had  been  preserved  by  the 
Bill-  Bat  the  noble  Lord  must  remember, 
that  the  compensation  clause  introduced 
in  the  Eoglith  act  with  respect  to  pensions 
and  allQwances  bad  bees  copied  into  the 
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present  Bill ;  and  he  did  not  believe  then 
any  essential  alteration.     But,  with* 

Iwelling  upon  those  trivial  questions, 
which   were  hardly  worth  discussion,  he 

lid  come  at  once  to  the  main  principle. 
To  the  abolition  of  the  existing  Corpora- 
tions the  Lords  had  agreed — they  had 
agreed  completely  to  remove  what  had 
been  called  one  of  the  great  evils  of  Ire- 
land— exclusive  Protestant  Corporations, 
They  had  agreed  to  abolish  them — they 
had  agreed  to  treat  the  property  of  the 
Corporations  as  public  property — they  had 
agreed  that  that  properly — and  here  he 
should  not  shriok  from  meeting  the  noble 
Lord — ihey  had  agreed  that  that  properly 
should  be  vested  in  CommissionerB,  and 
be  applied  for  the  benefit  of  the  municipal 
towns  of  Ireland.  On  that  part  of  the 
Bill  there  was  no  difference  of  opinion. 
The  Lords  had  also  adopted  that  clause  \a 
the  Bill  as  it  went  up  from  that  House, 
preserving  inviolate  the  rights,  property, 
and  privileges  of  the  existing  freemen. 
With  respect  to  the  functions  of  the  ex- 
isting Corporations,  he  bad  staled  in  a 
former  discussion  on  this  subject,  and  he 
challenged  right  hun.  Gentlemen  opposite 
to  contradict  hi.ii  when  he  repeated,  that 
the  present  bodies  in  Ireland  exercised  no 
power  whatever  but  that  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  Justice.  Political  power  had 
been  taken  from  them  —  they  had  no 
control  in  municipal  arrangements,  the 
watching,  paving,  cleansing,  or  lighting  of 
the  towns,  nothing  that  was  ordinarily 
called  municipal  power;  but  they  did 
exercise  the  functions  of  justices  of  the 
peace,  they  appointed  the  sherifis,  magis- 
trates, and  coroners.  What  did  the  Bill 
propose  with  respect  to  them  ?  The  Bill, 
as  sent  up  from  that  House,  rested  in  the 
Lord -Lieu  tenant  or  in  the  Crown  the 
appointment  of  the  magistrates — it  vested 
in  the  Lord -Lieu  ten  ant  or  in  the  Crown  the 
appointment  of  sheriffs  in  counties  of 
towns,  and  cities  in  Ireland,  and  left  the 
appointment  of  coroner,  also  a  most  im- 
portant oSicer,  to  the  nomination  of  the 
town-council ;  by  the  Bill,  as  it  came  from 
the  Lords,  it  was  provided  that  the  coroner, 
sheriff's,  justices,  and  judges  of  the  local 
courts  should  all  be  appointed  by  the 
Crown,  The  Bill  as  it  went  up,  and  the 
Bill  as  it  came  down,  from  the  Lsrds; 
agreed  in  this — thqt  in  both  they  proceeded 
upon  8  different  principle  from  tAatof  the 
English  Bill ;  both  proceeded  on  Uw 
asiUiDptioD,  UiKt  at  leut  u  legatdt  tli« 
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admiiuatratioD  of  jnatice,  there  wss  Bome- 
thing  IB  the  presem  itate  of  society  iq 
Ireland  which  called  for  a  different  mode 
of  legislation  from  that  which  bad  been 
adopted  towardB  England.  That  wat  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  as  it  left  that  House ; 
the  Lords  had  adopted  it,  both  proceeding 
OD  the  same  foundaiion,  that  the  admiois- 
tration  of  juit'rce  should  be  taken  from 
those  bodies  and  rested  in  the  Crown. 
The  noble  Lord  had  spolcen  most  eloquent!; 
of  the  great  use  of  Corporations  to  the 
cause  of  civil  and  religious  liberty  in 
different  periods  of  the  history  of  this 
country,  and  he  could  very  well  under- 
stand, that  in  a  Barage  stale  of  society,  or 
juat  emerging  into  civilization — he  was  not 
'speaking  of  the  present  state  of  Ireland, 
Init  of  the  tiroes  when  Corporations  might 
be  said  to  have  been  of  service  to  the  cause 
of  civil  liberty  and  social  improvement — 
at  such  a  time,  when  it  was  found  neces- 
sary to  increase  the  power  of  towns  against 
the  encroachments  of  the  harons,  such 
institations  mi^t  have  preserved  liberty, 
and  effected  all  the  good  attributed  to 
them  by  historians;  but  it  did  not  follow 
that,  at  the  present  moment,  when  liberty 
was  so  widely  spread  in  this  country  and 
in  Ireland,  municipal  institutions,  as  they 
were  called,  but  which  were  institutions  in 
reality  of  a  totally  different  character, 
were  at  all  necessary  or  likely  to  be  pro- 
dnciive  of  local  advantage.  If  he  were 
told,  that  the  priocipal  towns  of  England 
were  indebted  to  the  existence  of  their 
Corporations  for  the  proBperily  they  had 
attDioed,  he  should  like  to  know  where 
was  the  difference  between  those  towns 
which  poaseased  them  and  those  which  had 
them  not?  What  would  they  say  to 
Manchester  and  Birmingham  ?  Gould 
they  tell  any  difference  in  local  govern. 
ment  between  Westminster,  bordering  as 
it  did  OD  the  city  of  London,  with  its 

f>palar  Corporation,  or  Marylebone  and 
msbury  ?  He  did  not  think  the  pros< 
perity  of  the  Irish  towns  at  all  depended, 
with  respect  to  good  government,  on  their 
enjoyment  of  municipal  institutions ;  if  he 
thought  so,  he  would  at  once  vote  for 
Ibem.  The  Bill,  he  believed,  was  alto- 
gether fallacioas;  it  would  effect  no  good 
whatever,  either  locally  in  the  different 
towns,  or  as  legarded  the  general  pros* 
perity  of  Irelaoa.  What  had  the  Lords 
done  with  respect  to  the  mnnicipal  func- 
tioniiiow  esercisedin  those  townsT  They 
tiad  lift  Uiem,  not  is  the  bandi  of  the 


existing  Corporations,  for  they  were 
abolished  :  they  had  left  them  under  the 
control  of  the  local  boards  appointed  by 
local  acts  of  Parliament,  which,  according 
to  the  testimony  of  all  parties,  had  worked 
so  well  in  the  great  towns  of  Ireland.  The 
icipal  affairs  of  towns — the  watching, 
paving,  cleansing,  lighting,  everything 
connected  with  the  municipal  regulation 
of  towns,  had  been  admirably  conducted 
by  those  local  boards,  which  had  never 
been  converted,  and  were  in  no  danger  of 
being  converted,  into  theatres  of  political 
contention;  the  Lords,  therefore,  had  left 
those  matters  to  be  provided  for  under  the 
9th  George  4th,  and  under  particular 
local  acts.  There  was  another  point  to 
which  he  would  address  himself — the  pro- 
perty of  the  old  Corporations,  for  they 
were  dealing,  first  of  all,  with  the  neces- 
sity of  creating  new  bodies,  the  propriety 
of  ereating  them,  and  the  advantage  they 
would  produce  in  Ireland.  There  was 
considerable  difficulty  about  the  property 
of  those  Corporations;  but  both  sides  of 
that  House  and  the  House  of  l^rds  pro- 
ceeded on  the  principle  that  that  pro|Krty 
was  to  be  dealt  with  as  public  property. 
They  had  bo  dealt  with  it  in  the  Bill  as 
sent  up  from  that  House;  they  had  taken 
it  from  the  Corporations,  put  it  under 
control,  prevented  its  altenBlion,  provided 
Bgaingt  advowsons  being  sold,  and  vested 
it  in  a  new  body,  to  be  elected  in  some 
cases  by  the  51.,  in  others  by  the  10/. 
householders.  How  did  the  Lords  propose 
to  deal  with  it?  The  noble  Lord  opposite 
certainly  proceeded  on  the  assumption, 
that  the  Commissionera  appointed  under 
the  Lords'  amendments  would  have  the 
complete  control  over  the  corporation 
property,  checked  only  by  the  words, 
"  to  be  applied  to  public  purposes." 
But  that  was  not  so.  By  the  Bill,  the 
Commissioners  had  no  such  power.  There 
were  other  checks   provided    besides  the 

¥!nera1  words  alluded  to  by  the  nobU  Lord, 
he  amendments  did  this— they  vested  in 
Commissioners,  to  be  appointed  by  the 
Crown,  the  property  of  the  corporation; 
but  directed,  at  the  same  time,  that  the 
whole  of  tie  income  of  that  property 
should  be  applied  in  the  first  place  to  pay 
the  salaries  of  the  recorder  and  judges  of 
the  local  courts,  and  that  the  remainder 
should  be  given  to  trustees  under  local  acts, 
or  where  local  acts  did  not  exist  to  trustees 
under  the  9th  Geo»e4th.,  where  that  AM 
had  been  adopted.    How.  then,  omild  th« 
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|ilo^rfr  of  tbete  cotporatibtia  bd  nSaappro* 
JimMf  The  CommlMionen  were  con- 
fineld'  by  the  Act— they  crtiH  not  spend 
me-pMay  of  it  beyond  satlrfying  the  saU- 
riei'tif'  the  recorder  and  the  judges  of  the 
local  courts,  and  all  that  might  remain 
fhnild  go  tindn:  die  local  acts,  or  the  9th 
Georgb  4th  to  ttUBteea,  and  in  aid  of  the 
ntM ;  W  that,  in  fact,  the  Conmistdaaen 
jntMAed  n»  Ucb  diBcntion,  and  coald  give 
ttcudon  to  nb  luch  jobbing  as  had  been  re- 
Bratemsd  by  the  noble  Lord.  Th«  espen- 
ditiire'  «f  the  money  wu  still  vested  in 
ttustees  undo*  local  Acta  of  Parliament,  or, 
whets  th&  9tfa«f  George  4th  existed,  in 
the  CoBKiinioners  uoder  that  Act.  It  was 
•nly  ift:  those  tuwos  in  Ireland  nhere  there 
happened  -  to  be  no  local  board*,  or  where 
the  ^th  of  Geor^  4th  had  not  beea  adopt- 
ed—'it  wae  only  in  suoh  cases  that  the  Com- 
BUBsioners  had  ai^  discretion  at  all.  Nowi 
It  aa  ka[^ieo,ed  that  every  one  of  the  eleven 
town!  enHinerated  in  the  schedule  by  the 
Boble  Lord  had  local  boards.  Others  had 
adopted  the  statute  9th  of  George  4th : 
but  there  was,  be  believed,  no  town  in  Ire- 

^d  with  property  of  any  amount  which 
,  [  not  some  local  boardj  to  which  the 
CpHunissioneTS  would  he  obliged  to  hand 


Fimihuir,  ahd  asl  bow  diey  ihoAld  treat 
a  Bill  wbtch  bad  undergone  so  much  mutio 
lation.  All  patties  agreed  in  this,  that  the 
existing  Corporations  should  be  abolished  ; 
but  they  did  not  agree  as  to  the  formation  of 
the  new  bodies.  That  was  the  question  on 
which  the  Househad  now  to  decide.  He  would 
not  fatigue  the  House  by  going  over  all  the 
reamns  and  arguments  which  induced  htm 
to  think  that  seceding  to  the  Lorda' 
amendments  would  be  the  most  advisable 
course  Ibr  the  Houfe  to  adopt ;  but  ontf 
thing,  at  all  events,  was  perfectly'  dear^-M 
there  was  no  neceasity,  as  far  as  regarded 
the  local  govemment  of  towns,  and  the 
administration  of  justice  in  them,  f m  ths 
creation  of  those  >«w  bodies.  They  were  not 
wanted  for  the  purposes  of  municipal  go- 
vernment, and  if  wanted  at  all,  it  could 
only  be  for  some  other  purposes.  Tb« 
noble  Lord  bad  said,  he  did  not  propos* 
that  the  House  abould  insist  on  the  ^1  as 
originally  sent  up  to  the  Lords,  not  hann^ 
any  hope  that  it  would  pass  in  such  a 
shape  I  but  he  proposed,  at  ftr  as  could  ba 
collected  from  the  n(A)le  Lord's  qKachf 
smnething  which  probably  might  be  agreed 
to  by  way  of  compnmiise.  Now,  if 
the    compromise    offered     by     Ae  nobla 
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although  itliaS  leen  iilremy,di)|cunelwitb 
i^erence.  only  to  seveo  of  tne  towiiB,,aiid 
negflUved  by  %  vexj  large  majority  of  tlio 
Peers.  WLat  sort  of  a  compromise  wai 
Riat''  The  Lords  bad  rdectei]  the  jjiropo. 
sitton  to  confine  Munldpal  CoipOrationa  to 
seven  of  the  largest  towns  in  Ireland,  and 
Vij  way  of  compromise,  the  noble  Lord 
i}Ow  proposed  .to  give  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions. It  was  a  most  extraordina^  mode 
6f  malung  a  compromise  certainly,  and 
seemed  to  him  not  at  all  to  meet  the 
difficulty  of  the  case.  On  what  ground 
did  thejr  object  to  the  creation  of 
these  new  bodies  i  Because  ihey  were 
useless  for  municipal  purposes,  and 
would  form  local  schools  of  agitatioi; 
in  every  town  in  Ireland,  which,  commu- 
nicating with  each  other,  and  with  a  simi- 
lar institution  in  the  capital,  must  be 
productive  of  the  greatest  mischief  to  the 
peace  and  Iranquilliiy  of  Ireland,  And  if 
It  were  said,  they  excluded  the  small 
towns,  still  they  would  create  those  nor- 
mal schools  of  peaceful  agitatiob,  oC  which 
■o.  much  bad  b^en  aaid,  in  the  larger 
towns.  That  was  the  first  step  of  the 
compromise.  The  next  was,  that  they 
were  to  take  the  twelve  great  towns  and 
give  them  Corporatrous,  exactly  as  speci- 
fied in  this  Bill.  Then,  as  he  understood 
the  noble  Lord,  they  were  to  take  twenty- 
two  towns,  on  which  they  were  to  render 
it  imperative  to  adopt  the  provisions  of 
the  9tfa  George  4th.  He  believed  he  had 
understood  the  noble  Lord  correctly,  when 
he  said,  it  would  be  imperative  on  the  in- 
habitants of  these  towns  to  accept  the 
provisions  of  that  Act,  and  then,  that  all 
their  corporate  powers  and  privileges  would 
be  handed  over  to  the  Cominissioners. 
Wu  the  House  aware,  he  would  ask,  of 
the  regulation!  of  the  Statute  of  the  9th 
Deorge  4Lh,  of  the  mode  in  which  that 
^ct  could  be  introduced  into  Ireland,  or 
HC  the  mode  by  which  taxation  should  be 
iregulated  under  it?  It  could  not  now  be 
introdaced  into  any  town  in  Ireland,  ex- 
cept on  the  requisition  of  twenty-one  in- 
htd>itants,  who  were,  at  the  same  time, 
lioaseholdei*  to  the  value  of  ZOl.  It  was 
they  who  should  put  the  Act  in  motion ; 
«na  upon  an  application  by  them  to  tho 
Lord-Lieutenant,  he  might  direct  a  meet- 
ing of  that  portion  of  the  inhabitants 
Which  consisted  of  201.  householders,  a 
inajority  of  whom  cbuld  decide  whether 
they  ihould'adopt  or  reject  the  Act ;  and 
iFie^^teS,  it  could  not,- under  tha  Act,  be 
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agfain  iutroducetl.  '  'pie  power  6r  accept- 
ing the'fiill  iioW rested  with  tlie  ilOq 
houseboTders.  Tf  acdepted,  lh^~Coniin)^ 
sioners  appointed  uhder  it  had  the  power 
of  imposing  a  rate  of  a  different  nature 
from  the  rates  imposed, in  this  country;  it 
Was  a  graduated  rate/  Persons  occupyiijff 
a  house  of  a  certain  extent,  to  pay  1*. ;  of 
a  less  extent,  to  pay  less;  and  so  on,'to'^ 
rate  of  6d.  in  the  pound.  iTiat  was  the 
Statute  of  9th  George  4th.  A  similar  Act 
had  been  passed  with  regard  to  England 
— viz.,  an  Act  to  make  provision  for  "  li^ht-j 
iug,  watching,  cleansing,  and  paving; 
but  in  the  same  way  it  could  not  be  ptit 
in  force  without  this  check — nrthout,  in 
fact,  a  stHl  further  check,  for  it  require^ 
the  inhabitants  to  vote  according  to  the 
terras  of  the  Vestry  Act;  so  that,  iinlesf 
three-fourths  of  the  inhabitants  so  asseniT 
bled  agreed  to  adopt  tt,  that  Act  could 
not  be  introduced.  It  was  now  proposed 
to  .force  the  inhabitants  of  seventeen  or 
eighteen  towns  in  Ireland  to  take  the  Aci^ 
of  the  9th  George  4th.  The  Commission- 
ers iihdtr  It  were  then  to  have  the  whole 
of  the  corporation  oroperty  under  their 
control,  and  to  have  the  power  of  imposing 
this  graduated  rate.  In  what,  then,  did 
the  difference  consist?  They  were  to  be 
elected  by  51.  householders,  were  to  have 
the  whole  power  of  appoiotiiig  ofEcers, 
&c. ;  they  were  to  form  a  body  by  the  9th 
George  4Lh,  and  if  they  were  to  be  forced 
iipon  the  inhabitants  of  those  towns  by 
this  Bill,  there  would,  he  contended,  be 
the  same  evil  existing,  and  to  the  same 
extent,  qs  u^der  the  present  system.  He 
must  say,  for  himself,  that  the  fact  of  the 
view  he  had  originally  taken  upon  this 
question  having  come  down  from  the 
other  House  of  Parliainent,  sanctioned  by 
a  large  majority  of  that  House,  was,  in  hii 
mind  at  least,  an  additional  reason  why 
he  should  not  depart  from  it.  The  noble 
Lord  had  conlplained  that  parts  of  bis 
Bill  had  been  omitted.  Certainly,  all  the 
clauses  (some  fifty  or  sixty  clauses)  which 
related  to  the  mode  in  which  burgesses 
were  to  be  constituted,  to  the  construction 
of  polling,  to. the  appointment  of  revising 
barristers,  had  been  expnoged.'  ^Iow  he 
would  ask,  if  they  were  discussing  the 
question  for  the  first  time,  anct  if  the  Bill 
had  not  come  down  from  the'  Houae  of 
Lords,  in  iu  present  shape,  he  would  fear' 
lesslyask,  could  it  be  likely,  in  the  pre- 
§;nt  Ktate  of  Irelapd.  no  matte;  wfa^ 
might  be  ito  lawi^  bat  aeeing  the  p^al 
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bulk  of  the  populatioa  arrayed  n^aat  tbe 
property  of  tbe  country, — was  it  likely,  he 
would  ask,  that  the  peace,  the  tranquillity 
of  Ireland,  could  be  promoted  by  having 
theie  annual  elections — by  having,  in 
fcct,  the  whole  theory  of  election  re- 
opened every  year?  He  was  not  speaking 
of  the  effect  of  the  creation  of  those  bodies 
after  they  should  have  been  called  into 
existence,  or  of  the  probable  mode  in 
which  they  might  be  conducted,  hut  of 
tbe  very  elections  themselves,  and  whether 
ID  tbe  present  state  of  Ireland  they  would 
be  likely  to  tend  to  its  peace  or  happinesi. 
And  let  it  not  be  forgotUn,  that  this  Bill, 
the  preamble  of  which  the  noble  Lord 
complained  had  been  altered,  was  intro- 
duced for  the  purpose  of  securing  the 
tranquillity  and  belter  government  of  Ire- 
land. Would  it  effect  thai?  Well,  during 
the  discussion  io  that  House  he  had  heard 
hon.  Members  say,  that  those  who  op- 
posed it  were  offering  an  insult  (o  Ireland. 
{"Mtar,"  from  Mr.  O'ConnelL]  The 
hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman,  he  supposed, 
meant  to  conRrm  that  assertion,  but  he 
could  assure  tbe  hon,  and  learned  Gentle- 
man that  he  would  he  the  last  person  to 
offer  insult  to  the  people  of  that  country. 
He  might  have  taken  a  mistaken  view  on 
the  But^ect,  but  he  was  not  by  any  means 
■Btisfied  that  the  mode  in  which  those 
who  called  themselves  her  friends — that 
the  mode  in  which  they  acted  towards 
the  inhabitants  of  that  country,  was  at  all 
likely  to  tend  eilfaer  to  the  prosperity  of 
the  country  itself,  or.to  the  happiness  of 
the  people.  ["  Hear,"  from  Mr.  O'Con- 
Heii.]  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
cheered  him  when  he  said  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  those  could  be  the  real  friends 
of  Ireland  who  acted  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  acted  in  re- 
ference to  the  starving  population  of  Ire- 
land—who could  tell  the  House  that 
there  were  2,000,000  of  people  in  that 
country  in  an  actual  stale  of  atarvation, 
■nd  who,  at  the  same  time,  would  do 
nothing  to  elevate  or  better  their  condition 
—who  would  do  nothing  to  give  them 
food,  but  whose  course,  in  his  humble 
judgment,  must  have  the  effect  of  prevent- 
ing what  was  >o  anxiously  to  be  wished 
for  in  Ireland— commercial  and  agricul- 
tural prosperity.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  drawn  a  contrast  between 
Ireland  and  Scotland,  and  the  noble  Lord 
oppoiite  bad  asked,  were  they  to  make  a 
dinereDca  between  tbcm?    Now,  ha  was 
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afraid  the  contniat  was  too  great  to  admit 
of  the  conclusion  that  had  been  come  to 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  noble 
Lord.  He  would  ask,  was  it  to  "  schooU 
of  agitation"  that  Scotland  was  indited 
for  her  prosperity?  [Mr.  O'ConneU: 
"  Yes."]  Was  it  through  the  exercise  of 
these  schools  of  agitation  she  was  enabled 
to  "  crowd  her  estuaries  with  sliips  ?"—  to 
"  beautify  and  enrich  her  towns  ?"— and 
to  place  her  commerce  and  manufactures 
upon  an  equality  with  the  manufacture! 
and  commerce  of  England  ?"  Or  was  it, 
as  Ihe  hon,  end  learned  Gentleman  bad 
also  said,  to  the  abolition  of  episcopacy-— 
to  the  destruction  of  the  Episcopal  Church 
in  Scotland  by  the  broad-sword  of  the 
Si;ottish  people,  that  that  country  owed 
her  present  prosperous  condition  1  He 
would  ask,  too,  was  it  owing  to  her  having 
had  the  same  institutions  and  the  aame 
laws  as  [bis  country  I  Certainly  not.  She 
had  not  the  same  laws  or  institutions,  and 
yet  how  was  it  that  she  had  advanced  f 
[Mr.  O'ConneU:  She  has  no  tithes  t] 
Tithes  I  Had  they  no  tithes  in  England  7 
—ay,  and  in  Scotland  toot  But  he 
would  ask,  was  not  her  prosperity  owing 
to  this— was  it  not  owing  to  the  energiea 
and  the  spirit  of  her  people  having  been 
directed  to  make  the  most  of  those  ad- 
vantages which  her  union  with  this  country 
had  given  her  }  When  the  Srst  burst  of 
national  discontent  had  passed  away,  was 
it  Qot  into  that  channel  the  energiea  of 
her  people  had  been  directed  ?  He  should 
therefore  attribute  the  prosperity  of  Scot- 
land, not  to  schools  of  agitation,  but  to  her 
ready  obedience  to  the  laws,  to  her  fidelity 
to  the  throne,  and  to  the  safety  thereby 
guaranteed  to  life,  to  property,  and  to 
capital.  And  why  waa  it  that  Ireland 
did  not  enjoy  these  advant^es?  Wat 
there  any  commercial  restriction  upon  tbe 
trade  of  Ireland  now  ?  Had  die  not  fot 
many  yean  been  upon  tbe  same  footing 
with  England  and  Scotland?  Had  she 
not  the  vast  dominions  of  Oreat  Britain 
open  to  her?  How  waa  it,  then,  that 
capital  was  not  employed  in  Ireland  ia 
giving  to  that  country  a  full  share  of  the 
commercial  advantages  of  England  and 
Scotland.  He  would  ask  those  who  pre- 
tended to  be  the  friends  of  Ireland^^nd 
when  he  used  this  eipreasion,  be  did  lo 
in  reference  to  the  taunt  which  had  been 
thrown  out  against  him,  in  being  called 
her  enemy,  for  hia  view  of  friendship  to 
Ireland  was  wholly  diSen&t  ttom  tbe  view 
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ofdlOHio-whDmlieHllDded;  fttmample, 
when  he  uked  thoK  who  taughti  he 
should  lay  whA  misled,  the  people  of  Ire- 
land and  them,  he  would  ask  what  benefit 
could  arise  to  the  people  by  inducing  them 
to  believe  that  any  disobedience  to  the 
laws,  whether  organized  or  not — that  any 
B|ilBtion,  even  ihongh  it  should  lead  to 
the  nbolitioD  of  tithes,  to  the  establishment 
of  municipal  institutioas,  or  to  the  su- 
[wemacy  of  the  Catholic  Church  itself, 
could  produce  that  prosperity  which  an- 
othei  country  had  arrived  at  by  a  far 
diJTereDt  course?  Neither  agitation  nor 
disobedieaca  to  the  law  could  beneGt  the 
people  of  Ireland.  He  objected,  then,  to 
the  noble  Lord's  compromise,  hecause  he 
believed  it  would  put  fresh  instruments  of 
agitation  and  disturbance  into  the  hands 
of  the  agitators  of  the  country, — because 
he  believed  it  would  establish  a  system 
calculated  to  keep  up  that  spirit  of  insub- 
ordination  in  Ireland,  which,  while  it 
exisled,  must  for  ever  preclude  all  hope  to 
see  commerce  flourish  in  the  country ;  and 
because  be  believed  that  those  institutions, 
Uiiead  of  having  the  effect  which  the 
noble  Lord  bad  eloquently  described, 
would,  in  the  words  of  Uie  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Member  fbr  Kilkenny  himself,  lurn  out 
to  he  mere  schools  of  agitation,  than 
which  ha  could  not  conceive  anything 
nore  prejudicial  to  the  happiness  or  pros- 
perity of  Ireland.  He  had  b«en  led  by  the 
taunt  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
from  the  course  of  obiervaiion  which  he 
meant  to  have  taken,  and  he  had  now 
ooly  to  state,  which  he  did  most  con- 
•eienttonily,  that  he  had  no  wish  whatever 
Id  offer  insult  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  or 
indeed  to  any  portion  of  his  fellow-coun- 
trjmeo ;  he  had  no  other  motive,  and  he 
bdieved  the  minority  with  which  he  had 
voted  on  this  subject,  and  the  large  ma- 
jority in  the  other  House,  had  no  other 
motive  in  the  rejection  of  a  portion  of  the 
noble  Lord's  Bill,  than  that  of  conferring 
a  benefit  upon  the  people  of  Ireland,  by 
laving  them  from  the  evils  to  which  he 
had  jQst  adverted.  Pot  the  same  reason 
should  he  vote  against  the  proposition 
which  he  nnderstood  to  have  been  made 
by  the  noble  Lord — namely,  to  reiosert  the 
4lh  Clause.  To  the  minor  points,  such  as 
theappointmeotofweigh-mastersandother 
officers  to  which  the"  noble  Lord  had  ad- 
verted, he  should  offer  no  oppositiou,  bnt 
fnim  the  great  principle  whicn  the  clause 


involved  he  certunlv  dbaented,  because 
be  believed  it  would  have  a  most  injurious 
tendency.  He  did  not  think  the  proposi- 
tions of  his  Majesty's  Ministers  likely  to 
carry  into  effect  the  objects  which  they 
professed — namely,  the  removal  of  existing 
evils,  and  the  introduction  of  tranquillity 
and  peace.  On  the  contrary,  he  was  cer- 
tain that  the  briiigins  forward  this  mea- 
sure, the  discussions  which  had  arisen 
upon  it,  ay,  and  the  passing  of  it,  should 
it  be  so,  would  only  have  the  effect  of 
irritating  and  increasing  those  evils.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  sup- 
ported this  Bill  in  its  original  form,  be- 
cause he  said  it  would  be  giving  justice  to 
the  people  of  Ireland,  and  he  opposed  it, 
because  he  conceived  it  must  unavoidably 
tend  to  their  unhappiness.  He  should, 
therefore,  give  his  most  cordial  support  to 
the  amendments  of  the  Lords.  He  should 
have  supported  ihese  amendments,  even  if 
they  had  not  been  sanctioned  by  the  other 
branch  of  the  Legislature;  but  having 
been  BO  sanctioned,  the  respect  which  he 
felt  bound  to  pay  to  the  opinions  of  their 
Lordships  operated  as  an  additional  reason 
in  their  favour.  He  did  not  agree  with 
those  who  called  on  the  House  to  stand 
on  their  privileges,  because  the  Lords  had 
dissented  from  a  meaanre  sent  up  to  them. 
It  was  true  they  had  privileges;  but  so 
bad  the  House  of  Lords.  The  Lords  had 
a  right  to  make  amendments  in  a  Bill,  as 
well  as  the  Commons ;  they  had  made 
amendments  in  this  measure;  these  amend- 
ments had'  been  confirmed  by  the  previ- 
ously expressed  opinion  of  a  very  large 
minority  of  the  Members  of  that  House ; 
the  amendments  thus  made  were  at  the 
least  entitled  to  respectful  consideration, 
and  to  him  they  twcame  an  additional 
reason  for  again  taking  the  same  course 
which  he  adopted  when  this'  Bill  was  first 
proposed. 

Mr.  O^Brien  said,  that  in  whatever  tenns 
the  arguments  upon  which  the  Lords' 
amendments  were  founded  might  he  con- 
veyed— and  the  more  soothing  the  language 
employed  the  more  humiliating  it  wa^^ 
the  substance  of  that  reasoning  was,  that 
Irishmen  were  unfitted  to  enjoy  the  same 
rights  and  privileges  as  Englishmen  and 
Scotchmen.  The  point  io  debate  was  not 
whether  munidpsl  institutions  were  or 
were  not  the  best  instruments  for  securing 
the  well-being  of  local  communities — that 
questun  had  been  by  the  British  Parlii.. 
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he  were  unfit  to  petfono  the  duties  of  a 
town-counaillor  in  the  town  in  which  he 
might  reside  in  Ireland,  still  more  unfit 
was  he  to  be  sent  as  a  ddegate  to  the  great 
eoundl  of  the  empire.  If  those  Who  had 
aent  htm  to  Parliament  were  unfit  to  choose 
«  represbntatiTe  to  manage  the  pAty  con- 
tfcftu'Of  theii  own  locality,  ttil]  more  were 
they  unfit  to  appoint  represeRtatrrcs  In 
whose  hands  tni^t  hang  the  balance  of 
the greai'putie8whi«li  divide  this  kingdom 
on"whoK  daeiRiDD  might  rest  the  spirit  and 
lbs  character  of  tbe  meaauru  bjr  which 
tbiagicat  empire  was  to  be  gov«mcd.  '  If 
ibe  HoCiBe  of  Oommraai'by  acoeding'to'the 
amendments  -of  the  Lords,  wstb  to -admit 
tbi*  principle  of  disqualification,  if  diej 
vereito  affix. to  tba  represeatatincs  of-Jra, 
kml  Ae  brand  of  .degradation,  he  a^w  «at 
what.  vouU  remain  to  mvcf  man  af.inr 
dependent, spirit,  but  to  return  home.to  his 
GOuotry,  M>  refuse  altogether  English,  legja.- 
Ulvni  and  to  seek  the.  dufolution  of  am 
uaioB  from  whioh. England  res^d  all  tbe 
adwaiUagei  but  H^bich  to  lul^d  brguglit 
Botbing  but  deriskon*  opprewion.,.  and  dis- 
grace. ..,3ut  happily  thej  were  QO(,hn)ughit 
tg  suqba^altQrn^ive.;  neither  tlif  House 
(^  f^omffipTU  nor  the  peopje  of.£DgIivid 
j{9jjiil  ayn^tion  tl)is  principle,  md  from  tb^ 
injustice  of  one  House;  he  would  .with 
confidence  appea]  to  the  jufti{^  of,  (he 
btlier.  "  He  woiild' with  cthifidence  appeal 
to  the  sympathy  of  th£  people  of  England — 
and  hi  trusted  that  if  the  accodlmodalion 
fidw  {iropoked  was  ifejet^ed  by  the  qther 
House,  Gdt^wnment  would^ot  lose  a  week 
m  ibakln^  siibh  an  fppeAl,  by  a  dissolution 
8f  Tarliiment— !n  order''  that  It  might  be 
fiifly  seed  Vhetlier  tbe  people'  of  England 
w6iiU'  rnige  tbemsell^  upon  tbe  ^de  of 
fBose  who  Boogitt  to  maintain  the  union  of 
the  tWb'Ungdoms  by'tbe  powerful  bond  of 
Mnof  fih.^:_«Qal  rights— mdptocal  inter- 
-*=— =-i— w'M  the  'tide  txf 


tbose  who^fould  disKoida  UW:  tin  m^ 
tries  in  feeing  and  legislaUoa,  by  isfuatng 
into  the  mind  of  pne  country  suspicion  am 
distrusti  into  the  mind  of  the  other  ft  gall> 
ing  sense  of  oppression  and  its  accompaoy- 
ing  sentiments  of  indignation  and  batreS, 
It  was  said,  these  amendments  were  framed 
with  the  view  of  protecting  the  Protestants, 
of  Ireland  from  ezQluaion,  and  by. way  of 
preventing  tbe  Catholics  from  excluding 
the  Protestants  from  parclcipfltion  in  corpo- 
rate government.  The  Lords  said,  we  will 
exclude  you  ourselves.  As  a  Protestant  be 
was  as  sucb  excluded  by  the  BUI' of  tbe 
Lords  from  tbe  management  of  those  local 
concerns  in  which  he  was  be  interested  as 
if  be  were  a  Catholic.  And  there  was  thb 
peculiar  ftcerbityin'  his  potation,  wliethcfr 
Protestant  or  Catbolic,  that  If  he  wMit  fi> 
reside  in  any  tcrwn  in  England  or  Scotland, 
he  was  eligible  to  alt  tbose  nranicipal  offices 
whidi  in  his'  own  county  be  was  dedutd 
uriWMthy  to  undertake.  The  appnheiUfoti 
of  esclurion  of '  Protcttants  was  fomtded 
upon  a  false  view  of  the  state  vt  taatXj  hx 
Itvland.  AH  recent  'expcciance  diffwed 
that  in  the  struggles  of  party  id  that'  aonib. 
try,  the  queelion  was  not  whether  st  nan 
wu  Catlwlie  or  Protestant;  but  ^rbathnc 
be  was  Liberal. or  CaOacrvadiFe {  and  if 
aary  party  .AouM  exist  in  the'  Muniwfl 
alections,  which  he  vary  mimh.iodited, 
they  wouldbe  thoae  of  I^betala  and  ;Da»> 
ssrvativea,.  and  kbota.of  Pxotestaats  aad 
Papists. .  But,  ■vppqslog..that  &ia  'kom 
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jutftf  As.  nsvr  cf  sfptetioa  whSdi  wss 
ti^tfo.  1^  the  opponte  par^— agitslion 
never  wm,  dot  evei  could  be  tbe  mere 
csm^yrepf  one.  individual  or  set  of  indi- 
viduaLs.  Fat  Aiwontent  and  bitbvlence 
there  existed  in  Ireland  but  one  real  cause 
— mugovernmeDt.  Remove  the  cause,  the 
t^et  would  cease-  But  if  unhapfnly  that 
■hould  be  found  a  difficult  task  in  a  countrj 
whcM  there  was  such  a  mass  of  wretchedness 
to  contend  with,  and  to  letrace  so  long  a 
career  of  unjust  legislation,  W  would  maiq- 
tain  that  it  was  much  safer  that  discontent 
should  find  Its  legitimate  expression,  through 
the  means  of  these  corporate  bodies,  than, 
that  it  should  display  Itself  in  a  .more  ir- 
rMular  form,  and  in  a  manner  inconmstent 
with  the  peace  end  order  of  society.  If  a 
grievance  existed  in  Glasgow  or  Liverpool, 
who  could  so  properly  communicate  that 
grievance  by  their  strong  remonstrances  as 
the  local  representatives  chosen  to  manage 
the  concerns  of  the  town  and  to  watch  over 
its  interests  f  There  was  one  part  of  the 
argument  of  the  opposite  party  which  to 
bis  mind  was  peculiarly  humiliatini^ 
namely,  that  in  which  they  contended  Uiat 
Aia  measore  would  weaken  the  British 
dominion  in  Ireland.  Thegr  qmke  of  Ire- 
land as  a  conquered  country — a  subordinate 
portion,  not  as  aa  equal  incorporated  part 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  Now  whatever 
oAer  demerits  the  trea^  of  Union-might 
have  had,  at  least  on  that  occanon  the  Irish 
Parliament  aipproadied  the  coniideTation  of 
this  intetnctional  compact-  in  en  erect  atti- 
tude, on  a  fimting  of  the  most  perfect 
e^ality  with  England,  and  he  had  yet  to 
l«um  that  Ireland  was  so  much  fallen  in 
pewec,  in  resources,  in  moral  influence, 
mits  present,  compared  with  its  past  condi- 
tUwi'  that  it  was  to  be  treated  with  less 
reflect  now  than  at  the  time  (^  the.  Union, 
and  he  woiid  tail  the  House  that  if  they 
had  no  better  security  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  Union  thfn  British  power,  it  would 
indrB^  he  of  tdiort  duration,  .  The  true  and 
only  hpnd  of  union  between  the  two  coua- 
triea  was  reciprocal  interest,  strengthened 
bj: mutual  attachment,,  and  if  once, those 
linhs  n^ere  broken,  if.  once^  the  people  pf 
Iceland. .wei;e  .convinced  that  they  had 
catsed  to  hpve  a  common  Interest  with 
England — ifoSefing  afiectlpn  and  esteem, 
they  met  vitb  iiepnlia  and.  contempt,  the 
bond  b^ween  the  two  countries  might  be 
rives  asunder  in  ,a  moment.  He  thought 
it  a  matter  of  perfect  indifference  whether 
to  such  towns  as  Belturbet  and  Middleton, 
e  conceded ;  but  to  deprive 


the  nooDd  dua  tswu  of  Inlasd  of  tt^po* 
rations  appeared  to  bim  to  withhold  ffom 
them  a  (peat  good.  In asntacb,  however,  fu 
the  measure  pioppsed  by  the  noble  Ixiida 
fully  recognised  die  prindple  of  oorp^ata 
responable  government — inasmuch  as  it 
vindicated  the  right  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
to  equal  franchises  with  other  British  sub. 
Jects — inasmuch  as  it  wipc^  out  the,in> 
suiting  stain  which  had  been  impressed  on 
the  f(u;mer  Bill  by  the  Lords,  he  .was  not 

{repared  to  withhold  from  it  bis  support. 
f  thi;  Bjll,  however,  should  be  reject^  jt 
was  impossible  not  to  foresee  the  inevitable 
consequence — and  if  foreseen  they  ought  to 
be  duly.weiebed  and  timely  conceded.  IQ 
was  impossiole  that  things  could  remain, in 
their  present  situation.  In  the  continued 
differences  of  opinion  between  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament  all  le^slation,  wm 
suspended.  If  the  conduct  of  the  Lacd» 
upon  a  series  of  Irish  questions  were  sOch 
as  was  wholly  incompatible  with  order  or 
good  government  in  Ireland— 4f  it  bronght 
to  himself  personal  -degradation,  and  tti  nis 
country  national  dishonour,  he  should  be 
compelled  to  make  his  election  hetweea 
interests  which  ought  never  tv  be  braught 
into  conflict  wi£h  each  other  ;>  and  in'sui^ 
an  event  he  could  not  prefer  the  saafa> 
tenance  of  irresponsible  powerr  in  thehandl 
ofafewindividualst  to  the  rights  and  the 
interests  of  his  country, 

Mr.  fruar^  said,  he  had  been,  U  every 
Member  of  the  House  must  han  beet^  both 
surprised  and  delighted  by  the  dextetitf 
whidi  had  marked  the  argument*  "of -.  th« 
boa.  and  learned  Member  tor  Exeter,  <and 
the  elegance  .of  the.- phraseology  ty  whick 
he  had  enforced  them.  Bufacute  ill.aill 
the  spedal  {Reading  «f  ih^  hen.  and  learned 
Member  had  been,  he  (Mr.  Ewart)  bad 
looked  IB  vain  thnjugbout  the  wb!)le>Df  hij^ 
speech  for  an  BnsM;er  to,  th(  nest  argumtitt 
which,  had  been  brought  forward  by  tht 
noble  Iiord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Uoma 
Department — vi«.,.  that,  l^  adopdsg  tb« 
course  of  legislation  proposed  by  the,  I^rds, 
you  were  producing  gross  inequality  hep 
tween  the  two  nations,  whereas  the.  bana 
of  the  Union  between  the  two  countries  was 
perfect  equality.  The  hon.,  and  .learned 
Gentleman  bad,  indeed,  said,  that  by  grant- 
ing Corporations  to  Ireland  you  wot^ 
make  tl^m  exclusive  Corftotat^oiis.  Andi 
he  mid  ao,  becsuK  the  great  majority  of 
the  inhabitaiits  of  Ireland  «ere  bf  tha 
Roman  Catholic  persuasion,  Whv,  in  a 
nation,  iA  whidl  out  of  7,000,000  of  pet^le 
i6,000,000  were  CaUudici  (ev«a  foppomag 
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tbat  the  effect  of  ^nting  CoTpontiom  to 
Ireland  would  be  to  make  everf  Corpontioii 
exdunvely  Cafholic),  could  it,  with  any 
■bow  of  reason,  be  said,  that  those  Corpo- 
rations were  eidusive  ?  It  might  just  es 
Vel)  be  BEud,  that  io  England  the  Corpora- 
tioni  were  eicluaive,  because  an  immenBe 
majority  of  the  members  of  those  Corpora- 
tions were  of  the  Protestant  religion.  In 
the  town,  for  instance,  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent  (Liverpool),  the 
great  majority  of  tbe  inhabitants  were 
Protestants;  only  about  one-fourth  being 
of  the  Catholic  religion.  Yet  had  it  ever 
been  brought  forward  as  an  argument  why 
Liverpool  should  not  have  a  Corpora- 
tion, that  the  effect  of  eivbg  that  town  a 
Corporation  would  be  ^  it  certainly  bad 
been)  to  make  it  exdurave  f  exclusive,  t.  e. 
of  the  minority.  With  how  much  less  force, 
then,  could  that  argument  be  applied  to 
Ireland,  where  so  vast  a  majority  were  of 
the  Catholic  religion.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Exeter,  had 
■toted  in  the  course  of  his  speech,  that 
Municipal  Corporations  were  very  fitted  to 
act  in  barharoiu  times,  as  a  barrier  between 
the  Monarch  and  the  people;  that  they 
had  been  very  beneficial  at  the  period  in 
whidi  they  were  introduced  into  Ireland, 
ai  protecting  tbe  people  against  baronial 
encroachments,  hut  that  they  were  not  re- 
quired in  this  more  civilized  and  enlightened 
age.  Whether  or  no  there  might  not  even 
now  be  some  need  of  protection  for  tbe 
Irish  people  against  "baronial  encroach- 
ments," he  (Mr.  Ewart)  would  not  take  it 
upon  himself  to  determine;  but  this  he 
would  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
fat  Exeter,  whether  Prussia,  when  she  chose 
to  confer,  at  no  earlier  a  period  then  the 
jeu  1808,  the  benefits  of  Municipal  Insti- 
tutiona  upon  her  people,  was  a  barbarous 
or  an  enlightened  nation  ?      And  the  same 

SiMtion  might  be  asked  as  regarded  France. 
nt  in  truth  there  was  no  necessity  to 
travel  BO  iar  to  prove  the  fallacy  of  this 
argument.  Why,  if  it  were  a  sound  and 
■tatesmanlike  aivument,  why  was  it  not 
uaed  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  when 
new  Municipal  CorporationB  were  about  to 
be  conferred  upon  En^and,  and  tvhen  they 
wen  about  to  be  re-mtroduced  into  Scot- 
laud?  Were  either  of  these  countries 
mon  undvilised  than  Ireland  t  And  what 
coniiiteni^  was  there,  then,  in  the  argu- 
ment of  th«  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen, 
which  would  give  the  dviliied  and  en- 
lightoned  country  the  benefits  of  Coipora- 
tiooM,  and,  at  the  sasw  tims  deny  tboea 


benefits  to  tlie  country,  the  inhalntantt  of 
which  were  still  in  a  great  measure  undvi. 
lised,  rude,  and  uninstructed  !  The  haul 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  contended  that 
there  was  no  necessity  for  Co^xtrations  in 
Ireland  for  tbe  purposes  of  cavil  govern^ 
ment,  or  for  the  administration  of  justice; 
Rnd  be  dwelt  particularly  upon  the  latter. 
But  he  never  reflected  that  Munidpal  In- 
stitutions were  not  required  merely  as  in- 
struments of  police.  They  might  be  ap- 
plied to  the  attainment  of  many  other 
equally  and  more  beneficial  objects ; — to 
the  instruction  of  the  people,  the  encourage- 
ment of  knowledge  and  the  arts  among  the 
people ;  \a  short,  they  might  be  useful  in  a 
thousand,  though  not  at  first  sight  obvious 
ways,  in  promoting  the  welfare  of  the  peo- 
ple. He  believed  that  Corporations  had 
been  already  in  England  productive  of  an 
incalculable  amount  of  good,  and  could 
he,  as  a  friend  to  Ireland,  refuse  to  grant 
them  to  such  cities  as  Dublin,  Limerick, 
Cork,  and  Belfast?  He  could  not  help 
remarking  upon  the  utuatlon  in  which 
by  supporting,  through  the  various  shapoB 
it  had  assumed,  the  piopoution  that  Ck)r- 
porations  were  unnecessary,  and  should 
not  be  granted  to  Ireland,  die  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth,  had 
placed  himself.  He  could  not  refrain 
from  respectfully  observing,  that  having 
now  advocated  a  different  system  of  ]e- 
giiilBtion  for  the  difierent  portions  of  this 
empire,  history  would  point  to  him  as  hav- 
ing, in  1829,  recognized  a  principle  which 
he  had  abandoned  in  1635.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  would,  by  the  plan  which 
they  were  now  advocating,  deprive  the 
people  of  Ireland  of  tbe  means  of  political 
education.  They  had  already  given  them 
the  right  of  electing  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  they  would  now  refuse  them  the 
best  means  of  instruction  in  exercise  of  thear 
political  franchise.  Municipal  Corporationf 
would  supply  the  best  possible  schools  in 
which  to  study  the  principles  of  govern- 
ment; and  by  acquiring  a  knowledge  of 
those  principles  in  the  management  of  their 
own  local  concerns,  men  would  be  fitted  to 
exercise  the  franchise  with  which  the  Legis . 
lature  had  invested  them,  for  the  general 
government  of  their  country.  Besides 
which,  the  result  of  his  (Mr,  Ewait's)  ex- 
perience led  him  to  believe,  that  tbe  men 
who  were  accustomed  to  the  administration 
of  the  local  concerns  of  their  Municipal  In- 
stitutions were  most  likely  to  be  orderly 
and  useful  members  of  society.  But  ^ 
hoo.  Gentlemea  opposite  oould  not  be  is- 
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Kilkeonj.  Tba  more,  homfer,  that  bon. 
aaA  iearntd  Uember  ponawes,  the  worse 
iAflll  h  b*  for  the  peace  of  Ireland  and  the 
|«nerd  integrity  of  the  State,  The  more 
Me*ni  or  agitation  the  bon.  and  learned 
OMtleman  and  his  party  obtain,  the  more 
n[Hd  will  bii  alridea  be  to  the  goal  of  his 
reckless  ambition,  and  this  is,  what  he  has 
ever  declared  it  to  be,  the  destruction  of 
the  Protestant  Church  of  Ireland.  For 
these  reasons,  Sir,  I  shall  give  my  cordial 
support  to  the  measure  as  amended  by  the 
House  of  Lords.  As  I  have  ever  enter- 
tained towards  It  a  high  respect,  so  I  shall 
ever  repose  the  most  sincere  confidence  in 
any  opinion  which  emanaten  from  that 
branch  of  the  Legislature.  That  House, 
in  these  days  of  danger  to  the  empire, 
I  look  upon  as  the  last  bulwark  of  the 
Constitution  sgainat  the  inroads  of  an  un- 
principled democracy. 

Viscount  Clementt  nid,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  on  the  other  side  was 
aoniewhat  indignant  at  the  application  of  a 
term.  He  complaiDad  loudly  of  being  d»< 
signatod  "  Proteatant  agitators,'  and  m  he 
pngTeaaed  towatda  the  conclusiDn  nf  bis 
•MMfa,  he  became  abaDlutel^  furious  at  the 
idea  of  their  being  oharacteriacd  as 
ibodin  Protestant  agitators."  The 
end  gallant  Oantleman  was  anxious,  he 
kad  no  doubt,  to  npudiate  tbt  aharge  so 
fltt  Bi  he  himself  mu  penonally  concerned  j 
but  he  thought  it  was  an  excess  of  ofalral* 
roof  fMUnc  wbkli  ptompted  Um  to  repu- 
AJata  the  teeription  vraen  applied  to  Us 
COUeanea  For  bis  own  part,  he  had  felt 
auMe  van  infflgnant  when  he  heard  three- 
flmrtks  of  bis  &low..x»uiitrymen  described 
••  aUMM  bL  Uood,  aliens  in  language,  and 
•Umm  1b  nligbmi  by  a  noble  Ixird,  whose 
feneali^leal  pretensions  were  founded  on 
fittle  that  wu  English,  either  In  feeling  or 
la  birth.  Ha  had  no  hesitation  in  deaig- 
rnubtg  Muh  terras  as  these  as  "orthodox 
pRilMtant  Bgilatioa;''  He  bellered  that 
«ha  dedaiation  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Z^ord  Mabodiad  the  feeling  and  the  pre- 
todle*  ci  a  par^  in  the  other  House  of 
nrUaaieB^  who  were  adzioas  to  put  a  stop 
W  ponukr  govemnwnt  In  all  countries,  but 
aapSBJiBy  in  Oat  oonntty  to  which  he  had 
m  iMDOvr  to  belong.    If  that  party  darfd 

\  in  public  what  they  thought  in 

-if  they  had  the  manliness  or  the 
_  r  to  give  firee  expresshm  to  their 
fteliflgs,  they  would  admit  at  enas,  that 
r^pite  gOTtfOuent-and  popular  eontrol 


broad  principle  on  which  they  leAiaed  jua-^ 
tice  to  Ireland,  and  the  unimsal  peOfde  of 
England  would  rile  lo  a  man  agafaiil  them. 
Thej  refused  to  appl]'  tha  same  prindple  la 
Ireland  which  had  already  been  applied, 
and  found  to  work  so  wdl,  in  England  and 
Scotland.  But  if  the  principle  at  munU 
iment  bad  been  applied  to  Ir^ 
land,  and  if  the  same  principle  had  been 
refused  to  England,  what  would  have  been 
the  feelings  of  the  people  of  that  oauntry  ? 
Why,  they  would  not  endure  the  tyranny 
for  a  aingle  hour.  It  had  been  said,  that 
Ireland  would  be  better  without  munieipal 
government.  This  was  a  matter  of  opi> 
Tuon,  but  he  presumed  the  people  of  Ir»> 
land  were  tha  best  judges  of  what  wai 
calculated  to  benefit  them.  It  had  been  said 
that  Scotland  had  done  very  well  withoal 
municipal  government,  hut  it  had  not  bc«) 
led  that  she  did  still  better  when  she 


had  obtained  it.  He  had  observed  that  a 
spirit  exited,  in  certain  quarters,  to  deprivs 
Ireland  of  free  iuititutians;  hut  he  could  tall 
them  that  the  people  of  Ireland  would  never 
rest  satisfied  till  they  were  in  poaMSsion  at 
every  right  to  which  they  were  Justly 
entitled,  and  till  they  were  placed  on  a 
perfect  equally  with  their  Metbren  of 
England  and  Scotland.  It  hod  boea 
advanced  as  an  argument  against  Ireland) 
that  she  wu  not  ripe  for  municipal 
government.  9uah  an  a^ment  as  tliat 
carried  its  own  refbution  along  with  it. 
It  had,  however,  been  completely  eNposed 
by  the  noble  Lord,  to  whom,  on  tha 
part  of  the  Irish  people,  he  tendoad  \d» 
cordiil  thanks.  The  refbruation  of  tha 
Irish  eorponttions  was  absolutely  Derewaty. 
This  was  admitted  on  all  hands.  Tha 
measure  was  not  mtended  to  last  merely 
whilst  the  Irish  were  good  boys.  It  wu 
to  be  a  final  measure,  and  the  sooner  they 
set  about  rendering  it  luch,  the  better  fbc 
themselves,  and  the  better  ftar  the  peaee 
and  prosperity  of  Ireland  and  the  emplr*. 
The  notde  Lord  concluded  by  saying,  thM 
although  the  measure  proposed  by  tb« 
Ministers,  did  not  go  at  nt  u  he  wished, 
or  as  far  as  Ireland  was  entitled  to  expeet, 
it  should  have  his  cordial  suppon,  inasmuch 
u  it  recognised  the  right  of^  his  eountry  w 
the  sane  privil^e*  and  inttitutions  U 
England. 

Captain  Berkeley  latd,  on  a  fbrmer  oee^ 
sion  he  had  been  taunted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  KiUenny  with  hevit^  rceeived 
hondtality  in  Ireland,  and  having  voted  (te 
the  Coercion  BiU.    H«  hal  Milt  UltfWf 
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cm  that  occasion,  to  vote  against  tie  prin- 
ciples lie  bad  ever  professed.  He  did  not 
then  tbink  that  the  dajr  ever  would  come 
when  ha  should  almost  Uush  for  the  vote 
he  then  gave ;  but  when  he  heard  the 
^teech  of  the  noble  Lord  in  another  place, 
asserting  that  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
aliena,  he  felt  that  his  vote  was  wrong — 
that  he  ought  to  he  a  repealer.  But  he 
did  not  believe  it  poatible,  that  that  lan- 
guage would  be  Tespooded  to  by  any  man 
in  that  House.  He  would  appeal  to  IriBh- 
men,  with  their  cfaaracteriHtic  f^enerositf, 
to  forget  that  the  words  were  ever  used  hy 
an  Englishman,  and  to  be  assured  that 
they  were  not  re^wnded  to  by  the  English 
people.  They  were  the  words  of  a  self- 
willed,  luguted  person,  who  would  caat 
flrebrunds  through  the  country,  rather  than 

S've  tip  his  own  selfish  purposes.  When 
!  gave  the  vote  he  alluded  to,  be  gave  it 
oonsdentiously ;  and  he  would  now  con- 
Bcientiously  vote  for  the  propositioR  so 
modestly  but  firmly  brought  forward  hy 
the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  Orove  Price  was  unwilling  to  use 
any  observations  derogatory  to  the  character 
of  any  individual  Member  of  the  other 
branch  of  the  Le^lature,  but  he  must  say, 
that  the  words  attributed  to  a  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  as  having  been  used  by  him 
in  reference  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  were 
unworthy  of  any  senator  in  his  place.  But 
he  would  never  believe  that  the  word 
"alien"  was  used  generally ;  on  the  con- 
trary, he  would  contend  that  it  ought  to  be 
taken  in  connexion  with  the  other  parts  of 
the  argument — it  was,  he  believed,  men- 
tioned in  explanation  of  that  which  ap- 
peared to  have  been  mistaken  by  those  who 
raked  up  the  early  history  of  Ireland,  with- 
out  rendering  it  in  the  least  degree  ap- 
plicable to  the  present  measure.  He  re- 
gretted, then,  that  a  noble  Lord  opponte 
ahould  have  thought  it  necessary  to  drag  in 
the  mention  of  such  a  phrase  toerely  for  the 
purpose  of  exciting  a  temporary  feeling  in 
the  debate.  It  would  be  unfair  and  wrong 
in  any  course  of  argument  to  fix  upon  a 
particular  expression  which  ought  not,  and 
which  could  not,  with  propriety,  be  sepa. 
nted  Cram  the  general  course  of  the  argu- 
menL  To  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
oppoute  be  had  listened,  as  he  had  to  other 
■peedies  on  that  aide  of  the  House,  with 
patient  attention,  and  he  could  not  help 
aayiog  that  they  fordbly  reminded  him  of 
an  anecdote  which,  as  the  noble  Lord  was 
an  historian,  be  might  probably  recollect ; 
it  waa  not  oiw  of  the  middle,  but  rather  of 
the  later*  agea;— it   tvaa  recorded  of  the 


Chancellor  of  Sweden,  that  is  wnding  bfa 
son  to  the  Congresa  of  Westphalia,  be  said. 
to  him,  "  Nescis,  mi  fiU,  quam  porra  sqpi> 
entia  regitur  mundus."  He  benied  per- 
mission to  call  the  attention  of  the  Iloase  to 
that  which  really  was  the  state  of  the  case 
with  these  Coiporations.  They  wore 
planted  in  Ireland  for  two  purposes ;  to  that 
statement  he  hoped  and  belierecl  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 
would  subscribe :  and  those  purposes  were 
to  civilize  and  humanise  the  semi-berbuiaii 
inhabttants  of  that  country,  and  to  diffuse 
what  he  would  call  the  pure  light  of  the 
Protestant  religion ;  according  as  the  princi- 
ples of  constitutional  law  became  better 
understood,  as  civilization  advanced,  and  as 
the  people  began  to  repose  increased  confi- 
dence in  the  impartial  administration  of  ju»- 
ticc,  their  continued  existence  became  ]eia 
and  less  necessary  ;  he  sLill,  however,  should 
say  with  Burke,  that  he  abhorred  the  abo- 
lition of  ancient  institutions,  but  there 
were  cases  in  which  a  departure  from  the'nile 
became  a  duty.  Would  it  not  be  infinitely 
better  to  put  dovm  the  Corporations  than  to 
see  them  converted  into  Jacolnn  clubs  i 
into  normal  idiools  of  agitation, 'with  Dana 
tons  and  Robea^erres  in  every  town  in  the' 
empire  ?  He  was  as  fully  aware  as  any 
man  living  oould  be  of  the  difficulties  with 
which  the  question  was  surrounded — he  felt 
that  to  be  called  on  to  make  a  choice  was 
most  embarrasmng,  but  that  of  two  evils  he 
should,  of  course,  choose  the  least.  It  was 
alleged  that  IreWd  would  be  badly  treated 
if  ihe  did  not  receive  a  measure  of  Corpo-, 
rate  Reform  of  exactly  the  same  kind  as 
England  and  Scotland.  That  opinion  was 
founded  upon  most  unphilosophical  and  un- 
constitutional views.  Nothing  could  be 
more  grossly  erroneous  than  to  assume  that 
aroeasure  mustofnecesuty  be  advantageous 
to  Ireland,  because  it  h^  proved  so  to  a 

Sat  part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  wholly 
inulor  in  all  the  dement*  of  natianat 
character.  But  it  had  become  a  ren  seriouB 
question  whether  or  not  the  Bill  for  re- 
forming Municipal  Corporations  in  England 
and  Wales  had  proved  sucoeafoL  Hewnold 
ask,  bad  it  added  to  the  peate,  nod  feeling, 
and  kind  offices  of  society  7  He  believed 
that  a  general  answer  in  the  negative 
would  be  given.  Then,  if  it  had  not  suc- 
ceeded in  England,  what  chance  of  succesi 
could  such  a  measure  have  in  Irelandf 
Surely,  perpetual  elections  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  dissolve  the  bonds  (^  society  hr 
keeping  up  perpetual  heort-buminga,  u\. 
humour,  and  distrust.  There  was  no  one 
having  the  least  practical  acquaintance  with 
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tke  Bubjeet  cdttld  torn  moibent  doubt  that   supporters  then  preaented  themsetrea  ii 


_.__  . icipel  election  was  woreethaQ  fifiy 

elections  for  Members  of  Parliament.  The 
establishment  of  sucb  a  sy  stem  in  anj  coun- 
trj  was  not  to  be  endured.  Men  were 
mirelf  bom  for  higher  purposes  than  for 
spending  their  dajs  amidst  the  contention 
mid  violence  ot  popular  elections.  He  ad- 
mitted, that  it  was  a  difficult  question  to 
deal  with  a  people  circumstanced  as  the 
Iii^  were,  and  of  their  peculiar  tempera- 
ment; they  were  kind-hearted,  hut  at  the 
same  time  liable  to  sudden  impulses,  and 
easily  made  the  prey  of  impostors  and 
mountebanks.  In  that  country  the  power 
of  popular  agitation  existed  in  all  its  force, 
and  held  out  terrors  there  peculiar  to  itEelf. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  recollect  thut 
the  present  measure  was  the  same  Bill 
which  a  large  minority  of  the  House  of 
Commons  had  voted  against,  and  which  the 
House  of  Lords  had  actually  rejected  by  a 
very  large  majority.  How,  then,  could  the 
noble  Lord  call  upon  Members,  sitting  at 
that  aide  of  the  House,  to  abandoo  what 
they  had  previously  pledged  themselTes  to  ; 
the  more  espedelly  when  that  pledge  had 
received  the  sanction  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament?  Were  the  two  Houks  blended 
together,  the  present  proposition  would  be 
St  once  scouted.  Was  it  then  to  be  sup- 
posed, that  in  calling  upon  the  House  of 
Commons  to  reverse  its  previous  decision, 
a  single  waverer  would  be  found  amongst 
the  number  of  those  with  whom 
he  had  been  in  the  habit  of  actins  ? 
On  the  contrary,  he  felt  periueded 
that  there  was  not  one  amongst  them, 
who  would  not  rally  round  that  por- 
tion of  the  Legislature  which  he  could  not 
but  regard  as  now  presentingoneof  the  best 
bulwarks  and  protections  of  the  people's 
rights.  For  his  part,  he  knew  nothing  of 
the  secret  divans  that  might  have  sat  at 
LichGeld  House, — he  knew  nothing  of  the 
documents  that  might  have  been  signed  and 
sealed  there,  but  he  thought  it  not  utterly 
impossible  that  a  scrutinising  eye  might  dia- 
cbver  amongst  them  some  mention  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland,  and  the  Municipal  Cor- 

Evtions  of  that  country.  The  hon.  and 
med  Member  for  Tipperary  avowed  all 
that  he  but  ventured  to  surmise,  while  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 
denied  the  whole ;  he  begged  to  say,  he 
entertained  so  high  an  opinion  of  the  for' 
mer.that  he  conld  not  refrain  from  yielding 
him  itnplieit  credit,  and  taking;  for  granted 
that  the  itatemenis  respecting  the  con- 
ferences at  Lichfield  House  were  perfectly 
well  founded.    The  noble  Lord  and  his 


situation  somewhat  similar  to  Hotspur  and 
Owen  Glendower  in  which  the  one  said  to 
the  other  (he  did  not  profess  to  quote  the 
exact  words,)  "  Thou  shall  have  a  district 
here,  and  I  will  take  a  territory  there 'j 
this  shall  be  mine,  and  that  shall  be  thine, 
and  thus  shall  we  partition  the  realm." 
In  such  manner,  then,  was  it,  that  the 
noble  Lord  expected,  by  partitioning  the 
domiuion  of  Great  Britaia  and  Ireland,  to 
conciliate  the  worst  enemy  of  the  empire, 
the  inveterate  foe  of  England.  To  him 
the  noble  Lord  seemed  to  say,  "  You 
shall  have  the  Corporations  and  the 
Church  of  Ireland  provided  you  main- 
tain me  in  power  here.  You  shall  be 
Dictator  there,  and  let  me  be  Minister 
here."  His  wish  was  to  deal  with  the 
question  before  them  tn  a  spirit  of  perfect 
good  temper  and  frankness,  and  particu- 
larly so  when  be  xpoke  or  the  apprehended 
collision,  the  bare  mention  of  which  ap- 
peared  to  be  so  alarming.  Now,  he  be^ed 
to  know,  if  the  House  o{  Commons  should 
not  acquiesce  in  the  alterations  of  the 
lAids,  did  that  of  necessity  involve  a  col- 
lision? By  no  means,  according  to  his 
view  of  the  matter.  He  should  like  to 
hear  any  constitutional  lawyer  get  up  in 
his  place  and  say,  that  such  a  proceeding 
amounted  to  a  collision  between  the  two 
Houses.  He  professed  not  to  be  able  to 
recollect  more  than  two  instances  of  col- 
lision between  the  Houses  of  Parliament 
—one  in  the  reign  of  Charles  2nd,  the 
other  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne,  and 
those  arose  out  of  malters  of  privilege  ma- 
terially ftflecting  the  independence  of  the 
other  House.  He  presumed  it  would  not 
be  for  a  moment  disputed  that  the  House 
of  Ix>rds  possessed  as  ample  and  as  per- 
fect a  right  to  alter,  amend,  and  even  re- 
ject every  bill  submitted  to  Parliament  sa 
the  House  of  Commons  had  ;  to  deny  it 
would  be  to  carry  the  democratic  principle 
to  a  most  violent  end  unconstitutional 
length,  and  he  was  glad  to  be  able  to  saj 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
agreed  with  him  in  that ;  it  was  absurd  to 
suppose  that  the  mere  rejection  of  a  bill 
amounted  to  a  collision,  as  it  was  an  event 
of  very  frequent  occurrence  that  the  ono 
House  should  reject  the  measures  of  the 
other.  Had  that  ever  before  been  called 
collision  ?  No,  it  could  not  with  truth  be 
illed  collision  ;  but  the  fact  was,  the  de. 
mocratic  principle  had  gone  so  far,  that  in 
the  opinion  of  aome  it  had  become  irnpos- 
tible  to  iesi*t|tt4  farthet  progKSi;    ifiear, 
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hmtrt  from  the  MmUlerial  Bmeftsf.] 
The  eonxitulion  wai  now  to  be  defended 
«peB  iu  rail  groands,  aad  it  appeared 
ftom  the  cheers  of  the  ban.  GeDtlemeo 
•pposite,  that  when  the  facta  were  fairly 
und  fully  brought  forward,  the^  did  admire 
the  adrancing  and  encroachiDg  apirit  of 
democracy,  bnt  that  they  did  not  admire 
the  British  Conatitution.  The  rqnal  and 
vndoabted  rights  of  the  Hoqm  of  Lords 
did  constitute  one  of  the  nTinciples  of  the 
British  Constitution — at  leait  so  he  read 
111  principles,  after  the  most  careful  and 
■lientive  perusal  of  the  writings  of  those 
who  had  watched  over  the  constitutioo 
in  Its  darkest  hour,  and  presided  over  the 
revolution.  It  was  their  writings  which 
formed  the  true  political  scripture,  and 
■et  the  Babylonish  jargon  of  certain  mo- 
dern politicians.  Heretofore,  it  had  ever 
been  held,  that  there  were  three  estates  of 
the  reatnv— King,  Lords,  and  Commons, 
but  recent  events  had  created  a  fourth 
power — that  of  popular  agitation  :  it  was 
i  power  unknown  to  the  constitution,  and 
itrariance  with  all  law,  which  went  to 
ffin  the  supreme  power  to  the  mere  will 
of  a  certain  number  of  individuals,  with- 
Mt  regard  (o  education,  Tirlue,  property, 
knowledge,  or  any  of  the  means  b^  which 
ft  sound  judgment  on  political  afTairs  could 
be  formed — which  gave  to  mere  brute 
phyaical  force  that  ascendancy  which 
ongfat  to  belong  to  high  moral  and  Intel- 
lectual qnalilies.  He  would  repeat,  that 
that  fburth  estate  was  one  of  brute  physical 
force,  and  he  used  the  words  in  the  manner 
that  "alien"  had  been  used  as  part  of  the 
argument ;  and  he  would  further  say,  that 
if  that  fourth  estate  were  to  maintain  its 
asceodancv  gross  ignorance  would  soon 
ride  roughshod  over  public  virtue  and 
knowledge  —  that  Gerce  passion  would 
Msnme  Ue  place  of  coot  deliberation,  and 
Ans  the  nation  be  at  the  mercy  of  those 
vho  bad  the  talent  to  guide  and  those 
who  had  the  folly  to  obey. 

Mr.  Ward  stated,  that  there  was  one 
obsarratlon  which  rellfrom  theboo.  Member 
Oppoaite  in  which  he  was  disposed  to 
ooncur— it  was  this,  that  the  world  was 
nveroed  with  very  Ij^ttle  wisdom.  He 
aid  tiot  see  any  necesaity  however  for 
referring  to  the  treaty  of  Westphalia  to 
DiDstrate  that  which  required  no  better 
Instance  than  another  branch  of  the  legisla- 
ture. It  required  no  better  instance  than 
the  conduct  of  an  individual  whose  worda 
appeared  now  to  have  an  undue  weight 
attachad  to  tkem ;  for  however  obscure 


,  himself,  at  an  individual,  that  ptiaon  wu, 

yet  he  was  pnt  forward  by  the  ^ndaat' 
aristocracy  in  the  world  aa  their  leader. 
That  individual  had  stood  in  hia  place  ia- 
another  House  to  stigmatiia  the  paopla  flf 
Ireland.  [Order!] 

The  Speaker  observed,  that  it  waa 
exceedingly  inconvenient  (p^aaka  panonal 
obsemtions  reflecting  upon  the  langnaM 
of  eny  individual  in  another  place.  He 
wiahed  to  impress  upon  the  Hoase,  that 
upon  this  occasion  it  was  moat  important 
that  the  language  used  in  another  place 
should  not  be  referred  to. 

Mr.  Ward  did  not  mean  to  obaerre 
further  on  the  subject.  A  defence  wu 
made,  and  an  explanation  offered,  for 
that  expression  upon  one  side  of  the 
House — an  attempt  had  been  made  (o 
explain  it  away,  Now  he  had  distinctly  \o 
say,  that  he  had  heard  the  words  used  which 
had  bees  referred  to.  An  hon.  Member 
opposite  had  proceeded  even  to  argue  that 
no  such  word*  had  been  used ;  now  he  had 
to  (tale  distinctly,  that  the  words  were 
applied  in  the  manner  that  bad  been  atatedi 
Mr.  W.  Duncombe  spoke  to  order,  Itwaa 
quite  contrary  to  the  rules  of  Parliament  to 
alluded  to  anything  whalevei  taid  in  tb* 
other  House  of  Parliament, 
The  SptaAtr  observed,  that  tuob  vaa  tka 
rule  of  the  House,  and  be  hoped  it  w«Bld 
not  be  violated. 

Hr.  tVard:  It  was  not  by  him  that  tht 
rule  had  been  violated.  He  did  not  wish 
now  to  press  that  topic  aay  further ;  but 
it  bad  been  need  aa  an  aifinment  on  tba 
other  side.  He  oame  now  to  consider  tbe 
course  which  the  noble  Lord  had  proposed. 
The  course  suggested  was  one  that  ba 
with  some  reluctaece  conld  be  brought  to 
adopt.  What  he  would  have  wished  wae, 
that  when  the  resolutions  proposed  to 
them,  on  ■  former  discusabn  upon  this 
Bill,  had  been  set  aside,  and  they  fonnd 
that  those  resolutions  which  bad  been 
rejected  were  again  sent  down  to  thea, 
that  the  plain  and  simple  course  waa 
adopted  or  refusing  them.  That,  however, 
was  not  the  tine  which  his  Majesty** 
Mioiiteia  had  taken,  and  which  some  of 
their  sttpportars  would  hare  wished  them 
to  adopt  upon  this  occauon.  It  was  hia 
belief,  it  was  his  expectation,  that  the 
measure  of  conciliation  wbich  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  proposed,  and  the  at- 
tempts at  compromise  that  they  mad^ 
would  be  rejected,  if  itso  happened  it  would 
place  them  in  a  situation  to  prove  that 
they  were  more  in  the  right  in  the  eyes  of 
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the  public.  'When  he  cpDiidertd  what 
were  the  flrat  principles  of  government, 
and  that  In  this  case  an  inault  was  offered 
to  Ireland — to  one-third  part  of  the 
BrlDah  empire — he  was  astonished  at  th* 
temeritj  of  those  who  presumed  bq  to  act. 
Upon  what  rested  the  opposition  to  this 
measore  T  U  was  the  old  story  of  normal 
•chooli  of  egilBtioD— it  was  the  old  stale 
■tory  of  coalescing  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny.  Did  any  one 
taunt  jioa.  Members  opposite  with  theJr 
meeting^  at  Bridgewatarhouse  on  the  pre- 
ceding morningfThey  coalesced  who  were 
friendly  to  the  same  principles — they  were 
ftnd  of  coalescing  who  had  congenial 
testes  and  feeling.  The  hon.  Mcniberi 
Apposiu  cheered  the  expressiou.  They 
were  led  to  unite  from  conganiality  of 
principle — itwas  injustice  tolreland — while 
congeniality  of  principle  upon  his  side  of  the 
House  united  tnem  toobtain  justice  for  that 
country.  He  was  prepared  logo  the  length 
of  saying,  that  congeniality  of  principles 
was  a  fair  bond  of  union  upon  both  aides  of 
that  House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Sand- 
wich had  spoken  of  secret  covenants  — who 
«ver  yet  had  talked  of  a  secret  covenant 
«on6aed  to  300  persons — for  they  were 
300  in  number,  aod  they  had  outvoted  their 
opponent!  in  a  Parliament  called  by 
their  opponents.  In  their  own  Parliament, 
by  »  m^ority  of  siity-four  upon  a 
great  public  principle,  they  professing  to 
maintain  those  principle!,  they  drove  the 
riaht  boo.  Baronet  from  the  benches  on 
which  he  sat,  while  those  who  supported 
those  priociplea  were,  thank  Ood  I  borne 
to  that  place  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
bad  occupied.  He  told  those  who  op- 
poaed  tboae  principles,  it  was  vain  for  them 
to  •tniggle  against  the  lucceis  of  them. 
He  would  place  the  question  before  tbem. 
They  (the  Opposition)  were  now  acting  in 
conjunction  with  another  branch  of  the 
LegiiUture— the^  were  a  minority  in  that 
House — a  minority  in  conjunction  with 
a  majority  in  the  other  House.  Great 
principle!  were  involved)  great  and  leriout 
Goo!MueDce!  were  to  be  apprehended,  and 
tbe  difficuliiei  wereauchas  not  to  be  easily 
sotover.  Let  them  fight  tbe  battle  fairly, 
out  let  tbam  not  do  so  concealing  from 
thanuelve!  the  coniequencei.  In  reference 
(0  wbatbad  been  said  t^tbebon.  Mem  berfor 
Sandwich  opoa  tbe  lubject,  be  would  say, 
that  be  did  not  lodt  forward  with  pleasure 
to  ft  colliNOit— God  forbid  I  He  did  uy, 
that  he  could  not  see,  without  very  grave 
•ppiAeonoD,  that  colliiion :  he  could  not 


tell  how  it  would  terminate.  Tbeysaw  it 
bringing  tbe  whole  machinery  of  Govern- 
roent  to  a  stand — leaving  the  people  with- 
out a  Government.  Tbe  Opposition, 
instead  of  lending  ibeir  bands  b>  aoom* 
promise,  were  prepared  to  maintain  by 
their  opinions  the  majority  of  the  otbei 
House,  in  their  aggression.  Then  the  sensa 
of  the  country  was  to  be  appealed  to. 
Would  not  the  Opposition  fail  m  procuring 
their  opinions  to  be  maintained  by  tb« 
country  ?  Let  them,  be  said,  ftgree  upon 
a  course  to  be  adopted.  Let  that  appeal 
to  the  sense  of  the  country  be  final,  or 
there  waa  no  knowing  what  the  conse> 
quance  might  beheraaner,  Hon.  Member! 
had  spoken  of  the  authority  of  the  other 
House  ;  they  had  spoken  with  respect  of 
the  course  adopiea,  which  went  to  de* 
prive  eight  million!  of  British  (ubjecU  of 
iheir  rights  and  liberties,  by  taking  from 
them  their  privileges  as  freemen.  Tbo 
doing  this  was  a  legitimate  cause  for 
agitation  ;  and  he  would  say  this  much, 
that  if  he  were  an  Irishman  he  would  join 
in  that  agitation — if  he  were  an  Irishman 
he  should  never  cease  in  that  agitation 
until  he  had  obtained  those  rights.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Exeter  had 
brought  into  this  discussion  the  question 
of  poor-laws  as  a  charge  against  the  hon. 
and  learned  Memberfor  Kilkenny, and afior 
arguing  upon  some  technicalities,  he  made 
a  charge  against  the  hon.  Member,  that  he 
had  done  nothing  for  the  advantage  of 
the  poor.  When  that  boa.  and  learned 
Member  made  such  a  charge,  he  was  not 
aware  that  ihe  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny 
had  come  down  oo  the  preceding  evening 
to  support  a  motion  the  sole  object  of  which 
was  to  benefit  and  relieve  the  poor  of 
Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Ward)  had  himself  this 
motion  on  the  paper  — it  was  acceded  to— 
but  he  was  prepared  to  enter  into  the 
question  of  emigration  ;  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  was  prepared 
to  support  his  motion.  The  boa.  Mem- 
ber concluded,  by  stating  that  be  was  pre* 
pared  to  give  bis  support  to  the  count 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  HaniltOH  said,  1  rise  sa  a  Repra* 
sentative  of  the  city  of  Dublin.  The  hon, 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite,  tba 
Member  for  Kilkenny,  may  call  me  per- 
haps the  representative  of  the  Corporatioa 
of  Dublin  ;  if  the  fact  be  ao,  I  shall  not 
be  ashamed  of  the  designation.  That 
Corporation  bad  performed  faithfully  theii 
political  duty.  Constituted  originally  as 
a  link  to  coonect  the  inteiettt  of  die  two 
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countries,  reconalnicted  afterwards  b; 
subsequent  tnonarcha  for  olher  and  most 
importBDt  objects,  to  cherish  and  keep 
tMve  a  spirit  of  attechmeat  to  the  Bri- 
tish connexion,  a  spirit  of  submisaion  to 
British  law,  a  spirit  of  devotioD  to  Pro- 
testant institutions,  and  a  spirit  of  loyalty 
to  a  Protestant  king ;  they  had  kept  their 
faith.  They  discharged  their  political 
duty  heretofore,  and  in  voting  for  the  Bill 
as  amended  by  the  Lords,  I  am  persuaded 
I  shall  be  apeaking  their  sentimeots,  and 
in  acquiescing  in  those  amendments, 'and 
resisting  the  proposition  of  ibe  noble  Lord 
opposite,  they  nill  be  discharging  their 
political  trust  now.  Sir,  T  am  not  at  all 
Surprised  that  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
aide  of  the  House  should  be  disposed  to 
dissent  from,  or  sneer  at,  the  an  ' 
have  made,  or  that  ihey  should  urge 
against  ua  and  against  them — against 
that  we  are  acting  inconsiateatly  with  < 
bwn  principles;  against  them,  that  they 
are  instruments  of  their  own  degradatioi 
and  committing  a  kind  of  political  suicidi 
It  is  not  my  intention  to  occupy  much  of 
Die  time  of  the  House.  I  am  unwilling  to 
trespass  upon  it  at  all,  but  I  think  I 
Ihould  not  be  doing  my  duty  to  my  con- 
■tilaents  or  myself,  if  I  was  to  abstain  from 
stating  my  reasons  for  the  vote  I  shall 
give ;  and  I  trust  I  may  be  able  to  abow 
uiat  there  is  nothing  paradoxical  in  the 
proposition  I  hare  advanced,  and  nothing 
inconsistent  in  the  course  we  are  taking. 
Sir,  I  will  confess  it  does  appear  to  me, 
that  in  the  political  conflicts  we  have  been 
witnessing  here  of  late,  hon.  Members  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  wisely  for  their 
own  purposes,  have  put  forward  rather  the 
details  than  the  principles  of  their  mea- 
■ores  —  that  they  have  endeavoured  to 
make  the  conflict  a  conflict  of  details  of 
particular  measures,  rather  than  of  princi' 
plea,  or  if  of  principles — that  the  principles 
they  have  put  forward  had  been  subordi- 
nate and  not  primary  principles — and  that 
by  drawing  as  into  a  war  of  details,  into  a 
defence  of  secondary  principles,  they  have 
endeavoured  to  fix  on  us  a  charge  of 
inconsistency,  and,  under  cover  oF  those 
■econdary  considerations,  have  studiously 
kept  out  of  view  the  great  primary  objects 
and  principles  in  reference  to  which  Mem- 
bers on  all  sides  of  the  House  are  really 
Kctualed,  in  reference  to  which  the  oues- 
(tORB  ought  mainly  to  be  argued,  and  our 
consistency  or  inconsistency  determined. 
1  think  ibe  ^neitioD  dow  before  the  Hoaie 
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— the  qoeslion  of  our  Irish  Corpontioaa — 
the  combined  question  of  our  Corporations 
and  our  Church,  for  they  are  combined  in 
argument,  will  illustrate  very  appropriately 
what  I  have  been  endeavouring  lo  urge. 
It  has  been  thrown  in  our  teelh,  and 
brought  against  us  as  a  charge  of  incon- 
sistency, that  while,  with  reference  to  our 
Corporations,  we  argue  that  they  should 
be  abolished  in  Ireland,  though  they  are 
retained  in  England,  on  account  of  lh« 
dissimilarity  in  the  circumstances  of  the 
two  countries — with  reference  to  the 
Church,  we  argue  it  should  be  supported 
in  Ireland,  notwithstanding  the  disparitj 
in  numbers,  on  the  ground  of  its  being 
necessary  to  maintain  an  identity  of  insti- 
tutions; and  then.  Sir,  we  are  drawn  into 
long  calculations  with  regard  to  the 
amount  of  Church  property,  the  probable 
extent  of  the  contingent  surplus,  and  the 
stipend  that  may  be  sufficient  for  the 
support  of  a  clergyman  ;  and  in  respect  of 
the  Corporations,  questions  are  raised  aa 
to  the  nature,  and  object,  and  amount  of 
corporate  property — the  application  of  its 
funds,  and  the  right  or  expediency  of 
domestic  management.  Sir,  I  will  yield 
to  no  man  in  the  estimatiou  I  entertain  of 
the  importance  of  these  details ;  but  still 
1  cannot  help  thinking  that  even  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  cannot  hut  agree 
with  me  in  opinion,  if  he  would  but  con- 
fess it,  that  the  real  question  in  the  one 
case  is  not  merely  the  state  of  the  Irish 
Church,  or  the  amount  or  distribution  of 
its  revenues — or,  important  as  it  ia,  the 
inviolability  or  appropriation  of  its  pro. 
peny — or,  as  to  Corporations,  that  we  era 
now  assembled  here  merely  to  discuss  the 
management  of  about  20,000/.  a-year,  or 
even  the  assimilation  of  institutions — but 
that,  in  both  cases,  behind  these  questions 
there  is  another  and  more  important  one, 
in  reference  to  which  we  are  really 
actuated  in  giving  our  votes.  Why,  may 
I  inquire,  do  we  resist  the  approprietioa 
clause?  Surely  it  is  not  merely  for  the 
aake  of  our  religion  and  our  Church.  Sir, 
I  agree  in  this  with  the  hon.  Member  foi 
Weymouth  —  I  have  no  fears  for  my 
religion  ;  resting  on  the  basis  of  revealed 
truth,  and  upheld  by  an  arm  that  ia 
stronger  than  the  arm  of  man,  it  Deeds  not 
the  support  of  law ;  but  are  there  no  other 
considerations  involved  in  the  Church 
question?  Has  the  appropriation  question 
no  bearing  upon  the  Cooititution  ?  In 
demoralizmg  the  religious  •tmolnn  9f  th* 
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Bute,  will  tbe  jwHtical  ttructure  inataia 
no  injury? — and  in  detnorBlizing  the  con- 
stitution of  tbese  CorporalionB,  will  not 
the  principle  of  democracy  be  itself  ad- 
vanced ?  Sir,  it  is  because  I  feel  that  in 
the  present  state  of  these  countries  there 
«re  two  great  principles  contending  for 
inpremBcy,  and  now  nearly  balancing  each 
other — the  one  a  principle,  as  1  believe,  of 
constitution  at  freedom — the  other,  a  prin- 
ciple of  reckless  and  ungovernable  de- 
mocracy. Is  the  one  unfavourable  to  real 
and  practical  reform?  Loolc  to  the 
measures  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet — look 
to  his  labours  in  improving  the  criminal 
oode — look  to  that  great  measure,  the  abo- 
lition of  negro  slavery,  the  measure  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Lancashire. 
Is  theother  productive  of  real  amelioration? 
L«t  the  paralysis  of  legislation  during  the 
last  two  Sessions  afibrd  an  answer  to  that. 
And  whence  has  that  paralysis  arisen  ? 
Why,  from  measures  having  been  brought 
forward,  not  for  the  sake  of  the  measures 
themselves,  but  for  the  sake  of  the  prin- 
ciples covertly  involved  in  them — from 
propositions  being  made  in  politics,  for  the 
purpose  of  whetting,  but  not  of  satisfying 
the  appetite  of  the  people  for  change. 
Sir,  it  is  because  I  feel  that  in  all  quntions 
reference  should  be  had  to  these  important 
considerations — that  the  object  to  be  t 
tinually  had  in  view,  under  existing 
cumstancea,  should  be  not  so  much  the 
advaniages  of  adverse  or  contending 
measures,  as  the  predominance  of  adverse 
principles— because  1  feel  that  if  there  is 
any  force  in  lhe»e  observations,  as  they 
BppI;  to  England,  there  must  be  tenfold 
force  ill  them  as  they  ap^ly  to  Ireland — 
ft  country  in  which  the  spirit  of  democracy 
Is  organized,  and  concentrated,  and  di- 
rected by  a  master-mind— because  I 
that  by  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord, 
incressed  power  and  increased  means  of 
extendiug  itself,  will  be  given  to  that 
democratic  spirit  —  because  I  feel  that 
agitation  will  be  thereby  increased,  and 
the  improvement  and  prosperity  of  my 
connlTT  be  thereby  impeded,  I  think  that 
I  should  be  inconsistent,and  not  consistent, 
if  I  assented  to  that  proposition. 

Mr.  O'LoghUn  was  somewhat  surprised 
to  find  the  hon.  Member  who  had  last 
tpoken,  and  one  too  who  represented  a 
city  containing  220,000  inhabitants,  come 
forward  and  snpprt  a  Bill  which  deprived 
that  city  of  any  corporaiion  whatever.  He 
tbonld  ttBTe   expected    ftom  that  hoo, 


Member,  who  professed  so  niith  respect 
and  veneration  for  Corporations — beshould 
have  expected  from  him,  that  he  would 
have  supported  the  proposal  submitted 
by  his  Majesty's  Government,  including 
a  proposal  to  give  to  that  City  a  Corpora- 
tion, founded  upon  the  principles  of  this 
Bill.  lu  the  course  of  the  debate,  an  ob< 
serration  bad  been  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Exeter.  It  had  been  said,  that 
there  was  very  little  difference  between  the 
measure  sent  up  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  the  amendments  that  came  down 
from  that  House.  The  hon.  and  learned 
iber  for  Exeter  alleged,  that  the  Cor- 
dons of  Ireland  bad  hitherto  had  very 
little  to  do,  except  in  the  administration  <^ 
justice.  Now  it  happened  that  the  Bill 
as  sent  from  the  Lords  effectually  took 
away  from  these  Corporations  all  share  in 
the  admioistration  of  justice.  But  did  the 
hon,  and  learned  Member  really  mean  to 
say,  that  the  Corporations  of  Ireland  had 
had  nothing  else  to  do  but  to  administer 
the  laws?  Let  him  look  at  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Dublin,  with  a  revenue  exceeding 
34,000^.  per  annum,  which  had  been  almost 
exclusively  devoted  to  sectarian  and  ex- 
trinsic purposes.  And  did  he  mean  to  say 
that  these  Corporations  had  had  no  eSect 
upon  theconstitutionof  society  in  Ireland? 
He  (Mr.  O'Loghlen)  appealed  to  the  local 
affairs  of  Dublin,  and  other  corporate 
towns  in  Ireland,  both  as  related  to  the 
administration  of  justice  and  otherwise, 
for  many  years  past ;  and  he  would  ask, 
had  they  not  had  a  very  considerable  in- 
fluence on  the  state  of  society  in  that 
country.  But  the  fact  was,  that  the  Bill 
as  it  came  from  the  Lords,  deprived  tha 
Corporations  of  Ireland  of  all  share  in  the 
affairs  of  justice ;  and  in  that  respect,  if  in 
no  other,  it  was  entirely  different  from  the 
measure  of  Municipal  Reform  which  bad 
been  passed  for  England.  Now  with  re* 
gard  to  tha  corporate  funds.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Exeter  said,  that  tha 
Royal  Commissioners  would  be  bound  to 
give  the  disposal  of  the  funds  into  the 
bands  of  the  Local  Cororoissionera,  under 
the  9th  Geo.  4tb.  But  the  words  of  tha 
40th  Clause  of  the  Bill  as  it  came  front 
the  Lords  were,  that  the  Commissioners 
should  "cause  to  be  invested  in  their 
names,  or  in  the  name  of  their  treasurer, 
any  monies  forming  part  of  any  town  fund, 
in  any  stocks,  funds,  or  securities,  and 
alter  and  vary  such  stocks,  funds,  and  te-. 
curities,  as  they  shall  think  proper]  and 
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is  M  olitkf  nepectt  muBge  the  pnparti 
toaqpriMd  in  every  or  any  luh  town  taaa, 
and  iBTMt  or  diipoM  of  the  ume,  end  ell 
iwtniiee  tbereof,  in  sneh  manner  u  they 
tkitU  Uiink  Boet  edTentagroiu;"  end  yet 
tliey  nwe  to  be  hdd  by  the  bon.  end  learofd 
"  *  ir  for  Enter,  thet  the  Royal  Gom- 
ald  have  to  give  up  the 
town  fnnda  into  tbe  maDagement  of  the 
Comniiiiioaera  eppoloted  nndar  the  6th 
Geo.  4th.  Now  the  Tact  iraa,  that  it  was 
only  e>  related  to  aucfa  a  Tery  tmall  por- 
tion  of  the  corporate  fundi  as  would 
tpawei  to  eertain  maltera  for  which  the 
iolMhiUota  were  at  pretent  rated,  that  the 
tolfaority  of  ihe  Commiuioners  of  the  9th 
Om.  Mfa.  could  at  all  exist.  It  happened 
ftirthert  that  there  were  only  eleven  towns 
in  all,  in  which  there  existed  boards  undei 
tlw  &lb  Geo.  4th,  Mho  were  entitled  to  dis- 

Ce  of  public  mon^,  Th«  hon.  and 
med  Member  For  Baeter  declared,  that 
the  CknsmiiBioBcra nnder  the  9th  Geo.  4th. 
wore  not  a  political  body,  and  bad  done 
their  boainesa  admirably  well.  Then,  he 
wonld  aak,  what  objection  was  there  to 
fin  the  town  property,  directly  into  their 
hands,  instead  of  oirouitoosly  through  the 
hnnda  of  tbe  Royal  Commiaaionen,  aa 
vaa  now  propoaed.  Bnt  takbg  the  pro- 
poailion  which  waa  held  out  to  them,  let 
dtOB  anppoaa  die  eaae— namely,  that  thew 
Hojtl  Commiaaionara  should  one  day  be 
appointed  and  directed  by  peraona,  who 
coniderad  the  great  masa  of  the  people  of 
Inland,  as  alioni  in  blood,  in  feelings,  and 
in  raligion;  what  prospect  wonld  there 
tfaen  bo,  that  the  corporate  property  should 
ba  disposed  of  in  a  way  agreeable  to  the 
iomraata  or  the  feeling  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  t  It  had  alwaTs  been  the  policy 
in  framing  Local  Acts  id  reference  to  Ire- 
land, to  make  tbe  corporate  officers  ex 
^gkio  CoMmJMoners,  and  it  appeared, 
nereis,  that  the  deliberate  intention  of 
Iboae  who  framed  the  amended  Bill, 
BMaerM  to  nil  lh«  corporators,  during  their 
bves,  tfao  poweii  and  adrantages  which 
tkoy  at  pteaent  enjoyed.  In  DnbTio,  fbr  in- 
ttanca,  tliero  was  one  Board  alone,  which 
doalt  wiUian  annual  income  of  13,000/.;  be 
allKded  to  the  pipe-water  ratesj  all  the 
twHni  were  corporators ;  and  though  the 
ftnda  ware,  properly  speaking,  not  corpo- 


B  property,  they  bad  sole  power  of  ais- 

ring  of  them  in  any  way  they  thought 

In  BeUhtt,  tnara  waa  no  corpo- 


latioB,  bvt  then  were  twenty-four  Local 
CommiHlnMrit  ^  whom  the  lOTerei^ 


and  twelre-bnrgesiei  were  the  Commis- 
sionera  for  the  disposal  of  lT,0O0f.  of 
income,  levied  upon  the  inhsbitEint*, 
The  hoq.  and  learned  Oentleman  Airthei 
obserred,  that  there  waa  no  material  differ- 
ence between  the  compensation  cIbuk,  as 
sent  up  by  the  Lords,  and  that  in  the  ori- 
ginal BQl ;  In  that  cose  he  must  say,  he  was 
at  a  loss  to  imanne  why  so  much  Ingenuity 
had  been  wastM  upon  it  in  the  Lonts,  un- 
less it  were  the  cptnlm  of  the  House  of 
Lords  that  the  Rojal  Commissionert  wonld 
not  have  a  rinele  ahiUing  to  dispose  of,  fbr 
thef  conGrmed  all  tbe  existing  offleers  in 
their  rituations,  whose  sauries  would 
amount  to  the  entire  corporate  proper^  of 
the  respective  towns.  In  Limenek,  for  In- 
stance, with  an  Ineome  at  HyWJOl,  pef 
annum,  there  were  a  weUh-taaster  and  a 
butter- taster,  the  latter  of  whom  did  not 
find  it  agreeable  to  reside  in  Inland,  but 
who,  nevertheien,  received  about  ffOOI.  a 
year,  whilst  the  wei^-master  took  Aom 
€00/.  to  700/,  more.  By  the  operadon  of 
this  Bill,  their  powers  wonld  be  preaarved 
to  all  the  local  authorities  and  Bouds,  who 
would  he  permitted  to  intsrocpt  tbt  fimdi 
on  thnr  way  to  the  Rt^al  Commiadonen. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  fbr  Exeta* 
■aid,  that  the  administration  of  justiee 
should  be  vested  in  the  Crown  t  yet  what 
did  this  Bill  Aof  It  preserved  in  tbeie 
offices  tbe  existing  clerks  of  the  peace^ 
and  "all  other  officer*  oonseoted  with  the 
execution  of  tbe  laws,  in  the  oorporau 
towns  of  Ireland.  What  did  this  amount  to 
hut  to  this— that  the  present  BUI  was  not 
intended  to  confer  any  benefit  upon  IrdanJi 
or  to  amend  any  of  her  institutions  j  and 
that  whilst  one  mode  of  legislatioa  wai 
adopted  for  England,  a  totally  difiiniMtt  one 
should  be  directed  against  Ireland.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  6»t  Exeter  asked 
what  use  had  tbe  Irish  Corporations  foi 
town-councils?  had  thsy  not  theic  Com- 
miulouert  under  the  9tii  Geo.  4th  to  go 
back  upon  i  How  happened  it  that  we 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  lud  not  used 
the  sane  arguments  in  respect  to  England 
last  year,  tot  England  alio  posteaied  on  Act 
of  Pariiainent,  euctly  anaJcnous  to  the  SUk 
Geo.  4th.  ?  The  Acts  ana  the  prindple 
were  nredsely  the  mme  In  both  cases  t  then 
why  did  not  the  hon.  and  learned  Centl»i 
man  stand  up  in  his  place  last  year  and  say, 
that  it  was  not  necessary  for  England  to  have 
town-councils,  because  th^  hod  this  Act 
already  to  make  use  off  But  the  bon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  thought  it  quite  enougli 
for  Irdaad  to  have  die  Sth  Geo.  4th,  and 
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he  ubd  whkt  iiMMd^  than  WH  fbtaoy 
other  mwtnwnt*  Ha  would  tike  the  csm 
of  Youghil  u  his  atuwer.  Thii  Corpon- 
taon  pOMewed  property  vrliic]]  was  well  paid 
at  1,000/.  a  Tear;  and  thu  ram  bmngjust 
tuffideDl  to  divide  amongit  the  mayor  and 
other  corporate  officers  of  the  plac^  the 
inhabitanU^  by  virtue  of  the  gth  Geo.  4lh, 
had  rated  themielvea  to  the  amount  of  aix 
hnndnd  poundi  a  year  for  varioui  local  pur- 
posei.  Now  it  wai  evident  that  the  ^ect 
of  «  meature  of  Municipal  Reform  for  Ire- 
land would  be,  to  relieve  the  inhabitants  of 
Youghal  fioin  this  tax  of  600,  by  giving 
over  the  1,000/.  of  corporate  prc^erty  to 
defray^  the  local  necessitieg  of  the  town,  out 
of  which  a  niipluR  c^  4,000/.  would  remain, 
which  would  be  quite  sufficient  to  defray  all 
the  salariev  which  would  be  called  for  under 
the  new  arrangement.  It  remained  now  to 
be  Hen,  however,  whether  the  House  was 
pr»ared  to  legislate  for  Ireland,  upon  a 
aifibvnt  princinle  from  that  which  was 
uplied  to  England.  They  had  reformed 
the  Corporadons  of  liverpool,  a  town  which 
was  very  near  to  the  coast  of  Ireland,  and 
they  now  proposed  to  take  away  the  Cor- 
poration of  Dublin.  He  would  ask,  whe- 
ther they  expected  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
would  be  satisfied  with  such  an  arrangement. 
A  respectable  merchant  in  Ireland  would 
not  henceforth  be  eligible  to  the  dignity 
of  mayor,  or  of  aldermau,  or  other  cor- 

E irate  offices;  but  let  him  come  across  to 
iverpool,  and  he  would  immediately  be- 
come eligible  to  the  highest  municipal 
offices, and  thissimply,  because  the  people 
of  Trelaod  had  the  misfortune  to  differ  in 
religion  from  their  neighbours  on  this  side 
the  water.  It  must  come  to  that,  it  would 
come  to  nothing  else  than  that,  because 
the  people  of  Ireland  entertained  a  different 
religious  persu&sion  from  that  of  the  peo- 
ple of  England,  the  House  of  Lords  de- 
clared, and  perhaps  the  House  of  Com- 
mons might  declare  so  also,  that  they 
riiould  not  enjoy  the  same  liberty  and  the 
aamc  local  privileges.  If  that  were  the 
priooiple  ^lon  which  this  measure  was  to 
be  treated,  lh«  sooner  it  was  under- 
stood the  better.  For  hii  own  pert 
be  knew  no  principle  so  well  calculated  to 
shake  the  bonds  of  Union  between  the  two 
countries:  he  would  go  further,  and  de- 
clare that  no  person  placed  in  the  degraded 
predicament  which  the  Irish  woula  be  by 
that  Bill,  but  ought  to  desire  a  separation 
of  the  two  countries.  "We,"  continued  the' 
hQD.  «nd  learned  Gentleman,  "  We,  who 
wen  taunted  with  being  aliens  ia  blood 
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and  Id  religion,  to  th»  SritMi  people; 
sbottid  be  also  aliens  to  British  fcelingt  if  w* 
submitted  to  so  insnlting  a  preposition.  I 
do  not  speak  this  in  the  langaage  of  threat. 
I  have  b)I  my  life  considered,  and  I  sbBll 
continue  to  consider,  that  the  connexion 
between  the  two  countries  is  easemial  to 
the  prosperity  and  the  sUbrtity  of  both, 
and  I  have  heard,  with  feeling  of  snrprtM 
and  indignation,  the  use  of  an  expresston 
which  goes  to  show,  that  I  and  my  fellow, 
countrymen  are  not  only  aliens  m  blood, 
in  religion,  and  in  feeling,  to  the  peo|At 
of  England,  but  that  we  are  desirous  cT 
shaking  off  the  connexion  which  exists 
between  the  t>*o  countries."  The  hoa. 
and  learned  Gentleman  sat  down,  de- 
claring that  he  considered  the  passing  of 
this  Bill  upon  popular  principle,  with  pro- 
visions capable  of  insuring  a  sufficient 
popular  control  in  the  municipal  affairs  of 
Irelend,  to  be  indispensably  necessary  to 
the  good  gOTerament  of  that  country. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  he  hoped  the  Honse 
wonid  not  think  it  neceitarr  he  ihoold 
follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
O'Logblen)  throngh  the  various  matter* 
of  detail,  and,  as  the  right  hon.  Oentle> 
man  himself  termed  them,  the  triflinr 
subjects  to  which  he  (Mr.  O'Loghlen)  had 
adverted;  they  were  immaterial  points, 
which  could  be  esstly  sdjosted,  if  once 
the  supporters  and  opponents  of  the  mea- 
sure were  agreed  upon  the  important 
qnestion  af  principle.  He  (Mr.  Shaw), 
however,  conld  not  help  observing,  that 
in  respect  of  the  officers  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded,  the 
amended  Bill  did  not  make  any  alteration 
in  their  condition.  They  were  offices 
which  these  parties  held  fbr  life,  and  bo 
the  Bill  left  them.  With  regard  to  town- 
clerks  and  such  officers,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  have  read  the  4Sth 
Clanse  of  the  Bill :  for  he  stated  that 
offices  were  preserved  to  them  for 
life,  but  that  clause  empowered  the  Com- 
misNoners  to  remove  Uiem  oo  the  In  of 
January  next.  The  right  ban.  Gentle' 
man  was  wrong,  too,  wfth  r^ard  to 
9th  Geo.  4th.  cap.  82,foTitdid  notfbllow, 
but  it  preceded,  the  English  Act  on  th« 
same  subject.  The  English  Act,  however, 
required  three-fourths  ^  the  volen  to  con- 
cur in  the  taxation,  whereas,  the  Irish  Act 
gave  the  sama  power  to  a  majority ;  end 
he  (Mr.  Shaw)  thought  to  make  the  9th 
Geo,  4th  compulsory  in  the  towns  men- 
tioned by  the  noble  l^ord,  Tronid  be  R 
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dmnge  fot  the  wone  from  the  original 
enactment  of  the  Bill,  the  present  check 
of  twenty-one  20/.  householdera  having  in 
the  fint  instance  to  apply  fot  the  meeting 
of  the  51.  householders  would  be  removed. 
The  present  alteration  would  put  it  in  the 
power  of  the  lowest  rate  of  householders 
to  impose  a  rate  of  graduated  taxation  on 
the  higher;  besides,  the  reason  the  Act 
had  already  had  so  little  operation  was, 
the  expense  now  incurred  by  adoping  it. 
Why  should  that  expense  be  inflicted 
npoD  them  corapulsorily  ?  Suoh  a  change, 
be  considered,  would  render  the  Bill  in 
that  respect  much  more  than  it  was  ori- 
gioally.  That,  however,  was  not  the  im- 
portant consideration  connected  with  the 
present  measure,  which  should  that  nig:ht 
engage  the  attention  of  the  House.  That 
question,  though  changed  iu  form,  he 
contended  was  substantiiilly  the  same 
vhich  the  House  had  twice  already  dis- 
cussed ;  for  it  was,  after  all,  the  large 
and  important  towpa  that  constituted  the 
real  object  of  those  who  forced  on  the 
present  measure,  and  it  was  those  lei^ 
towns  that  would  involve  the  whole  mis- 
chief, against  which  its  opponents  desired 
to  guard.  The  thirty-nine  boroughs  in 
■cheduleCwerecomparalivelyunimportant. 
Their  whole  population  was  little  more 
than  200,000/!,  their  united  property  but 
13,000/.,  and  there  were  thirteen  of  them 
which  had  no  property  whatever.  These 
■mall  places,  in  short,  only  revered  the 
measure  ridiculous  on  the  showing  and 
principles  of  its  own  promoters.  Through- 
out the  discussions  of  the  Bill  in  detail, 
when  the  Government  were  asked  upon 
what  principle  any  of  these  insignificant 
places  were  inserted,  the  nnswer  was,  that 
they  might  be  struck  out,  if  objected  to, 
when  we  can^e  to  the  schedules.  The 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
conscious  that  these  were  only  an  incura- 
braoce,  leemed  anxious  to  court  objection 
to  them,  and,  in  fact,  struck  off  many 
without  suggesting  any  rule  or  reason, 
which  were  not  equally  applicable  to 
others  which  he  retained.  In  short,  the 
Bill  was  utterly  devoid  of  any  intelligible 
principle  of  selection.  It  was  neither  pro- 
perty, population,  subsisting  charters,  nor 
■ny  combination  of  these ;  for  ss  to  pro- 
perty, thirteen  of  the  boroughs  contained 
in  the  schedules  had  none  whatever.     As 
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to  population,  seventeen  of  the  boroughs 
which  had  been  inserted  in  Mr.  Pprrin's 
Sill  of  last  year,  with  a  populatioa   of 


60,000,  were  ontitted  from  the  prfeMnt 
Bill,  and  setenteeo  others  were  retained, 
whose  united  population  only  amounted 
to  58,000.  Besides  this,  Newry,  with  a 
population  of  1 3,000,  and  Dungarvan,  with 
10,000,  had  been  expunged,  while  Bangor, 
Wicklow,  and  Belturbet,  with  popnlationB 
of  2,000  each,  had  been  retained.  And 
if,  as  the  noble  Lord  bad  contended  that 
night,  it  was  an  insult  to  refuse  corporate 
government  to  the  cities  and  town*  in 
Ireland,  how  could  he  reconcile  that  in> 
suit  to  the  people  of  Newry  and  Dun- 
garvan? Newry  and  Dungarvan  were 
reported  by  the  Commissioners  to  hare 
on  record  charters  of  incorporation,  and, 
at  all  events,  the  circumstances  of  having 
existing  Corporations  could  not  be  alleged 
as  the  ground  of  selection,  for  the  Bill 
altogether  omitted  ten  boroughs,  which 
would  be  found  in  page  eight  of  the  Cor- 
poration Report,  enumerated  under  (he 
head  of  "  Effectively  existing  Corpora- 
tions." And  then,  as  if  to  evince  the 
entire  contempt  of  the  framers  of  the  Bill 
of  any  intelligible  rule  of  selection,  they 
first  inserted  Antrim  and  Ballyihannon, 
which  had  no  Corporations,  and  in  the 
endjthey  rejected  Thoinastown  and  Middle- 
ton,  both  of  which  had  Corporations, 
and  both  of  which  had  property,  while 
thirteen  boroughs  were  contained  in  the 
schedule  which  had  no  property.  It  was 
also  a  fact,  that  both  the  boroughs  re- 
jected, each  had  a  population  greater  than 
some  of  the  boroughs  which  were  conti- 
nued in  the  schedule.  Laying  aside,  then, 
these  comparatively  insignifjcant  places, 
and  assuming  that  the  real  question  at 
issue  between  the  two  sides  of  the  House 
had  reference  to  the  larger  cities  and 
towns,  the  House  came  back  to  the  point 
from  which  it  had  origtDally  started, 
namely,  whether  it  was  more  for  the  peace 
and  tranquillity  of  Ireland— the  general 
interests  of  the  country  at  large—and 
above  all,  whether  it  was  more  likely 
that  the  cities  and  towns  themselves 
should  be  well  regulated  and  quietly 
governed,  by  simply  putting  an  end  to 
the  corporate  system  that  had  so  long 
prevailed  in  Ireland,  or,  by  only  trans- 
ferring the  functions  of  the  Corporations, 
which  had  been  little  else  than  political, 
and  their  religious  exclusiveness,  which 
was  the  great  evil  they  were  charged  with, 
from  one  of  the  rival  and  contending  par- 
ties which  unhappily,  both  in  polities  and 
led  thatc 
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„  Cockle 


Ltt  the  qaestisa  betwe«n  tkc«  be  hitij 
tUted.  tad  it  was  IhU: — The  oppmite 
side  of  the  House  proposed  the  complete 
exltnction  of  existing  CorpormtioDs.  To 
that  the  House  of  Lords  assenled.  The 
or^ioBl  Bill  maintained  the  existing 
nghta  of  freemen — provided  for  ohartlable 
tniats — and  vested  in  the  Crown  all  that 
related,  to  the  adnainistration  of  justice. 
Id  all  this  be  (Mr.  Shaw)  and  the  frieuds 
with  whom  he  acted  agreed.  But  then 
caroe  the  great  and  essential  difference — 
tbe  Bill  established  Town-Councils  and 
l^ialised  Debating  Societies,  with  all  the 
accompaaimetlts  of  conitant  elections, 
aanoal  registralions,  daily  canvassings,  the 
never-endiBg  trials  and  displays  of  party 
•trength,  and  the  excitement  consequent 
upon  all  these.  Besides  which,  the  Bill 
proposed  to  vest  in  ibese  Town-Councils 
tbe  Corporate  property,  which  would  be 
found  scarcely  sufficient  to  defray  the 
cost  of  town-halts,  mansion-houses,  may- 
Ms,  town-cleria,  and  their  incidental  ex- 
penses ;  whereas,  by  tbe  amendments,  it 
was  proposed  to  appoint  Commissioners, 
merely  men  of  business,  to  attend  to  thi 
paving,  lighting,  aud  other  corporate  du- 
ties of  the  locality,  and  to  apply  the  fnnda 
to  the  public  benefit  of  all  the  inhabitants, 
and  tbe  local  improvements  of  the  several 
cities  and  towns  to  which  they  belonged. 
He  would  take  the  Corporation  of  Dub- 
lin as  an  example;  first,  because  he  was 
best  acquainted  with  it;  and  secondly, 
because  no  other  corporate  city  or  town 
bore  comparison  to  it  in  respect  of  popu- 
lation, property,  or  general  importance. 
Indeed,  in  these  respects  combined,  Dub- 
lin might  be  considered  as  nearly  equal  to 
all  the  other  Corporaiioas  put  tc^ether. 
Take  then  Dublin  alone — eraot  it  a  new 
Corporation,  according  to  the  plan  of  the 
pte«ent  Bill— that  would  do  all  for  the 
purposes  of  agitation,  which  tbe  hon. 
genlleman  t^posite  required,  and  would 
cause  the  whole  mischief  which  he  (Mr. 
Shaw)  deprecated.  He  had  been  much 
misrepresented  in  the  admissions  which 
lie  had  been  said  to  make  with  respect  to 
the  Corporation  of  Dublin.  He  never 
had  admitted  that,  as  a  body,  it  was  either 
close,  self-elected,  or  corrupt.  The  Com* 
missioners  did  itot,  indeed,  charge  the 
Corporation  with  corruption.  The  repre- 
sentative body  consisted  of  about  170 
persons,  more  than  double  the  number 
which  the  present  Bill  assigned  to  it.  The 
coMtiuioDcy  were  about  4,000,  and  they 


had  tiiannial  eleotioits.  vote  by  balkit,  ao^ 
popular  control ;  but  he  did  admit  that 
both  in  politics  and  religion  they  were  an 
exclusive  body.  Seeing,  then,  the  change* 
in  the  law  and  constitution  for  the  last 
ten  years, and  desiring  rationslly  to  regard 
and  deal  with  the  existing  condition  and 
circumstances  of  the  couutry,  he  did  not 
desire  that  exclusiveness  should  continue, 
but  above  all  things  he  protested  against 
its  transfer.  The  Corporation  of  Dublin 
(and  it  was  a  fair  sample  of  the  other  im- 
portant Corporations  in  Ireland)  never  had 
been  created  for — never  hid  been  suited 
to — and  scarcely  could  have  been  said 
ever  to  have  exercised  strictly — corporate 
functions.  It  had  its  paving  board,  its 
ballast  office,  its  wide-street  C'ommission- 
ers,  and  its  whole  system  of  police,  (as 
other  Corporations  had  their  local  boards^ 
entirely  independent  of  the  Corporatioo; 
and  upon  that  point  the  Commissioners 
observed  in  their  Report  on  the  City  of 
Dublin,  that  "  in  factj  the  present  estab- 
lishment of  the  paving  board  is  adequate, 
with  the  addition  of  a  few  clerks,  to  regu- 
late the  affairs  of  all  the  local  taxes,  if 
consolidated  under  the  same  manage- 
ment," And  a  most  remarkable  feature 
in  tbe  present  Bill  was,  that  it  betrayed 
the  full  consciousness,  on  the  part  of  its 
framers,  of  its  utter  inadequacy  in  a  cor- 
porate capacity,  to  perform  the  duty 
ostensibly  assigned  it;  for  in  the  case  of 
the  city  of  Dublin,  tbe  Bill  expressly  ex- 
empted all  the  existing  boards  from  any 
interference  by  the  new  Corporation. 
What  then  was  the  object  of  the  Bill,  or 
at  all  events  its  inevitable  tendency,  but 
to  inflame  political  discord,  perpetuate 
religious  animosity,  and  permanently  to 
establish  what  so  many  Acts  had  passed 
that  House  to  suppres^^a  Roman  Catholic 
association  in  the  city  of  Dublin.  Witness 
the  proceedings  in  Dublin  on  this  subject. 
He  (Mr.  Shaw)  had  before  quoted  the 
resolutions  of  a  meeting  called  by  the 
bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
fur  the  avowed  purpose  of  securing  the 
independence  of  the  city ;  but  the  means 
stated  in  the  resolutions  to  effect  that 
purpose,  were  the  securing  to  the  mem. 
bers  of  the  club  every  situation  of  emolu- 
ment and  influence  in  the  Corporation, 
And  here  it  was  most  important  to  ob- 
serve, that  so  far  from  there  being  any 
genuine  feeling  in  favour  of  these  neir 
corporate  bodies  in  the  minds  of  the  re- 
spectable put  of  the  Irisli  public,  aumj 
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bflueBthl'RomtnCMhoUca  tnd  mBlnent 
eoinmerciBl  men,  oppmed  to  him  in  poli- 
tics, had  (tsled  to  him  Knd  to  othera,  th&t 
their  opinion  wbs  favonrable  to  the  com- 

Elete  and  entire  abolition  of  Corpontions 
I  Ireland.  He  would  not  state  anj  name 
In  public,  but  he  would  be  happy  to  men- 
tion  their  namea  to  any  Member  on  cither 
tide  of  the  Honae,  who  would  afford  him 
the  opportunity  in  private.  Under  all 
theae  circumBtaticeB,  and  in  the  abaence 
of  every  other  argument,  was  the  Houu 
to  yield  to  the  unmeaning  cry — the  hack- 
nied  twaddle  of  "  Juitice  to  Ireland." 
<*  Ho  crime  lo  bold  but  vould  be  undaisldod 
A  reali  or  at  leaat  a  weming  good." 
Waa  there  in  the  catalogue  of  crime  one 
that  it  had  not  been  attempted  to  per- 
petrate  or  justify  uoder  the  desecrated 
namea  of  justice  and  liberty?  Let  the 
phnae  of  "justice  to  Ireland"  be  well 
delloed  and  property  understood,  and  all 
would  be  ready  to  agree  to  it.  But  as 
■rell  might  they  confound  a  reel  and  well- 
i^ulated  liberty  ffitb  a  licence  to  every 
•vil  diiposition  and  bad  passion  to  riot 
uncontrolled  and  with  impunity;  as  well 
nighl  they  mistake  eleroal  trutn  for  that 
DRine  tvhieh  every  aeciary  gave  to  his  own 
spinionat  aa  well  might  they  take  their 
BOtiona  of  an  esalted  patriotism  from  a 
kie  graphic  description  of  an  Iririi  patriot 
Uaeting  his  tribute,  as  ba  centeat  to  take 
Aa  deftnition  of  justice  from  tboae  whose 
every  word  and  action  eontiadicted  its 
precepts.  They  might,  perchance,  discover 
Iha  meaning  of  the  phrase  by  its  applica- 
tion to  other  subjects  tiom  the  same 
quatler.  The  Honse  might  learn  then 
nam  that  authority,  that  justice  could  not 
be  effected  as  to  Parliaments  without  their 
being  annual,  as  (o  suffrage  without  Its 
being  universal,  and  as  to  voting  without 
the  ballot.  Then  take  the  question  of  the 
Irish  Church.  Justice  to  It  meant  Itasuh- 
varaion.  {Mr.  O'CmngU  t  No,  no.] 
What  I  did  the  bon.  and  learned  Oentle- 
B»n  fbrget  the  abort  and  pithy  sentence 
ihat  be  bad  prononncad  in  that  lespeot 
—dtUnda  ett  Carthago  t  As  to  the  laws, 
what  waa  the  bon.  Member's  sense  of  jus- 
tice? His  sense  of  justiee  was,  that  if 
tbey  were  not  liked,  they  ought  to  be  re- 
eialed.  [Mr.  O'ConntH:  tio,  no."}  The 
hOD.  and  learned  Oentteman  said  "  No." 
Perhaps  be  meant  actively,  for  that  would 
ioear  danger,  and  required  courage— but 
fMrifolj;  Mill,  aeiivaly  or  pmMf,  Huj, 
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aevertbalen,  van  to  he  riaiitad.  Tbaa 
aa  to  the  Houea  of  Losde^  "down  wiilt 
them  "  was  his  cry  of  jaatieo.  Aa  to  ben* 
ditary  auccession,  it  waa  mocked  at  a>  tfaa 
hon.  and  learned  Member  mocked  at  an 
hereditary  tailor.  What  waa  his  juatioa 
as  regarded  the  Union  between  tha  two 
countries  ?  To  repeal  it.  As  to  the  ema 
pire  ?  To  dismember  it.  As  to  tha  Whiga  t 
When  one  day  they  opposed  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  they  were  "  baas, 
bloody,  and  brulal,"— and  the  nest,  that 
were  "noble,  generous,  and  high-roiaded, 
beoaaae  they  submitted  to  his  dictaltoni 
And  was  it  consistent  with  these  aaiM 
notions  of  truth  and  justice  for  tha  bon. 
and  learned  Member  to  go,  as  ba  bad  dona 
within  the  last  few  days  from  bouse  to 
house,and  from  meeting  to  n>aeting,daaer{|>' 
Ingtha  highest  and  tha  moat  distlnguMt* 
ed  men  in  the  country  as  uiacreants  and 
liars, and  in  language  that  would  disgraeea 
fireqaenler  of  Billingsgate,  to  heap  upon 
them  every  abusive  epithet  f  Was  it  from 
suoh  lips  as  these  that  the  Ministers  of 
this  country  and  a  British  House  of  Com- 
mons were  to  learn  the  lessons  of  jnatfca  f 
He,  too,  would  Implore  for  hit  oonatr^ 
juetice.  [Mr.  O'CmnMi  Hear.]  Ym. 
not withataa ding  the  sneer  of  the  bon.  and 
learned  Oentleman,  he  would  eameetlr 
implore  that  justhie  to  Inland  irtiicn 
would  render  to  every  man  his  due. 
Bqnal  lawa  imparttalty  edainistared— a 
settled  and  firm  Oovemmont— aaftty  (br 
life — security  for  prsperty-nnt^  as  would 
preserve  as  wall  tha  wealth  of  the  rich,  aj, 
and  the  labour,  and  the  nraits  of  the  la> 
boor,  of  the  poor,  ftom  the  grasp  of  brutal 


testants  of  Ireland  desired  no  prefhrencs. 
This  Bill  esublished  no  sectarian  distinc- 
tion—it gave  all  equality  [/feor,  Aecf.] 
But  he  would  intreat  the  House  not  to  do 
the  great  wrong  of  adding  the  fuel  of  nteh 
a  measure  as  the  present  to  the  flame  of 
political,  religious,  national  and  soeiai 
disoord,  which  had  so  long  wasted  that 
onhappy  country,  and  now  threatened  to 
oonantne  then  the  vitals  of  clvllleatiefi. 
[Htar,  hear.]  Ha  would  say  lo  conds- 
•ioo,  with  regard  to  that  antl  every  other 
question  which  had  reference  to  Ireland, 
and  he  trusted  that  In  lt«  true  Knse  end 
sound  and  sacred  aplrit  the  senthnmt 
would  animate  every  branch  of  tha  Le(^ 
latere,  and  be  echoed  thnughoot  titt 
ooHBUy-»"flat  jottiila,  rut  ctrtn.** 
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Ut,  CaOagJum  uid,  th«t  noM  tUi  Mb- 

jMt  had  come  undtr  disei)iH)oti,.ba  bad 
not  Uw  cood  fortune  to  bo  enabled  to  ad- 
diCM  thv  Houw  spoil  it  further  than 
mftkiog  a  few  ob«er*ati«u  lufficieDt  to 
■cplua  tho  patilioas  which  he  had  pre- 
aen  ted  with  foapact  to  iL  He  had  InUoed 
wUh  macb  attention  to  the  ipeecfa  of  tha 
right  hon.  and  learned  Oenlleraan  who 
had  juat  lat  down,  if  for  no  other  reason, 
bacanae  he  had  frequently  Jieard  the  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  make  speaohes  to 
that  Houie  on  the  subject  of  Ireland,  to 
the  truth  of  .the  asaartions  and  statementa 
oontaioed  in  which  ha  was  unfortunatdj 
Bcvar  able  to  aubacribe.  But  be  was  cer- 
tainly Bonjawhat  surprised  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  shonid  have 
indulged,  on  that  occasion,  in  the  repeti- 
tion of  much  that  be  had  heard  from  him 
on  fonner  nifbts ;  and  shoald  hare  en- 
tered into  the  diteusaionof  particolarsand 
details  respecting  this  measure,  from  which 
he  might  hare  well  spared  the  House. 
The  remainder  of  the  right  bon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  speech  consisted  of 
trha  observations  selected  from  seme  of 
the  prints  of  the  day  ;  and  amongst  these 
was  the  assertion,  which  had  been  so 
often  reiterated,  that  his  Majesty's  Go* 
vammaDt  was  forced  to  adopt  this  measure. 
Now  he  wouhi  not  hesitate  to  sUte  his 
oonvtotion  in  their  presence,  that  his 
jfajeaty's  Govemment  were  not  forced  by 
anybody  to  adopt  their  pmsent  coarse. 
Ha  should  ha  soiry  to  give  them  hie  sup- 
|H>rt,  if  he  were  not  persuaded  that  they 
were  actuated  by  no  othw  feeling  with 
napect  to  this  maaaore,  than  a  sincere 
deura  of  domg  justice  to  bis  country; 
Md  so  long  as  they  continued  to  act  in 
the  same  manner  and  spirit  towards  bis 
joountry,  they  should  have  bis  warm  sup- 
port. The  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
Lad  made  a  speech,  garnished  from  the 
nawspepera  and  earicaturas  of  the  dayi 
iiut  he  rose  to  represent  to  the  House  ine 
-fact  that  he  wia  there  the  rspresentative 
«f  a  large  coDstitueocy  that  bad  long 
[mated  foi  a  reform  in  Iririt  corporations, 
•ad  were  now  aniimisly  ezpecling  a  psr- 
ticipaiion  in  municipal  privileges.  They 
had  waitad  paitantly  for  several  years  in 
iha  bopa  that  that  object  would  ba  accom- 
ptishad.  They  had  petitioned  in  the  year 
-1831,  praying  for  an  aiteniion  of  that 
aarpur&ta  lafwm  whioh  was  inUnded,  and 
ihay  patiently  waited  for  the'  application 
Of  tk»  priMi|i)»  of  tha  meaavna  which 
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Scotland  and  Baglatid  had  obtained  to 
similar  bodies  in  Irdand.  But  he  untt 
say—and  ha  had  lately  an  opportunity  of 
learning  their  ssntimenti->-tbat  their  in- 
dignation could  not  be  reatraioed  if  tbeir 
just  eipectationa  were  disappointed,  and 
that  they  did  not  at  length  get  that 
measare  of  justice  to  which  they  were  nn- 
questionably  entitled.  He  had  heard 
amongst  bis  constitneola  great  disgnst  and 
surprise  expressed  at  the  euertions  which 
had  been  luade  in  another  House  tbat  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  sutject  to  the  com- 
plete control  of  priests  and  demagogues  in 
the  large  towns.  He  could  state,  without 
fear  or  contradiction,  that  there  was 
no  foundation  for  any  such  assertion.  He 
had  the  honour  to  re)»esent  a  town,  the, 
constituency  of  which  were  as  honest  and 
independent  as  the  electors  of  any  city  ta 
England  or  Scotland.  He  knew  they  would 
not  brook  the  insult  which  was  intended  to 
be  offered  tbem  in  anDtherquarter,and  they 
felt  equal  indignation  and  surprise  at  hear- 
ing those  who  undertook,  as  they  said,  the 
duty  of  legislating  for  them  make  accuaa* 
tions  against  them,  and  attribute  motivea 
to  tbem  which  they  were  conscious  had  m 
foundation  in  fact.  On  a  lata  occasion 
he  had  presided  at  a  mating,  oonaiiting 
of  several  thousands  of  faia  fellow-ciliicns, 
and  at  tbat  meeting  ibera  was  not  a  siagla 
Roman  Catholia  priest.  Not  tbat  ha  saw 
any  reason  why  a  priest  should  not  attend 
such  meetings  because  he  thtraght  a  man 
did  not  forfeit  bis  r^ta  of  cttisenBhl)»  bf 
becoming  a  priest.  But  it  was  a  fhct  M 
which  he  could  bear  testimony,  that  the 
Roman  Cathelic  prieeU  did  not  atuad 
political  meetings  in  the  city  which  he  !•• 
presented.  They  have  quite  enough  to  do 
to  attend  to  tbeir  religious  pursuits  and  ta 
supply  the  spiritaal  wants  of  the  peopl«. 
The  amendments  which  had  been  made 
in  the  Bill  by  the  House  of  Lords  would 
have  tha  effect  of  contintring  in  the  hands 
of  those  who  now  controlled  it,  that  man- 
agement of  local  taxes  which  they  bad  so 
long  abused.  His  hon,  and  learned 
Friend's  (Mr,  O'l^gbkn)  measure,  as  it 
was  originally  framed,  left  much  to  bfl 
remedied  in  the  local  institutions  of  the 
city  of  Cork.  It  was  only  necessary  fer 
him  to  state  that  funds  to  the  amount  of 
30,000/.  a  year  were  raised  by  focal  acta, 
and  these  were  allowed  still  to  remain  in 
the  hands  of  the  old  corporations,  accord- 
ing to  the  Bill  of  hie  right  hon.  Friend  the 
TteaiieteabBiBg-  filled  up  by-aleeltoo  ftoa 
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the  citiiens  u  the;  were  created.  It 
would,  DO  doubt,  have  been  necenary  to 
introduce  lome  further  legialauve  meaiure 
to  meet  this  evil.  But  ths  iobabitaDta 
xelied  with  confidence  oa  the  inleDtioni  of 
the  present  Gorernment,  at  diipiayed  in 
the  measures  which  they  introduced.  But 
Id  the  name  of  hit  coastituents,  he  pro- 
tested against  the  ameDdmenti  which  had 
beeo  inserted  by  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, aa  he  believed  them  calculated  to 
perpetuate  those  abuses  nhich  had  been 
the  sobject  of  such  strong  and  just  com* 
plaint. 

Mr.  Dillon  Bronne  rose  under  consider- 
tble  excitement,  and  vas  hsppy  that  he 
Rave  way  to  the  hon.  Mcmb^  for.  Cork. 
He  Ibit  much  surprised  at  what  had 
Allen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin.  The  great  vehemence 
Mid  extraordinary  action  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  would  call  the  histrionic 
speech.  He  kad  addressed  the  House  in  a 
manner  better  suited  to  the  boards  of  a 
county  than  of  a  British  senate.  He 
was  not  surprised  that  there  was  much 
igitation  and  discontent  in  Ireland  when 
s  person  holding  a  high  judicial  office  in 
that  country  asked  what  was  meant  by 
-justice  to  Ireland.  Wasit  possible  a  judge 
of  the  land  could  be  igoorant  of  the  At&a- 
itioD  of  the  term—or  was  tt  possible  that 
he  (Mr.  Browne)  baard  the  hon.  Gentleman 
•Xdaiming  agMnst  the  principle  of  a 
pMiiIedeinBaaiDg  their  just  and  legitimate 
ri^hts,whilst  he  stated  at  the  same  time 
that  tlw^  had  no  better  argument  to  sup- 
port their  claim  than  the  Lscknied  cry  of 
jnstioe  i  He  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  on  what  purer  principle  of  civil  liberty 
could  a  people  rest  their  dums  than  the 
^reat  principle  of  equal  and  impartial 
justice  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  hsd 
indulged  ID  one  ofhis  annua]  tirades  sgainst 
the  boD.  Member  for  Kilkenny,  There 
were  some  persons  who  found  it  necessary 
to  do  so  for  sinister  purposes.  It  was  the 
tenure  by  which  they  held  their  seats  in 
that  House,  and  they  did  so  to  gratify  the 
base  and  malignant  feelings  of  the  base 
and  corrupt  Corporation  of  Dublin.  An 
hoD.  and  gallant  Gentlemao,  the  Member 
tm  Done^,  had  felt  indignant  at  the  term 
Protestant  agitation.  He  asked  the  mllant 
Member  if  he  had  ever  heard  of  the  lay 
association  i  Was  it  not  to  agitation  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University)  owed  his  seat,  and 
was  it  not  by  that  system  that  the  hon. 


Members  tor  DoUia  wen  jiland  in  that 
House  ?— was  it  not  agitation  which  pro* 
duced  the  decision  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  ? — to  that  secret  agitation  hy 
which  the  Oppoeition  hopes  to  dissolve  th« 
present  Ministry,  for  he  waaconfident  that 
they  only  sought  to  make  Ireland  and  tier 
Corporations  a'means  of  getting  into  place;. 
The  Bill,  which  was  sent  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  was  calculated  to  afibrd  peace  and 
hHppiness  to  a  long-distracted  and  long- 
misgoverned  people.  The  amendments 
which  had  been  sent  down  by  that  Hooaa 
were  an  insult  to  his  country.  The  Irish 
never  could,  they  never  would  receive  it. 
The  questiou  was  were  the  whole  people  or 
were  they  not,  to  be  governed  by  the  same 
laws? — were  the  Irish,  or  were  they  not, 
to  have  the  same  institutions  as  the  people 
of  England  and  Scotland  !  The  people  of 
Ireland  demanded  equal  laws — they  would 
not  be  satisfied  witn  less.  If  the  Irish 
were  refused  this  full  measure  of  justice 
they  would  then  say, — "  Give  us  back  our 
own  Parliament."  The  motion  of  the 
noble  Lord  had  his  hearty  concurrence. 

Mr.  Finch  said,  that  he  was  most 
anxious  to  approach  the  consideration  of 
the  question  wholly  divested  of  party  and 
political  feeling.  While  be  disclaimed, 
therefore,  all  desire  to  treat  the  subject  as 
a  question  of  part^i  he  could  not,  on  the 
other  hand,  but  view  it  as  one  in  which  tba 
interests  and  welfare  of  Ireland  were  nearly 
concerned  ;  and  the  strong  wish  which  be 
felt  for  the  tranquillity  and  welfare  of  that 
country  would  overpower  any  other  mo- 
tive in  bringing  bis  mind  to  the  consi- 
deration of  the  important  measure  now 
under  discussion.  He  confessed  that, 
viewing  the  Government  Bill  in  erei^ 
possible  way,  and  wishing  to  put  upon  it 
as  favourable  a  construction  as  be  could, 
he  was  nevertheless  forced  to  the  conclu- 
sion, that  it  was  not  calculated,  either  in 
its  spirit  or  substance,  to  effect  the  welface 
of  Ireland.  Since  the  period  at  which 
thatjcountry  was  admitted  to  a  parbcipa- 
tion  in  the  blessings  of  the  British  Con* 
atitution,  she  bad  been  cursed  by  a  systest 
of  agitation,  which  unfortunately  existed 
there  even  up  to  the  present  hour,  and  he 
was  perfectly  convinced  that  the  Bill  pro- 
posed bv  his  Majesty's  Government  would, 
under  the  plea  of  introducing  corporate 
reform,  proauce  ten-fold  the  avila  it  pro- 
fessed to  remedy,  and  give  a  new  inqinlse 
to  agitation,  discord,  and  outrage.  Ha 
thoQght  that  it  was  the  duty  of  tbc  Dritisb. 
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LegnlktiiTe  to  panK  before  they  eonKnted 
to  aboliih  one  monopoly  by  the  sabstiiu- 
tioD  of  another  far  more  objectionable 
than  that  which  now  existed.  Theavowed 
•Aject  of  the  promoters  of  the  Govern- 
ment Sill  was  to  plac^  corporate  power  in 
the  hands  of  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ire- 
land. Now,  nothing  was  more  natural 
than  that  the  Catholics  should  wish  to 
possess  power  ;  but  it  was  the  duty  of  thi 
Honte  to  consider  bow  far  that  power  wbi 
liLely  to  be  nsefully  directed,  and  whether 
it  would  be  exerted,  not  for  the  interest-i 
of  one  sect  or  party,  but  for  the  general 
good  of  all.  In  his  opinion,  the  British 
Legislature  would  be  deficient  in  duty  if 
they  sanctioned  any  measure  that  would 
Temove  power  from  the  hands  of  one  parly 
in  order  to  place  it  in  those  of  another. 
Yet  such  was  the  principle  for  which  his 
Majesty's  Government  contended.  If  upon 
mature  and  deliberate  consideration  the 
House  of  Lords  had  heen  induced  to  come 
to  that  conclusion,  had  they  not  a  full 
right,  as  an  independent  branch  of  the 
Legislature,  to  act  upon  the  view  which 
they  had  taken  ?  He  was  sure,  whatever 
mi^t  have  been  said  lo  the  contrary,  and 
however  strongly  hon.  Members  opposite 
might  feel  upon  the  subject,  their  own  calm 
good  sense  must  tell  them  that  the  House  of 
Lords  had  an  equal  right  to  exercise  their 
judgment  as  the  House  of  Commons  had 
to  decide  upon  any  measure  brought  before 
them.  It  could  not  be  dented  thatcertain 
parties  who  supported  the  Government 
m  this  measure  had  ulterior  objects  in  view. 
The  Hotisehad  been  told  by  a  Gentleman 
who  belonged  to  (hat  party,  that  nothing 
but  the  total  extinction  of  tithes  would 
satisfy  the  people  of  Ireland.  Thus  had 
one  concession  led  to  the  demand  for 
others,  and  he  was  quite  satisfied  that  the 
effect  of  the  present  Bill  would  be  to  es- 
tablish Catholic  supremacy  in  Ireland. 
The  cry  of  justice  would  never  be  silenced 
but  by  the  granting  of  new  concessions; 
but  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  were  ool  Id 
be  intimidated  by  agitation,  and  he  was 
equally  sura  that  the  people  of  England 
would  see  that  reason  and  justice  were  on 
the  side  of  those  who  objected  to  the  prin- 
ciple upon  which  the  Government  Bill 
was  founded,  and  thai  those  who  con- 
scientioHdy  opposed  it  had  no  desire  not 
to  do  justice  to  Ireland,  Let  any  mdn 
look  to  the  situation  of  Ireland  for  the  last 
thirty  years,  and  consider  the  system 
which  h«d  been  pursued  there  of  intimi- 
VOL.  XXXIV!  {2i2J 
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dation,  violence,  and  open  vioUtlon  of 
the  law ;  let  them  but  consider  the  way 
in  which  Church  property  was  dealt  wilu 
notwithstanding  all  the  efforts  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  prostrate  the  rights  of  the 
clergy;  let  them  but  weigh  the  fearful 
contequences  which  must  necessarily 
result  if  the  present  Bill  were  passed, 
when  the  flood-gates  of  agitation  would  be 
opened,  and  tumult  and  bloodshed  would 
follow.  He  contended,  that  the  passing 
of  the  Government  Bill  would  enable  that 
party  who  wished  to  sever  the  connexion 
between  the  two  countries  to  put  their 
design  into  execution.  No  Government 
could  then  hope  to  administer  justice  in 
Ireliind,  for  the  laws  would  be  openly  de- 
fied, and  nothing  hut  the  dreadful  alterna- 
tive of  civil  war  could  restore  tranquillity. 
Debate  adjourned. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  June  10,  1836. 

ICurvTia.]    Bjlu  read  ■  SflCDOd    Tinui    ImtnmiaU  of 

SulDS  (SooUuilO  Butinii'  Willi.  (ScoUuil.) 
PMlUsni  pnantad.   By  (tuEulof  l[iiriiaDL,ftiim  PerUi, 
Brnknipti     btata  (McoUud)  BUI.— By  tlv 


Pbotsstant  Church.]  The  Duke  of 
Nimcasth  said,  he  rose,  in  pursuance  of 
notice,  to  present  a  Petition  which  had 
emanated  from  the  Protestant  Association, 
at  a  meeting  held,  on  the  11th  of  May,  in 
Exeter-hall.  He  regretted  that  this 
duty  had  not  devolved  on  some  more  able 
individual ;  but,  as  the  petition  had  been 
placed  in  his  bands,  he  felt  that  he  ahoold 
be  guilty  of  a  dereliction  of  a  sBcted  duty 
if  he  did  not  present  it.  When  he  said 
that  this  petition  came  from  the  Protestant 
Association,  their  Lordships  would  natu- 
rally inquire,  nhat  the  title  "  A  Protestant 
Association"  could  mean?  In  this  Prates- 
ant  country  it  did  not  at  all  surprise  him 
that  many  individuals,  professing  the  Pro- 
testant faith,  should  feel  alarm  for  the  s^ 
curity  of  their  Church,  when  they  marked 
the  extraordinary  measures  which  hod  been 
recently  introduced  into  Parliament.  He 
confessed,  that  be  participated  in  theiF 
alarm  ;  and  the  consequence  of  the  appre- 
hennon  which  they  entertained  was,  that 
they  found  it  necessary  to  embody  them- 
selves for  the  protection  of  their  religion 
against  any  attacks  that  mieht  be  dir^ted 
against  it  openly  oi  covertly.  He  could 
not  conceal  mim  himself  the  danger  which 
menaced  the  Protestant  Church,  when  he 
saw  Romaa  Catholics  (who  were  ■wnn 
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DM  to  injure  it)  and  Dinenten  joining 
togctlier  to  asMil  it.  He,  howerer,  should, 
to  the  last  moment,  and  every  conacientiouB 
Protestant  would  pursue  the  same  course, 
resist  the  degradation  or  ^liation  of  that 
venerable  Chuicfa  to  nhich  this  country, 
under  Providence,  was  bo  much  indebted. 
He  should  make  no  further  obseivstioni, 
but  move  "  tliat  the  petition  be  read  at 
lei^Ui." 

The  petition  wag  read  at  length. 

Lor^  Slanrlon  dlsclaiined  the  object 
imputed  hj  the  noble  Duke  to  the  Roman 
Catholics  when  the  noble  Duke  aaid, 
that  they  were  uoited  with  the  Difr- 
MDters,  or  with  any  other  body  of  men, 
for  the  purpose  of  putting  down  theestab- 
lishuMOts  of  the  country  in  Church  and 
State.  He  would  assure  the  noble  Duke 
that  he  had  no  such  intentions :  on  the 
contrary,  he  felt  bound,  under  certain  limi- 
tations and  qualifications,  to  uphold  those 
establishments.  As  to  the  alle^tions  of 
the  petition  which  the  noble  Duke  bad 
partially  adopted  aa  troths,  he  protested 
ID  the  atroDgest  manner,  asaiust  charges 
at  once  so  heinous  and  so  aitgraceful  in 
tbeir  nature.  He  had  never  troubled 
their  Lordships  with  controversial  remarks 
and  polemical  dlBcussiooi ;  but  he  could 
not  sit  silent  and  liear  "perjury,"  and 
"  idolatry,"  and  "Buperetition,"  and  the 
"  tyranny"  of  the  Itomao  Catholic  priest- 
hood of  Ireland  ea  broadly  imputed,  with' 
out  defending  himself  and  the  body  to 
which  he  belonged  against  sudt  cruel  and 
unjust  accusations.  As  to  the  charge  of 
infriDsing  his  oath,  because  he  supported 
the  Bill  of  last  year  on  the  Irish  Tithe 
Questioti,  in  concert  and  in  concurrence 
with  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  he  was 
ready  at  any  time— weak,  and  feeble,  and 
unpractised  in  debate  as  he  was — tu  meet, 
upon  that  point,  whaterei*  array  of  talent 
or  ability  might  be  embodied  against  him. 
Ho  saw  OD  the  opposite  side  of  the  House, 
the  most  consummate  ability,  the  most 
splendid  attaiuraentB,  the  utmost  experi- 
,  and   the  highest  povers  of  debate 
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cbancters  of  the  kingdom  i  MiAt  bo  not, 
with  all  deference  to  their  Loi^shipa,  be 
allowed  to  aik  if  that  were  the  way  to  buB- 
tain  the  dignity  and  character  of  the  HouM 
of  Lords,  assailed  from  without?  He  was 
a  Roman  Catholic  ,-but  he  hoped,  as  he  had 
now  a  seat  in  their  Lordships'  House,  he 
was  not  there  to  soil  and  tarnish  by 
his  presence  or^is  conduct,  their  Lordshin' 
bright  escutcheons  I  Hewaa  ootaahauMof 
that  religion  which  he  profetted,  and  whioh 
atone  time,  and  for  several  agea,  vupn^eas- 
edby  all  their  Lordships'aocestry.  Nay,iiio>e 
he  would  ask— and  he  would  put  it  to  their 
own  bosoms  to  answer — were  any  of  tlicir 
Lordships  more  ashamed  of  their  robes, 
for  having  been  worn  by  the  barons,  who, 
at  one  time,  with  a  Roman  Catholic  Arch- 
bisho|)  of  Canterbury,  and  at  another  time, 
with  a  Roman  Catholic  Bishop  of  Win- 
chester, placing  their  mitres  in  feont  of 
the  battle,  extorted  from  a  John  the  Magna 
Charta,  and  the  Conjirmalio  Ckarlarum 
from  an  Edward,  and  who  placed  the  li- 
berties of  Englishmen  on  a  basis,  which, 
under  atl  the  Miocks  of  time,  had  supported 
them  down  to  the  present  hour  P  Eoough 
on  this  topic.  But  he  would  say  one  word 
upon  the  tyranny — the  alleged  tyrannical 
domination  of  the  Irish  priesthood.  He 
was  the  more  disposed  to  do  so,  because 
they  were  called  upon  to  legislate,  and  in 
reality  to  amerce  Ireland  in  the  privation 
of  atl  her  municipal  rights  and  privileges, 
on  the  express  ground  of  the  influence  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  clergv  in  that  country. 
That  was  the  ground  taken  by  the  noble 
Baron  (from  the  evidence  on  the  Intimidt- 
tion  Committee)  in  his  scheme  for  de- 
Dioliflhing  at  one  fell  stroke  all  the  Munici- 
pal CorporatiODs  In  Ireland.  He  might, 
therefore,  be  permitted  to  exdtnine  a  little 
this  important  subject.  If  tymotiv  it  were, 
it  was  at  leastatyranny  of  anovelkind>— 
B  tyranny  in  defence  of  the  new  Magna 
Charta,  namely,  the  Act  of  I8fg— a 
tyranny  in  defence  of  those  Pariiamebtary 
and  Municipal  Referms,  which  had  ooa- 
ferred   a  neir  Con/rma/io  ChaHarvm  c 


arrayed  against  him  ;   yet,  relying  solely  England  and  on  Scotland  !    He  challenged 

upon  the  justice  of  his  cause,   he  was  will-  i  the  noble  Baron  to  state  that  single  rot6— 

ing,  atany  hour,  to  meet  that  formidable  nay,  to  select  that  single  speech— he  might, 

array  I     But  was  it  possible  that  charges  he  believed,   add  that  single  word— which, 

and  allegations  were  to  be  brought  against  during  a  seven  yenn'  apprentioeahlp,   had 

A   Member  of  their    Lordshiiw'     House,  been  recorded  or  uttered  by  any  Member 

which  would  be  felt  to  involve  disgrace  by  of  Parliament,  on  whon  tetuni  any  prteMly 

the  lowest  criminal  in  the  lowest  courts  uf  influence  in  Ireland  couhl  have  exercisM 

laWiOrwasheto'defeDdhimselfinthisHouBe  the  slightest  effent,-— that   had   not  been 

against  allegations  that  would  stain  with  untfoimly  uttered  in  fevouraud  on  tbeiidk 

«TM)  deeper  pollution  tba  most  |wlluted  of  liberty  1     If  Ireland  were  ameroed,  ibe 
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6m  thrt  took  amy  her  mimMpal  righte 
would  be  kned,  not  on  account  of  any 
tyranny,  but  on  accoynt  of  the  ardour  and 
hoDMty  <rf  her  rtruggle  by  the  «ide  sod  in 
bebalf  of  Iriafa  and  ilritieh  freemen.  Had 
tki»  prieithood  eierted  their  influence, 
whatever  It  might  bare  beea,  in  oppoeition 
to  tbe  libertiea  of  theit  ovn  country  or  of 
EagUnd,  Ireland  might  have  reteiued  all 
har  carporata  vlghU.  That  might  be 
tyianny,  if  noble  Loidi  chose  so  to  name  it ; 
but  it  was  a  tyranny  bearing  all  the  fruits 
of  liberty,  if  it  were  a  tyranuy,  it  was  in 
■ympathy  triib  all  the  feelings  and  affec- 
tioaaof  those  flocks  on  whom  it  nas  sup- 
posed to  be  exercised  ;  and  without  a 
■ingle  exo^tioo  on  tiic  side  of  the  liberties 
(rf  Cbnat  Britain.  But  bad  this  priesthood 
■0  Other  aotirea  that  might  fairly  palliate 
or  legalite  their  ocGaaional  interunnoe — 
(though  on  soma  oocasioBs  it  was  carried 
«ven  to  an  improper  estsnt,)— in  their  in- 
tniN  anxiety  to  send  UemlMrs  to  Parlia. 
lueDt  who  might  davots  their  acquirements 
■^  aerviess  totrUds  bettering  tha  (ate  of 
Unir  uAfbrtanate  imqile  i  Toe  Mndition 
«f  tha  Irish  was  tha  best  defenoe  of 
their  pastors.  Let  tbe  right  ttv.  Bench 
jdaoa  themselves  fl>r  a  moment  in  the 
■•me  Htnation  ;  with  their  people  so  suffer- 
ing and  so  Midnriog  (a  case,  thank  Hearst), 
almost  impossible),  would  thejr  utter  no 
bitter  expressions,  or  exert  no  influence  at 
elections,  if  they  conceived  good  to  tbrir 
afflicted  parishes  migjht  arise  out  of  such 
exertions.  Ha  could  not,  in  justice,  to 
the  rMit  nr.  PrslaUs,  bellere  it.  Let 
anybody  vkw  the  Condition  of  the  labour 
log  peo^  ol  Ireland,  at  exhibited  In 
/(wJi/j  B^en,  or  mora  dialed  in  the 
evraenoe  of  the  font  Law  Cotnmiidoners. 
What  k  terrtBc  jriotlirs  was  there  presented 
—Ht  ptctUie  unparalleled,  for  Itsdeformitles, 
an  the  taoa  or  the  earth.  In  too  many 
ineUlioti,  the  Irish  people  seemtd  to  unite 
•U  the  restraints  irf tne  social  lysteroi  wllh- 
•atits  pmteetiftni'tllthec&BuaHlesofsavage 
Uft  witliMit  its  unappropriated  lands  and 
wildernesses.  AndmtghtnotHoyprieRthood, 
witnessing  scenes  like  those  or  Ireland,  be 
ferglren  'a  they  estered  ucnsionaily  with 
t«e  hakt«d  fealinn  into  eieotlo  nee  ring  con- 
(«M»  in  aupport  n  those  tna  whose  consti- 
tMional  exemone  they  might  hope  for  some 
klterlBtioB  to  the  iiiflbrings  of  their  afflicted 
iodts,  s  laM*  nroportion  of  whom,  IVlr. 
logrii  said,  lived  on  the  verge  of  stu-vn- 
tion  ?  In  this  country  the  case  of  the 
Roman  Catholles  was  wholly  dllferent ;  ami 
since  the  Relief  Bill  had  passed,   they  sat 
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down  contented  with  their  lot,  enteptii^ 
two  Members  of  Parliament  (and  those 
both  Howards,)  they  bad  no  Roman  Gatho> 
lie  Members  in  the  Commons'  Houss  of 
Parliament  representlag  their  particular 
interests  ;  for  tney  felt  that  these  interests, 
were  safely  confided  to  the  ProtcstanU. 
Again,  it  might  perhaps  be  thought  on 
gieat  conititutional  questions,  and  in  those 
more  especially  involving  the  interests 
of  chun^imen,  that  they  were  the  bett 
guardians  of  their  own  interests ;  but  lie 
contended  that  even  tor  the  purposes  of  the 
Church  itself,  the  parties  most  interested 
might  not  be  the  most  Judicious  judges. 
Wss  not  the  Ihll  of  the  close  borough  ays.. 
tem  a  Case  in  point  i  Here  also  there  was 
an  appropriation  principle.  Birmti^ham 
and  Shield  were  to  have  no  representa- 
tives in  Parliament,  lest  tbe  principle  which 
had  consecrated  Gatton  end  Uld  Sarum 
•hould  be  violated  and  storifioed  ;  wbereaa, 
had  tha  borough  proprietors  made  timely 
sacrifices,  up  to  this  hour,  they  might  have 
retauied  consldetable  sway.  Mid  the  Duka 
of  Wsillngton  have  heen  still  the  popular 
Minister  dF  this  country.  It  had  bMn  oftm 
repeated,  and  perhaps  still  of^ner  thought) 
that  the  Irish  Catholics  obtained  every 
thing  they  ought  to  have  craved,  when  the 
Relief  BUI  of  1S8S  was  passed,  and  the 
Statute^Book  was  no  longer  a  persecutor. 
Bat  no  greater  error  could  well  exist, 
than  thst  persecution  in  its  efl^cts  ceased 
atonce  with  Its  most promlnantcaute.Aiwell 
might  it  be  szpectea  after  a  storm  hod  been 
raging  in  tha  Bay  of  Biscay,  and  the  vnvee 
running  mountains  high,  that  the  agitation 
ofthe  waters  was  at  onoe  to  subsMe,  and  th« 
vessel  oease  to  roll,  because  the  wind  hnl 
liilled.  He  had  only,  in  conclusion,  to 
return  his  gralefbl  tbankl  to  their  Lord* 
ships  for  the  courtesy  they  had  shown  him. 
The  Earl  of  Skrewtbur^  could  not  allow 
the  aiscussion  to  pass  without  offering  k 
lew  obaervHtions.  This  was  one  of  the 
many  occauons  when  opportunitv  bod  been 
taken  to  villify  and  tradueti  tlie  Roman 
Catholics.  He  could  not  help  feeling 
deeply,  and  censuriog  warmly  the  espree. 
sions  that  Were  contained  in  the  Uetrtian, 
when  describing  the  Romati  Catholic  re^ 
liglnn.  If  they  looked  at  home,  they 
would  And  that  one-third  of  the  popula- 
tf<Mi  of  the  United  Kingdom  cnnststed  nf 
Roman  Catholics  ;  and  if  they  looked 
abroad,  they  would  find  that  100,000,000 
of  their  allies  were  Roman  Catholics,  in- 
habiting the  fotrest,  and  in  some  respects 
the  hanniest— for  it  W8B  free  ftom  ivUgious 
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strife  and  disseorion — the  happiest  portion  I  Of  this,  however,  lie  was  sure,  that  if  the 
c^  Europe.  It  was  surely  to  be  greatly  {  noble  Baron  had  been  present  and  had 
lameDted,  if  noble  Lords  could  not  enter  ;  beard  the  discussion  on  the  subject,  the 
■  that  House  without  hearing  the  religion  j  minority  vould  not  have  had  the  benefit  of 
they  professed  maligned  and  slandered.  .  the  noble  Darou's  vote ;  snd  why  did  he 
That  was  the  principal  reason  why  he  so  I  especially  state  this?  Because,  to  his 
much  abstained  from  attending  their  utter  astoniahment  aud  gri^,  the  Minister 
Lordships'  House.  It  was  high  time  that '  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty's  Government 
such  a  system  should  be  discountenanced  j  had  on  that  occasion  allowed  that  the  n 
and  that  their  Lordships  should  teani  to  [  i 
conduct  themselves    within    the  rules   of  i 


Christian  charity,  which  taught  them 

do  unto  others  as  they  would  wish  others 

to  do  unto  them.'* 

The  Earl  of  JVinckilsta  differed  in  opi- 
nion from  the  two  noble  Lords  opposite 
with  respect  to  one  point,  for  he  bcliered 
that  certain  members  of  the  Homan  Catho- 
lic Church  did  use  their  political  power 
for  the  purpose  of  subverting  the  Protestant 
Establishment,  particularly  in  Ireland,  and 
that  they  never  would  rest  satisfied  until 
that  establishment,  which  had  laid  the 
foundation  of  the  happiness  and  prosperity 
of  the  British  empire,  was  destroyea.  In 
making  that  statement,  he  felt  bound  to 
say,  that  he  fully  appreciated  the  honour- 
able conduct  pursued  by  the  two  noble 
Iiotds  opposite  with  regard  to  the  oath 
they  both  took  on  entering  Parliament. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklom  said,  that  if  the 
petition  contained  a  ungle  allegation 
against  the  honourable  conduct  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite,  and  of  other  persons 
of  his  religion,  connected  with  this  country, 
and  sitting  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia. 
ment,  he  must  state  that  lie  did  not  parti- 
cipate in  the  sentiments  of  the  petitioners 
in  that  respect.  Still,  if  the  noble  Lord, 
and  those  other  hon.  gentlemen  to  whom 
he  had  alluded,  wished  to  stand  well  with 
the  country,  they  must  take  means  to  dis- 
ponnect  themselves  from  that  party  which 
professes  to  be  the  representatives  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland,  and  to  prove 
that  they  did  not  share  the  feeling  which 
avowedly  iuduenced  the  party  to  which  he 
had  just  referred. 

The  Bishop  of  Exeier  had  heard  with 
pleasure  the  noble  Baron  (Stourton)  dis- 
claim any  participation  in  the  view  taken 
of  the  Parliamentary  oath  by  those  Roman 
Catholics  whose  aim  was  the  overturning 


which  he  supported  would  be  a  grave 
serious  discouragement  to  the  Pro- 
testant religion  in  Ireland. 

Viscount  Melbourne  observed,  that  this 
kind  of  partial  quoting  from  former  debates 
was  exceedingly  unfair,  as  it  led  to  partial 
and  incomplete  views  of  a  subject.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  had  just  quoted  a  sen- 
tence in  a  speech  of  his  (Lord  Melbourne}, 
made  in  the  last  Session,  hut  without  the 
context,  which  was  to  the  effect  that  the 
measure  under  consideration  at  that  time 
was  of  iuch  great  and  paramount  im- 
po'rtance,  that,  although  the  inconvenience 
of  it  would  in  some  respects  be  felt,  yet  it 
ought  to  be  adopted.  The  right  rev.  Pre- 
late had,  however,  with  great  unfairness, 
repeated  the  sentence  which  adverted  to 
the  inconvenience,  without  adverting  to 
the  accompanying  reasons  why  it  was  ex- 
pedient that  that  inconvenience  should  be 
borne.  Was  it  not  manifest  that  many 
legislative  propositions  might  comprehend 
one  undesirable  effect,  and  yet,  that  press, 
ing  circumstances  might  render  their  adop- 
tion upon  the  whole  expedient?  Why, 
the  Irish  Church  Temporalities  Bill  was, 
by  the  diminutioD  of  the  number  of  Bishops, 
and  other  iirovisions,  to  a  certain  degree 
discouraging  to  the  Protestant  party  in 
Ireland,  and,  to  the  same  degree,  a  triumph 
to  the  Boman  Catholic  party  in  that  coun- 
try. That  was  an  inconvenience.  But 
their  Lordships  thought  that  there  were 
greater,  more  important,  and  overbalanciag 
considerations,  which  rendered  it  expedient 
and  necessary  that  that  measure  should 
be  passed  into  a  law.  In  fact,  in  almost 
all  great  national  questions,  it  became 
necessary  to  consider  on  which  side  was 
the  balance  of  inconvenicuo:  and  evil. 

The  Earl  of  Shretptlivry,  with  reference 
to  the  Bill  to  which  allusion  had  beeu 
made  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  expressed 


the  weakening  of  the  Protestant  establish-  ;  his  conviction  that  tlie  only  object  which  the 
ment  of  this  country.  The  noble  Lord  promoters  of  that  Bill  had  had  in  view  was 
said,  that  ha  had  given  his  proxy  to  the  |  to  carry  into  effect  the  resolution  of  Pitrlia- 
Ministers;  andmosthonoural>ly  and  wisely  ment  years  before,  that  tithes  should  be 
miglit  he,  by  anticipation,  do  so,  knowing  extinguished  in  Ireland, 
that  those  Ministers  were  sworn  to  defend  i  Petition  to  lie  on  the  table, 
the  interests  of  the  Protestant  Cliurch.  ( 
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CoBPOBATioNS  (Tsxlanh)  Misbepbe- 
SBNTATION.]  Lord  Lyndkurst  presented  a 
petitiou  from  Rochdale,  id  faroiir  of  the 
Irish  Municipal  Corporation  Beform  Bill, 
as  amended  by  the  House  of  Lords.  Their 
Lordsliipa  would,  perhaps,  allow  him  to 
take  the  opportuoity  of  saying  a  few  words 
OD  B  nibject  personal  to  himself.  There 
were  two  descriptions  of  misrepresentatioD. 
The  one  was  of  the  words  used  bv  a 
speaker ;  the  other  of  tlic  sense  in  waJch 
they  were  used,  and  of  their  application  to 
his  argument.  The  latter  species  of  mis- 
reprcseolatioD  was  more  artful  and  more 
mischievous  than  the  former,  because  it 
was  not  so  easily  detected  and  exposed. 
Such  minrepresentation,  whether  of  the 
one  kind  or  of  the  other — whether  it  pro- 
ceeded ham  a  demagogue  on  the  hustings, 
a  hired  mercenary,  who  had  not  toaptly 
described  himself  as  speaking  daggers,  but 
using  none,  and  as  one  whose  weapons 
were  words,  or  from  a  Minister  of  State,  in 
his  place  in  the  Senate,  could  not  but  be 
considered  by  every  fair  and  honourable 
mind,  he  would  not  say  contemptible,  but 
in  the  higlicst  degree  reprehensible  and 
unwarrnniable.  The  time  would,  huwerur, 
when,  having  heard  all    thi 


or  explanation.  The  present  was  not  the 
proper  time  or  opportunity  for  such  an 
eKpliination ;  and  he  would,  therefore, 
satisfy  himself  for  the  present  with  ap- 
pealing to  the  recollection  of  those  of  their 
Lordships  who  had  done  him  the  honour 
of  attending  to  his  words. 

Bishopric  of  Duhbam.]  Oo  the  Order 
of  the  Day  for  receiving  the  Report  on  the 
Bishopric  of  Durham  Bill  with  Amend- 
ments, 

The  Man^uess  of  Lansdomne  observed, 
that  his  original  impression  was,  that  the 
Courts  of  Pleas  and  Chancery  in  the 
Bishopricof  Durham,  ought  to  be  abolished; 
but  that  further  inquiry  was  previously 
necessary.  With  a  view  of  facilitating  that 
inquiry,  and  at  the  same  time  of  preventing 
any  delay  in  the  abolition  of  those  Courts, 
should  it  be  deemed  ex{)edieiit  to  abolish 
them,  he  should  propose  to  their  Lordships 
to  adopt  the  suggestion  which  bad  been 
made  by  a  soble  and  learned  Ijord,  and  to 
transfer  the  jurisdiction  of  the  county 
palatine  of  Durham  from  the  Bishop  to  the 
Crown.  That  would  enable  the  Crown, 
after  the  inquiry  was  terminated,  to  deal 
'ith  the  CoutU  in  qucatio 


charges  which  could  be   brought  against ;  stances  might  warrant.  He  begged,  there- 
' '    ,  he  should   have   an   opportunity  of  >  fore,  to  be  understood,  that  though  he  pro- 


answering  them,  of  exposing  their  author, 
and  of  proving  their  utiir  futility,  whether 
they  had  reference  to  what  he  might  have 
said  at  the  bar  of  the  House,  or  trhat  he 
might  have  said  standing  in  his  place 
among  their  Lordships. 

Viscount  Melbourne  hoped  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  would  he  able  to  defend 
nr  explain  the  expressions  to  which  he  had 
alluded.  Considering  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  case — considering  tlie  great  station 
which  the  noble  and  leurncd  Lord  had 
occupied  in  the  State — considering  his 
hi^^h  abilities,  and  bis  eminent  qualifica- 
tions, he  nevtr  experienced  more  surprise, 
or  sorrow,  or  deeper  feelings  of  regret,  witli 
reference  both  to  the  interests  of  their 
Lordships  and  to  the  interests  of  the 
country,  than  at  the  speech  which  he  con- 
reived  he  had  heard  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  nn  the  occasion  in  question. 

Lord  Li/nd/turH  replied,  tliat  to  those 
noble  Lords  who  had  heard  him  on  that 
occasion,  he  was  quite  sure  that  no  ex- 
planation whatever  was  necessary.  The 
noble  Viscount  must  have  suspended  his 
attention  to  what  had  fallen  from  him 
(Lord  Lyndhurst)  on  that  occasion,  or  he 
would  not  have  »aid,  that  it  requiied  defence 


posed  to  strike  out  of  the  Bill  the  clauses 
which  abolished  the  Court  of  Pleas  and  the 
Court  of  Chancery  (there  was  no  doubt  that 
the  County  Courts  ought  to  be  abolished), 
he  did  not  by  that  proposition  mean  it  to  he 
inferred,  that  it  was  essential  to  continue 
the  existence  of  those  Courts  further  than 
the  inquiry  might 'prove  to  be  expedient. 

The  Marquess  of  Londondei-ry  was  glad 
that  his  Majesty's  Government  had  at 
length  condescended  to  look  into  the  Bill. 
They  now  perceived  thatnhat  he  had  stat-ed 
on  the  subject  was  well  founded.  Tlia 
last  clause  of  the  Bill  it  seemed,  however, 
was  to  be  retained.  To  that  clause  he 
entertained  bo  strong  an  objection,  that  it 
was  h  s  intention  to  move  that  it  be  ex- 
punged. Its  adoption  would  open  a  door 
to  what  was  called  Ecclesiastical  Refonn, 
which  their  Lordships  would  find  it  difficult 
again  to  shut. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  observed,  that  the 
last  clause  of  the  Bill  had  already  been 
fully  discussed  and  satisfactorily  ex[3ained. 
There  was  now  a  large  property  belonging 
to  the  see  of  Durham.  But  certain  por- 
tions of  that  revenue  were  to  be  taken  away 
for  the  purpose  of  being  applied  to  other 
ecclesiastical  purpoaes,    Tbm  was  now  bo 
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renieDt,  however,  to  allow  the  see  to  remain 
vacant.  But  if  a  Bishop  of  Durham  were 
to  be  appointed,  without  the  adoption  of 
the  last  clauK  in  th«  Bill,  it  would  be  an 
extnordinary  thing  first  to  invest  the 
Bishop  with  all  the  revenue  of  the  see,  and 
then  to  take  awajr  a  portion  of  it.  The  sole 
object  of  the  clause  to  which  the  nohle 
Marquess  objected,  was  to  declare  that 
although  the  Biehop  to  be  appointed  to  the 
see  of  Durham  was  to  have  all  the  revenues 
of  the  see,  yet  that  that  arrangement 
should  be  subject  to  any  alteration  that 
Parliament  might  subsequently  think 
proper  to  adopt.  With  respect  to  the 
Courts  of  Pleas  and  Chancery  sufficient 
information  had  not  been  obtained.  When 
that  information  was  furnished,  they  would 
be  dealt  with    as  circumstances    should 

Lord  Abinger  concurred  generally  in  the 
proposition  <n  the  noble  Fttsident  of  the 
Council.  He  (Lord  Abinger)  had  drawn 
up  a  short  clause  to  effect  that  which  it 
was  proposed  to  effect  by  a  long  clause, 
that  had  been  introduced  into  the  Bill. 
But  he  wished  to  guard  himself  against 
being  responsible  for  the  latter. 

Ixird  EUenborough  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Act  for  the  regulation  of  the 
revenues  of  the  see  of  Durham  was  to  have 
a  retrospective  effect;  or,  in  other  words, 
whether  it  was  to  have  date  firom  the  time 
of  its  passing,  or  from  the  day  of  the  ap> 
pointment  of  the  new  Bishop.  Tn  his 
opinion  it  would  be  better,  for  the  sake  of 
uniformity,  that  the  diminution  of  the 
revenues  should  commence  from  the  passi  ng 
of  the  Act. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  repeated 
the  objections  he  bad  on  the  former  debates 
urged  against  the  laat'clause,and  contended, 
that  the  observations  of  the  right  reverend 
Prelate,  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury, 
wherein  he  proclaimed  himself  the  advo- 
ate  of  vested  rights,  supported  the  view 
he  took  of  that  clause, 

The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  alto- 
gether differed  from  the  noble  Maiqiiess  in 
the  conclusion  he  drew  from  his  oWrva- 
tions  on  a  former  debate.  It  was  because 
he  was  the  advocate  of  vested  rights  that 
lie  approved  of  the  last  clause  of  the  Bill. 
That  clause  intimated  a  determination  on 
the  part  of  Parliament,  not  to  allow  a  vested 
right  to  accrue,  which — should  they  how- 
erer  resolve  upon  carrying  into  effect  the 
recommendatKms  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
ninionen— thef  would  bare  to  meddle 


with,  and  therefore  it  had  his  entire 
sanction.  With  respect  to  the  date  from 
'hence  the  diminution  should  take  efiect, 
;  was  his  opinion,  that  it  should  be  the 
day  of  the  demise  of  the  late  Bishop. 
That,  however,  was  a  point  for  further 
consideration. 

Lord  Dtntnan  regretted,  that  the  Bill 
IS  not  likely  to  pass  in  the  shape  in  which 
it  had  reached  that  House,  as  he  thou^t 
that  it  was  most  desirable  that  the  ad- 
ministration of  Durham  should  be  assimi- 
lated in  Durham  as  in  every  other  county 
of  England.  In  defsrenoe,  however,  to  tha 
wishes  of  his  Majesty's  Government,  and, 
as  lie  understood  it,  of  the  House  generally, 
he  was  prepared  to  admit,  that  it  would  be 
improper  to  proceed  to  the  destruction  of 
any  existing  Court  of  justice,  without  the 
ordeal  of  a  previous  inquiry.  He  hoped 
however,  that  that  inquiry  would  not  meet 
with  any  delay,  BO  that  a  settlement  of  the 
Question  might  take  place  in  the  present 
Session.  Much  had  been  said  of  the  local 
advantages  derived  by  the  county  of  Dur- 
ham from  the  holding  of  palatinate  Courts, 
but  as  far  as  his  means  of  information  went, 
those  advantaecB  were  imaginary.  Tbdr 
Lordships,  perBaps.werenotawaretbut  those 
Courts  held  their  sittings  for  the  most  part 
in  London.  It  was  only  on  Friday  evening 
last  that  the  Palatinate  Court  of  King's 
Bench  of  Durham  (of  which  he  chanced  l« 
be  Chief  Justice)  sat  in  his  chamber  at 
Sergeants'- Inn.  It  therefore  appeared  to 
him  to  be  a  very  odd  kind  of  local  advantage 
that  was  derived  by  the  inhabitants  of  the 
county  of  Durham.  Of  the  Durham  Court 
of  Chancery  he  knew  little ;  but  he  required 
nothing  more  than  what  had  been  stated 
in  tiiat  House  to  arrive  at  the  coticlnsion 
that,  practically,  that  Court  could  be  of 
very  little  use  to  theinhabitants  of  Durham. 
It  had  been  stated,  that  the  most  eminent 
member!  of  the  Chancery  bar  presided 
over  that  Court.  If  so,  it  was  obvious  that 
its  business  must  be  principally  transacted 
in  the  law  chambers  in  London,  and  that, 
for  all  good  purposes,  it  might  as  well  be 
disposed  of  at  Westminster.  He  regretted 
much  that  the  protent  opportunity  of 
assimilating  the  administration  of  justice 
in  the  county  of  Durham  to  that  in  force 
throughout  the  kingdom,  had  not  been 
more  unanimously  agreed  upon ;  but  he 
confidently  hoped  nothing  but  the  result  of 
a  solemn  and  deliberate  inquiry  would 
induce  Parliament  to  reject  the  proposition 
originatlr  contained  in  the  Bill  to  tAtyfi, 
I  general  anifinmiity  of  procesi. 


Mr.  Gore  Jmtt—  (Jdnb  10}        The  Derby  Maffiatralet. 


The  Marqneu  of  Lanadowne  said,  that 
in  compliance  with  the  suggcatlotia  which 
had  heen  made  to  him,  he  had  no  ohjectibo 
to  omit  In  the  present  Bill  the  clause  re. 
spectio;  Coroners,  on  condition  that,  if 
further  inquiry  proved  favourahle  to  its 
adoption,  it  might  be  inserted  in  the 
ApfRO[^tioB    of   the   See    of   Durham 


Report  agreed  to  vith  eraendments. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Friday,  June  [0,  1836. 

Minnm.]  PHItkmi  prbdM.  Bj  mcnl  Hsh.  If  MiniH, 
ttiHB  Tulaui  PlHH,  tot  Ibe  HouH  ID  Adlm  to  the  Pn>- 
lUicoi  of  Uh  MuDldiK]  Caiponfoni'  llnlud)  Bill,  u 
oriEiDAllj  puiHl  bylhem — By  KTm]  Hdk.  UiitUBi, 
fenm  mtau  PlHO,  fbr  AboUUm  of  THlw  (Inlrnd).— By 
llr.  Jiaui  Fraum  ud  Mr.  Hahdlit,  from  wioui 
PlacM,  tfiMit  the  pKtorJi*'  tct  Amcnlaienl  BilL — Bj 
tersnl  Hon.  Miubirb.  flam  Tukiiu  PIkh,  i^mt 
in  BUL— Bt  Hi.  Puii»>- 


IBIIII,  (tOD  Tuloiu  FIMOi 
lot  Ainuuoa  oi  tuds  {imaodj. 

Mb.  Gork  Jonks— Thb  Dkbbt  Ma- 
OiBTHATES.]  Viscount  Morpeth,  in  riung 
to  present  a  Petition  frotn  the  Derrj  Mit- 
ffistrates,  had  to  apologise  to  the  gentlemen 
bj  whom  it  wa«  ngned,  as  well  oi  to  the 
hon.  Baronet  oppoute  (Sir  R.  BateMn),  for 
the  delay  which  had  occurred  in  its  pre- 
sentation. The  petititA  had  been  by  some 
accident  mialaid  in  the  office,  and  he  re- 
gretted exceedingly  that  auch  a  circum- 
stance shonld  have  oecurrad.  The  petition 
wu  as  follows : — 
"  To  the  right  honounble  and  honourable  the 

Knighti,  CitiuDS,  and  Burgesses  in  Parlia- 

insnt  assembled, 
"  Ibe  humbla  Petition  of  ibe  undersigned  Ma- 

^■tratss   of  the  Barooy  of  LougbiDsholleQ 

in  the  County  of  liondoaderry,  Ireland, 


House  on  the  subject  of  Orange  Lodges  in  Ire- 
land by  Mr.  John  Gore  Jones,  a  stipendiary 
magistrate,  lately  stationed  in  this  neighbour- 
hood, nljo  had  asserted  as  matters  of  &t  that 
yoar  petitioners  are  partial  magistrates — that 
they  are  partisans — that  the  country  has  no 
confidence  in  tfaem,  and  that  tbey  are  Orange- 
men. 

"  That  when  yonr  petitioners  heard  of  this 
evidence  baring  been  given  before  your 
Honourable  House,  they  met  together,  by 
requisition  from  the  Lieutenant  of  their 
County,  for  the  purpose  of  considering  what 
they  should  do ;  and  as  it  appeared  that 
Mr.  Josei  was  protected  by  the  privilege  of 
Parliament  from  an  action  at  law,  for  any 
evidence  given  before  a  Committee  of  vour 
boDourable  House,  your  petitioners  had  no 
OUTse  left  fot  them  to  pQnoe,bui  to  coutia- ' 


'  diet,  in  the  Ibllest  and  most  decided  manner, 
the  statements  contained  in  such  evidence,  to 
far  as  ragarded  them,  which  they  did. 

"  That  jour  petitioners  applied  through  the 
Liautenaol  of  the  couoty,  to  nis  excellency  the 
Lord-Iieutenanl,  to  cause  an  investigation  to 
be  made  into  the  statements  cootaincd  in  Mr. 
Jones's  evidence,  which  his  SscellencydecUoel 
granting,  on  the  grounds  that  Mr.  Jones,  had 
iDliroated  his  intention  of  ptoceediw  by  action 
against  your  petiliooers,  for  an  alleged  libel 
contained  in  their  resolutions. 

"That  your  petitioners  again  memorialed  hii 
Excellency,  staliog  tbe  peculiar  hardship  of 
their  case;  that  Mr.  Jones  was  protected  by 
the  privilege  of  Parliament,  from  any  legal 
proceedings  on  the  part  of  yonr  peliUoners, 
and  your  petitioners  humbly  prayea  of  his  E:^ 
cellency  to  lake  their  case  into  further  con- 
sideration. 

"  That  in  consequence  of  Ibis,  his  Excellent 
removed  Mr.  Jones  from  this  district,  and  re< 
commended  your  petitioners  to  have  their  case 
submitted  to  your  honourable  House. 

"  Relying'  on  the  justice  of  your  honourable 
House,  your  petitioners  humbly  pray,  that 
your  hODOurable  House  will  be  pleased  to  order 
a  copy  of  the  correspondence  between  his 
Excellency  the  X«rd  Lieutenant  and  yonr  pe- 
tiiiouers,  together  with  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
John  Gore  Jones,  before  the  Commillee  on 
Orange  Lodges,  to  be  laid  before  you,  from 
which  your  petitioners  hope  your  bouourabla 
House  will  see  sufficient  grounds  to  direct  a 
competent  person  to  bs  sent  to  this  district, 
to  inquire  into  the  truth  of  the  allegations 
made  against  your  petitioners,  by  Mr.  Jones, 
in  bis  evidence  before  said  Committee,  and 
also  into  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Jooes,  nhilst 
stationed  in  this  district  as  a  stipendiary 
magistrate. 

And  your  petitioners  will  pray.     (Signed) 

Willim  Unox  CuDniugham,  J.P^  DX.; 
Rowley  Miller,  J.P.j  John  Waddy,  J.P. ;  H. 
J.  Heyland,  J.P.i  H.  B.  Hunter,  J.P. ;  John 
R. Miller, J.P.;  A.  Spotswood.J.P.;  William 
Gruves,  J.P. ;  George  William  Blatbwayl^ 
J.P.;  John  Hill,  J.P.;  John  Stevenson,  J.P. ; 
James  Clarke,  J.P." 

He  felt  bound  to  sar,  that  Mr.  Gore 
Jones  had,  in  many  instances,  proved 
himself  a  good  and  efficient  public  officer, 
but  in  justice  to  the  msgistiates  alluded  to 
in  the  evidence  given  by  Mr.  Jones,  he 
must  say,  that  tbe  censure  contained  in 
that  evidence  was  of  a  very  unmeasured  and 
indiscriminate  character,  and  was  not  de- 
served by  these  gentlemen.  The  Govern- 
ment did  not  make  any  complaint  against 
these  ma^trates — and  he  had  every  dis- 
position to  believe  that  the  magistrates  in 
question  discharged  their  duties  fairly  and 
conscientiously.  Moreover,  us  a  practical 
proof  that  the  Qoyernfflent  did  sot  adopt 
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t)i«  cbaTges  as  true,  they  bare  Temovcd 
Mr.  Gore  Jooei  from  the  county  of  Lon- 
donderry ;  and  although  it  was  not  the 
intention  of  Government  ultirnately  to 
remove  him  from  the  police  altogether, 
they  have  not  as  yet  appointed  him  to  any 
other  situation.  If  the  Committee  before 
whom  the  evidence  had  been  given  were 
Dov  silting,  he  thought  the  magistrates 


had  fair  grounds  for  demanding  permis- 
Mon  to  go  into  a  rebutting  case.  As,  how- 
ever, that  Committee  had  closed  its  ia- 
boura,  and  as  the  circumstances  complained 
of  occurred  in  another  session  of  Parlia- 
ment, be  law  no  reasonable  ground  for 
granting  the  prayer  of  the  petition  respect- 
ing the  inquiry.  Besides,  as  the  Orange 
body  no  longer  existed — as  they  had 
dissolved  themselves  in  a  most  creditable 
manner  to  the  heads  of  that  institution — 
and  he  should  never  lose  an  opportunity 
of  bearing  his  testimony  in  favour  of  thr  " 
conduct — lie  did  hope,  under  all  the  c 
cumstances  of  the  Case,  that  the  matter 
would  not  be  pressed  farther. 

Sir  Robert  Bateson,  as  one  of  the  repre- 
■entauves  for  the  county  I^indonderry 
begged  to  offer  a  few  remarks  to  thi 
House.  With  regard  to  the  grievance  of 
which  the  pelilioneri  coraplai 
hoped  that  a  portion  of  that  j^ 
which  the  House  heard  so  much  might  be 
extended  to  them,  and  that  their  conduct, 
as  magistratet,  would  be  fully  and  fairly 
investimted.  With  regard  to  the  delay 
which  nad  occurred  in  the  presentation 
the  petition,  be  had  no  wish  to  impute 
improper  motives  to  the  noble  Lord  in 
keeping  it  back;  and  he  was  sure  he  was 
but  speaking  the  sentiments  of  all  the  Irish 
members  who  had  occasion  to  have  com- 
munications with  the  noble  Lord,  when 
■aid  that  they  were  invariably  treated  with 
the  greatest  courtesy  and  attention.  The 
origin  of  the  complaint  preferred  by  the 
magistrates  of  Deny,  who  signed  the  pe- 
tition, was  as  follows: — Mr.  Gore  Jones 
was  examined  as  a  wilness  befon 
Orange  Committee,  which  lat  last  se 
That  person  in  the  course  of  his  evidence 
preferred  grave  and  deliberate  charges 
against  the  magistrates  in  (|uestioi 
accused  them  all  of  being  Orangei 
being  violent  party  men,  end, 
he  distinctly  accused  them  of  not  doing 
justice  at  their  petty  sessions.  When  the 
magistrates  heard  of  this  they  communi- 
cated with  Lord  Oarvagh,  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Uu  county,    A  meetiag  of  the 
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magistrates  of  the  baronjr  was  held,  and 
resolutions  were  entered  into,  demanding 
inquiry.  The  meeting  came  to  resolutions, 
a  copy  of  which  he  held  in  his  hand.  It 
appeared  that  Mr.  Gore  Jones,  in  the 
course  of  his  examination  before  the  Com- 
mittee, was  asked  the  following  question  : 
— "  Arc  there  many  of  the  magistrates  in 
that  district  avowed  or  reputed  Orange- 
men?— I  should  sny  the  whole  of  them 
were,  that  is  my  belief."  With  respect  to 
the  proce.'isions,  Mr.  G.  Jones  was  asked — 
"  Have  the  magistrates,  on  these  proces- 
sion days,  attended  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
charging  their  duty  in  suppressing  thoaa 
processions  after  the  Act  became  the  law 
of  the  land? — I  never  beard  of  any  doing 
it.  In  that  district? — Never."  Now 
what  would  the  House  think  of  the  vera- 
city of  this  Mr.  Gore  Jones  when  he 
stated  that  not  one  of  these  eleven  gentle- 
men was  at  the  time  or  ever  had  been  an 
Orangeman — with  the  exception  of  one 
who  had  belonged  to  the  ' 
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had  never 
Mr.  Gore  Jones,  it  ap- 
ith  respDct  to  the 
to  was  asked  the  follow- 
'  Have  yoti  attended  the 
petty  sessions  frequently  ?— Always,  I 
make  a  rule  never  to  be  absent  from  any 
petty  sessions  within  my  reach."  His 
answer  was  explicit  enough.  But  what 
would  the  House  think  of  this  person,  when 
he  (Sir  R.  B.)  informed  tbem  that  the 
proceedings  of  the  magistrate!  at  these 
sessions  was  matter  of  record,  and  in  re- 
ferring lo  these  records  it  was  discovered 
that,  at  that  time,  he  had  been  two  years 
at  Por^lenone,  and  had  attended  only 
twice  at  Kilrea,  once  at  Maghera,  once  at 
Magherafelt,  and  never  at  Moneymove. 
The  magislrales  called  upon  him  to  pro- 
duce the  evidence  upon  which  he  grounded 
his  opinion  of  ihem;  and  as  be  did  not 
comply,  they  felt  justified,  individually  and 
collectively,  in  s«yin«  that  his  slatemeiits 
were  not  only  not  founded  in  fact,  but 
were  diiect  falsehoods.  Hie  noble  Lord 
had  stated,  Ihst  Government  did  not 
impute  any  blame  to  the  magistrates,  but 
he  wished  he  had  gone  further,  and  said 
that  there  was  not  a  tittle  of  evidence  to 
support  the  charge  made  by  Mr.  Gore 
Jones.  That  person  was  the  paid  agent 
of  the  Government,  and  the  Government 
was,  therefore,  answerable  for  his  conduct. 
It  was  well  known  that  if  any  charge, 
however  trivial,  wai  preferred  pgtinit  4 
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magHtrate,  no  matter  how  iDfamoua  the 
character  of  the  accuser  might  be,  an 
inveiligation  waa  immediately  ordered  by 
(he  Governmeat.  But  here  were  eleven 
gentlemen  whose  characters  were  maligned 
— eievea  gentlemen  of  high  station,  and 
of  both  parlies— Tor  there  were  Whiga  and 
Tories  amoDgst  them,  whote  conduct  has 
been  publicly  assailed,  and  yet  an  inquiry 
has  been  refused.  Mr.  Gore  Jones 
threatened  the  magistrates  with  a  prose- 
cution for  libel.  The  magistrates  courted 
inquiry  even  in  that  way,  but  as  he  did 
not  proceed  wilh  his  action,  the  magis- 
trates felt  that  there  was  no  way  left  them 
but  to  demand  inquiry  from  the  House  of 
Commons,  in  order  to  free  themselves 
from  all  slain.  Those  gentlemen  who  had 
been  so  wantonly  assailed,  were  ready  to 
prove  before  any  tribunal  that  there  was 
not  one  particle  of  truth  to  sustain  the 
accusation.  The  noble  Lord  stated,  that 
he  had  removed  this  person  from  the  dis- 
trict, but  that  it  was  not  intended  to  dis- 
miss him.  If  he  had  acted  improperly  in 
the  county  Derry  he  was  unRt  to  hold  a 
situation  any  wliere  else — and  if  properly, 
ibe  magistrntes  ought  tu  have  been  deprived 
of  their  commissions.  He  should  not  have 
entered  upon  this  branch  of  the  question 
had  not  the  noble  Lord  said,  that  Mr. 
Jones  was  a  useful  officer.  He  had  never 
seen  Mr.  Gore  Jones  in  his  life,  bat  he 
had  no  hesitution  in  saying  that  his  con- 
duct as  a  stipendiary  magistrate  was  most 
tyrannical  and  illegal.  He  had  acted  on 
more  than  one  occasion  in  a  most  illegal 
manner — he  had  taken  the  law  into  his 
own  bands,  and  set  the  opinions  of  the 
magistrates  ai  defiance.  On  the  13lh  of 
July  last  he  went  into  the  town  of  Bellaghy 
ana  took  two  guns  from  a  man  of  the 
name  of  Kennedy — one  a  registered  gun 
and  the  other  a  yeomanry  musket.  He 
committed  a  most  wanton  outrage  upon 
the  man,  and  struck  him  with  a  stick. 
Luckily  this  happcocd  during  the  time  of 
divine  service,  when  the  people  were 
absent,  or  it  was  bard  to  say  what  might 
have  been  tiie  result.  He  went  on  the 
13lh  of  July  into  the  town  of  Kilrea,  wit 
a  party  of  military.  He  was  told  by  Mr. 
Waddy,  a  magistrate,  that  there  was  no 
apprehension  of  any  disturbance.  Mr. 
Jones,  however,  in  a  most  intemperate 
manner,  followed  the  Orangemen,  a  colli- 
sion ensued,  stones  were  thrown,  and  one 
of  the  officers  was  struck  wilh  a  stone. 
Eleven  or  twelve  respectable  farmers  were 
taken  up  and  tried  before  Batqii  Penne- 


father.  It  was  proved  upon  liw  trial 
distinctly,  that  no  riot  or  distufbance 
whatever  would  have  taken  place  if  Hr. 
Jones  had  not  interfered.  It  was  he,  in 
fact,  created  the  riot,  and  the  Judge  in 
his  chaise  to  the  jury  stated  that  on  riot 
would  have  taken  place  but  for  him.  The 
men  were,  of  course,  acquitted,  and  per- 
mitted to  return  to  theii  homes.  This 
was  but  one  of  many  instances  in  which 
Mr.  Jones  had  acted  most  improperly. 
He  apprehended  three  men  of  the  name 
of  Patterson,  on  suspicion  of  having  com- 
mitted an  outrage  in  a  burial  ground.  He 
took  the  first  two  magistrates'  horsea,  and 
conveyed  them  into  the  county  of  Aatrim. 
He  detained  them  prisoners  two  nights 
and  three  days,  examined  them  on  oath 
respecting  the  outrage,  and  also  respecting 
some  gunpowder  and  two  guns  he  found 
in  Patterson's  house.  They  were  dis- 
charged without  trial.  Patterson  said,  he 
got  the  powder  from  Hall,  of  Bellaghy, 
who  he  afterwards  summoned  before  him 
for  having  sold  gunpowder,  and  convicted 
him,  which  he  had  no  right  to  do.  He 
committed  him  to  gaol,  there  to  abide  for 
six  months,  or  pay  a  penalty  of  twenty 
pounds.  The  men  afterwards  memorialed 
the  Lord-Lieutenant,  and  were  liberated. 
He  was  sorry  to  trouble  the  House  at  such 
length,  but  when  the  characters  of  highly 
respectable  gentlemen  were  assailed,  he 
thought  it  was  not  too  much  for  the  noble 
Lord  either  to  graut  inquiry  or  publicly 
state  that  the  accusations  were  totally 
unfounded. 

Captain  Jones  coincided  in  all  that  had 
fallen  from  his  lion.  Colleague.  The 
public  notice  which  he  had  no  doubt 
would  be  taken  of  what  occurred  that 
night  would,  he  thought,  be  sufficient  10 
show  bow  completely  unsupporled  the 
charges  were. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Factories.]  Lord  Ashley  begged  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  Govern- 
ment to  take  any  further  proceedings  in 
the  Factory  Bill  ? 

Mr.  Poulett  Thonuon  said,  that  he  had 
allowed  the  measure  to  drop,  it  not  being 
the  intention  of  Government  to  persevere 
with  it.  After  the  division  of  the  other 
night,  it  seemed  to  them  that  it  would  be 
extremely  difHcuU  to  carry  the  Bill;  and 
if  it  were  finally  carried,  it  would  only  bs 
against  the  sense  of  so  large  a  body  of  ihe 
Hquk,  at  to  retidei  any  effort  9f  uie  kint) 
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unadvimble.  In  withdrawing  the  Bill, 
however,  he  begged  to  lay,  that  he  con- 
udered  the  reipeniibility  to  rest  wiUi  the 
Heuis  of  CoDunona. 

Sir  Fkkdikioe  Tkbnch  amd  Mk. 
HioBT  Waion.]  The  Sptatar  said,  I 
beg  leave,  before  the  House  proceeds  to 
amy  further  bnainen,  to  drew  their  atten- 
tion to  the  ipeclal  Report,  which  has  been 
thia  day  made,  fVom  the  Comrniitee  on 
the  South  Durham  Railway  Bill. 

[The  Report  was  read.] 

The  Sptaker:  Of  the  two  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  were  ordered  by  this  House  to 
attend  in  their  places  Torthwith,  one  hon. 
Oenlleman,  the  Member  Tor  Scarborough, 
is  now  preseel.  I  am  inrormed  that  a 
mesKDger  has  been  sent  to  (he  residence 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich,  and  not 
finding  him  at  home,  the  messenger  has 
been  directed  to  wait  his  return,  that  he 
may  serve  him  with  the  notice  to  attend 
in  bis  place  forthwith.  In  the  mean  time 
it  ii  my  duty,  without  enlering  upon  the 
merits  of  the  question,  to  call  upon  the 
hon.  Member  who  is  in  his  place,  to  give 
the  House  an  assurance  that,  as  Far  as  he 
is  concerned,  the  affair  shall  not  proceed 
any  further  until  both  Members  are  in 
their  places  in  the  House. 

Sir  Frederick  Trench:  I  will  briefly 
state  to  Iha  House  the  circumstances  as 
tbey  occurred,  and  the  position  in  which  I 
am  placed.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Ipswich  had  made  a  very  absurd 
motion  in  the  South  Durham  Railway 
Committee,  a  resolution  which,  as  it  ap- 
.peared  to  me,  was  nut  only  very  absurd — 

Mr.  Lamblon :  I  rise  to  order,  and  to 
suggest,  that  in  the  absence  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich,  it  would  be  better  to 
abstain  from  any  statement  as  to  what  has 
taken  place. 

The  Speaker:  The  House  having  had 
this  matter  reported  to  them,  are  bound 
to  take  cognizance  of  the  facts.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  being  in  his  place,  I 
call  upon  him,  without  entering  mto  the 
question,  to  give  his  assurance  that  he 
will  not,  so  far  as  he  is  concerned,  be  a 
party  to  any  hostile  proceedings  in  conse- 
quence of  what  has  occurred  between 
himself  and  Mr.  Wason. 

Sir  FrederieA  Trench:  I  have  no  diffi- 
culty whatever,  Sir,  in  submitting  myself 
to  your  judgment  and  that  of  the  House; 
■nrf  I  hn«i>  dmihlA  nUaaure  in  dninc  so  on 


quire  that  I  should  take  any  further  no- 
tice of  the  matter. 
Subjeot  wBi  dropped. 

MuNioTFAL  Corporations  (Irblaki)) 
Lords'  Ahrndurnts — Adjoubkrd  dh- 
batb.J  On  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  re- 
suming the  Adjoumad  Debate  on  the 
qaestion  of  disagreeing  to  the  Lord^ 
Amendments  to  the  Corporation  Bill  for 
Ireland,  having  been  read, 

Mr.  Sharman  Crawford  Bald,  he  hoped 
that  he  should  not  be  considisred  pre- 
sumptuous if  he  stated  thus  early  hia 
sentiments  upon  the  question.  He  had 
been  intrusted  with  various  petitions  from 
Catholics  and  Protestants  praying  tho 
House  to  reject  the  Amendments  of  the 
Lords,  and  to  those  petitiena  lie  waa 
anxious  to  do  justice ;  hut  he  reauired 
peculiar  indulgence,  because  he  could  not 
concur  in  the  proposition  made  on  either 
side  of  the  House.  He  wan  himself  a  Pro- 
testant, and  naturally  felt  anxions  for  tha 
welfare  of  the  Church.  But  he  could  not 
conceal  from  himself  that  the  means  taken 
by  the  Protestant  interest  to  maintain  its 
ascendancy  had  been  the  cause  nf  all  the 
great  evils  of  Ireland.  The  Bill  as  toi- 
ginally  intioduced  by  his  Majesty's  Go. 
vemment,  went  to  destroy  that  moaopolv 
of  power  in  the  Corporations  of  Ireland, 
which  the  Protestants  bad  so  long  enjoyed. 
In  the  commeocemeot  of  the  Session  an 
amendment  was  moved  by  hon.  Gentla- 
men  on  the  opposition  aids  of  the  House, 
with  the  view  of  omitting  from  the  Address 
that  passage  which  s|>oke  of  the  necessity 
of  giving  equal  municipal  rights  to  Ireland, 
as  had  been  given  to  England  and  Scot- 
land. That  amendment  was  negatived  by 
a  majority  in  this  House,  but  a  similar 
amendment  was  adopted  by  a  still  ^ater 
majority  in  the  other  House.  Ministers 
afterwards  introduced  a  Bill  which  went 
to  establish  fifty  Municipal  Corporations  for 
Ireland.  That  Bill  was  sent  up  to  the 
Lords,  though  it  was  known  that  the 
Lords  would  reject  it.  The  Lords  did  not 
reject  the  whole  Bill,  but  they  rejected  its 
pnnciple  by  abolishing  all  Municipal  Cor- 
porations in  Ireland.  But  now  nis  Ma- 
-"'-f's  Ministers  proposed  that  twelve  towns 
1  have  Municipal  Corporations  instead 
of  fifty  ;  thus  annihilating  no  less  than 
thirty-eight  Corporations.  He  asked  whe- 
ther this  was  sustaining  the  decision  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  or  whether  ii  was  not 
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Kit  ware  to  bn  left  to  Uis  provisions  of 
ttw  9lh  Gooi^  4th.  If  that  Statute  wen 
snfBdeiit  for  the  thirty-eight  CorpmKtionB, 
why  wn  It  not  kIio  sufficient  for  the 
twein  ^  Aocotdieg  to  the  stftteinent  of  the 
noble  Loid,  ftmr  towns  with  a  populatitm 
of  10,000,  and  four  trtben  with  s  popula- 
tion of  9,000  peraoDfli  wore  excluded  from 
the  twelve  privileged  Corporstfnns ;  vat 
Derry  with  only  10,000,  and  Carrii&Ar- 
gna  with  only  8,000,  were,  for  some  in- 
eenptehenaiblfl  reason,  included.  The 
l^rest  use  of  a  Coiporation  owsiBtiitg  of  a 
mayor  and  oouncil  was,  that  the  inhabit, 
ants  might  annually  have  the  means  of 
exm^aaing  their  opioioaa.  This  he  would 
aw  wholeeoine  agitation ;  but  it  would  not 
exist  fai  the  towns  left  under  the  ttroviaions 
<rf  the  9th  of  George  4th.  The  proposition 
of  the  noble  l.ord  would  canse  a  colHiioa 
with  the  House  of  Lords  for  what  was  not 
worth  a  collision,  and  he  apjiealed  to  bii 
hoB.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  O'Connell) 
whether  it  wai  consistent  with  the  spirit 
of  his  noble  letter  to  the  people  of  £ng^ 
land  ?  [Mr.  CrConwU  ;  Yes.]  In  that 
letter  his  hon.  Friend  had  said,  "  We  will 
have  Lord  Lyndhuret  kicbcd  oat — we  will 
have  BO  compromise  i "  but  was  not  this 
Bill  a  compromise,  and  a  degrading  com- 
promiae,  for  the  people  of  Ireland  i  He 
was  very  sorry  to  differ  from  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  but,  as  an  honest  man,  be 
was  bound  to  opress  his  strong  convic- 
tions, with  great  deference  to  the  opinion 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  on  most 
points.  He  could  not  concur  with  him  in 
this.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  k&ew 
that  he  (Mr.  Crawford)  had  everaupported 
him  in  hie  general  political  views  ;  but 
whenever  he  conscientiously  differed  from 
hipa,  he  honestly  avowed  that  difference. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  bad,  on  the  oc. 
casion  ofhis  late  letter  to  the  people  of  Eng- 
land referred  to  that  priodple  which  he  had 
BO  often  inculcated  on  the  peopleof  Ireland, 
and  which  was  espresiod  in  the  forcible 
words  of  the  motto— 
"  Hereditary  bondsmen,  know  ye  not. 
Who  wonld  be  free,lheinselTei  moit  strike 
[the  blow." 
Now  how,  he  asked,  was  this  blow  to  be 
sttuch  1  His  hon.  Friend  did  not  mean 
to  resort  to  arms.  Then,  what  could  be 
mean,  except  a  iirm,  temperate,  and  un- 
compromising demand  of  tne  rights  of  Tre- 
lana?  And  was  it  consistent  with  such  a 
principle  of  action  to  accept  the  degrading 
GOmnromise  in  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Lota.  Looking  at  the  policy  of  this  ques- 
Um  H  tegardtd  England,  lie  begged  to 
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inquire  whether  it  twded  to  taoreaae  the 
honour  of  the  House  of  Commons  that  tt 
should  thus  suocumb  to  the  House  of 
Lords  ?  What  was  the  inference  fpom  the 
course  recommended  ?— .Either  that  the 
House  of  Commons  had  sent  up  a  bad  Bill 
to  the  House  of  Lords,  or  that  having 
paased  a  good  Bill  it  was  afraid  of  main- 
taining the  right  If  the  representatives 
for  Ireland  submitted  to  this  bumiliatlen, 
the  blame  would  not  rest  with  the  Govern- 
menti  nor  with  the  English  and  Scotch 
Memlters.  This  was  not  a  case  Air  a 
temporising  policy,  when  each  an  insult 
had  been  offered  hv  the  House  of  Lords  to 
the  whole  population  of  Ir^nd  i  and  for 
hie  part  he  was  ready  to  reject  the  Bill  at 
once,  and  rather  to  postpone  relief  to  Ire< 
land  for  a  short  time  tnan  accept  so  de- 
grading  a  measure.  It  had  been  said,  that 
to  take  any  other  course  would  he  dan- 
gerous to  toe  Administration;  but  the  true 
friends  of  the  AdmioiBtratlon  were  those 
who  recommended  them  to  rest  upon  the 
rights  of  the  people,  and  to  depend  for 
support  upon  the  popular  voice.  The  pro- 
position which  he  conceived  ought  to  have 
been  made  was,  that  the  ^amendments  of  the 
Lordsshould  be  rejected.  Af^ertheinsul ting 
meaner  in  which  Ireland  had  been  spoken 
of — after  the  insulting  language  which 
a  noble  Lord  in  the  other  House  had  used, 
and  which  bad  been  repeated  in  this  House, 
there  was  no  medium  course  for  the  real 
friends  of  Truland  to  nureue,  but  to  treat 
with  reprobation  the  degrading  proposittou 
which  the  Lords  had  offered  for  their  accept- 
anceandtogiTctotheiramendmentsthemoBt 
indignant  rejection.— He  did  not,  how, 
ever,  wish  to  offer  any  disrespect  to  his  • 
Msjesty's  Government  by  proposing  the 
rejection  of  these  amendments.  He  feJt 
that  Ireland  waa  much  indebted  to  the 
noble  Lord  for  the  admirable  sentiments 
expressed  by  him  last  night ;  and  far  be  it 
horn  htm  to  offer  any  unnecessary  oppoei- 
tion  to  the  proposal  made  by  that  noble 
Lord  to  the  House.  But  though  he  should 
not  adopt  that  conrie,  stilt  it  was  his  In- 
tention, whenever  the  question  came  on 
for  diBCusfllon  as  to  what  toirns  shouldbave 
Municipal  Corporations  and  what  not,  to 
submit  such  a  motion  to  the  House  as  he 
conceived  ought  to  be  adopted.  He  trusted 
that  In  the  observations  he  had  made,  he 
had  not  said  one  word,  or  expressed  one 
sentiment,  which  could  be  considered 
offensive  to  any  individual.  If  he  had 
gone  beyond  any  of  his  hon.  Friends,  it  waa 
only,  perhaps,  from  overmuch  seal  in  the 
onm  which  lie  eipowed  diongli  be  t^  no 
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means  intencled  to  impute  a  want  of  zeal 
on  the  part  of  those  who  fell  short  of  the 
opinioiis  and  views  he  entertained  on  this 
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Ireland — the  great  political  primate  oF 
Ireland.  Such  was  the  view  taken  by  cer> 
tain  parties  of  what  cooatituted  Ireland 
and  its  people ;  and  it  never  conid  be  con- 
sidered justice  to  Irelaod,  to  legislate 
without  reg^Lfdiog  the  rights  and  inter- 
ests, the  feelings  and  wishes  of  one  large 
and  iDiportant  class  of  his  Majesty's  sub- 
jects. They  had  not  so  legislated  for 
England  or  Scotland.  There  was  no  ana- 
logy between  the  cases  of  Engldnd  and 
Scotland  and  thaf  of  Ireland,  as  to  tbe 
reconstruction  of  municipal  Corporations. 
In  England  and  Scotland  these  were  called 
for  by  the  general  voice  of  the  people, 
the  operation  of  that  reconstruction 


all-impartant  question. 

Mr.  L^roy,  in  rising  after  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down, 
could  not  avoid  expressing  his  satisfaction 
at  the  straightforward  and  manly  in- 
tegrity with  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
Xssed  hts  oninions.  He  did  not  feel 
on  to  reply  to  anything  which  that 
hnn.  Gentleman  had  said ;  for  what  had 
fiillen  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 

S roved  very  clearly  that  the  Bill  now  uq' 
cr  their  consideration  was  not  the  Bill 

originally  proposed  by  his  Majesty's  Go-     — -  -^- 

Ternment;  and  he,  therefore,  thanked  the  ,  could  not  be  to  transfer  the  rights  enjoyed 
bon.  Gentleman  for  proving,  in  reference  j  by  one  party  exclusively  to  another.  In 
to  that  Bill,  the  inconsistency  of  his  Ma-  |  Ireland,  the  property  of  Corporations  was 


iesty's  Government.  He  also  thanked  the 
lion.  Gentleman  for  exhibiting  the  incou- 
sistencT  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kilkenny,  if  he  supported  his  Mujesty's 
Government  in  the  course  they  were  now 
pursuing ;  and  after  what  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said,  he  claimed  his  support  in 
resisting  his  Majesty's  Government  in  the 
steps  they  proposed.    Tiic  hon.  Gentli 


the  hands  of  Protestant 
ly  it  should  be  so ;  but  the  t 


He  did  not 
iffect  of  the 
at  first  proposed,  and  as  it  went  to 
the  Lords,  would  be  to  transfer  the  rights 
and  privileges  and  property  of  CorporatioDS 
in  Irehtnd  from  the  hands  of  Protestants 
to  Catholica.  The  effect  of  the  measure  of 
Government  would  be  to  transfer  from  one 
exclusive  party  to  another  still  more  cs- 


had  appealed  to  those  around  him,  those  of    elusive  ths  whole  of  the   corporate   pro- 
perty, the  whole  of  the  corporate  rights, 


that  party  who  called  theniBclves  the  Irish 
representatives,  t?  support  him  in  obtain- 
ing what  he  designated  justice  for  Ireland, 
by  Hccuring  the  extension  of  the  same 
corporate  principle  as  had  been  applied  to 
England  and  Scotland.  He  would  also 
join  in  the  cry  of  justice  for  Ireland.  He 
would  join  also  in  the  call  upon  the  House 
to  legislate  for  Ireland  on  the  same  prin- 
ciple on  which  they  had  legislated  fur 
England  and  Scotland.  But  the  value  of 
that  cry  deuended  entirely  on  the  mean- 
ing attached  to  it  by  those  who  used  it. 
If  tbfl  hon.  Gentleman  meant  justice  for 
the  whole  ]>cople  of  Ireland,  and  included 
in  the  term  not  merely  the  numerical 
majority  which  the  Roman  Catholics  con- 
stituted, but  the  minority,  as  he  admitted 
the  Protestants  of  Ireland  to  be,  but  not 
inferior  in  wealth,  rank,  intelligence,  sta- 
tion, or  influence— if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  to  include  that  portion  among  the 
people  of  Ireland,  then  he  was  bold  to  say 
that  the  measure  proposed  by  Government 
did  not  give  justice  to  Ireland.  It  was 
luual  with  certain  parties  to  speak  of  the 
Catholics  as  the  people  of  Ireland— the 
hon.  Gentlemen  representing  that  side  of 
the  question  were  denominated  the  Mem- 
bers for  Ireland;  and  even  their  leader 
(■inuelf  wu  called  the  representative  of  all 


the  whole  of  the  corporate  privileges,  and 
he  was  bound  Co  ask  what  kind  of  justice 
to  Ireland  would  that  be  ?  The  House 
would  not  pass  a  bill  eo  nomine,  to  transfer 
to  Roman  Catholics  the  rights  and  pri- 
vileges of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland.  But 
iftheefl'ect  of  the  measure  be  a  transfer  of 
rights  ami  privileges,  was  not  thai  House 
doing,  indirectly,  tliat  which  they  could 
not  directly  sauctlon  ?  What  did  the 
Lords'  Bill  do>  It  abolished  all  offices 
not  essential,  and  by  that  means  contri- 
buted to  save  the  corporate  pruperty,  the 
control  of  which  it  transferred  to  com- 
missioners, for  the  purpose  of  payine  off 
all  debts,  meeting  all  claims  ana  pensions, 
anil  lastly,  to  apply  the  surplus  for  the 
public  benefit  of  the  inhabitants  of  each 
corporate  town,  A  few  offices  necessarr 
to  the  convenience  of  the  inhabitants,  Bucn 
as  those  of  wcigh-roasters  and  clerks  of  the 
market,  were  preserved.  The  appointment 
of  these,  instead  of  being  placed  in  a  town- 
council,  composed  of  one  party  only  of  his 
Majesty's  subjects,  was  vested  in  the 
Crown  itself  as  parau  palriie,  which  would 
distribute  them  with  justice  and  impar- 
tiality to  all  the  classes  of  the  community. 
The  Bill  sent  down  from  the  Lords  was 
not  a  tDeasun  which  gave  a  preference  or 
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tnoiH^Kily  to  either  party,  it  was  calculated 
to  (lo  justice  to  Ireland  on  the  only^  coa- 
lition on  irhich  that  was  possible — tbst  of 
adrertiugto  the  rights  anu  the  feelings  and 
wishes  of  every  class  of  the  people.  If  the 
meaaiire  of  Government  was  one  of  op' 
pression  and  injustice  towards  the  Pro- 
testant population  of  Ireland,  as  far  ua 
regarded  the  existing  rights  of  corporati 
property  and  patronage,  how  much  mon 
seriously,  hovr  much  more  grievouBly,  did 
the  new  power  of  taxation  created  by  th{ 
Bill  to  he  vested  in  the  town-councils  in 
twelve  selected  pisccs,  and  in  the  commis- 
sioners in  the  remaining  twenty,  affect 
Protestant  rights  anri  interests  ?  In  twelve 
towns  named  in  one  of  the  schedules,  the 
councils  had  a  right  to  assume  immedi. 
Ktely  all  the  powers  of  taxation  vested  it 
Coromissioners  by  the  9th  of  Geo.  4tli,  and 
according  to  another  provision  of  the  Bill, 
that  Act  was  to  be  applied,  not  at  the 
option  of  the  inhabitants,  not  through  the 
■nitrumentallty  of  popular  election,  but 
imperatively,  to  twenty  other  places.  He 
found  that  the  council  would  be  authorised 
to  impose  taxes  for  the  purposes  of  election, 
fbr  the  erection  of  polling  booths,  fnr  the 
salaries  of  the  mayor,  treasurer,  town 
cl^ks,  and  of  the  coroner,  where  there  was 
one,  and  of  such  other  officers  ss  the 
council  might  think  fit  to  appoint  to  carry 
this  Bill  into  effect.  For  all  these  they 
might  appoint  salaries  without  stint  or 
limit;  they  were  authorised  also  to  appoint 
a  paid  magistrate,  and  provide  a  police 
office,  in  which  he  should  transact  busi- 
ness ;  to  appoint  clerhs,  special  constables, 
and  watchmen.  To  defray  these  expenses 
thev  had  full  power  to  tax  the  inhabitants. 
This  was  to  be  a  graduated  tax,  to  be  paid 
ia  proportion  to  the  value  of  Uie  houses. 
All  above  the  value  of  20'.  were  to  pay 
double.  Now,  who  inhabited  the  most 
part  of  the  houses  of  that  description  ? — 
The  Protestants.  Who  inhabited  the  5^ 
bouses^ — The  Kotn  an  Catholics,  who  were 
to  elect  the  towD-council,  or  the  Commis- 
sioners. Re  trusted  that  the  House  would 
pause  before  they  intrusted  to  the  Roman 
Catholics  a  power  of  taxation  beyond  that 
now  possessed  by  any  Corporation,  without 
control  either  as  to  the  amount  or  dis- 
posal of  the  sums  leried,  and  with  no 
security  whatever  to  the  Protestants  of 
Ireland  on  either  of  these  points.  If  this 
delegated  authority  was  not  withdrawn  or 
modified,  the  Protestants  would  be  placed 
completely  nt  the  mercy  of  tho»e  who  had 
been  taught  to  regard  them  as  enemies, 
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and  to  whom  they  owed  a  large  measure  of 
retribution  for  past  injuries.  He  could  not 
imagine  what  solid  grounds  there  were  for 
the  distinction  drawn  between  the  two 
classes  of  towns  enumerated  in  the  Bill. 
If  Corporations  were  so  essential  to  tiie 
wcll-beingofthefirst  twelve  towns,  hc((uite 
concurrea  with  the  lion.  Member  for  Dua- 
dalk  that  thev  were  equally  necessary  to 
the  others.  Why  should  they  force  on 
these  towns  the  enormous  extense  which 
would  arise  under  the  Act  of  the  9th  of 
Geo.  4th  ?  Tlie  inhabitants  of  many  bo- 
roughs had  already  rejected  that  Act,  on 
account  of  the  exjiense  which  it  would  have 
entailed  on  them  ;  and  he  believed  that  if 
the  wealthy  part  of  the  Uoman  Catholic 
population  could  venture  to  speak  out,  they 
would  declare  that  they  had  no  desire  to 
be  subjected  to  the  taxes  which  must 
inevitably  follow  its  application.  They 
had  heard  much  of  justice  to  Ireland,  but 
the  word  was  used  in  a  vague  and  inde- 
finite sense.  He  tried  it  by  the  test  of  its 
application  to  property — which  was  its  pro- 
per object.  How  small  were  the  preten- 
sions of  this  Bill  to  be  considered  a  measuTB 
of  justice,  if  they  included  under  the  de- 
nomination of  Ireland  the  Protestant  sub- 
jects of  the  Crown,  and  the  wealthy  portion 
of  the  Roman  Catbolrcs  themselves.  The 
Bill  of  the  House  of  Lords  left  it  to  the 
option  of  every  town  whether  they  would 
applyfortheprovisJoos  of  the  Statute  of  the 
9tb  of  Geo.  4th  or  not.  Every  duty  which 
it  remyioed  to  the  Corporations  to  perform 
was  provided  for  without  expense,  and  in  a 
manner  not  liable  to  those  objections  to 
which  the  Bill  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
was  open.  Justice  was  no  doubt  a  good 
thing,  hut  to  be  justice,  it  should  be  even- 
handed.  There  was  another  thing  also 
which   was  equally  good,   and   that  was 

ce  and  harmony  amonKSt  fellow-citjzens. 

appealed  to  the  consciences  and  uader- 
standiags  of  all  who  heard  him,  whether 
they  were  more  likely  to  have  peace  and 
harmony  in  the  towns  of  Ireland  from  a 
measure  which  would  give  rise  to  all  the 
bitterness  and  strife  engendered  by  an- 
nual elections,  or  one  which  took  away 
the  bone  of  contention }  He  appealed  to 
that  House  whether  domestic  quiet  and 
coucord  would  be  promoted  by  a  Bill 
which  Opeued  a  wide  field  for  protracted 
strife,  for  continual  jealousy,  for  continual 
rivalry,  which  would  be  manifested  in  ioccs> 
saut  conflicts  between  Roman  Catholics  and 
Protestants,  until  one  party  was  over* 
tui^ied  by  the   other.     Was  that  Bill  M 
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welt  cahnlated  to  prodooe  peace  ftnd  bar- 
monjr  as  one  whicb  gsre  the  iohabitanls 
of  the  toffna  the  optioa  of  introducing  for 
the  Mvernment  of  their  reapectire  com- 
muDiticB  tlie  Statute  of  gth  George  4tli, 
which  answered  all  the  useful  nurposea  of 
a  Corporation  ?  He  thought  that  do  man 
who  eierciaed  his  judgment,  or  regarded 
his  conecieDcei  oould  heaitate  to  aav  that 
it  was  not.  The  noble  Secretary  of  State 
hi  the  Hoine  Depertinent  had  aaid  that, 
under  the  Lordn'  Bill,  there  would  be  do 
munldpal  liberty  for  Ireland.  Did  the 
noble  Lord  mean  the  term  or  the  thing, 
the  shadow  or  the  Gubatance  t  But  would 
the  noble  Lord,  or  would  hla  Bupportare 
call  that  municipal  liberty  which  would  be 
the  consequence  of  tbeir  own  met  ~  " 
Was  it  mnnicii>al  liberty  where  one  party 
was  to  have  the  absolute  and  tinoontrolled 
dominion  orer  another?  Let  the  House 
but  consider  the  temper  tad  state  of 
parties  in  Ireland— let  then  look  at  the 
vast  prep(»ideraneet  in  point  of  namben, 
«f  one  party,  and  dien  let  them  conclude 
what  tort  of  fflunldpal  I'lwny  the  Dill  of 
the  noble  Lord  would  aeonie  lo  Ireland. 
He  regretted  that,  in  the  course  of  liia 
meech,  the  noble  Lord  was  betrayed  Ento  a 
threat  that  the  Peers  would  retract  tbeir 
legislation  on  this  measure  the  moment 
the  Urst  shot  was  flred  in  Europe.  He 
did  not  think  it  becoming  in  the  noble 
Lord  to  read  so  seteni  a  lecture  lo  tbe 
ex-Chancellor  of  England,  fbr  tbe  language 
he  was  supposed  to  have  used  when  apeali.. 
tng  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and,  at  the 
tame  moment,  to  allow  himself  to  be 
betrayed  into  a  much  greater  indiscretion. 
He  (Dr.  tefiroy)  regretted  that  any  Mi> 
nUter  of  the  Crown  thould  use  auch  lan- 
guage- should  hold  out  an  encouragement 
to  the  people  of  Ireland  to  attempt,  on 
•ome  fUtuK  occasion,  to  wrest  by  force  and 
violence  from  the  Legislature,  what,  in  their 
ddlberate  judgment,  ihey  thought  It  would 
be  dangerous  to  grant  them.  It  ill  be- 
came  tlie  ststion  of  the  noble  Lord ;  it 
was  not  conalstenC  with  tbe  hlt;h  ofRee  he 
held  in  bis  Majesty's  councils  to  mlolater 
this  mischierous  incentive  to  an  easily, 
excited andiuflamraablepopulation.  Having 
already  addressed  the  House  on  the  details 
of  the  measure,  he  thought  it  would  be 
inexcusable  in  him  to  trcBpnaa'  on  Its 
attention  on  that  partof  the  subject  again. 
He  would  allude  to  another  topic,  so  ad- 
mirably treated  by  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Sandwich,  In  every  thing 
that  fell  from  him  he  entirely  coincided. 


and  Would  not,  tbcsvfon)  go  over  Ai 
ground  so  ^y  occupied  by  tha  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Grove  Price).  He  thought  that 
the  time  was  come  when  they  should  de- 
termine whether  wb  were  only  to  have  the 
name  or  the  rulity  of  a  second  branch  <^ 
the  Legislature.  He  thought  the  preaeot 
a  St  and  proper  occasion  to  put  this  ques- 
tion to  the  test,  and  unless  the  theory  of 
the  British  Constitution  was  but  a  m^re 
mockery,  he  had  no  doubt  of  tbe  result 
being  in  favour  of  the  independent  l^iu 
lative  functions  of  the  House  of  Lords.  If 
the  Upper  House  were  not  allowed  to 
exercise  their  own  judgment)  and  to  diffv 
with  the  Commons  on  any  question,  what 
would  become  of  their  separate  existence 
as  an  independent  branch  of  the  Legislature; 
and  if  they  were  permitted  to  differ  on 
some  questions,  and  not  upon  others,  who 
could  lay  down  ibe  line  of  distinction,  and 
say  "  that  on  luoh  and  such  questions,  we, 
the  Commons  of  Bnglwd,  will  sot  i^low 
you  to  exercise  your  own  dalibaiate  Judg- 
ment t  on  thai  a  you  nut  agree  with  na." 
He  would  Aefy  any  omstitutioDel  lawyer 
to  draw  the  line,  or  point  out  any  one 
measure  over  which  the  Upper  House 
were  not  empowered  by  the  constitutioa 
to  exercise  their  tail  and  free  right  of 
differing  with  the  Commons.  Tbe  noble 
Lord  talked  of  a  compromise,  and  speaking 
on  an  Irish  subject,  he  doubtlenly  wu 
determined  to  propose  an  Irish  compro- 
mise. The  House  of  Lords  pronounced 
their  solemn  decision,  on  the  ground  of  tbe 
danger  of  the  measure,  against  applying 
its  provisions  to  seven  towns  in  Ireland 
and  be  supposed,  bv  way  of  leesenlng  that 
danger,  the  noble  'Lord  now  propoKd  at 
a  compromise  to  extend  its  prorUiona  to 
twelve.  The  noble  Lord  hae  given  tbem 
a  singular  proof  of  his  notioit  of  a  oompro- 
mlse.  He  proposes  ft  meaaure  pregnant 
with  mischief,  pregnant  with  the  vice  of 
the  principle,  und  calls  on  this  House  to 
support  him  in  his  endeavours  to  apply  It 
to  a  greater  number  of  townl  than  it  waa 
oposed  in  the  Lords  to  be  given,  when 
was  rejected— and  he  calls  this  a  taea^ 
sure  of  compromise.  He  would  not  tres- 
pass further  on  the  attention  of  the  House) 
but  would  declare  his  readiness  to  give  a 
decided  negative  as  well  to  the  mitigated 
Bill  of  the  noble  Lord,  as  to  the  one  ori- 
ginally brought  in  by  his  Majesty's  Attor- 
T-Oencral  for  Ireland- 
Mr,  Grate  was  anxious  to  ofl*r  a,  few 
observations  to  the  House  on  the  snl^eet 
now  under  diacussion,    and  wished  tlie 
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nthw  ts  do  w  b«au9B  he  hkd  not  taken 
way  port  in  the  lonff  debatee  od  it  whidi 
had  nireedy  occutred.  He  wu  codkioub 
tliBt  after  the  coptoni  and  ample  nutDtier 
in  irhich  the  whole  nibject  of  the  Irish 
CcrporatioDB  had  been  diacuBsed,  it  woald 
be  qaite  impoesible  for  bim  to  offer  any 
thing  to  the  House  that  had  not  been  said 
befi)r«,  and  therefore  he  was  under  addi- 
tional obiigationa  to  be  brief.  He  must 
eoy,  hoirerer,  that  if  it  was  impossible  for 
him  to  find  anything  new  to  submit  to 
the  House,  other  hon.  Members  had  the 
same  diflSculty  to  contend  with.  The  chief 
objection  adfanced  agaiest  tha  measure  in 
both  Houses  had  been,  that  it  was  a  trans- 
fer of  power  from  the  minority  to  the 
majority.  He  on  the  other  hand  main- 
tained, that  it  was  a  trantiei  of  power 
from  a  part  to  the  whole.  It  placed 
both  Protestants  and  Roman  Catholics 
on  the  footing  on  which  thoy  ought  to 
be  in  respect  to  citizenship — a  fiill  and 
absolute  equality ;  and  although  the  hon. 
Gentleman  ojqioeite  wished  that  that  lerel 
should  conust  in  a  community  of  subjec* 
tioa,  he,  for  his  port,  preferred  that  it 
should  consist  in  a  community  of  priri- 
le^s.  The  manner  !n  which  the  propo- 
rtion of  the  noble  Lord  had  been  introduced 
to  the  House,  would  render  it  unnecetsarr 
for  him  to  make  some  obeerrations  which 
he  should  otherwise  hare  thought  it  his 
duty  to  offer  to  the  House.  He  confessed 
that  he  participated  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent in  the  feeling  expressed  by  the  hon. 
Member  fur  Dundalk,  who  had  first  ad- 
dressed tite  House  that  evening.  He  would 
have  preferred  that  the  amendments  to 
this  Bill  sent  down  from  the  House  of 
Lords  should  hare  been  at  once  rejected, 
unless  on  a  careful  review  of  them  there 
could  have  been  found  any  one  which  in 
their  hearts  and  coneciencea  they  could 
approve.  It  was  never  too  late  to  recti^ 
an  error;  but  it  nppeared  to  him  that  the 
making  of  concessions  against  their  own 
judgment  and  opinion  was  seldom  attended 
with  any  other  result  than  that  which  they 
had  witnessed  on  this  occasion.  The  con- 
cessions made  had  not  had  the  effect  of 
eondtiating  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who 
would  no  more  consent  to  pay  lOi.  in  the 
pound  than  they  would  to  pay  the  whole, 
Wause  thev  disputed  the  principle  itself 
on  which  the  measure  was  founded,  If 
ever  there  was  a  Bill  on  which  Et  would 
have  become  the  House  to  exercise  its 
privilege  of  diicussfng  amendments  pro- 
posed by  the  House  of  Lords  with  a  scru- 
pulous regard  to  its  own  dignity,  it  was 
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the  Bill  now  before  them,  fbr  moat  cer- 
tainly it  had  been  dealt  with  by  the  other 
House  in  a  manner  in  which  no  Bill  had 
ever  before  been  treated.  They  had  ant 
only  entirely  changed  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  but  they  bad  embodied  in  it  a  prin- 
ciple which  had  bees  already  considered 
and  deliberately  rejected  by  that  House. 
He  thought  that  the  represeatative*  of  the 
people  might  at  least  have  been  spared  the 

Eain  of  making  concessions  to  those  who 
ad  declined,  M  might  almost  say  insult- 
ingly declined,  to  make  anything  like  cos- 
coMion  to  them.  The  question  which  they 
had  to  decide  was  not  whether  less  should 
be  conceded  to  the  House  of  Lords,  but 
whether  mora  should  be  conceded.  In 
that  point  of  Wew  he  cordially  agreed  with 
those  Members  who  thought  that  the 
House  would  be  eternally  dishonoured  if 
they  suffered  the  Bill  to  be  commuted  and 
transformed  as  it  had  been  by  the  other 
House.  Their  Lordships  had  not  offered 
the  House  of  Commons  any  argument,  or 
even  the  lemblance  of  anv  argument,  for 
altering  the  decision  to  which  it  had  come; 
on  the  contrary,  the  tone  and  sptrit  in 
which  their  discussion  on  this  Bill  had 
been  conducted,  furnished  the  House  of 
Commons  with  aodltional  reasons  for  ad- 
hering to  the  principle  of  the  Bill  which 
they  had  sent  up  to  their  Lordships.  He 
would  ask  any  man  who  then  heard  him, 
whether  the  declaration  of  a  noble  and 
teamed  Jjord,  to  which  reference  had  been 
frequently  made  last  night,  had  not  been 
embodied  in  eff^t  into  the  amendments 
made  by  their  Lordihlps  on  this  Bill  >  If, 
instead  of  relating  to  the  people  ot  Ireland, 
the  amended  Bill  had  related  to  the  people 
of  Hindoatan,  the  people  of  Ireland  could 
not  have  been  more  effectually  debarred 
from  all  political  fram^hise  and  office. 
The  measure  involved  two  principles-^ 
which  the  first  was,  whether  muniapalttles 
were  useful  and  beneficial ;  and  the  second, 
whether  the  population  of  Ireland,  Pro. 
testant  and  Catholic,  was  to  be  dealt  *Mt 
on  the  same  rules  and  principles  M  the 
population  of  England  and  Scotland,  n^ 
testant  and  CatDolIc,  and  also  without 
reference  to  the  amount  of  the  population 
belonging  to  those  two  different  creeds  on 
either  side  of  St.  George's  Channel.  He 
was  inclined  to  decide  both  questions  in 
the  af&rmative.  He  thought  that  we  were 
bound,  on  every  principle  of  justloe,  to  desl 
feirly  and  impartially  with  the  whole 
people  of  Ireland,  without  drawing  anv 
distinction  as  to  the  religious  sect  to  which 
they  beionged.   That  propositiOD  had  been 
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fa&j  Biutaioed  by  the  Bill  wliich  they  had 
wot  up  to  the  Lords,  Rnd  had  been  nega- 
tived as  decidedly  bv  tlic  amendmentB 
made  by  the  Lords,  who  had  insulted  and 
dishonoured  the  people  of  Ireland,  by  de- 
claring tliein  unht  to  exercise  inunicit>al, 
and  uierefore  any  other  political,  rights. 
He  did  not  wish  to  speak  lightly  of  a  col- 
lision between  the  two  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  let  the  collision  of  that  House 
with  the  House  of  Lords  come  when  it 
might,  it  could  never  arise  on  a  raore  noble 
oramore  national  object  than  the  present. 
If  the  House  of  Lords  were  determined 
to  arrest  the  progress  of  improrement  by 
eradicating,  by  their  amendments,  all  the 
merits  of  the  Bills  sent  up  to  them  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  he  would  recommend 
them  to  save  themsclres  the  (rouble  of 
amendment  in  future,  and  would  prefer 
their  rejecting  the  Bills  of  the  Commons 
opoD  the  motion  for  a  second  reading  of 
them.  If  it  were  to  be  understood  that 
the  two  Houses  must  decide  on  all  Bills 
for  effecting  great  improvements  upon 
principles  diametrically  opposite  to  each 
other,  the  sooner  that  fact  was  announced 
to  the  country  the  better.  Indeed  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  House  of  Commons  tu 
iDDOunce  that  fact  to  its  constituents  as 
■oon  as  it  came  under  its  knowledge.  The 
fiict  that  they  must  meet  with  the  same 
spirit  of  opposition  from  their  Lordships 
on  all  important  measures  which  they 
might  send  up  to  that  House,  rendered 
him  lesi  st^icitous  than  he  might  other- 
win  have  been  for  the  settlement  of  the 
difiennce  between  the  two  Houses  on  this 
particalar  subject.  When  he  saw  the 
House  of  Commons  perpetually  consider- 
ing upon  all  measures  of  reform,  not  how 
much  they  ought  in  justice  to  give,  but 
how  much  the  Lords  would  be  diBpoBe<l  to 
grant,  he  thought  that  the  time  was  come 
when  they  ought  to  inform  their  consti- 
tuents uf  that  melancholy  truth,  and  let 
them  decide  whether  tiiey  would  be  go- 
verned on  the  principles  avowed  by  the 
House  of  Lords,  or  on  those  acted  on  by 
tlw  House  of  Commons.  That  was  his 
view  of  the  case — and  he  should  therefore 
cordially  second  the  motion  of  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Stroud,  reserving,  however, 
t«  himself  the  right  of  supporting  the  bon. 
Member  for  Dundalk  in  his  proposition  to 
extend  th«  operation  of  thit  Bill  to  sixteen 
or  twenty-three  towni,  as  he  might  think 
fit. 

Mr.  Riehardt  could  not  refrain  from 
giving  expression  to  the  surprise  which  be 
telt  at  hearing  the  hoD.  Member  for  Lon- 
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don  recommending  the  House  to  Kct  in 
such  a  manner,  as  would  bring  on  a  col- 
lision with  the  other  House  of  ParliamenL 
What  did  the  bon.  Member  mean?  Did 
he  mean  to  recommend  the  House  of 
Commons  to  usurp  the  privileges  of  the 
Lords  ?  Did  he  see  the  inevitable  conae- 
quences  of  such  an  usurpation  ;  and  did 
he,  with  his  utilitarian  doctrines,  flatter 
himself  that  the  people  of  England  were 
ready  to  go  out  with  him  on  his  Qidxotic 
endeavour  to  change  the  form  of  govern- 
ment under  which  they  had  flourished  and 
been  happy  for  more  than  a  tboutand 
years  *  Why,  what  did  the  bon.  Member's 
proposition  lead  to  except  republicanism  ? 
For  what  but  republicanism  could  be 
the  result  of  that  House  assuming  to  it- 
self the  powers  of  the  Government  and  the 
privileges  of  the  House  of  Lords?  He 
(Mr.  Richards)  could  not  believe  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  London  supposed  that 
by  bis  proposition  he  should  add  either 
prosperity  to  industry,  or  security  to  pro- 
perty. Certainly  it  would  not  produce 
either  of  those  effects.  Instead  of  peace, 
the  hon.  Member  was  bringing  a  sword 
upon  his  country  ;  and  his  proposition,  if 
acted  upon,  would  lead  to  confusion  and 
civil  war,  and  every  thing  that  was  dis- 
astrous and  melancholy.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  London  had  talked  of  the  Decessttv 
of  giving  peace  to  Ireland,  and  bad 
assumed  that  this  was  the  only  measure 
which  could  give  peace  to  that  country. 
He  bad  also  assumed,  that  justice  to  Ire- 
land required  that  this  measure  should  be 
adopted,  and  had  spoken  of  the  House  of 
Lords  as  if  they  were  animated  by  a  de- 
termination to  reject  every  bill  which  was 
calculated  to  do  good  to  Ireland.  Where 
were  the  hon.  Member's  proofs  for  these 
extraordinarv  assertions?     Really,  it  ap- 

[leared  to  him,  that  the  conduct  and 
anguage  of  the  hon.  Member  for  London 
required  much  greater  charity  than  any- 
thing which  had  been  either  said  or  done 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  He  (Mr.  Richards) 
contended  that  this  was  not  a  religions 
but  a  political  question,  and  he  should 
treat  it  accordingly.  He  was  for  granting 
to  Ireland  everything  which  was  likely  to 
contribute  to  its  happiness  and  peace; 
and  the  rule  which  he  had  laid  down  for 
his  guidance  in  the  consideration  of  this 
Bill  was,  "  would  it  give  happiness  aiut 
peace  to  Ireland  ?"  Quite  the  reverse. 
One  of  the  grounds  on  which  this  Bill  was 
defended  was,  that  it  would  encoarage  and 
promote  agitation.     The  hon.  Member  for 
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Dmdalfc  had  said,  that  agitation  was  I  him  the  power  of  nominating  not  merely 
vholegome,  and  had  bestowed  great  praise  '  forty  Members,  as  at  present,  but  sixty 
on  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil-  j  Members  in  future.  He  did  not  blame  Iha 
kenny  for  the  manner  in'  which  he  con-  Lords  for  the  manner  in  which  they  had 
ducted  it.  Now,  he  thought  that  agitation  ,  dealt  with  this  Bill.  Instead  of  blaming 
was  unwholesome,  and  instead  of  lauding^  them,  lie,  for  one,  as  an  independent 
thehon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  I  Member  of  Parliament,  speaking  in  ihe 
for  promoting  it,  he  considered  that  the  '  name  of  the  people  of  England,  ay,  and 
conduct  of  the  hon.  Member  deserved  the  ]  in  tlie  name  of  the  people  of  Ireland  too, 
Btrongestcensure.  It  was  clear,  then,  that  though  he  was  but  an  bumble  individual, 
if  this  Bill  increased  agitation,  the  Muni-    and  did  not  pretend  lo  the  influence  of  the 


cipal  Corporations  provided  by  it  would 
not  conduce  to  the  happiness  and  prosperity 
of  Ireland;  and  a  measure  more  likely 
than  this  Bill  to  aggravate  the  mischiefs 
ofagitation,  he,  for  one,  had  never  yet  met 
with.  Referring  again  lo  the  collision 
with  the  House  of  Lords,  which  he  ac- 
cused the  boo.  Member  for  London  of 
recommending  that  House  to  court,  be 
observed,  that  it  was  indeed  surprising 
that  that  hon.  Member  being  a  banker, 
should  hold  up  a  fire-brand  and  throw  it 
among  the  multitude,  for  the  purpose  of 
destroying  public  credit.  He  could  not 
forget  the  spirit  of  candour  aad  political 
honesty  with  which  the  right  hon.  baronet, 
the  admirable  leader  of  the  opposition  side 
of  ihe  House,  admitted  that  the  various 

Gwers  vested  in  these  Corporations  had 
en  administered  for  the  benefit  of  one 
exclusive  party,  and  had  therefore  been 
abused;  nor  the  salutary  caution  which 
he  bad  given  to  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  ttie  Qovernment,  not  to  transfer  the 
powers,  which  it  would  be  better  to  abolish, 
into  Ihe  hands  of  another  exclusive  party, 
which  was  quite  as  likely  lo  abuse  them. 
How  had  that  salutary  caution,  proceeding 
froaa  a  noble  spirit  of  candour,  been  met  ? 
Let  them  look  at  what  occurred  even  in 
En^and.  How  bad  the  reform  recently 
given  to  the  Corporations  of  England  been 
applied  7  Had  not  the  pbwers  of  the 
reformed  Corporstions  been  openly,  boldly, 
and  almost  universally  exerted  lo  sustain 
the  party  of  which  the  noble  Lord  was  at 
Iha  head  J  He  contended  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  used  the  powers  vetted  in  the 
CorporUiont  par  fas  el  nefat  to  increase 
Ihe  strength  of  his  party  in  the  country. 
Ttie  object  of  the  noble  Lord,  then,  in 
bringing  forward  this  Bill,  was  not  the 
pTOroolioD  of  the  welfare,  the  prosperity, 
and  the  peace  of  Ireland,  but  the  increase 
of  the  political  power  of  his  own  party  for 
mere  party  objects.  His  object  was  to 
increase  the  influence  of  the  hon.  and 
■earned  Member  for  Kilkenny,  and  to  give 
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nd  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 
over  them,  thanked  iheir  Lordships,  be- 
cause ihey  had  determined  to  stop  that 
species  nf  direct  and  indirect  nomination, 
which  this  Bill,  if  it  had  remained  no- 
amended,  would  have  enabled  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  to  exercise  Over  the 
diflerent  boroughs  of  Ireland.  Let  not 
Ministers  plume  themselves  on  the  sup- 

Eort  which  they  now  received  from  that 
on.  and  tearued  Member,  and  his  party 
of  English  and  Irish  Radicals.  Though 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  now  wenton 
all  fours  with  them,  it  was  not  because  he 
liked  them,  or  because  the  party  with  whom 
he  acted  liked  them.  He  only  acted  with 
them  pro  kdc  vice:  and  already  the  day 
was  anticipated  in  which,  his  objects  being 
accomplished,  he  would  kick  them  rudely 
oW,  and  leave  them  to  extricate  Uiemselves 
as  they  best  could  from  the  di£Bcultiei 
into  which  he  had  led  them.  Instead  of 
promoting  perpetual  agitation,  the  hoa. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  might 
have  proved  himself  a  belter  friend  to  hi* 
poor  countrymen  by  promoting  real  mea- 
sures for  their  benefit.  He  had  before 
told  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin  how  much  he  owed  to  his  poorer 
countrymen.  Much,  very  mach,  had  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  done  to  advance 
his  own  interest,  and  the  interest  of  hit 
party:  but  what  had  he  done  to  advance 
the  interests  of  the  poor  people  of  Ireland, 
lo  whom  he  was  so  much  indebted  T  He 
had  been  horrified  bv  the  pictures  of  misery 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
described  as  existing  in  Ireland  ;  but  be 
had  been  still  more  shocked  by  finding 
that  Ihe  hon,  and  learned  Member  had 
never  exerted  his  great  influence  and  hit 
great  talents  in  devising  means  to  reUeve 
that  misery.  He  had  opposed,  however, 
all  projects  for  the  relief  of  his  poorer 
countrymen,  and  he  (Mr.  Richards)  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying,  that  but  for  that  op- 
position, some  measure  would  before  thia 
have  been  adopted  to  relieve  the  extmna 
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foverty  and  wretchedneM  of  the  people  of 
reland.  If  the  people  of  Ireland  were  to 
enjoy  eqna)  prosperity  with  those  of  Eng- 
land, they  should  learn,  it  was  not  to  be 
promoted  by  listening  to  the  rorce  of  the 
charmer  for  factious  and  unprincipled 
agitation,  charm  he  never  so  eloquently; 
not  by  seeking  to  create  a  disruption  be- 
tween two  co-ordinate  branubes  of  the 
Legislature  ;  not  by  a  repeal  of  the  Union, 
but  by  learning  the.  arts  of  peace — by 
maintaining  the  security  of  perBoa  and  of 
property,  under  a  wise,  fair,  honest  and  im- 
partial administration  of  the  law  of  tbeland. 
Mr.  WvK :  The  hon  Member  who  has 
just  sat  aown  has,  as  a  matter  of  course, 

frnfeased  en  extraordinary  love  for  Ireland, 
t  forms  the  beginning  and  end  of  most  of 
bis  apeecfaee.  He  is  deeply  solicitous  for 
her  pmaperity — he  is  more  Irish  than  the 
Irish  in  calling  for  ample  and   universal 

iustice ;  but  when  we  aak  for  deeds,  we 
lad  he  has  been  giving  us  shadows.  His 
lova  is  purely  abstract,  bis  solicitude 
tbeoratic;  he  would  do  justice  to  the 
country  generally ;  but  the  moment  we 
point  out  Rome  specific  case  m  spot  where 
tbii  general  zeal  may  be  displayed,  we  are 
immediately  told  that  we  hare  hit  upon  the 

Erecise  instance  where  an  exception  should 
B  made,  and  where  the  justice  we  call  for 
would  be  impossible.  Why,  what  is  this 
but  adding  imult  to  injury — trifling  not 
only  with  our  feelings  but  our  intellects  P 
Th«IioB.  Gentleman  may  take  upon  himself 
tbe  character  of  Member  for  ali  England, 
and  what  is  still  more  preposterous,  tor  all 
Ireland — (why  did  he  omit  Scotland  i) — 
but  I  doubt  much  whether  the  inhabitants 
of  his  own  borough  would  Tecogni»B,  if  ha 
were  this  moment  to  question  tbem,  either 
the  insult  or  the  absurdity.  The  bon. 
Member  respects  the  other  branch  of  the 
Legislature.  So  do  I.  I  respect  the  Lords 
much,  but  the  Commons  more.  The  hon. 
Member  dreads  and  deprecatest  hose  dif- 
ferences. So  do  I ;  but  not  like  the  hon, 
Member— I  would  end,  or  at  least  mitigate, 
instead  of  exasperating  tbem.  To  talk  tk 
respecting  the  Lords,  while  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber advocatee  measures  which  must  ine- 
vitably bring  the  Lords  into  public  odium 
and  contempt — to  talk  of  avoiding  col- 
lisions by  requiring  all  concessions  from 
one  side  and  applauding  al  resistance  on 
the  otbar.  is  a  species  of  logic  which  it 
required  the  rery  peculiar  reasoning  powers 
of  the  hon.  Member  to  hare  been  guilty  of. 
Id  one  thing  I  thoroughly  agree  with  the 
boD.  Member.    This  is  a  most  momentouB 
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and  grave  discussion,  not  terminating  in 
the  details  of  the  measure  itself,  but  pro- 
ducing a  long  series  of  the  most  important 
consequences.  Other  differences  between 
the  tn-o  Houses  have  been  differences  of 
etiquette,  matters  of  ceremonial  privilege, 
the  mere  forms  and  externals  of  the  Con- 
stitution. Here  the  Constimtion  itself  Is 
at  Btake.  On  other  occasions  the  nation 
looked  with  indifference  an  the  struggles 
of  a  House  of  Commons  emanating  prio. 
cipally  from  the  Peers,  Here  a  reformed 
l^use  of  Commons,  eminently  the  people's 
House,  their  image  and  their  organ,  is  in 
direct  opposition  to  a  House  which  ii 
declared  more  than  ever  to  require  reform. 
Nor  is  the  contest  upon  a  question  like 
that  of  Catholic  emancipation,  in  which 
large  masses  of  the  people  were  adverse  to 
the  opinion  of  the  Commons  themselves. 
Here  three  nations  are  of  but  one  opinion. 
The  question,  though  applying  specifically 
to  Ireland,  is,  if  we  are  to  t>elieve  their  own 
express  declarations  testified  through  tbe 
Innumerable  petitions  which  cover  our 
table,  a  question  truly  imperial— a  qnes> 
timi  inrolring  the  interests  of  all  three. 
It  is  a  question,  too,  etil)  more  than  reform 
itself,  pre-eminently  and  essentially  a  ques- 
tion of  the  people.  It  is  of  their  interests, 
and  of  their  franchises,  and  of  thdr  rightst 
and  not  of  those  of  the  Lords  that  wa  sow 
debate.  If  self-government  be  denied  la 
the  towns  of  Ireland,  what  right  can  we  set 
up  for  it  here  i  If  the  people  be  too  vile 
or  ignorant  to  choose  a  mayor  or  amend  ft 
road,  what  bUsioeBs  have  they  with  choosing 
repreientatiras  to  this  HouMj  or  wistding 
through  their  hands  tbe  deetioieSof  em]nrM 
and  generations?  More  than  all,  this 
is  a  struggle  in  which  it  catinot  bo  for  aft 
instant  doubtful  who  is  to  be  the  conqueror. 
If  any  be  incredulous,  I  point  to  the  Relief 
Bill,  ihe  Reform  Bill,  the  Municipal  Bill. 
They  also  were  to  be  resisted  eternally— 
on  them,  also,  were  final  stands  to  be  made. 
The  Bills  are  now  AoU  of  Parliament— 
the  revolutionary  measures  are  the  con. 
Btitution  of  the  country.  War  to  the  kaift 
has  subsided  into  obedience  to  the  law  of 
tbe  land.  So  also  will  it  be  with  this — so 
also  must  it  be.  It  is  in  tbe  verv  nature 
of  the  laws  which  have  been  passed  to  pro* 
duce  a  necessity  for  others,  until  the  refonu 
which  they  have  begun,  not  completed) 
shail  be  perfect.  To  stop  now,  when  the^ 
could  not  stop  then,  is  impossible;  and  if 
it  were  not  impossible,  it  would  be  impolitic 
and  unwise.  I'he  worst  of  all  states  is 
that  where   iDstitutions  tbeoiselvss  are. 
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fimn  tbeir  Tuianoa  with  cwA  otber, 
■ources  of  discard.  Let  uh  at  all  ereut* 
bave  harmODy — let  ua  build  io  tfae  seDse 
of  deapotiam,  or  freedom,  but  not  of  both. 
Not  is  thia  coDt«»t  one  in  which  the  Coni- 
nona  were  the  aggreaaora.  Two  branches 
of  ths  Legialatuie  ina^  be  aaid  to  stand 
a^DBt  ooe.  Hii  Majesty's  Ministers,  it 
is  presuDud  with  hii  Majesty'a  cooaent, 
bring  down  a  Bill  modelled  on  an  Act 
ktready  aanctiaiied  by  the  three  estates. 
It  uaasea  by  a  large  majority  this  House, 
with  the  full  consent  (to  ju^e  from  their 
petitions)  of  the  people.  Who  objects  to 
It  ?  A  majority  of  the  I^ords.  Is  it  pos- 
wble  that  this  m^ority,  which  is  a  minority 
ID  the  nation,  can  succeed  ?  -^ii  it  possible 
they  can  long  continue  to  resist  I  — is  it  pos- 
uble  their  resistance  can  be  unaccompanied 
withenl>-aiidon  whom  ia  the  0»Kf  of  such 
defeat  or  of  such  resistoooe — on  whom  is 
the  responsibility  of  such  calamities  to 
rest  ? — on  this  House  or  the  other,  or  those 
who  bring  in  the  Bill,  or  those  who  were 
the  first  to  resist  and  rdect  it  ?  The  sole 
object  of  Corporations,  if  we  are  to  believe 
the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter,  was  umply 
to  oppose  the  enactments  of  the  barons ! 
as  the  reign  of  baronial  warfare  and  oppres- 
■lon  is  at  an  end,  so  also,  following  up  his 
reasoning,  should  Corporations.  But  this 
Is  a  mis-statement  of  the  question.  This 
Was  an  incident  —  they  serTed  for  this 
amongst  other  thines.  Their  original 
nbject  was  much  wioer.  Thcr  are  not 
Norman,  nor  even  Saxon  institutions  — 
they  are  Roman.  Sit  Francis  Palgrara's 
theory  is  founded  on  analogy  —  on  fact 
They  are  relics  of  tbe  old  republican  io- 
Btituttons  of  Itome.  Their  object  was  self- 
government.  The  tnuninptn  were,  even 
tinder  the  Imperial  sway,  as  far  as  local 
affairs  were  concerned,  small  common- 
Wealths.  Traces  of  this  organiEatioii  are 
Absembla  not  only  In  these  countries,  but 
over  all  Barop«.  Their  true  object,  to 
which  all  others  were  secondary,  wei  the 
maoagainent  of  their  local  affairs.  In  Ire- 
land, Indeed,  the  case  is  ssid  to  be  different. 
Corporations  were  planted  there,  it  was 
lolo,  solely  to  preserve  and  extend  the  Pro- 
testant religion.  This  ws«,  however,  the 
abtin,  not  tbe  use,  A  despotic  prince 
employed  a  constitutional  instrument  to 
carry  mora  absolutely  and  arbitrarily  into 
•fl^t  his  own  views  of  proselytism  and 
tovtrnment.  But  he  would  put  it  to  any 
Member  in  the  House,  bad  they  effected 
aither  the  real  or  presumed  object  ?  Had 
tha  Iriah  Corporatiou  bean  good  inatru- 


Bwnta  of  aelf  goremmeot,  w  good  iMtnw 
ments  even  of  proaelytiem.  The  Ciitholio 
relisioii  existed  and  increased  undec  the  verf 
shadow  of  these  fortzeeaea — increased,  too, 
from  their  very  character  j  because  th^  ex- 
cluded and  oppressed,  die  excluded  and 
oppresaedsect  naturally  augnaented  both  in 
Bombera  and  hostility.  But  do  their  warmeat 
advocatesintheirhourof  need  support  them? 
Who,  of  all  that  profited  hj  them,  now 
stretchesoutasinglehandtosaveP  TheCor- 
pontiona  of  England  bad  some  defesdera. 
The  "  immacolate"  Corporations  of  Ireland 
had  none.  On  this  point  all  are  agreed  ; 
the  abomination  of  abominations  must  be 
got  rid  of.  Accused  and  convicted  of 
profiigacT,  pecuniary  and  political,  to  au 
extent  even  beyond  Tory  palliation,  they 
are  coademnod  on  all  sidea  of  the  Houaa 
to  be  delivered  over  to  the  secular  arm. 
But  now  comes  the  \malb  diSerenre  betwen 
us.  Haring  cleared  away  the  rubbish-^ 
having  got  rid  of  the  abase— having  caat 
away  the  useleas  and  injurious  institntiou, 
we  would  build,  re&rm,  and  restora  Wa^ 
on  the  cleared  gtound,  would  erect  inititu> 
tions  which  would  answer  the  ende  fbr 
which  tbey  wen  dasigned  in  their  place. 
What  do  the  supporters  of  the  Lord^ 
araendmenti — what  do  these  *'arcbitecia 
of  ruin"  propose  in  their  place?  No 
muntcipalilies  —  no  corporations— no ;  the 
very  name  is  loathsome  in  their  noatnls; 
but  commissioners  on  one  aide,  after  ill 
their  vituperation  of  commisdons,  and  ea 
elected  body,  with  all  their  htnror  of  eleoi 
tion  and  the  people,  on  tbe  other.  Wthout 
entering  as  yet  upon  the  merits  of  the 
change,  I  simply  ask  the  House  is  this 
consistent?  Where  is  tbe  conservation? 
They  destroy,  without  once  deiffoing  to 
hear  a  single  witness,  a  single  evidence  for 
or  against.  Last  year  nights  were  spent  ia 
testing  the  accusations  against  the  English 
CorporatioDS.  What  haa  become  of  the  scru- 
pulousness Slid  faatidiousoeas  of  the  Lords 
thii  year  ?  Yet  there  was  not  a  greater  diC> 
ferencebetwsenoneEngliih  Corporation  and 
another,  than  between  one  Irish  and  another. 
Who  will  rank  in  the  same  category  Dublin 
andWatcrford.Casbel and  Wexford?  The 
iniquities  of  the  pipe-water  expenditure 
are  not  to  be  found  in  Waterfnrd.  Wexford 
already  enjoys  a  Corporation  comparatively 


open  and  free.  Where  was  the  justice  of 
toe  Peers  in  condemning  the  guilty  and 
innocent  together  ?  Where  was  their  orthi>< 


doxy  in  sweeping  away,  without  merer, 
Protestant  Corporatiuna  in  the  north,  in 
order  to  render  doubly  sure,  the  exclusiDa 
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of  Catholic  Corporations  in  the  amth. 
But  do  they  really  iweep  them  away  ? 
— This  is  the  pretext — the  leeniiDg— the 
phrase.  They  aoDihiiate  the  Corporation, 
bat  preserve  the  officers.  The  clerics 
of  the  markets,  weigh-masters,  butter- 
tastera  and  aasay'inasterB  are  continued — 
absolutely  the  defects  of  the  freeman- 
franchise  are  continued — the  staff  is  con- 
tinued, though  the  common  men  are  dis- 
banded. What  constitutes  the  essential 
Tice  in  the  system  is  rendered  permanent, 
the  accessory  only  is  flung  avay.  But  this 
is  out  of  regard  for  property.  All  these 
aalariea  are  to  be  coDsidered  as  a  sort  of 
heritable  freeholds.  Let  us  see  how  the 
regard  for  property  operates  in  other  par- 
ticulars. Commissioners  for  the  Crowu 
are,  in  the  first  instance,  to  apply  it  to  the 
sustainment  of  a  whole  host  of  the  old 
nnecurists;  and  if  there  be  a  surplus,  not 
very  probable  where  there  are  bo  many  to 
be  fed,  it  is  then  to  be  applied  to  tuch 
improvements  as  the  Commissioners  deem 
fit.  What  do  the  Commissioners  know, 
or  what  can  they  know,  of  the  interests  of 
these  towns?  Is  it  not  obvious,  that  this 
Leviathan  Corporation,  which  is  to  swallow 
up  all  others,  must,  after  all,  depend  upon 
information  ttom  each  town  P  But  from 
whom  is  it  to  come }  Not  from  any 
public  or  autbociied  body,  but  from  this  or 
that  private  intriguer;  to  the  hand  of  the 
flatterer,  or  the  spy,  the  dexterous  haunter 
of  the  Castle  offices,  will  be  delivered  up 
the  substantial  interests  of  the  most  influ- 
ential portions  of  the  community.  Nor  is 
this  all.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side 
seem  to  be  convinced  that  our  confiscated 
funds  are  never  to  increase.  Certainly 
with  the  monstrous  clauses,  inserted  for 
facilitating  and  screening  alienation,  it 
would  be  impossible.  But  these  cannot 
be  seriously  msintained  by  a  House  which 

Siquei  itself  on  being  the  ex-officio  guar- 
ian  of  the  public  purse.  Well,  then, 
what  bappeni?  In  Waterford,  for  in- 
stance, the  greater  part  of  corporate  pro- 
perty is  held  on  terminable  leases.  When 
these  leases  shall  terminate,  the  Commis- 
sioners will  be  called  to  relet.  Here  is 
another  wide  door  open  for  every  sort  of 
fraud  and  personal  negotiation,  for  indi- 
Tidual  interests,  for  motives  secret,  and, 
fbr  aught  we  know,  too  dark  to  bear  the 
light.  Who  will  lay  out  money  on  a 
holding  which  may  yet  be  disposed  of  to 
Oud  knows  whom  ?  and  how  have  these 
scrupulous  defenders  of  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty managed  the  charity  funds?    Just 


Qs  they  have  all  the  others — left  them  in 
the  enjoyment,  that  is  the  phrase,  of  the 
old,  half-extinct,  half-surviving  Corpora- 
tions. The  trustees  are  corporators,  and 
to  be  corporators  ;  so  that  in  Dublin, 
where  the  Blue  Coat  Hospital  has  been  a 
receptacle,  by  a  strange  perversion,  for  the 
sons  of  corporators  only,  it  is  still  to  be 
in  the  hands  of  corporation  trustees,  to 
be  applied  hereafter  to  precisely  the  same 
use.  But,  answer  the  supporters  of  the 
amendments,  you  will  have  (in  the  rate 
proposed  to  be  levied  tinder  9th  Georg;e 
4ih)  abundant  means  for  improving  the 
toten,  and  for  the  levy  and  administration 
of  such  rate  we  give  you  a  body  chosen 
by  yourselves.  But  the  powers  under  this 
Act  do  not  extend  half  far  enough. 
Where  are  the  means  for  widening  streets, 
erecting  buildings,  &c.  ?  If  the  Peers  ar* 
anxious  for  these  objects,  consistently 
with  such  anxiety,  they  ought  to  have 
left  the  Bill  as  it  originally  stood.  And 
why  have  they  not?  Simply  because  they 
have  penuaded  themselves  that  a  Munia- 
pal  Council  would  become  an  encourager 
and  organ  of  agitation.  But  is  this  enough  ! 
Ought  they  not  also  to  show  that  a  Board 
of  Commissioners,  under  the  9th  George 
4th,  will  be  sufficient?  But  this  I  defy 
them  to  do.  Nay,  I  will  go  further,  ana 
assert,  that  if  a  municipal  council  be  a 
school  for  agitation,  d  fortiori,  must  also 
be  such  B  Board  of  Coraraissioners,  Who 
chooses  them  ?  Not  the  Crown ;  no— but 
the  people.  And  what  part  of  the  people? 
Not  the  10/.  householders,  but  the  61. ; — 
the  very  men  whom  our  opponents  are  in 
the  habit  of  considering  the  mob  populace 
specifically  of  the  cities.  How,  too,  are 
they  selected?  In  mass,  and  not  by 
wards.  Wards,  in  many  cities — in  Water- 
ford,  for  instance — will  mix  a  large  portion 
of  Tory  and  Liberal  interests ;  and  why 
not?  But  here  you  must  have,  if  politica 
be  at  all  the  test,  the  extreme  populai 
party  solely,  or  in  strong  majority.  The 
men  not  only  have  no  very  steady  pria- 
ciplei,  but  those  they  have  they  do  not 
know  how  to  bring  them  out.  But  I  deny 
utterly,  first,  that  these  bodies  would  in 
general  be  converted  to  political  engines; 
and  next,  I  do  not  consider  it  an  evil, 
that  in  them,  as  elsewhere,  political  opi- 
nions and  feelings  should  be  evinced.  Onr 
charitable  institutions  are  managed  fay 
elected  Committees;  the  men  drawn  ue 
not  the  political  parttsans,  but  thecuaful, 
skilful,  and  honest,  tiie  beneroleot  and 
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the  diwTeei.  I  rejoice  to  see,  and  bo  do 
my  rellow-citizenS)  auch  meD  in  such 
places.  Roman  Catholics  choose  Qualcers 
and  Diuenten  without  rererence  to  party 
or  creed.  If  agitation  be  ao  evil,  let  ub 
have  it  in  its  visihie,  fair,  and  purified 
form,  in  such  bodies,  recognised  and  under 
the  eye  of  the  law  and  the  State,  rather 
than  in  large  and  dangerous  masses,  un- 
authorised meetings,  and  turbulent  and 
partial  selections.  Here  it  may  answer  a 
two-fold  purpose,  both  as  a  free  outlet, 
and  a  natural  one,  for  emotions  and  opi- 
nions which  will  exist,  and  act  as  a  good 
guage  and  scale  of  llie  character  and 
qnantrty  of  popular  feeling.  So  far  from 
thinking  it  dangerous,  I  think  it  safe. 
Men  hare  ambitions,  and  intellect,  and 
energies— ^ve  food  at  home  for  their 
honest  and  useful  display,  and  they  will 
not  turn  to  illicit  or  perilous  gratification 
for  ihera  abroad.  Besides,  how  can  you 
put  down  this  agilalion?  Do  you  think 
It  depends  upon  place  or  names,  or  the 
hearts  and  heads  of  men?  Whether  you 
call  it  Council  or  Board,  or  its  head 
Mayor,  or  Chairman,  it  comes  precisely 
to  the  same  thing;.  Even  if  you  shut  it 
out  altogether,  do  you  not  think  it  would 
find  itself  a  meeting  place  and  president 
in  every  room  in  a  discontented  city  ? — 
nay,  at  the  corner  of  every  street  J  Have 
these  men  lived  in  the  times  of  the  Catho- 
lic Association,  and  not  know  this  ?  The 
Com  Exchange  did  not  make  or  maintain 
it.  It  grew  out  of,  lived,  and  flourished 
in  your  bad  laws.  If  you  would  wish  to 
Upel  it—to  chain  the  bad  angel  in  the 
depths  from  which  it  sprung,  use  fetters 
which  love  and  justice  forge.  They,  and 
ikej  only,  are  equal  to  the  task.  I  said 
that  Ministers  acted  consistently  with 
themselves.  I  say,  they  also  act  not  less 
consistently  with  the  British  Constitution 
and  freedom.  These  two  last  terms  I  con- 
sider identical.  What  is  ouc  Constitu- 
tion ?  Self-government.  Even  the  King 
himself  is  only  a  Minister,  to  obtain  more 
effectually  this  great  objecL  Self-taxation 
is  the  first  item  in  self-government.  In 
tbia  scale  it  is  of  no  consequence  to  me 
whether  it  be  a  shilling  or  a  pound.  If  I 
gire  a  pound  through  my  own  express 
ooDsent,  or  through  others  acting  for  me, 
ny  independence  is  inviolate ;  if  a  farthing 
be  taken  without  it,  I  am  plundered.  On 
Ihia  principle  I  demand  for  every  rate- 
payer B  proper  organ  for  the  levy  and 
A«f  bis  rate.    The  Bill  gare 
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it  1  the  amendments  would  dh«ctly  or  in- 
directly take  it  away.  Nominated  Com- 
missioners from  the  Crown  are  to  manage 
property  belonging  to  the  people  as  much 
as  the  tax  levied  but  yesterday.  What  is 
the  conduct  of  othei  countries?  Not  a 
single  State,  however  opposed  in  institu- 
tions, in  Europe  (I  need  not  speak  of 
America),  with  the  single  exception  of 
Russia,  which  has  not  municipal  bodies 
and  franchises  quite  as  large  and  liberal  as 
those  proposed  by  the  Bill.  I  have  hitherto 
argued  this  question  without  reference  to 
what  is  indeed  the  question — its  flagrant 
injustice  to  Ireland.  It  is  enough  that 
England  has  these  institutions,  that  Scot- 
land has  them,  and  that  you  deny  them  to 
Ireland,  to  make  us  fling  your  amend-' 
inents  from  us  with  indrgnatioa  and  scorn. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Exeter  thinks  lightly 
of  these  institutions.  Would  he  dare  to 
have  spoken  thus  to  a  Scotch  audience 
before  they  were  granted  ?  Of  iheir  use- 
fulness we,  not  he,  are  to  be  the  judges. 
We  value  them — that  is  enough.  The 
same  cant  was  used  when  Emancipation 
was  demanded  and  Reform  was  demanded 
— is  that  your  opinion  now  ?  Injustice  to 
Ireland  is  what  you  proclaim, —  our  rights, 
not  more,  but  not  less,  is  our  answer.  A 
late  publication  calls  on  us  tauntingly  to 
make  out  a  list  of  our  grievances,  and 
they  will  discuss  them  with  us.  Our  an- 
swer is  not  written  in  books,  but  in  every 
feature  of  our  country — go  end  read  them 
there.  Is  it  not  enough  that  Ireland  is 
what  it  is?  The  very  barbarism  of  which 
you  complain  is  in  itself  as  foul  a  blot — 
as  merited  a  stigma  as  any  which  the 
bitterest  hatred  could  fling  upon  you.  It 
says,  in  language  which  is  unanswered, 
that  you — you,  who  boast  in  the  face  of 
Europe,  that  your  institutions  are  all- 
civilizing,  all-subduing — you,  who  vaunt 
to  be  the  Promethei  of  new  men  wherever 
your  touch  is  felt — here  is  a  country — yours 
for  centuiies — yours  entirely — yours  in 
every  change — open  to  all  your  experi- 
ments— and  what  have  you  made  it?  Ask 
Europe,  ask  history,  and  they  will  answer. 
We  ask  for  justice  ;  other  nations  so 
treated  would  have  asked  for  vengeance. 
But  I  am  sick,  not  to  hear  the  taunt,  but 
to  reiterate  the  demand.  Events  will  !to 
for  us  that  which  our  strength  could  not 
do;  and  with  England  and  Scotland  at 
our  side,  it  will  be  strange  if  you  refuse  ns 
with  impunity.  This  is  strong  language, 
but  1  have  a  right  to  apeak  it; — I  ua  no. 
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ilien,  nor  ever  will  brook  to  be  termed  so ; 
tba  Mood  in  my  veina  ia  as  Saxon — aye, 
and  u  much  British  •■  in  that  of  any  of 
oar  re*ile» — hi  also  are  my  feelingi.  It 
»  Dot  this  air  I  breathe,  nor  this  beam 
above  our  heads,  nor  these  sticks,  nor 
these  sioDes  about  us,  that  attaches  this 
country — this  Britain  to  our  thoughts  and 
hearts ;  but  those  noble  institutioDs  which 
have  been  our  glory  and  our  power — (his 
inonil  might  of  freedom  and  justice,  which 
clothes  ui,  like  the  Roman  of  old,  with 
the  majesty  of  this  empire,  wherever  and 
however  we  travel.  I  speak  the  language 
of  Milton  and  Shakspeare  as  you  speak 
it,  and  am  of  the  land  which  has  placed 
baiide  you  heroes — heroes  great  in  arms, 
in  titles,  to  all  that  makes  the  height  of 
human  dignity  and  power  to  man.  Never, 
then,  will  1  yield,  be  the  consequences 
what  they  may,  any  share  in  ibis  my  birth- 
right, for  it  is  mine,  as  well  as  yours.  ] 
take  it  not  by  concession  or  grant,  but  as 
a  well-purchased,  dearly-fought- for  in- 
heritance. I  said  I  had  a  right  to  speak — 
judge  yourselves.  I  am  not  one  who  have 
atniggJed  in  all  seasons  in  agitation, 
never  spoke  in  or  out  of  this  House 
word  which  was  not  my  conviction, 
have  given  proof  stronger  than  words  of 
my  sincerity.  A  word  would  have  placed 
me  in  the  repvesentation  of  Tippeiary  or 
WalerTord— that  word  was  Repeal.  I  re- 
fused it,  for  I  Gould  not  lie  to  thousands 
any  more  than  to  one.  I  was  severed 
fnia  friends,  from  popularity,  from 
chance  of  honourable  ambition,  but  I  held 
my  conviction  untainted — my  consci 
was  untouched.  In  the  same  sincerity  as 
then  I  now  speak  to  you,  I  entreat  yc 
unite  OS  in  deed  as  well  at  word.  1  then 
■aid,  as  I  say  now,  wait  a  while,  an  Im- 
perial Parliament  there  must  be,  but  it 
can  only  rest  on  local  government  be- 
Math  and  around  it.  If  I  had  not 
that  hope,  that  certainty,  how  could  I 
have  spoken — where  would  have  been 
my  f^ith?  That  pledge  I  call  on  yi 
to  redeem.  Believe  not  that  you  may 
nthse  it  with  bnpunity.  Trust  not  to  your 
permanency.  I  know  of  nothing  perma- 
nent in  politics — nothing  where  nation) 
•n  concerned,  but  change.  Institutions 
inay  crumble,  and  the  ascendancy  of  oi 
diy  yield  to  the  ascendancy  of  the  othei 
hot  the  masses  cannot  pass  away.  Read 
history,  and  read  it  to  act  on  it — your 
own  will  tell  you  striking,  but  useful 
tnih*.    Kisgs  hiiTC  be«n  deltmiMd,  the 
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Lords  voted  useless,  but  the  Comtaons  of 
these  realms  are  indestructible  and  im- 
mortal. 

Mr.  Praed  said,  it  was  once  an  bonoar 
and  a  satisfaction  to  be  engaged  with  an 
adversary  who,  like  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford,  acted  fearlessly  on  his  own 
notions  of  right  and  wrong.  In  a  oootast 
with  such  an  adversary  victory  must  be 
without  exultation,  and  submission  with- 
out shame.  Me  gave  the  hon.  Member 
for  Waterford  credit  for  sincerity  in  tb« 
views  which  be  had  eipreased  to  th« 
House.  They  had  been  told  by  the  hon. 
Member,  that  if  the  measure  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  rejected  the  cry  for  municipal 
reform  would  not  cease,  hot  it  would  be 
coupled  with  a  cry  for  reform  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  the  hon.  Member  had  a- 
pressed  faimself  on  that  subject  in  terms 
loud  and  strong.  To  Gentlemen  of  th« 
country  to  which  the  hon,  MemlMr  be- 
longed— much  on  account  of  a  prerailng; 
feature  in  the  national  character,  and 
partly  on  account  of  a  warmth  of  feelin(f 
which,  on  such  a  subject  as  this,  was  to 
be  expected  from  them — it  was  conceded 
that  they  should  use  stronger  Ungusgs 
than  might  be  expected  to  fall  from  other 
Members  of  that  House.  But  from  an 
English  Member  he  had  looked  for  mock 
solid  and  grave  argument  on  a  questMm 
which  con^sedly  involved  consequeoees 
so  important  to  the  national  vrelfare.  Tb« 
hon.  Member  for  London  had  dtaappoint- 
ed  those  expectations.  He  could  under- 
stand that  an  Irish  Member  who  rcpreseuled 
all  the  warmth,  as  well  as  all  the  wisdom* 
of  Ireland,  should  use  expressions  su^  m 
that  the  House  of  Lords  was  opposed  in 
spirit  to  the  people,  that  they  did  not  catB 
for  the  people,  that  they  must  berefoniwd 
as  the  Augean  stable  was  reformed,  and 
that  when  on  another  occasion  it  waa  pro- 
posed to  turn  the  river  through  the  Hoase 
of  Lords,  the  reply  was  that  it  would  be 
better  to  turn  the  House  of  Lords  into  the 
river ;  such  expressions  as  these  he  coald 
understand  coming  from  an  Irish  Member; 
he  could  understand  that  bon.  Member 
when  he  represented  the  Honse  of  Lord* 
as  the  spbit  of  evil  in  the  Coosliletion ; 
but  h«  could  not  comprehend  the  propriety 
of  such  expressions  when  falling  from  an 
English  Member.  He  would  submit  Id 
the  hon.  Member  for  London,  who  bad 
condescended,  in  discussing  a  grave  con- 
stitutional question,  whether  it  werewopar 
to  me  language  siicb  mdo  Ea|^iih  ntt»* 
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b«  ougbt  to  have  used  on  any  lubjeGt. 
The  bon.  Mwiber  bad  called  the  House  of 
Lords  a  herd  of  swine,  and  had  alluded  to 
a  ngble  and  learned  Lord  as  their  driver. 
He  Eubmitled  to  that  hon.  [Member 
whether  the  question  of  the  reform 
of  the  House  of  Peers,  ought  not  to  be 
brought  forward  in  a  specif;  and  Parlia- 
meDtar;  form,  and  not  in  a  manner  calcu- 
lated to  excite  the  passions  and  prejudices 
of  the  people,  and  in  language  unworthy 
of  a  Member  of  Parliament,  either  in  that 
or  any  other  House.  But  the  hou.  Mem- 
ber for  Waterford  had  said,  that  the  ciy 
for  reform  of  the  House  of  Lords  might  be 
expected  if  this  measure  was  refuied. 
Then  it  became  proper  thai  they  should 
proceed  to  consider  what  was  the  real 
position  in  which  that  House  was  placed 
as  regarded  the  House  of  Lords.  Hun, 
Members  on  his  side  of  the  House,  enter- 
uining  all  that  respect  for  tlie  other  House 
that  the  Conslitutioa  prescribed,  held  that 
the  amendments  made  by  the  House  of 
Lords  in  this  Bill,  were  recommended  not 
only  by  their  intrinsic  excellence,  but  also 
by  that  deference  to  the  opinion  of  tlie 
House  of  Lords  which  was  consistent  with 
the  Constitution.  It  was  natural  that  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
should  not  only  condemn  those  amend- 
ments, for  what  they  believed  to  be  their  in- 
IrinBic  defeclB,  but  also  because  Uiey  origi- 
nated in  that  House,  towards  which  they 
entertained  such  stroug  sentiments  of  dis- 
like. This  being  the  state  of  feeling  on 
both  sides,  and  if  it  became  necessary  to 
contemplate  the  question  of  reform  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  it  became  desirable  to 
inquire  by  what  means,  supposing  the  dif- 
ference of  0[Mnion  to  be  irreconcileable, 
noder  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution 
the  diffioullies  could  be  overcome.  Now 
it.was  a  necessary  mgredient  in  the  con- 
stitution of  the  House  of  Lords,  that  it 
should  change  from  time  to  time  by  the 
introdaction  of  fresh  members ;  and  the 
queation  was,  whether  the  clus  of  society 
oat  of  which  were  generally  selecled  the 
iodividualB  raised  to  the  Peerage,  was  of 
•uch  a  way  of  thinking  as  to  render  it  im- 
poaatble  that  in  the  course  of  years  the 
Uoase  of  Lords  would  become  re-organized 
and  changed  in  feelings,  in  the  same  de- 
gree that  tbo  aame  change  would  have 
operated  in  the  class  from  which  they  had 
been  taken.  If  this  were  denied,  and  if  it 
v«n  gruted  that  tba  feelings  of  tb«  clais 


in  question  were  ao  opposed  to  tbM  portioB 
of  the  constituency  of  the  country  rcpra- 
sented  by  the  House  of  Commons  as  to 
render  it  impossibla  that  the  feelings  and 
views  of  the  House  of  Lords  could  be  so 
radically  changed  as  to  bring  them  iatO 
conformity  with  those  of  the  House  of 
Commons ;  then,  be  maintained,  that  the 
great  political  difference  which  existed 
ought  not  to  be  represented  as  a  differenoe 
existing  between  a  certain  number  of  tba 
Members  of  the  House  of  Lords  and  tha 
people,  but  the  situation  of  parties  ought 
fairly  to  be  stated  as  a  total  opposilion  of 
the  whole  of  the  upper  class  of  society  to 
that  portion  of  the  people  represented  by 
the  House  of  Commons.  But  this  was  a 
dangerous  admission  to  make,  and  as  no 
adequate  remedy  had  been  suggested  he 
waa  disposed  to  wait  for  tha  operation  of 
the  natural  and  constitutional  causes,  in 
order  to  work  a  change  in  the  House  of 
Lords  by  the  gradual  infusion  of  iresh 
Members  from  the  upper  classes  of  society, 
and  for  a  change  in  tbe  feeling  produced 
in  the  country  by  tbe  Reform  Bill,  and 
which  was  rapidly  dying  away.  He  wonid 
not  follow  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford 
in  many  of  the  subjects  he  had  adverted 
10.  He  woold  not  enter  into  the  circum- 
stances which  attended  the  passing  of  tha 
Reform  Bill  or  of  the  Catholic  Emaoci* 
pation  Bill,  althougfa  he  thought  that  the  ef* 
feet  of  the  passing  of  those  two  Bills  bad 
taught  the  Legt^ature  a  moat  important, 
lesson.  It  had  taught  them,  that  there 
had  been  a  want  of  prudence  or  of  fore- 
sight in  those  by  whom  the  introductioa  of 
those  measures  had  been  enforced.  It  had 
told  them  that  a  blunder  bad  been  com- 
mitted, for  that  the  measures  bad  not 
effected  the  object  to  accomplish  which 
they  were  introduced — that  they  had  not 
prevailed  to  mitigate  the  feeling  of  discon- 
tent in  Ireland,  or  to  reconcile  the  people 
of  that  country  to  the  Qovernmeut  of 
the  empire.  Nor  shonld  he  follow  the 
hon.  Gentleman  in  his  travels  through 
different  conntrin  of  tbe  continent  in 
search  of  municipal  institutions,  for  he 
contd  not  hut  think  that  there  were 
circumstances — peculiar  circumstances— 
in  tbo  situation  of  Ireland,  as  regarded  this 
coiintry,  which  rendered  the  example  of 
other  countries  not  similarly  situated  of  no 
possible  importance  to  the  Legislature  of 
Great  Britain.  Those  circumstances  were, 
that  tbe  inhabitantsof  Ireland  were  divided 
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into  a  majority  and  minority  peculiarly 
and  singularly  situated — a  majority  poor, 
uneducuted,  iniatakeii,iDpointof  religioD-. 
a  minotity  conTesKdly  educated,  and  loyal 
in  politics.  ^A  laugh.]  He  knew  wbat 
that  laugh  meaDt.  He  >aid  loyal,  because, 
notwithstanding  the  universal  disappoint- 
ment of  their  own  views,  they  still  desired 
to  continue  their  adherence  to  the  Union 
and  iheir  loyaU|f  to  the  Crown.  A  ma- 
jority and  minority  thus  constituted  were 
■et  against  one  another  in  a  virulence  of 
hostility  not  to  be  found  in  any  other 
country;  and,  moreover,  there  was  the 
fact  that  this  minority  had  been  maintained 
IB  a  most  undue  supremacy,  while  the 
tnajority  had  been  reduced  to  what  he  ad- 
mitted to  have  been  a  moat  unworthy  sub- 
jection, and  that  the  question  now  was, 
not  whether  they  should  remove  as  well 
the  lupremacy  of  the  minority  as  the  sub- 
jection of  the  majority,  but  only  whether 
the  subjection  of  the  majority  should  be 
changed  to  a  not  less  bitter  subjection  i  ' 
the  minority.  That  was  the  real  questioi 
Both  Houses  were  agreed  that  it  was  wise 
to  abolish  the  supremacy  of  the  minority. 
It  was  asked,  on  the  other  side,  why  were 
not  the  Protestant  Corporations  left  un- 
touched ?  The  reason  was,  that  ihey  (the 
Opposition)  wished  that  there  should  be 
no  supremacy  of  the  one  sect  or  of  the 
other.  They  were  asked  for  equal  laws 
for  Ireland  with  those  of  this  couniry ;  but 
was  it  doubtedt  for  one  moment,  that  al' 
legislation  ought  to  be  adapted  to  the  par. 
ticular  wants  of  the  society  for  which  it  was 
to  operate,  and  to  the  circumstances  of 
the  time  at  which  it  was  to  take  effect  7 
In  1817  the  Six  Acts  were  passed,  but 
when  a  motion  was  made  to  extend  the 

Crovisions  of  one  of  them — that  which  re- 
tted to  seditious  meetings — to  Ireland, 
that  motion  was  immedlaiely  negatived  on 
the  ground  that  Ireland  was  so  tranquil  ai 
not  10  require  the  operation  of  such  a  law. 
Again,  it  was  only  three  years  since  the 
very  Ministers  who  now  called  for  justice 
to  Ireland  themselves  introduced  an  arbi- 
trary measure  into  that  House,  the  efTect 
of  which  was  to  destroy  the  right  of  trial 
by  jury,  and  to  hand  over  the  people  of 
Ireland  to  the  tender  mercies  of  the  court- 
martial.  Yet  the  agitation  which  then 
prevailed  in  Ireland  arose  from  no  other 
cause  than  that  the  people  of  that  country 
were  expecting  to  take  bjr  force  that  Church 
property  which  the  Legislature  had  since 
•ou^ht  to  confer  upon  them.     But  was 
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there  at  that  time  any  attempt  to  transfer 
that  Aut  to  England  ?  It  would  have  been 
absurd.  He  might  perhaps  be  told  that 
the  provisions  of  that  Act  were  intended  to 
be  temporary  only,  and  they  had  already 
been  told  so.  An  observation  had  been 
made,  which  vras  as  true  as  it  was  pointed, 
that  legislation  was  for  a  time,  the  people 
for  eternity.  But  the  Peers  did  not  mean 
their  present  legislation  to  be  more  perma- 
nent than  circumstances  required.  On 
the  contrary,  they  desired  to  see  the  people 
of  Ireland  exercising  those  rights  which 
had  already  been  granted  to  the  people  of 
England  and  Scotland,  so  soon  as  the  slate 
of  the  public  mind  in  Ireland  should  be 
such  as  to  warrant  its  being  supposed  that 
the  concession  of  them  would  be  a  benefit 
and  not  a  mischief.  He  feit  that  be  was 
justly  entitled  to  refer  to  their  limited  ex- 
perience of  the  working  of  the  English 
MunicipalCorporationAct.in  order  to  show 
that,  as  many  parts  of  that  Act  had 
operated  in  a  manner  totally  different  from 
anything  intended  by  its  framers,  if  he  had 
rightly  represented  the  slate  of  parties  in 
Ireland,  still  worse  effects  would  result  in 
that  country  than  had  occurred  in  this. 
He  particularly  referred  to  the  exercise  of 
the  trusts  vested  in  the  town- councils,  and 
the  mode  of  their  election.  The  town- 
councils  were  elected  by  a  majority  of  the 
constituency,  and  the  consequence  was 
that,in  places  where  parties  were  very  nearly 
balanced,  and  very  highly  excited,  the 
town-council  was  wholly  composed  of  par- 
tizana  of  the  one  side  or  the  other.  Tbs 
patronage  in  such  towns  hsd  been  dis- 
tributed for  political  purposes,  and  in  lotal 
disregard  of  all  principles  which  should 
have  regulated  their  conduct.  He  would 
mention  an  instance  of  this.  It  had  oc- 
curred at  Yarmouth,  and  he  hsd  h  per* 
■onal  knowledge  of  it  At  that  place 
political  feeling  prevailed  to  a  very  great 
extent,  and  parties  were  not  very  uueouallf 
balanced.  At  the  last  election  the  Tories 
were  luccessful.  He  understood  to  what 
that  laugh  referred,  hut  lie  would  not  ba 
diverted  from  bii  course  b^  it.  The  niua- 
bets  of  the  two  parties  in  the  town  wen 
nearly  equal.  There  were  thirty-six  DMia- 
bers  of  the  town-council,  of  whom  otilr  OM 
was  a  Tory — the  remainder  were  Rawcala* 
Under  the  old  system  there  were  dglit 
watchmen  for  the  town,  three  of  wboai 
only  were  voters.  Under  the  new  system 
sixteen  had  beeni^^inted — all  Mueitand 
every  one  a  voter— fi«  of  wbon  M  IWHl 
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examined  agBiDBt  the  Tories  ob  a  com- 
'  nittee  up  staira,  and  one  of  whom  was  the 
stogie  witness  who  Teotuied  to  assert  that 
be  (Mr.  Praed)  had,  with  his  own  mouth, 
t^red  him  a  hribe  (a  statement  which, 
although  somewhat  irr^pilarly,  he  took  the 
opportnaitjr  of  contradicting).  The  Attor- 
ney-General was  afraid  to  make  use  of  that 
witness  as  the  supporter  of  a  prosecution, 
and  he  was  afterwards  expressly  disbelieved 
on  his  oath  without  allowing  the  counsel 
for  the  defence  to  go  into  his  case.  Here, 
then,  was  an  instance  which  had  fallen  un- 
der his  (Mr.  Praed's)  own  personal  know- 
ledge of  the  manner  in  which  the  patron- 
age vested  in  the  town-councils  had  been 
exercised.  Was  it  not  reasonable  to  sup' 
pose  diat  in  Ireland,  where  the  same 
olQectioiiB  existed  in  a  still  greater  degree, 
the  effect  of  the  same  power  being  intrusted 
to  similar  bodies  would  be  worse.  Why, 
in  a  Bill  which  had  recently  been  intro- 
duced into  that  House,  under  the  auspices 
of  the  Government,  the  principle  for  which 
he  contended  had  virtually  been  recog- 
nised ;  for  in  the  Bill  for  the  appointment 
of  the  tnuteesof  charities  in  Ireland,  a  pro- 
viuon  was  made  against  that  unanimity  of 
OfMnion  in  the  majority  preventing  the 
minority  from  beiog  represtoted  at  all; 
and  he  must  say,  therefore,  that  if  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  had  in  this  instance 
recognised  the  evil  of  the  principle  which 
regulated  the  election  of  the  councils,  the 
same  objection  ought  to  be  exteuded  to  the 
elections  of  town-councils  in  Ireland.  They 
were  called  on  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  to  do  justice  to  Ire- 
land. He  did  not  quarrel  with  the  ex> 
pression ;  hut  he  cnuld  not  see  how  the 
call  could  consistently  be  made  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member.  A  friend  of  his,  an 
EDglishman,  had  been  present  at  a  meeting 
at  Limerick,  at  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  made  a  most  eloquent  speech 
mi  the  miseries  of  the  pe<^le  of  Ireland, 
Tb«  same  Gentleman  hai,  in  the  course  of 
the  day,  had  an  opportunity  of  witnessing, 
in  company  with  a  priest  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  persuasion,  places  where  he  had 
seen  more  misery  than  it  had  ever  been  his 
lot  to  witness  anywhere.  After  the  meet- 
iBg  (which  was  on  the  subject  of  the  poor- 
laws),  he  suggested  the  desirableness  of  a 
subscription,  hj  the  600  gentlemen  present, 
on  behalf  of  the  unfortunate  beings  whom 
he  had  seen  in  so  much  misery ;  but  be 
was  answered,  that  it  would  not  succeed  if 
it  were  proposed,  for  that  such  a  mode  of 
dtidin|r  ^"^  t'"  question  wu  not  popular. 
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Bat  the  Peers  did  not  feel  themselves 
called  on  to  do  justice  to  Ireland  in  the 
manner  proposed  by  the  hon.  and  leanied 
Member,  more  especially  when  they  were 
told  by  him  that  he  wanted  the  estabKsh- 
ment  of  municipal  Corporations,  not  for  the 
purposes  of  lighting  and  paving,  but  as 
normal  schools  of  agitation.  They  were  of 
opinion  that  it  was  in  schools  of  a  very 
different  kind  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
ought  to  be  trained,  that  they  ought  to  be 
graduated  at  colleges  of  a  very  difierent 
description.  They  wished  the  weHare  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  to  be  secured,  their 
commerce  to  be  improved,  and  their  wealth 
to  be  iucreaaed,  but  they  did  not  widi  to 
give  additional  means  of  exciting  diaaflfec- 
tioti,  and  of  injuring  the  people.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkeony 
talked  about  justice  for  Ireland  ;  but  they 
told  him  at  once,  that  if  they  could  not  do 
justice  to  that  country  witnout  creating 
fresh  instruments  for  his  purposes — if  they 
could  not  suppress  agitation  without  opeo- 
iog  the  door  to  that  which,  in  his  appre- 
hension, would  be  a  still  greater  pestilence 
— they  would  infinitely  rather  leave  the 
matter  as  it  stood  than  make  any  change 
whatever  in  the  present  system.  Now  let 
him  put  to  the  House  the  case  as  it  really 
existed.  It  had  been  stated  on  all  haads, 
that  the  present  corporation  system  of 
Ireland  was  full  of  abuse ;  and  no  one  had 
been  louder  in  denouncing  the  mischids  at 
that  system  than  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  himself.  Well,  a 
Bill  had  ctMHe  down  to  them  for  the  r&< 
moral  of  this  abuse,  and  what  did  the  other' 
branch  of  the  Legislature  in  that  Bill  pro- 
pose? Why,  to  abolish  Corporations  in- 
Ireland  altogether,  and  place  the  whole  of- 
the  powers  now  exercised  by  those  bodies 
in  the  hands  of  the  present  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant in  whom  it  could  not  he  said  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  they  could  not 
safely  be  vested.  This  was  the  proposition 
contained  in  the  amendments  of  the  Lords ; 
and  although  the  hon.  Members  opposite 
had  complained  of  the  mischiefs  arising 
out  of  the  imperfections  of  the  [wesent 
Corporations,  they  refused  to  accept  it. 
The  question  therefore  before  the  House, 
was,  whether  they  would  adopt  a  measure 
which  would  abolish  that  which  had  beau, 
protested  against  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  as  unjust  and  illegal,  or  whether 
toey  would  retain  the  old  system  with  all 
its  evils,  because  they  were  not  in  a  posi- 
tioQ  to  do  all  the  good  they  could  wish  to 
effect.    The  course  irhicii  Uh  bom  M«a., 
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ban  oppoait*  vanted  theu  to  pnrane 
would,  in  his  bumble  jadgmeot,  be  neitber 
igrwable  to  tfao  House  of  Commoiia,  con- 
aiitent  with  their  daty  u  reprMentatiree 
of  the  people  nor  Gonsonant  to  the  tnut 
which  had  been  npoaed  in  them, 

Viecount  Ehringtait  would  not  follow  tin 
koB.  and  lettned  Oentleman  who  had  laat 
apoken  through  aU  bis  Tarious  matter,  nor 
«nt«r  into  adj  diicuMion  with  him  as  to 
the  wcrhing  of  the  Engltih  Corporation 
Befiwm  Bill  in  the  particular  place  which 
Ae  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  repr&> 
■•Bted.  He  could  assure  the  House,  that 
iatbeferw  obaerrations  he  had  to  make  he 
^ald  confine  himself  strictly  to  the  enh- 
jeot  before  them ;  and  be  would  add, 
tkoagh  be  could  not  share  with  the  hon. 
wd  learned  Gentleman  the  deference 
whidL  he  tiad  expreesed  to  the  amend- 
ment! of  the  other  House,  he  should  at 
least  ahitain  from  anything  lilce  Tltnpera- 
tion  of  tite  autbon  of  these  amendments. 
It  was  bis  fiteling  that  the  language  of 
both  Houses,  ia  referenre  to  each  other, 
■hoald  ba  that  of  respect  and  conciliation  ) 
and  however  freely  he  might  discuss  the 
meaHires  emanating  from  the  other  House 
of  Paritament,  he  should  alvaya  think  it 
inoombent  upon  him  to  speak  in  terms  of 
reqiect  of  the  autbors  of  these  measures. 
Ia  the  course  of  the  debate,  neariy  every 
boa.  Member  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
Home  had  enlarged  upon  two  topics  in 
refinsiGe  to  the  subject  before  the  House — 
nanMljr,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  tor 
Kilkennjr,  and  the  Repeal  of  the  Union. 
It  was  not  his  purpoae  to  enter  into  a  Tin- 
dication  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
from  the  taunts  which  hud  been  so  plen- 
ttfutly  thrown  out  against  him,  nor  should 
be  enter  into  any  discussion  as  to  the  Re- 
peal of  the  Union,  a  proposition  of  which 
DO  was  one  (rf  the  rery  last  men  in  tiw 
House  who  oould  be  charged  with  being  a 
nippm^.  At  the  same  time  he  must  aar, 
that  witb  the  minion  be  entertained  with 
respect  to  this  Bill  aa  it  now  stood,  he  felt 
tJiat  if  be  could  conceive  it  possible  that 
such  a  measure  should  pass  into  law, 
though  be  did  not  say  that  even  such  a 
nnill  would  make  him  the  ttiead  or  sap. 
pater  of  repeal,  yet  be  would  gay  that  such 


t  fhll  Juiti 
gtoiga  of  thoee  who  should  say  that  such 
•D  Act  preented  sufficiMt  gronnds  for  de- 
nanding  repeal.  He  was  old  enough  to 
nsnember  BOnetbiug  of  tbe  gfonada  upso 
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argumeata  by  which  that  measure  waa 
ennirced,  and  of  the  great  principle  upon 
which  iboee  arguments  were  grounded. 
That  principle  wae  e^ual  laws,  equal 
righia,  and  equal  participation  in  all  tba 
blessing!  and  advantages  of  the  Knglidi 
Constitution.  This  was  tbe  principle  whicli 
pervaded  every  sentence  <rf  the  powerhl 
and  eloquent  speech  delivered  by  Mr.  Pitt 
in  1600,  on  tbe  occasion  of  jnmpoeing  that 
measure  to  the  House ;  and  he  could  not 
help  recalling  to  the  House  tbe  words  ia 
which  that  great  atateeman  ooDcluded  OM 
of  the  most  eloquent  passages  of  his  powota 
ful  addrees,  and  which  appeared  to  him 
peculiarly  applicable  to  the  drcumatancea 
under  wnicn  a  participation  in  the  tried 
advantages  of  English  Corporation  Ro< 
form  was  now  sought  to  be  given  to 
Ireland.  Mr.  Pitt,  after  happily  com- 
batting the  argument  whidi  had  bees 
raised  upon  tbe  insult  which  it  was  alleged 
would  be  inflicted  upon  the  national  pnde 
of  Irishmen,  in  depriving  them  of  an  lode* 
pendent  legislaturei,  proceeded  in  these 
wor^: — 

"  If  ihere  be  a  conntry  which,  against  the 
greatestof  all  dangers  (hat  thicaten  its  pcaee 
and  security,  has  not  adequate  means  of  pro> 
lecliug  itself  without  the  aid  of  auolher  na- 
tion ;  if  that  other  be  a  neighbouring  and 
kindred  nation,  speaking  the  sams  language, 
whose  Ibwi,  whose  customs  and  habits  are  the 
same  in  principle,  but  carded  to  a  greater 
degree  of  perfection,  with  a  more  exteosiTa  - 
commerce,  and  more  abundant  meaBS  of 
acquiring  and  difTusing  national  wealth;  tbe 
■labilicj  of  whose  government — th«  eiGoUsDea 
of  vrbose  GODStilutian,  is  more  than  aver  tbe 
admiration  and  envy  of  Europe,  aud  of  which 
the  very  country  of  which  we  are  speaking  can 
only  boast  an  inadequate  and  imiierfect  re- 
semblance;— under  g«ch  cireutn stances,  t 
would  astc,  what  conduct  would  be  preaoribed 
by  every  rational  princtpte  of  dignity,  of  bois> 
oar,  or  of  interest  r  I  would  taik.  whether  this 
is  not  a  faithful  deacription  of  the  ciFeunsa 
stances  which  ought  to  diipose  Ireland  to  a 
union  ?— whether  Great  Bntain  is  not  pre. 
ciiely  the  nation  with  which,  on  these  prin- 
ciples, a  country,  sitaaied  a3  Ireland  is,  would 
desire  to  unite  1  Does  a  union,  nnder  sncA 
ctrcnmstanoes,  by  free  consent,  and  on  jost 
and  equal  terms,  deserve  to  be  branded  aa  a 
proposal  for  snbjecting  Ireland  to  a  feteiga 
yoke  ?  Is  it  not  rather  the  free  and  v oluntarf 
aasocialion  of  two  great  countries,  wtiich  join, 
for  iheir  common  benefit,  inone  empire,  where 
each  will  maintain  ila  proportional  weight  and 
importance,  under  the  security  of  equal  laws, 
reciprocal  tiffection,  and  inseparable  interests, 
and  which  want  nothiog  but  that  hidissolvU^ 
ooaitttion  to  mdeiboth  iartDsOltf' 
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''  Nob  ego  Dec  Teucri*  IIaIm  parere  Jubebo, 
Nm  dot*  regiu  peta;  parfbDR  se  legibun  ambn 
IbtIcW  faotM  atarns  m  rndeim  mttluit.'' 

Siidi  wen  the  aentiments  delirered  by 
Mr.  Pitt,  in  introduciog  tbe  metsure  far 
tbe  union  of  tlie  two  countries,  and  sacli 
were  the  prindples  upon  which  the  union 
was  fonnded  and  carried  l  into  effect. 
What,  he  would  now  ask  hon.  Merobera 
oppoBtte — what  would  that  great  atates- 
msn,  if  he  could  return  now  upon  earth— 
now  that  that  measure  had  been  thirty-five 

rt  in  operation — what  would  he  say  if 
could  hear  those  ill-omened  words 
which  had  been  ao  often  alluded  to  in  the 
course  of  this  debate,  what,  he  would  re- 
peat, would  Mr.  Pitt  hare  said,  if  he 
Gonid  hare  been  told  that  these  words 
were  applied  to  Ireland  by  the  leader  of 
the  Conaerrstire  party  in  one  of  the 
Houses  of  Purtiament— by  the  leader  of 
that  party  who  affected  to  act,  as  far  as 
posriUa,  upon  the  principles  and  upon  the 
model  of  Mr.  Pitt?  What  would  that 
gireat  atatesman  hare  said  if,  immediately 
after  tbe  period  at  which  the  abases  of  the 
Municipal  Corporations  of  England  had 
been  lelarmed,  and  when  those  Corpo- 
latioDS  had  been  rendered  aobject  to  popu> 
lar  control,  and  after  the  Corporations  of 
Ireland  had  been  denounced  as  frauglit 
with  abuses  sttll  more  intolerable  and  still 
more  grierous  than  those  of  England  had 
enr  been— what  would  be  hare  said  if  lie 
had  been  told,  tlxt  the  only  means  to  be 
uStind  to  Irdand  fin-  getting  rid  of  those 
rtosee,  was  by  destroying  altogether  every 
TOtige  rf  municipal  gorcmroeiit  is  that 
country,  and  by  inresting  the  whole  cor- 
porate power  and  authority  of  Ireland  in 
the  banoa  of  Commissioners  appointed  by 
the  Crown?  Would  Mr.  Pitt  hare  con- 
aiderad  audi  a  proporition  as  accordant 
with  the  great  principle  upon  which  the 
VnioB  was  fimnded,  namdy,  that  of  the 
jonction  upon  aqual  terns,  of  two  couDtiies' 
into  one  great  empire?  Would  he  not 
rather  ban  pronounced  it  an  insult  and  a 
d^ndation  to  the  whole  Iri^  nation? 
He  (Lnd  Etnington)  would  ash  the  noble 
Lord  and  tbe  li^t  boa.  Gentleman  on  the 
ofipoante  bem^,  iriwther,  in  case  the  con- 
Bequence  of  this  diflerence  between  the 
two  HouMt  npon  this  qnestiMi  should  be 
a  change  in  the  Ministry,  whether  they 
really  thought  it  would  be  possible  for 
them  or  ttaj  other  new  Ministry  to  carry 
tibrengli  tbis  measure  as  it  stood?  He 
vonM  tA  them  whether  they  thought 
Antf  with  tb«  feelt^  nUdt  «iu(ed  wiUi 
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Ireland,  it  would  be  poSBiUa  to  ap|)ly  it 
to  that  country  without  the  aid  of  force 
and  coercion  ?  He  would  ask  th«n  wh*- 
ther,  in  tha  present  stale  of  publis  opinion 
in  this  country,  thev  really  conceirea  th«t 
tbe  people  of  England,  by  their  repre> 
aeniatires  in  ParhanwDt,  would  oonaent 
to  apply  the  force  and  coercion  which 
would  be  Deceaaar?  to  enforce  sueh  a 
measure  upon  Irrfaod?  He  was  well 
assured  they  nerer  would.  He,  therefose, 
felt  extremely  sorry  that  the  onnsideraUe 
and  respectable  minority  constituting  the 
noble  Lord's  and  right  hon.  GeBtI«nan'a 
followers  in  that  House,  and  the  mBJority 
in  the  other  House,  should  bare  taluB 
their  stand  upon  a  question  whii^  he  coiw 
sidared  to  be  at  onoe  so  insulUig  and  ae 
injurious  to  Ireland,  and  which  he  was 
quite  sure  was  altt^ther  repugnant  t» 
the  general  feeling  of  ib*  people  of  this 
country.  When  hs  first  saw  toe  aaend- 
menta,  as  they  came  down  from  the  other 
House,  it  certainly  had  appeared  to  him 
that  no  ooune  was  left  to  the  House  of 
Commons  but  to  reject  thasi  altogethv. 
At  the  same  time,  he  was  free  to  confeas, 
thnt  he  was  heartily  rejoiced  at  the  atwp 
tahee  by  hia  noble  Fnend ;  at  the  wiae 
and  temperate  courae  he  had  adt^ited,  of 
trying,  at  least,  bow  far  he  could  adranoe 
on  tbe  road  to  conciliation,  consistent  with 
the  great  principle  to  which  the  Go*eni> 
ment  and  tno  rast  majority  of  the  House 
stood  nominally  pledged.  He  in  no  de- 
gree nnderrateo  tne  miachiefs  which  wouid 
arise  from  a  collision  between  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament,  and  he  had  alwajrs, 
here  and  elsewhere,  tnaiataiaed  the  ri^t 
of  each  branch  of  tbe  Leaislature  to  per- 
fect independence  in  the  discharge  <^  their 
dutiea  in  reference  to  every  measure  which 
came  before  them.  He  could  not,  how- 
ereri  but  regret  that  tbe  seotiiiienta  of 
each  House  diould  be  found  to  much  at 
rarianca  upon  a  meaaure  which,  if  not 
adopted,  left  no  alternative  except  a  coo- 
tinuance  of  abuses  which  on  all  sides  of 
the  House  were  denounced;  for  he  ahould 
prefer  the  temporary  continuance  of  the 
present  aystem  to  any  attempt  to  force 
upm  the  people  of  Ireland  such  a  measure 
as  that  which  had  been  substituted  for 
the  Bill  brought  in  by  his  right  hon 
Friend  tbe  Attorney-General  for  Ireland, 
by  the  amendmeDts  of  the  other  House. 
He  had  spoken  warrolr  upon  the  subject, 
because  be  felt  strong^.  He  sboold  rot« 
te  the  Ofigiiwl  propoulioot 
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Mr.  Horace  Ttvitt  thought,  that  if  auy 
ooe  thing  more  tfaan  saDther  showed  the 
MCewity  ef  that  uneful  rule  of  the  House 
wbich  fa»l  been  established  agaiest  intro- 
dadog  allustom  to  what  pa&aed  ia  the 
otiwr  HoDWi  it  was  the  course  talcea  in 
the  preseot  debate ;  because  attacks  had 
been  made  upon  pvticular  speeches  from 
time  to  time,  to  which  it  was  impossible 
ftfr  the  noble  p^sonages  impugned  to  offer 
say  i^ly,  or  give  any  explanation  of  the 
wnda  attributed  to  tbem.  But  all  the  in- 
coDrenient  results  of  that  course  must  fall 
upon  the  heads  of  those  who  hud  thought 
proper  to  indulge  io  such  attacks.  1'he 
noble  XxkA  who  had  just  addressed  the 
House,  had  not  been  content  with  the 
usual  strain  of  condemnation,  poured  out 
Bpon  those  who  opposed  him,  but  he  had 
efoked  from  the  shades  of  the  grave  one  of 
the  greatest  statesmen  England  had  ever 
pcoduced,  in  order  to  convert  his  recorded 
doquence  into  a  weapon  against  those  who 
did  not  think  fit  to  support  the  course 
taken  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department.  But 
was  it  not  the  constant  practice  of  the 
huQ.  and  learned  Member  fur  Kilkenny  to 
inveigh  agiunst  the  English  people,  not 
merely  as  usurpers  and  tf  rants,  but  as 
Saaaenachs?  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber might  be  justly  called  the  original oi 
of  the  o^nsive  expressions,  if  to  de 
scribe  others  as  ^iens  were  offensive 
Hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  thi 
House  had  been  in  the  habit  of  stating 
that  seven  centuries  of  misgovernmenl 
had  brought  the  population  of  Ireland  tc 
a  stale  of  comparative  barbarism  in  some 
respects,  and  absolute  ignorance  in  others, 
and  therefore  they  had  called  upon  the 
House  to  provide,  not  from  the  ordinary 
lunds  of  the  $tat£,  but  from  the  funds  of 
the  Chureh,  means  to  check  and  remove 
that  Ignorance  and  barbarism.  Now,  it 
wu  upon  the  very  fact  which  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  thus  admitted,  that  he  said 
corporate  rights  ought  to  be  eiercised 
only  by  men  who  had  arrived  at  a  sisite 
of  intelligence  and  civilization,  which  would 
render  them  capable  of  appreciating  them. 
The  hacknied  cry  of  "  justice  to  Ireland" 
had  never  been  properly  explained.  Must 
that  which  was  justice  to  England 
necessarily  be  so  to  Ireland  ?  Would  any 
sound  constitutional  lawyer  tell  him  that 
there  was  any  thing  rn  the  common  law  of 
the  land  to  give  the  right  of  exercising  the 
corporate  franchise  to  any  town  whatever? 
Ho  wsnud  to  know  bow  it  could  be  shown 
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that  because  British  subjects  had  a  right 
to  trial  by  jury,  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act, 
and  the  Parliamentary  franchise,  ihal  ai«o 
they  had  a  right  to  corporate  reform  ;  for 
that  ought  to  be  the  bails  of  ibe  reform 
which  was  demanded.  Did  it  follow  that 
because  corporate  franchise  had  beea 
given  to  England  and  Scotland,  it  should 
also  be  given  to  Ireland  ?  Was  there  any 
similarity  between  the  cases  of  iherespective 
countries  ?  Were  England  and  Scotland, 
when  they  received  their  corporation  Acts, 
under  circumstances  similar  to  those  of 
Ireland  now?  Was  it  not  necessary  to 
pass  an  Act  which  was  sometimes  ceJied 
the  coercion  Bill,  and  at  other  times  the 
Bill  for  the  preservation  of  the  peace  in 
Ireland  7  Was  such  an  act  necessary  in 
either  England  or  Scotland  ?  He  would 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  were 
he  in  his  place,  but  in  his  absence  he 
would  ask  the  House,  whether  clergymen 
i  were  escorted  to  Church  by  a  guard  of 
■  police  or  military  in  England  or  in  Scotland. 
Did  not  the  House  recollect  that,  at  no 
very  distant  period,  ihe  Secretary  of  State 
for  Ireland,  now  Lord  Hatherton,  reported 
to  the  House  that  the  average  number  of 
murders  in  Ireland  was  two  per  day  ? 
With  these  facts  before  them,  he  called 
upon  them  to  consider  the  probable  results 
of  putting  power  into  hands  so  ill  prepared 
to  exercise  it.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  had  told  theoa  fairly 
and  Mplicilly  that  discretionary  power 
was  wanted,  but  he  had  not  fully  explained 
what  he  meant  by  it,  though  no  man  was 
better  able  to  do  so  ;  because  when  it  was 
discreet  to  be  discreet,  no  man  could  be 
more  discreet  than  that  hon.  and  learned 
Member  ;  but  when  it  was  discreet  to  be 
rash,  he  was  among  the  rishest  of  men. 
But  was  it  not  the  object  of  that  hon.  and 
learned  Qentleman  in  his  present  diicretioa 
to  establish  schools  of  agitation  ?  Was 
it  not  inlended  to  extend  the  flame  of 
agitation  from  one  man  to  another  throngh 
the  whole  mass  of  society  ?  If  not,  would 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  consent  to 
the  insertion  of  a  clause  into  the  Bill  to 
limit  the  diKiusaion  of  corporation  meeting! 
to  local  affairs  ?  No,  he  woald  not  do 
that :  and  yet,  to  take  him  at  his  word, 
that  would  be  the  sort  of  Bill  which  he 
ought  to  receive.  But  the  House  had 
been  told,  that  the  great  principles  of 
charily  ought  to  be  carried  out,  Whkt 
was  meant  by  that  T  He  did  not  tsk  thtt 
qoution  in  (he  spirit  of  bottilHy ,    H«  WRf 
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anikmi  to  contiibate  any  little  aid  in  bis 
power  to  pacify,  rather  than  to  irritate 
partiei.  What  othei  objects  could  he 
have  in  view  ?  From  hia  earliest  appear- 
ance in  that  House,  he  nas  the  supporter 
of  the  question  of  Catholic  emancipation. 
He  nas  one  of  those  who  in  former  times 
were  threatened  with  all  the  dangers  that 
now  appeared  to  be  approacbiog  thetn, 
and  yet  he  was  bold  enongh  to  support 
Catholic  emancipation,  being  assured  by 
its  advocates  that  if  it  were  granted  peace 
would  follow,  and  that  the  concession  of 
political  equality  would  destroy  agitation. 
Having,  then,  been  one  who  supported 
a  liberal  policy  towards  Ireland,  ougfal 
not  those  who  called  upon  him  to  support 
this  measure  to  tell  him  definitively  now 
far  they  inleoded  to  go,  after  what  had 
followed  the  passing  of  the  Catholic 
EtauncipatioD  Act?  He  might  be  (old,  that 
Catholic  emancipation  was  carried  too 
late.  Perhaps  there  was  too  much  reason 
to  regret  that  it  had  been  carried  at  all ; 
but  of  this  he  was  quite  certain,  that  the 
corporate  franchise  was  asked  for  too  soon. 
He  contended  that  the  people  were  not 
ripe  for  it,  for  the  advocates  of  the  measure 
itself  admitted  that  the  population  was 
not  in  a  condition  to  appreciate  it.  The 
justice  which  they  demanded  for  Ireland 
was  in  reality  injustice  both  to  England 
and  Ireland.  It  might  be  an  act  of  justice 
to  relieve  the  people  of  Ireland  from  the 
burden  of  these  Corporations  entirely,  but 
was  it  just  to  give  them  instead  a  set 
of  irresponsible  and  exclusive  Corporations? 
It  waa  not  to  be  said  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  to  be  excluded  from  the  ez- 
erciae  of  the  corporate  franchise  because 
they  were  Catholics  ;  no,  but  because 
they  were  not  free  agents.  It  was  well 
Icnown  that  every  election  of  a  parliament- 
ary representative  was  a  religious  struggle 
carried  on  under  the  direction  and  influence 
of  religious  teachers  ;  it  was,  in  fact,  per- 
fectly ridiculous  to  attempt  to  deny  that 
the  political  movements  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  entirely  under  religions 
control.  He  confessed,  that  he  had  been 
■truck  with  astonishment  by  the  conclud- 
ing passage  of  the  speech  delivered  by 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department :—"  The  first 
cannon  ball  fired  in  Europe  will  be  the 
aignal  for  retracting  all  your  denials,  and 
making  that  concession,  and  doing  that 
justice  in  your  need  which  you  refused  in 
the  hoar  of  your  glorj,  and  in  the  day  of 


yoni  strength."  It  was  for  the  noble  Lord 
to  judge  how  far  snch  sentimenta  as  those 
were  prudent ;  and  how  far  the  utter«DC« 
of  such  suggestions  was  fitting  and 
becoming  a  minister  of  the  Crown.  As 
to  how  far  they  might  be  useful  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
that  was  another  question  ;  but  il  waa 
most  strange  that  His  Majesty's  Secretary 
of  State  should  suggest  to  the  people  of 
Ireland,  that  when  the  country  might 
have  to  ask  their  assistance  against  some 
common  foe,  they  should  draw  the  broad 
claymore,  of  which  eo  much  had  been 
said,  to  wrest  by  threat  or  main  force  that 
which  they  were  not  able  to  obtain  by 
reason  and  sound  ailment.  The  noble 
Lord's  argument,  however,  went  too  far  ; 
for  if  the  present  measure  must  be  inevita- 
bly conceded,  so  must  any  other  demand 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Kilkenny  might  think  proper  to  make  at 
any  time.  The  noble  Lord's  argument 
went  to  show,  that  not  merely  must  the 
House,  at  the  command  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny,  grant 
Municipal  Corporations  to  Ireland,  but 
surrender  also  any  alleged  or  imaginary 
surplus  of  the  Irish  Church,  and  hereafter 
not  only  the  overthrow  of  the  fund  itself, 
but  of  the  fabric  through  which  it  was 
created,  and  thus  sweep  away  the  Pro- 
testant Church  from  the  face  of  the  land. 
Ay,  and  it  showed  that  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  were  always  in  danger  of  that 
weapOD  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny  always  carried  about 
hitn,  half-cocked,  and  ready  to  lire  off 
against  them,  if  they  refused  any  demand 
be    made — namely,   the  Repeal  of   the 

Mr.  GitbortK  hoped  the  House  would 
not  be  led,  by  the  extraneous  nature  of  the 
several  matters  which  had  been  introduced 
into  the  debate,  to  depart  from  the  consi- 
deration of  the  real  question  before  it, 
which  was,  whether  or  not  they  should 
agree  to  the  alterations  which  had  been 
made  in  this  Bill  in  another  place.  These 
alterations  were  totally  destmcttTe  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  as  sent  up  to  the  other 
House,  and  were  a  studied  insult  to  the 
people  of  Ireland.  They  proposed  to 
destroy  all  the  municipal  rights  and  institu- 
tions now  existing  in  Ireland ;  and  on 
what  ground  ?  Why,  because  a  great 
portion  of  the  IrLsh  people  professed  a  p<r- 
ticular  creed.  The  Lords  might  have  done 
the  business  !n  a  much  shorter  way.     They 
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eoulfl  Kt  onoe  have  (UiHactlr  fUted  theii 
object  in  the  preamble  in  loms  such 
words  ai  these ; — "  Whereas  it  li  import* 
ant  to  maintain  the  exclunva  syEtem 
which  at  preient  exiiti  in  Jr^nd 
and  as  thre^fourlhs  of  the  people  of  that 
country  are  unfit  to  be  intrusted  with 
munidral  privilesci  in  connequence  of  their 
being  Papist!,"  &c.  That  was  the  prin- 
dplo  which  ran  through  and  governed  every 
enactment  of  this  altered  Bill-  Because 
the  majority  of  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
Papiiti,  they  were  not  fit  to  Qctjoy  munici- 

Sl  rights,  or  iill  the  offices  of  mayor, 
eriff,  or  butter- taster.  He  would  not 
q>peal  to  the  justice  of  those  who  lup- 
ported  the  amendments.  He  would  uot 
appeal  to  their  charity  oi  toleration;  he 
would  merely  ask  them,  did  they  luppose 
they  could  contend  agaiust  a  whole  nation  i 
He  did  not  suppose  it  was  the  intention  of 
thoae  opposite  to  compel  his  Majeity'i 
Miaisteri  to  abandon  the  GoTemment, 
unless  they  could  show  that  they  themselves 
were  prepared  to  take  office  with  a  likelL 
bflod  of  succeia.  Upon  what  prinuple  did 
they  propoM  to  proceed,  shouU  they  come 
again  into  power  ?  Was  it  the  principle 
held  out  hy  an  important  ornn  of  that 

?>rty,  namdy.  The  Quarter^/  Review  f 
here  was  a  time  when  an  acquaintance 
with  polite  literature  was  supposra  to  Bof^n 
and  humanize. 


But  tJie  arle»  irtgmua  had  produced  a 
contrary  effect  upon  the  writer  rrom  whom 
he  was  about  to  quote.  In  the  last  number 
of  The  Quarterly  Review,  the  organ  of  the 
party  opposite,  was  the  following  pusages—- 
"Why  has  not  Mr.  O'Connell,  who,  like 
Hobpar't  starling,  speaking  nothing  hut 
Meriimar,  aoarcaly  uttars  any  sound,  in  or  out 
of  Parliamcnl,  but  "juitiae  for  Ireland  ;" — 
Khy  hai  lie  not  been  formally  called  upon  to 
make  out  «  apecilic  Ustofuie  griefaBceshe 
affects  to  be  laraetiting?  The  substantial 
justice  which  Ireland  has  long  required,  was 
tan  years'  subjection  to  raartial  law,  under  inch 
an  officer  as  Cromwell,  whose  atriotnesi  and 
Inpanialiiy  would  have  thoroughly  babiloatsd 
the  eouDtiy  to  peace  and  good  order." 
Was  that  the  principle  on  which  the  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  were  prepared  to  govern 
Ireland  t  Would  they  so  conciliate  those 
"aliens  in  blood,  in  language,  and  religion," 
on  the  other  side  of  the  Channel  i  The 
hon.  Member  for  Sandwich,  argued  that 
"  aliens  in  blood,  reUgion,  and  Unguage," 
did  not  mean  what  the  words  expresed. 
Perhapa  the   hon.    Member   would   also 


undertake  to  pmra  that  ntartial  law  did 
not  mean  anything  harsh  or  tyrannical. 
If  the  lentenoe  which  he  had  read  were  in 
accordance  with  the  opinions  of  Gentlemen 
opposite,  they  would  no  doubt  concur  in 
the  passages  which  fallow ed, — 

"A  course  of  disoiplina  of  this  tort  woald 
soon  put  an  end  to  the  murders  ia  Tipperary, 
and  the  turbulenoB  of  fathen  M'Hals,  Aeho^ 
and  Maher,  for  ever." 
And  in  this  paiiage,— 

"  It  has  long  been  the  misfortune  of  Ireland 
to  have  institutions  forced  upon  it  in  imitaiiod 
of  those  of  England,  for  whteb  it  was  obviontly 
unfit.  The  justice  wfaich  Mr.  O'Connell  and 
hit  followers  want  is  of  a  very  different  sort." 
Were  hon.  Meraben  opposite  prepared  to 
agree  in  such  attoetous  doctrine  V-if  not, 
by  what  measures  did  they  ptnpoae  to 
tranquillize  Ireland,  if  they  should  suooeed 
in  returning  ta  power?  Hn  would  not 
eall  this  language  an  unnMKuary  mkI 
gratuitous  insult  to  the  people  of  Ireland, 
but  it  wai  a  tery  equivocal  rigD  of  tftwtioni 
and  not  caloulatea  to  show  a  leaning 
towards  indulgence.  AUusaon  woa  mad^ 
laat  night,  by  the  hon.  Member  tot  Sand- 
wich, to  the  power  of  the  Locda.  Ths 
hon.  Gentleman  asked,  whethei  the  Ziordl 
were  to  have  no  voice  or  power  ovk  the 
questions  sent  up  to  them  from  thia  Hoaie  ? 
Mobodr  ever  dreamed  of  denying  the  rigbta 
of  the  House  of  Lords ;  but  u  they  inaitted 
upon  a  rigorous  exercise  of  their  extreme 
rights,  the  -House  of  Commons  would  be 
driven  to  the  aueition  of  its  extreme  righta 
also.  That  House — it  wai  unpleasant  to 
be  driven  to  a  discunion  of  the  rights  of 
the  two  House*— but  that  House  had  ■ 
peculiar  power  of  enforcing  its  own  wi^ea. 
rhe  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  de- 
clared, on  a  recent  occasion,  that  the  powen 
of  the  State  must  be  ultlmatelv  vested  in 
the  majority  of  the  House  o^ Commons; 
and  he  said  truly,  for  that  House  possessed 
the  means  to  assert  its  opinions.  It  waa 
not  wise  in  the  advocates  of  the  Lords  to 
compel  such  discussions  as  these,  by  insisting 
on  their  extreme  rights.  They  could  reject 
any  measure  sent  up  to  them  from  the 
Commons,  but  it  was  to  be  hoped  that  they 
would  not  drive  the  Commons  to  exerdM 
the  power  the^  possessed.  He  bad  no 
doubt  of  the  ultimate  result  of  the  measure. 
The  princinle  of  the  Bill,  as  sent  up  to  the 
Lords,  had  been  .twice  affirmed  by  the 
Commons,  and  yet  tlut  House  was  calfed 
upon — ungraciously  called  upon — to  give 
up  a  principle  which  it  had  twice  affirmed. 
Neitlwr  the  majority  in  that  Hoom,  nor 
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ihe  Ministry  could  recede  from  tlist  princi- 
ple witlkout  disgrace ;  and  even  thougb 
that  majority  should  not  be  increaaed  hj 
an  appeal  to  the  people,  it  must  pTevail 
against  the  minority,  backed  althou^it  be 
hy  a  large  majority  in  the  other  House. 
He  did  not  think  it  possible  for  a  political 
party  to  occupy  a  pontlon  so  weak  as  that 
now  held  fay  the  hon.  Gentlemen  cniposite. 
The  very  arguments  they  used  for  the 
assumption  of  corporate  property,  and  the 
abolition  of  vetted  rights  and  charters,  were 
c^culated  to  outrage  the  feelings  of  a  large 
body  of  their  own  supporters.  If  the  hon. 
Henberfor  Oxford  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  were  in 
his  place,  he  would  call  to  his  recollection 
the  arguments  that  had  been  used  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  and  show  him  that 
they  were  applieable  to  every  one  of  the 
eoll^ei  of  that  ancient  and  ve&siable 
institutioa  of  which  he  was  the  nfirsienta- 
tive.  He  would  remind  the  hon.  Baronet 
that  the  principle  couteoded  for  would 
bfing  the  vested  rights  of  that  institution, 
hu  right  to  her  hoDOun,  with  her  imagitu 
tty  rigbt  to  bee  property,  which  ha  been 
powwulty  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  be  protected  by  the  broad  shield  of 
prescriptian — these  would  be  brought  by 
the  pnndple  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  o^ 
potilc^  to  tnc  bar  of  public  opinion.  Well, 
then,  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  having 
thus  shocked  the  feelings  of  a  laige  body  of 
their  own  supporters,  they  propose  to  pro- 
ceed nest  to  insult  three-foiuths  of  the 
population  of  Ireland.  What  hope  of 
success  had  they  in  pursuing  such  a  course  i 
When  they  were  asked  for  a  general  law, 
tbay  would  give  a  partial  law — when  they 
were  asked  (or  munidpal  corporations,  they 
would  sive  armed  garrisons — when  they 
were  asked  for  watchmen,  they  would  give 
sentinels — when  they  were  asked  for  im- 
partial Justice,  they  would  give  drum-head 
courts- martial.  He  was  confident  of  ulti- 
mate tuccen,  and  he  hoped  no  Gentleman 
would  compromise  the  character  of  the 
House  to  avoid  a  temporary  difficulty. 

Mr.  ffmry  Orattan  :  The  right  hon- 
Member  for  Tamtrorth  says,  that  on  that 
subject  allowance  must  be  made  for  Irish 
feeling.  We  do  not  require  it;  but  he 
requires  that  allowance  should  be  made 
for  his  insensibility.  The  case  of  the 
corrupt  voter  at  Tamworth  occupied  his 
speech  much  more  than  the  rights  and 
privilej^s  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  Sir, 
It  is  difficult  to  know  where  to  begin,  still 
mote  3D  where  to  stop ;  and  I  know  not 
whether  I  un  to  adaiess  you  ai  »  ftee 
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citizen  or  aa  one  belonging  to  an  inferior 
and  disfranchised  class.  I  have  heard  Ot 
individuals  being  put  out  of  the  pale  of 
nations  —  one  great  end  distingu  shed 
leader  nas  put  out  of  the  pale  of  a  nation, 
but  the  proscription  of  entire  communities 
is  a  new  idea.  This  Bill,  ijir,  is  an  in- 
solent, ignorant,  fraudulent,  and  tyranni- 
cal proceeding;  it  carries  falsehood  at  its 
outset.  Its  title  is  a  Bill  to  abolish  Cor- 
porations, yet  it  studiously  and  craftily 
preserves  them,  and  it  offends  Ireland  by 
introducing  in  the  Grst  paragraph  the  pas- 
sage regarding  the  police,  as  if  that  were 
to  he  the  sole  mode  of  governing  Ireland. 
Those  who  have  defended  this  Bill  dis- 
play great  ignorance  of  Irish  history;  tbay 
represent  these  Corporations  aa  enrolled 
for  party  or  political  purposes — not  for  the 
good  government  of  the  towns,  and  the 
care  of  local  concerns,  but  for  political  and 
religious  views.  Sir,  if  they  had  examined 
history — if  they  had  read  Doctor  Lucas's 
work  on  Corporations,  or  even  if  they  had 
read  the  Reports  of  tbe  Commissi  oners, 
they  would  have  found  that  tbirty-siz  of 
those  bodies  existed  long  before  toe  Re- 
formation, and  that  the  chief  and  largest 
of  them  date  from  the  reign  of  Henry 
3rd ;  but  it  suited  their  design  to  mis- 
represent the  fact,  and  to  give  a  religious 
character  to  bodies  that  existed  long  be- 
fore Proteslantiam  was  thought  of.  With 
respect  to  the  Bill  as  returned  by  the 
Lords,  it  not  only  does  not  abolish  Cor- 
porators, but  expressly  provides  that  at 
the  end  of  the  present  year  all  the  old 
Corporations  are  to  remain  in,  and  are  to 
have  the  disposal  of  the  local  and  charit- 
able trosts.  These  amount  to  very  con- 
siderable sums ;  and  to  whom  are  they 
intrusted?  Why,  to  the  very  men  whom 
you  on  the  opposite  side  have  condemned 
as  dishonest;  yet  you  vest  in  them  th? 
power  of  disposing  of  those  large  sums 
of  money,  and  all  charitable  trusts  are 
placed  under  their  direction  and  controL 
Do  you  know  the  amount  of  property 
whicD  you  propose  to  place  at  the  dis- 
posal of  seven  individuals  under  the  name 
of  Commissioners?  When  I  see  the  word 
"  compensalion"  introduced  into  tha  Bill, 
I  cannot  persuade  myself  but  that  the 
framer  of  it  had  an  eye  to  ihe  74,0001. 
which  was  awarded  to  the  citizens  of 
Dublin.  Do  you  know  that,  by  these 
amendments,  it  is  proposed  to  give  to 
seven  individuals  discretionary  power  over 
a   property   little   less  ihaa  400,0001.? 
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There  are  four  towni  in  Ireland  poweuiog 
a  corporate  income  of  127,000'.  In  the 
lesser  towns,  Drogheda  has  13,000^  or 
14,0001., others  have  upwards  of  12,000^; 
is  properly  to  such  an  extent  to  be  vested 
in  seven  individuate  ?  1  wiali  to  know 
what  must  be  the  feelings  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  when  they  read  your  speeches, 
hear  your  charges,  and  behold  your  con- 
demnation of  those  men,  and  yet  find  that 
to  their  hands  has  been  committed  the 
cause  of  charity,  and  the  care  of  the  widow 
and  the  orphan.  You  declare  them  to  be 
peculators — convicted  plunderers,  and  yet 
to  iheni  you  intrust  the  helpless  and  un- 
protected. Shall  this  be  tolerated— can 
It  be  listened  to  for  a  moment ;  and  will 
the  people  of  Ireland  patiently  submit  to 
it  T  Where  were  the  Bishops,  where  were 
the  pious  protectors  of  the  poor,  when  this 
clause  was  proposed  ?  Why  did  they  not 
protest  against  such  a  junction — against 
auch  an  aduUerous  connenion  ?  Virtue 
and  vice  are  to  go  hand  in  hand,  and  the 
public  robber  is  to  become  the  guardian  of 
the  poor  man's  property,  and  is  to  relieve 
those  wants  he  was  insensible  to  before — 
Knd  where  the  offences  of  him  who  was  to 
distribute  were  as  great  as  the  suSerlngs 
of  those  who  were  to  receive.  This  is  one 
of  the  many  outrageous  parts  of  this  in- 
lolent  legislation.  Have  Gentlemen  con- 
sidered not  only  the  lai^  sums  thus 
abused  —  the  growing  and  increasing 
amount  of  theae  sums  under  their  chartered 
and  local  trusts,  amounting  in  five  places 
klone  to  near  130,000^.  a-ycarT  Have 
they  looLed  to  the  vast  share  of  patronage 
vested  in  the  Crown— the  officers,  f 
courts,  the  clerks,  the  attendants,  ci 
lectors,  and  a  horde  of  appointments  T' 
iheriffs,  coroners,  magistrates,  recorders, 
jodges,  registrars,  clerks,  collectors,  com- 
missionen,tmBtees,andanarmyofdepend- 
ent*,  all  with  salaries,  and  places,  anc 
pensions,  which  in  the  course  of  a  short 
time  would  make,  including  other  costs,  a 
sum  of  near  400,000^  a-year,  and  all 
forming  in  one  irresponsible  officer  a  mass 
of  power  and  influence  that  any  Ii 
liberty  must  abhor,  and  raise  not  only  his 
Toice  but  his  arm  against.  No  matter 
whether  exercised  hy  Whig  or  Tory 
no  matter  whether  conferred  upon  Whig 
or  Tory  —  I  say  it  constitutes 
formidable  and  dangerous  a  power, 
that,  along  with  tbat  possessed  already 
by  the  Lord -Lieu  ten  ant,  there  will  bt 
created  a  complete  and  unqualified  des- 
potism.    Sir,  I  say  that  no  free  peopi* 
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ought,  and  that  Ireland  will  not  anbnit  to 
it.  This  is  a  measure  of  tyranny  as  well 
as  insult,  and  we  shall  resist  it  at  every 
hazard.  The  question  you  have  to  decide 
is  not  one  of  detail — It  is  short,  it  is  plain, 
but  it  is  important;  it  is  a  question  of 
union  or  no  union.  I  do  not  mean  that 
paper  union  that  lies  on  the  statute  book, 
but  a  real  living  union  of  affection.  With- 
out that  your  parchment  unions  are  worth 
nothing ;  you  must  have  the  heart  of  Ire- 
land, for  without  that  it  is  not  vrortb  pre- 
serving. Now,  what  are  the  steps  yon 
take  to  secure  it  ?  We  heard  to  night 
some  abnse  and  much  invective  cast  upon 
the  people  of  Ireland  ;  they  were  repre- 
sented as  unfit  or  unable  to  manage  their 
own  local  affairs.  The  answer  to  this 
charge  ia  your  own  conduct,  for  even  in 
the  Tithe  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Cambridge,  he  introduced  the  middle 
classes  in  Ireland  to  inspect,  examine,  and 
control  the  money  paid  by  the  people ; 
and  the  cess  payers,  under  his  Composi- 
tion Bill,  assembled  and  voted,  and  evoB 
to  females  the  right  of  voting  was  ex- 
tended. In  the  Grand  Jury  BUI  the  popu- 
lar control  was  introduced ;  and  in  the 
County  Board  Bill  brought  in  by  an  hon. 
Baronet,  the  introduction  and  interference 
of  the  people  and  their  control  ia  admit- 
t«d  and  proved,  therefore  the  cbaros 
against  the  Irish  people  is  proved  by  th« 
acts  of  this  House  to  be  unfounded.  Tlie 
people  of  that  country  were  represented  as 
ignorant,  uneducated  and  turbulent ;  such 
charges  deserve  no  answer,  and  coming 
from  the  quarter  that  they  do,  will  be  met 
with  the  contempt  which  they  merit.  But 
there  is  another  and  a  graver  charge ;  the 
people  of  Ireland  have  been  characterised 
by  a  noble  Lord  as  "aliens  in  descent, 
aliens  in  affection,  speaking  a  totally  dif- 
ferent language,  of  totally  different  cus- 
tom and  habit,  and  professing  a  totally 
different  religion  from  you."  Aliens  in 
descent  appears  to  me  to  be  a  blundering 
phrase,  and  would  so  be  called  in  Ireland, 
but  here  it  suited  the  purposes  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  those  words  were  heard 
without  laughter  which  generally  termed 
the  Irish  aliens  in  their  native  land.  The 
charge  is  absurd — it  is  false  ;  but  if  it 
were  true,  who  made  them  so  ?  You, 
you — that  very  party  whom  the  noble 
Lord  of  late  has  joined  ;  your  bad  govern- 
ment made  them  hostile,  as  tyranny  al- 
ways will  make  men  hostile,  and  render  a 
proud  people  resolute  in  their  pursuit  of 
freedom.     They  are  not  hostile  to  yoD, 
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bat  tbey  are  boalile  to  your  bad  goTern- 
ment,  and  they  will  continue  and  increase 
in  tbeir  hoitility  to  such  government,  until 
you  give  them  full,  fair,  equal,  and  im- 
partial  government  —  a  system  such  as 
yours,  wiihoul  any  other  distinction  among 
persons  or  classes,  but  such  as  attach  lo 
worth,  and  honesty,  and  merit.  We  ask 
fbr  that  equality.  We  say  that  Ireland 
was  promised  it.  We  call  for  it  now,  and 
we  repudiate  those  insolent  phniRes,  and 
those  libels  upon  the  people.  The  noble 
Lord  (the  ex-Chancellor)  was  heard  to  say 
that  those  aliens  were  men  of  digerent  hab- 
its and  different  customs  from  the  people 
of  this  country.  Certainly,  Sir,  in  some 
respects  this  is  true.  The  Irish  have  dif- 
ferent habits — they  neither  sell  their  wives, 
nor  allow  their  wives  to  sell  themselves. 
Sir,  I  remember  to  have  seen  a  lady  with 
R  halter  round  her  neck  exposed  for  sale 
io  the  streets  of  London  !  but  I  pass  on 
to  (he  next  charge.  Another  noble  indi- 
vidual has  also  made  an  allack  on  the 
Irish.  I  regret  it  It  was  unworthy  of  the 
Duke  of  Wellington— it  was  unworthy  of 
that  man,  who  owes  so  much  to  the  Irish, 
to  turn  upon  them,  and  in  opposing  this 
Bill  to  have  said,  that  his  countrymen 
would  use  it  "  for  the  purpose  of  aveng- 
ing the  past."  Of  avengiog  the  pastl 
How  soT  The  Irish  avenge  the  past. 
The  thing  is  impossible.  It  could  not  be 
done,  for  such  have  been  the  crimes,  and 
to  great  the  offences,  against  Ireland,  her 
people,  and  their  liberties,  that  to  avenge 
them  were  impossible,  and  the  Irish  had 
covered  them  with  a  noble  and  generous 
oblivion.  And  shall  we  suffeiour  country 
thus  to  be  slandered— the  people  thus  to 
be  traduced,  and  their  nobler  feelings 
thus  misrepresented,  and  this  too  by  one 
who  owes  so  much  to  their  noble  and 
gallant  achievements?  Sir,  the  noble 
Duke  knows  little  of  Ireland— or  what  he 
knew  he  has  forgotten — let  him  read  her 
history!  Did  he  ever  hear,  or  did  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  ever  hear  who  proposed 
at  one  period  to  avenge  the  past,  auA  who 
it  was  who  resisted  that  proposition  !  —the 
last  is  not  generally  knowa,  but  I  know 
it  to  be  true.  There  was  a  proposition  of 
that  nature  made  in  1TS3,  hut  it  came 
from  an  Englisliman — and  more,  it  came 
from  a  Bishop.  At  the  time  (hat  Eng- 
land had  not  5,000  troops  in  Ireland,  then 
all  Ireland  was  armed— 100,000  men  in 
the  field,  and  200  pieces  of  cannon,  le<] 
on  by  the  nobles  anil  chief  men  of  (he 
VOL.  XXXIV.  {li^) 
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lend.  The  Bishop  of  Bristol,  a  relative 
of  a  noble  Lord  opposite,  came  to  the 
late  Lonl  Charletnont  to  induce  him 
to  strike  at  the  connexion  betwen  the 
two  countries,  and  he  said — "  we  shall 
have  blood,  my  Lord  —  we  shall  have 
blood  ;"  these  were  the  words  of  the  Eng- 
lishman, the  Bishop.  No,  replied  Lord 
Chortemonl,  no  blood  if  1  can  prevent  it; 
and  he,  along  with  Mr.  Orattan,  joined, 
not  as  the  Duke  of  Wellington  would 
have  it,  to  avenge  the  post — but,  im- 
pressed with  nobler  feelings,  and  assisted 
by  a  man  whose  name  will  ever  live  while 
graiitude  exists  in  Ireland,  and  love  of 
liberty  in  England,  in  conjunction  with 
Mr.  Fox  they  effected  the  disenthral  ment 
of  their  country,  and  restored  to  her  her 
rights  and  liberties,  without  shedding  one 
drop  of  blood.  The  Irish  are  rescuedfrom 
the  imputation.  The  next  statement  then 
is,  that  this  is  a  transfer — that  the  corpo- 
rate influence  has  been  ill-exercised,  and 
that  it  would  be  dangerous  to  impart  it ; 
that  the  majority  being  Catholics,  they 
should  not  be  allowed  to  enjoy  it — this  is 
but  ascending  in  another  step — this  is 
spnliatiun  and  degradation  as  well  as  in- 
sult. 1  ask,  why  should  I  as  a  Protestant 
be  deprived  of  my  right  ?  Why  should  the 
hoo.  Member  for  Sligo  he  deprived  of  his 
privileges  of  citizenship  ?  We  are  opposed 
in  politics,  yet  I  doubt  not  that  as  a  mu- 
nicipal officer  I  would  be  found  to  vote  for 
hira,  as  he  possibly  would  do  for  me; 
therefore  why  deprive  us  of  our  rights! 
You  have  quarrelled  with  the  Catholic,  and 
because  of  this  quarrel  you  avenge  your- 
self v\>on  me  and  the  g^illant  Officer,  aud 
deprive  both  ofus  of  our  undoubted  rights 
and  privileges.  1  call  on  my  hon.  Fnend 
to  stand  forward  like  a  freeman  to  defend 
his  rights,  and  take  his  station  by  his 
country.  Let  him  reject  those  clauses  so 
disgraceful,  so  fraudulent,  so  insultiog — 
penned  with  a  venomous  dexterity.  The 
band  is  traceable,  and  we  see  the  cunning 
clause  of  the  Cork  attorney,  and  the  sanc- 
tified <iuplicity  of  the  university  drawing 
the  pen  from  the  judicial  wig  in  order  to 
write  away  the  rights  and  pririleges  of  the 
entire  community.  Now  listen  to  the 
facts : — you  say  it  is  a  transfer  of  power — 
I  deny  it ;  hut  how  was  the  power  exer- 
cise<l  which  was  already  conferred?  Look 
to  those  places  where  these  men  enjoy  the 
right  of  voting  for  Members  to  serve  in 
Pa>tiamcnt — those  men  whom  you  contend 
arc  uutit  to  possess  municipal  rights — look 
tn    Clonmel,    where   the  constituency  is 
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chiefly  Catholic — that  place  was,  I  believe, 
offered  to  two  Protestant  gentlemen  to  fill 
the  vacancy  in  tbe  rcpiesentatioD — look  to 
Carlow — to  my  knowledge  the  represen- 
tation  of  that  county  was  on  a  late  vacancy 
offered  to  three  Protestant  gentlemen — 
look  to  the  county  of  Meath,  where  a 
Roman  Catholic  was  displaced  from  the 
representation  and  a  Protestant  chosen. 
There  arc  numerous  other  cases,  but  I  will 
not  fatigue  the  House  by  reciting  them. 
I  appeal  to  you  as  u)en — I  appeal  to  the 
people  of  Englnnd  ulso — they  are  with  us 
—the  majority  of  the  people  of  England, 
on  this  question,  are  witu  us.  We  contend 
for  equal  rtchta — we  seek  for  privileges 
Buch  as  Eagiond  enjoys,  and  in  this  wc  arc 
joined  by  the  English — they  sympathige 
with  usi  and  they  will  support  ub>  It  is 
rain  for  the  right  bon.  Baronet  and  his 
party  to  think  that  Ireland  can  be  go- 
verned on  the  old  system — let  him  re- 
member that  the  people  of  Ireland  have 
borne  down  all  his  efforts— that  in  1792  it 
forced  the  elective  franchise  from  tbe  un- 
willing hands  of  the  Government.  In  179.'? 
they  made  further  progress.  In  1829 
they  made  greater  progress.  In  1832  they 
defeated  you  on  reform  ;  and  do  you  think 
you  will  be  able  to  resist  them  now  f  But 
ouj;ht  vou  as  men— as  freemen  should  you 
dedrett?  Would  not  your  interests  be 
endangered  if  ours  was  lost — or  would 
your  fiberties  be  destroyed  if  ours  were  in 
existence  1  Remember  the  saying  of  your 
first  conqueror.  When  Agricola  looked  to 
Ireland  oe  said,  she  must;  he  conquered, 
beeausc  Britain  could  never  be  tept  in 
subjection  while  Ireland,  that  lay  so  near, 
was  suffered  to  enjoy  liberty.  Your  hon- 
our, your  interest,  as  well  as  those  of  Ire- 
land, demand  It,  The  Irish  call  for  equal 
laws  and  equal  privileges  with  yourselves. 
England  responds  to  that  call,  and  we 
must  prevail.  You  can  only  govern  us  by 
affection.  We  hold  forth  the  hand  of  fef- 
lowehip.  We  call  on  you  to  decide — 
Union  or  no  Union.  We  ask  not  for  con- 
cessions, but  we  demand  our  rights.  Ire- 
land seeks  for  nothing  more,  and  she  will 
be  content  with  nothing  less.  Mr.  Grattan 
sat  down  amid  much  cheering. 
Viscount  iVnw^Mt  denied,  that  the  corporate 
property  in  Ireland  was  more  than  60,000'. 
a  ^ear.     He  denied  too  that  the  Bill  de- 

{irived  Ireland  of  Municiual  Corporations 
or  locul  purposes)  for  the -towns  would 
possess  a  means  of  providing  for  their  own 
wxnts,  by  adopting  the  provision  of  the  !)th 
Geo.  4th.  It  was  not  a  question  of  Catholic 
or  Protestant,  nor  was  it  because  power 
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would  be  tnnifmed  from  the  hudi  itf  tbe 
to  the  other,  that  the  Corporatiraw 
were  to  be  abolished.  TbA  abotititm  waa 
proposed  because  the  people  of  that  G0un< 
try  had  their  political  fecUnn  in  so  excit«d 
and  escitable  a  state  that  it  was  not  Ba& 
intrust  power  in  the  hands  of  tlie  ma- 
jority. As  to  the  reference  which  had  been 
made  to  tl;e  QuarUrltf  Revurn,  he  ac> 
knowledged  no  such  authority,  and  it  waa 
not  fair  to  taunt  those  at  his  ude  of  the 
House  with  contemplating  martial  law  for 
Ireland,  more  especially  when  the  taunt 
came  from  that  party  who,  three  years 
ago,  asked  the  House  to  pass  the  Cocrci<Hi 

Bill. 

Mr.  Sheil  observed,  that  to  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  he  should  make  this  simpla 
observation— the  town  which  that  noble 
Lord  represented  was  within  twelve  hours' 
distHnce  of  Dublin,  Now  what  would  the 
noble  Lord  tliink,  if  the  extraordinary  pro- 
position were  made  to  him,  that  a  corpora- 
tion was  to  be  continued  in  Dublin,  and 
refused  to  Liverpool.  j^Lord  Sandon  t 
Look  to  Manchester.]  Dublin  had  a  cor> 
poration  even  before  Liverpool  possessed 
one.  But  how  would  the  people  of  Liver- 
pool feel  if  it  were  suggested  that  their 
Coiporation  waa  not  t«  be  reformed,  but 
abolished,  and  its  estates  transferred  to 
Commissioners  of  the  Crown.  Did  the 
noble  Lord  not  know — and  he  appealed  to 
the  candour  and  frankness  of  the  noble  Lord 
— that  an  universal  feeling  of  indignation 
would  be  excited  by  such  a  proposition  ? 
He  passed  from  the  noble  Lord  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sandwich.  He  was  always 
exceedingly  loth  to  speak  of  himself — it  was 
his  opinion  that  the  more  a  man  avoided 
speaking  of  himself,  the  more  did  he 
manifest  a  regard  for  his  own  character, 
advance  his  own  interests,  and  please  his 
audience.  But  really  the  reference  that 
had  been  made  by  that  hon.  Member  tn 
the  speech  delivered  by  him  at  Thurlcs, 
imposed  upon  him  the  obligation  of  re- 
moving that  which,  on  the  part  of  that 
hon.  Member,  was  misconception,  and  with 
others  misrepresentation.  He  hoped  that 
the  House  would  begin  to  observe,  that  it 
waa  with  the  utmost  reluctance  be  spoke 
of  himself.  Ha  assured  the  House  that  he 
hud  clear  and  unequivocal  proofs  to  pro- 
duce inconRrmatiooofwhat  he  had  testate. 
He  was  not  about  to  siy,  that  the  speech 
that  he  had  made  at  Thurles  had  been 
misreported.  Far  from  it—  he  avowed  the 
report;  but  he  denied  the  commentary 
that  had  been  mn<le  upon  it.  Again  ana 
again  it  had  been  alleged  that  a  compact 
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had  been  entered  into  nith  the  Irish  iptitj, 
of  which  hii  boDi  Friend  on  the  left  was  at 
the  head.  Now  he  hed  not  spdken  of  such 
n  compiict;  bnt  he  spolie  of  the  compact- 
nns  of  the  nnton  that  prerBJIed  smonest 
Membets  sitting  upon  that,  aa  there  did 
upon  the  other,  ride  ofthe  Hou8e,aiid  trho 
would  deny  it  i  If  they  insisted  upon  a 
proof  of  the  compactness  of  that  nnion,  he 
should  say  to  them,  "  Circumsmce."  No 
anch  statement  was  made  by  hioi,  as  that 
a  compact  had  been  entered  into.  He  spoke 
of  "  a  compact  junction  ;"  but  the  word 
"junction  was  left  out  in  the  commentaiy. 
Tn  place  of  the  epithet  "com^ct"  the  snb- 


Btat)tirca"oonipact,*'  had  been  introduced 
[^Lattghter.'i  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
smiled,  as  it  he  had  recourse  to  a  variety  of 


at  that  moment,  and  if  they  called  upon  him 
to  read  the  parasraph  lie  would  at  once  do 
it.  He  had  hitherto  refrained  from  allud- 
ing to  this  subject;  because  he  had  found 
in  ft  reported  speech  of  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford,  that  he  intended  ti 
make  this  the  su^ect  of  one  of  the  many 
mationB,  with  which  he  had  threatened  the 
House.  He  had  waited  therefore  in  ex- 
pectation that  the  hon.  Member  would  in- 
troduce that  motion,  as  he  had  brought 
forward  others.  He  should  now  read  the 
last  passage  in  his  speech,  to  show  the 
spirit  in  which  it  had^been  delivered.  It 
Stated  that  between  the  Whigs  and  the 
Irish  people  a  compactness  of  union  now 
esisted.  Now,  it  was  upon  such  senti- 
menta  that  it  had  been  over  and  orcr 
again  stated  bv  tfaa  hon.  Members  for 
Leeds  and  Bradford,  and  by  others,  that 
there  was  a  compact  Iietweeu  the  Irish 
Hetpbers  and  the  Government.  The  hou, 
Mcmbar  for  Bradford  had  declared  that 
"  they  knew  perfectly  well  what  Mr.  Sheil 
had  said,  that  there  was  such  a  compact, 
sod  that  Mr.  Sheil  should  explain  that  in 
the  House  of  Commons."  It  really  was 
involuntarily  that  he  was  dragged  into  this 
discussion  ;  but  uf  this  he  was  quite  sure, 
that  however  greatly  the  spirit  of  party 
might  prevail,  yet  in  a  matter  which  was 
personal,  he  was  sure  that  the  spirit  of  fair 
play  would  be  always  found  to  predominate. 
Now  he  should  omit  a  passage  from  hia 
speech,  and  for  this  reason,  that  it  was  his 
business  at  that  moment  not  to  attack  the 
late  Government,  but  to  vindicntc  tbc  pre- 
sent. Afterspcokingof  the  disunions  which 
had  ptevatled  between  the  Whigs  and  the 


Irish  Members,  he  proceeded  to  say,  that 
with  the  Whigs  they  now  entered  into  a 
dose  alliance,  and  that,  seeing  this,  they 
were  forced  into  a  compact  alliance  and  in- 
dissoluble junction.  Then  they  did  pro- 
voke him  to  the  reading  of  the  preceding 
passage,  and  he  would  gratify  them.  He 
stated  that  they  beheld  with  indignation 
the  persons  who  were  placed  in  the  Privy 
Council;  that  Lord  Roden  was  marked  out 
for  an  office  neat  the  person  of  the  King, 
and  there  were  the  grand  treasurer  and 
other  officers  of  the  Orange  Lodges  ap- 
pointed. Then,  that  which  he  called  a 
compact  alliance  and  indissoluble  junction, 
they  insisted  was  a  compact.  He  did  not 
think  so;  but  then  they  ought  to  recollect 
that  he  was  an  "  alien  in  language."  As. 
suredly,  looking  at  hon.  Members  opposite, 
he  would  say,  that  there  was  no  compact 
amongst  them,  although  there  was  a  com-> 
pact  junction.  They  said  at  once,  then, 
that  there  hod  been  a  nusrepresentation  of 
his  words.  There  was  no  bargain — he  Bp> 
pealed  to  thdr  common  sense  upon  tUs 
that  there  was  no  compact ;  and  he  trusted 
upon  this  sul^ect  that  no  man  would  resort 
to  miserable  expedients.  If  they  asked  him, 
bod  thei«  been  a  junction,  be  would  at 
once  answw  that  there  wa^— a  &ir,  open, 
and  honourable  one.  They  did  support 
those  whom  they  had  opposed,  and  he  was 
one  of  their  most  determined  opponents — ■ 
they  did  oppose  the  Whigs,  as  long  as  they 
considered  tney  were  acting  hostilely  to  the 
interests  of  Ireland;  but  the  moment  the 
WhigN  adopted  principles  that  were  favour^ 
able  to  Ireland,  that  moment  their  oppoai- 
tion  ceased.  The  moment  that  the  Church 
Commission  was  issued  and  acted  upon, 
and  that  the  Whigs  of  18S4,  Lord  Joha 
Russell,  Sir  John  Hobbouse,  and  others, 
took  a  prominent  part  in  the  Ministry, 
from  that  moment  everything  wasfoigiven, 
though  perhaps  not  forgotten.  What  did 
the  Irisn  party  obtain  ?  Measures  were 
promised  favourable  to  Ireland.  Those 
only  they  sought  for.  What  was  gained 
upcm  the  other  side  when  they  came  into 
power?  They  stipulated  for  office.  Did 
the  right  lion.  Baronet  remember  what  wai 
the  d^th-4tralte  to  his  Ministry  }  Let  him 
think  on  KnatchbuU,  upon  Lehny,  upon 
the  divlrion  on  the  Civil  List.  What  was 
asked  for  by  the  Irish  Members?  The 
benefit  and  advantageof  their  country  alone. 
Let  them  show  him  one  man  amonsst  them 
who  was  in  place.  Of  all  the  Irish  Mem- 
ben,  the  only  ow  in  office  was  the  hon. 
NS 


,v  Google 


359  Municipal  CtrpcratioM  {COMMONS} 
Member  for  Kiidare.  They  asked  but  for 
juslice,  because  they  knew  that  in  that  wan 
included  wiuBlity.  They  were  charged 
with  cnlering  into  ft  Compact.  In  what  did 
it  consist  ?  That  there  should  be  done  that 
which,  in  their  henns,  the  Opposition  knew 
ought  to  be  done  for  Ireland.  He  should 
not  dwell  any  longer  upon  this  subject — 
he  had  been  led  teyond  the  line  that  he 
had  intended  to  pursue  upon  this  subject; 
but  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  had  forced 
him  to  do  BO,  and  for  going  Bb  far,  ho 
trusted  he  should  be  excused  by  all  parties 
in  theHoose.  It  was,  he  thought,  of  import- 
ance that  the  debate  should  end  that  night, 
snA  therefore  it  woa  his  intention  to  he  as 
brief  as  posalhle.  He  did  not  mean  then 
to  enter  into  the  question  of  the  differences 
betwtcn  the  Corporation  for  Ireland  Bill, 
as  it  was  returned  to  that  House,  and  as 
it  went  into  the  Lords.  There  was  another 

Sucstion  now  between  the  two  parties  that 
ivided  that  House — it  was  a  question  be- 
tween the  House  of  Lords  and  the  House  of 
Commons.  Before  he  went  into  the  facts 
of  the  cose,  he  would  remark  upon  the 
principle  applicable  to  those  differences.  He 
bad  one  authority  to  quote,  it  was  that  of 
Mr.  Canning,  and  it  wua  to  be  found 
tpeedi  of  his  delivered  in  June  1837>  ^fter 
amendments  had  been  introduced  into  his 
Com  Bill.  The  object  of  those  amend- 
ments was  to  destroy  Mr.  Canning's  admi. 
niitration.  The  Bill  had  been  sent  up  from 
the  Commons  to  the  Lords — there  an 
amendment  was  introduced  which  was  fatal 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  He  wished 
now  tfie  House  to  observe,  that  be  was  not 
quoting  ft  man  who  was  a  revolutionist,  he 
waaquoting  a  man  as  devoted  to  the 
tenance  of  existing  institutions  as  any  who 
then  listened  to  him;  and  here 
lan^age  of  Mr.  Canning— this 
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wivice  which  Mr.  Canning  suggested,  that 
the  unreformed  House  of  Commons  ought 
to  adopt-  Mr.  Western  having  moved  an 
amendment  to  enforce  those  adopted  by  the 
Lords,  Mr.  Canning  said— 

"  1  agree.  Sir,  with  the  hon,  Genlleman,  Ihat 
something  is  necessftry  to  be  done;  but  tlie 
-ule  1  should  lay  donn  upon  the  subject  is  a 
very  plain  one.  As,  I  preiume,  the  House  of 
Commons  is  not  so  reduced  as  to  abjure  what 
its  Members  have  declared  to  be  necessary 
principle!),  to  rescind  their  deliberate  resolu- 
tions, and  to  thron  away  as  waste  paper  (hnt 
Bill  which  they  have  so  much  and  so  carefully 
considered,  merely  because  in  a  certain  as- 
sembly, which,  for  many  reasous,  is  eiiiiiled 
to  our  respect,  they  did  not  happun  to  be  en- 
lerlained  with  that  courtesy  which  might  liave 


been  eitpecfed,  but  were  made  the  SL  ^ 
amendment,  which  not  merely  went  to  rescind 
what  we  bad  enacted,  but  to  introduce  pringi- 
pies,  thai,  besides  being  new,  were  positiyely 
contrary  lo  what  ws  had  determined  to  be  neces- 
sary. Let  the  House,  themselves,  feel  this  as 
they  may.  If  there  be  a  single  spark  of  pride 
or  of  shame  in  it,  they  will  not  submit  lo  it ,• 
This  was  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  Mr. 
Canning.  Now  the  Bill  which  was  before 
them  hod  been  carried  by  a  large  majority 
—a  majority  of  sixty-four — in  a  House  of 
Commons  called  by  the  right  hon,  Baronet. 
Now,  what  had  been  done  with  respect  to 
this  Bill?  A  resolution  had  been  proposed 
by  a  noble  Lord,  who  was  known  to  be  the 
translator  of  Faust,  and  who,  in  proposing 
such  a  resolution,  seemed  to  have  consulted 
with  some  familiar.  What  was  done  on 
the  other  side?  They  were  not  satisfied 
with  increasing  the  influence  of  the  Castle, 
hut  care  was  taken  that  al!  existing  officers 
should  he  preserved.  Such  was  the  sym- 
pathetic solicitude  for  speculating  tnistees 
and  plundering  corporators,  and  all  were 
most  carefully  maintained.  And  the  Irish 
were  to  be  thus  treated,  because  it  was  said 
that  they  were  "  aliens  in  language."  It 
was  rather  hard  that  their  defect  in  lan- 
guage should  cost  them  their  institutions. 
TTiere  would  be  a  lasting  recollection  of 
the  words  applied  lo  them.  They  were 
said  to  be  "  aliens  in  language,  in  country, 
and  in  blood."  Now  he  called  upon  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  say,  did  ihejf  adopt 
that  phrase  ?  Did  they  deny  it  ?  or  dare 
they  confess,  and  blush  at  it  ?  He  asked 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth,  did 
he  adopt  that  phrase  ?  Was  it,  and  he  did 
so,  with  every  respect  for  that  right  hon. 
Baronet^  was  it  he  who  would  now  say 
that  he  had  conceded  emancipation  to  those 
who  were  aliens  in  country,  creed,  and 
language?  Let  the  opposition  mark  to 
what  a  condition  they  had  reduced  them- 
selves. He  entreated  of  the  noble  Lord 
who  sat  beside  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  to 
remember  who  was  his  leader — who  at  the 
head  of  his  party.  Did  the  noble  Lord 
remember — ho  was  sure  the  House  coud 
not  forget  his  powerful  and  emphatic  lan- 
guage upon  a  former  occa^on,  and  with 
what  force  he  had  used  a  quotation,  from 
which  he  might  now  apply  to  the  noble 
Lord  these  words— 
"  Yet  time  serves  wherein  you  may  redeem 
Your  tmniahed  honours,  »nd  restore  ynuoielves 
riitolhegDodthatighteofthe  worlila^in; 
Revpntfe  the  je«rin|t  luid  didsnined  contempt 
oniiia  jiKHid  King,"  ^ 
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He  vhould  now  pass  with  aa  much  velodty 
to  the  remaining  facts.  They  could  nor 
butobaerve  that  the  proposition  of  the  Duki 
of  Richmond  was  rejected — a  pniposiuun 
that  came  from  one  who  supported  Conseir- 
ative  principles.  ["  No."]  Why,  tlmt  noble 
Duke  had  resigned  with  the  noble  Lord 
(Stanley),  and  did  he  not  support  Conserva- 
tive principles  with  more  than  a  convert's 
Keal.  Having  thusquotedtheauihorityof  Mr. 
Canning  upon  the  great  constitutional  prin- 
ciple invulved  in  the  conflicting  prmciples 
of  thu  two  Hogses  of  Parliament,  he  bad 
now  another  authority  to  go  to.  This  wus 
a  speech  delivered  at  the  Merchant- Tailors' 
Hall,  on  May  11,  183.^.  He  found  the 
report  of  this  speech,  not  in  the  debates  of 
Hansard,  nor  in  the  "  Mirror  of  Parlia- 
ment," but  in  a  small  volume  of  speeches 
of  nrst-rate  eloquence,  delivered  by  the  right 
hon.  Sir  Robert  Peel,  and  corrected  by 
himself.  He  entreated  and  solieitcd  the 
Rtteiilion  of  every  man  whom  he  at  that 
momeutaddrcssed,  to  the  principles  laidduwn 
in  the  extract  which  he  was  about  to  rend 
to  the  House;  principles  in  which  the  re- 
lative po<iition  of  the  two  Houses  of  Par- 
liament in  regard  to  one  another,  and  their 
joint  relation  in  respect  to  (he  executive, 
were  distinctly  laid  down  ;  he  would  give 
the  CKlract  verbatim  as  he  found  it, 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  then  read  the 
following  passage  from  the  speech  referred 
to : — "  I  warn  vou  that  yon  ninat  not  place 
a  firm  reliance  upon  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown — on  the  influence  or  authority  of 
the  House  of  Lords.  I'he  prerogative  of 
the  one,  the  authority  of  the  other,  are 
constitutionally  potent  in  controlling  the 
powers  of  the  I^ower  Mouse,  but  you 
must  not,  now-a-dajs,  depend  upon  them 
as  bulwarks  which  are  impassable,  and 
which  cun  be  committed  without  ajiprehen- 
sion  to  the  storm  and  slrtrggle  of  events. 
TlieGovemmentofthe  country  "—Yes!  let 
both  sides  hear  it,  for  to  both  sides  it  af- 
fords matter  for  reflection—"  The  Govern- 
ment of  the  country,  and  the  mode  in 
which  it  is  conducted,  allow  me  to  tell 
you,  must  mainly  depend  upon  the  consti- 
tution of  the  House  of  Commons.  I  again 
say,  the  royal  prerogative,  the  authority 
of  the  House  of  Lords  ate  mott  useful, 
nay,  neces  ary,  in  our  mixed  end  balanced 
constitution.  But  you  must  not  strain 
these  powers.  Vou  would  not  conrider  that 
that  was  worthy  of  the  name  of  a  Govern- 
ment which  existed  upon  nothing  but  a 
(eries  of  collisions  and  hostilities  between 
t^  two  branoliei  of  (he  J^gitlature.    You 
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would  rather  see  them  ntoring    in    that 
harmonious  manner  which  insures  the  uti- 
hty  of  each,  and  the  ctiiciency  uf  all.  I  ask 
you,  then,  to  take  means  to  assert  in  the 
House  of  Commons  those  principles  which 
we  believe  to  be  Just,  and  to  exercise  that 
authority    to   which   you    are   fairly   en- 
titled.    On   taking   office,    1  avowed   my 
determination  to  abide  by  the  Reform  Bill. 
I  trust  I  have  redeemed  that  pledge,  not 
t>y  It  niggardly  and  cold  acquiescence  in 
details,  l^ut,  I  trust,  an  honest  and  gener- 
ous deference  to  the  broad  principle  it  in- 
volved.     On   this  broad,    couslitutional 
principle   my  friends   and  I  acted.     We 
acted  in  the  spirit  of  the    Reform    Bill. 
When  we  found  that  we  bad  not  the  con- 
lidence  of  the  House  of  Commons,   al- 
though the  array  against  us  was  miscel- 
laneous  in    the  extreme  —  although   the 
ajoriiy  was  small,  we  felt  it  our  duty  to 
resign.     However  strongly  we  might  have 
opposed  the  elective  system  before,  we  now 
adhered  to  our  pledge  ;  we  not  only  gave 
Reform  Bill  a  fair  trial,  but  we  re- 
garded it  as  a  constitutional  settlement  of 
a  great  question.     We  did  not  cntcrlaia 
the  idea  of  governlug  the  country  against 
tjoriiy   of  the    Reformed    House  of 
Commons."     He  would  now  ask  the  right 
Baronet,  "  Do  you  entertain  the  same 
ions  on  this  subject   now?"      Mark 
how   ihe   facts   stood.      Lord    Melbourne 
signed,  ajid  the  right  hon.  Baronet  dis- 
ilved    Parliament  without    meeting    it. 
Iiere  was  not  an  instance  iu  history  of 
e   same  force  as  this.     The  right  hon. 
Baronet  met  the  new  Pariiament,  and  the 
first  question  pressed  upon  his  notice  was 
the  English  Corporations,  and  the  neces- 
sity for  placing  them   under  a  system  of 
popular  control.      If  his  memory    failed 
him  not,  the  first  question  raised  was  an 
idment  to  the  Address,  with  a  view  to 
placing  the  Corporations  of  England  on  a 
popular   footing.     That   atnendment   was 
carried  by  a  considerable   majority,  and 
after  two  or  three  mouths  vaiu  conflict 
with  the  majority  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, the  right  hon.   Baronet   resigned. 
ight  be  said  that  the  majority  which 
turned    the   right   hon.    Baronet    out  of 
office  was  a  small  one ;  hut  had  it  since 
decreased  ?     On  the  other  band,  had  it 
t  rather  swollen  and  strengthened  on 
ih  succeeding  occasion  *.     Under  these 
circumstances,  he   asked   the  right  hon. 
Baronet  what  his  prospects  were?     With 
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fftce  oT  the  Parlianient  which  had  already 
driven  him  from  the  seat  of  power?     Or 
would  the  right  hon.  Baronet  avoid  all  this 
dilemma  by  again  diaaoWing  Parliament 
without  facing  them,  and  send  back  the 
very  House  of  Commons  which  he  had 
been  the  instrument  of  calling  logethei  " 
He  begged  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  paui 
and  connider  what  was  the  state  of  the 
feelings  of  the  people  of  England? 
asked  the  right  hon.  Baronet  whethe 
his  knowledge,  the  feelings  of  the  people 
of  England  were  ever  raised  lo  a  highi 

[litch  of  sympathy  with  the  people  of  In 
and  than  they  were  upon  the  present 
question.  If  you  deny  (continued  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member)  that  this  feeling 
exists  araonest  the  people  of  England,  do 
70U  deny  that  you  made  similar  allega- 
t  ons  before— that  you  strained  the  pre- 
rogatives of  the  Crown  to  dissoire  the 
former  Parliametil,  and  that  all  the  efTorts 
of  your  incendiary  eloquence  were  tried  in 
Tain  in  bringing  tt^ether  that  which  was 
to  succeed  it,  for  in  that  Parliament  yon 
were  discom fitted.  I  will  not  say  that  yon 
were  made  prostrate,  for  that  can  never  be. 
f  ask  you  again,  are  your  schemes  now 
improved?  The  right  hon.  Baronet,  he 
well  knew,  was  not  an  adventurer— he 
was  not  a  speculator  on  public  ruin.  He 
did  not  think  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  submit  to  construct  so  many  electric 
shocks  for  the  country  as  this.  There 
were  sixty-four  Irish  Members  on  his  (Mr. 
Shell's)  side  of  the  House  who  would  be 
against  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  A  ma- 
■ority  of  sixty-four  Members  would  per- 
haps be  a  small  accoant  if  questions  of 
Irish  grievances  were  once  extinct,  but  as 
long  as  they  remained  unsettled,  and  as 
Ion?  as  the  present  Government  remained 
faithfully  devoted  to  that  object,  they 
would  be  supported  in  power.  If  this 
assertion  was  doubted,  let  the  question  be 
tried — let  PaHiament  be  dissolved  ;  the 
Opposition  parties  think  that  they  would 
have  all  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  with 
them?  Let  them  look  to  the  petition 
from  Bangor,  signed  by  1,000  Protestants; 
let  them  look  to  the  petition  from  London- 
derrv,  which  foremost  asserted  the  glories 
of  Protestantism,  the  very  sent  of  ortho- 
doxy. He  had  asked  the  hoD.  and  learned 
Member  for  Londonderry,  whether  the 
lentiments  expressed  in  that  petition  were 
not  those  of  the  majority  of  his  Protestant 
constituents  T  and  the  hon.  Member  re- 
pU«d  Uutt  Um  cue  ma  H.  AUtbe»nieD| 
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then,  concurred  in  asking  of  the  Howe 
was,  what  he  and  bis  party  called  justice 
to  Irelsnd.  The  hon.  and  learned  Re- 
corder for  Dublin,  had  last  night  entered 
into  a  very  interesting  disquisition  as  to 
what  justice  to  Ireland  really  was.  The 
riglit  hon.  Oentleman  would  perhaps  par- 
don him,  (Mr.  Sheil)  if  he  very  leapeet- 
fully  expressed  his  wish  that  the  learned 
Recorder's  name  had  not  been  to  be  found 
in  the  lists  of  the  Lay  Associalion,  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  knew  very 
well  that  a  Civil  Bill  for  the  recovery  of 
tithes  would  lie  in  his  own  Court ;  and  yet 
the  learned  Judge  subscribes  to  pay  coun* 
sel  for  the  prosecution  of  that  very  process. 
He  would  ask,  was  it  conducive  to  the 
public  interests— to  the  ends  of  public 
justice,  that  a  man  holding  a  high  judicial 
situation,  and  a  Privy  Couuciltor,  should 
rush  headlong  into  this  arena  of  persecu- 
tion,  and  hold  out  a  premium  to  any 
speculating  and  (raSicking  attorney  who 
chose  to  take  advantage  of  it  t  The  hon. 
and  learned  Recorder  had  concluded  his 
speech  by  exclaiming,  "  Jival  caslam.Jiat 
justitia.'  He  supposed  that  "  rwa(  ccetum" 
meant  perish  religion,  perish  humanity; 
whilst  "Jialjutlitia"  should  be  construed, 
let  tithes  be  levied.  If  he  was  wrong  ia 
attributing  that  construction  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Recorder's  observations,  be 
was  sorry  for  it.  He  could  only  assur* 
him  that  he  had  stretched  his  imagination 
for  the  purpose  of  aiming  at  his  meanine;. 
Let,  however,  those  who  opposed  thia 
measure,  now  remember  two  things — that 
in  so  doing,  they  were  raising  the  queatioo 
of  reforming  the  House  of  Lords  in  thia 
country,  and  that  of  the  Repeal  of  the 
Union  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  had  already,  in  the  course  of 
his  speech,  pointed  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  physical  position  of  Irdaod. 
On  a  former  occasion,  when  the  Repeal  of 
the  Union  was  agitated,  that  hon.  Member 
threw  up  his  seat  because  he  would  not 
pledge  himself  to  support  that  proposition. 
The  warning  of  the  hon.  Member  deserved 
the  particular  attention  of  the  House. 
He  had  told  the  House  to-night  to  beware 
of  pursuing  a  course  which  would  withhold 
from  Ireland  what  she  is  entitled  to,  or 
the  question  of  the  Repeal  of  the  Union 
would  be  raised  again,  nnd  he  must  become 
an  advocate  of  it.  No  language  of  ex- 
citement he  coaM  use  coiJd  nave  the 
effect  of  the  evidence  of  that  Gentleman, 
who  wii  known  and  vilned,  not  oalf  for 
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hii  tindentandiDj;,  but  for  his  political 
con«Btency,  He  caodidlj  toU  the  Houia 
tfaat  if  they  denied  Ireland  theie  inititD' 
ttoni,  they  mtiat  |ivfl  her  back  her  inde- 
pendence, conaidering  that  the  peopli  ' 
Ireland  were  an  intrepid,  an  ener^tic 
entht»ia«tic,  and,  when  emidoyed,  en 
dadrioua  people.  When  he  looked  into 
the  hiatory  of  the  country,  and  saw  how 
her  prayers  had  been  rejected,  and  her 
demands  for  justice  disregarded,  be  had  a 
right  to  claim  equal  righla  with  the  rest  of 
the  empire,  or  a  restoration  of  her  inde- 
pendence. The  speech  of  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
htd  assured  the  House  that  Ireland  was 
not  to  be  treated  on  the  footing  of 
nial  dependency;  and  though,  * 
looked  at  the  place  where  its  Parliament 
had  been  held,  and  remembered  the  proud 
antiquity  which  hallowed  it,  he  regretted 
its  loss;  yet  when  he  was  animated  and 
excited  by  the  glories  which  Ireland  had 
gained  through  her  association  with  this 
country,  he  thought  they  had  been  a  com- 
pensation for  the  loss.  Let,  then,  the 
Irish  be  Britons  in  equal  laws.  They  roust 
be  on  a  Tooting  with  Britons  in  every 
reepect — they  must  be  (emphatically  added 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member)  they  must 
be  your  equals.  To  be  your  vassals,  youi 
dependents— to  lie  in  colonial  submission 
before  you,  we  never  will  consent ;  and 
when  we  are  told  that  in  religion,  in  lan- 
guage, and  in  blood,  and  in  all  but  coun- 
try, we  are  aliens  to  you — if  any  men  are 
mad  enough  to  tell  us  Bo—ihaoks  to  that 
power  which  placed  our  throbbing  hearts 
within  Dur  breasts,  we  are  not  base  enough 
to  auboiit  to  such  an  insult. 

Sir  R.  Petl  felt  under  a  double  obliga- 
tion of  making  an  apology  to  the  House 
for  offeriag  kimialf  to  ita  notice.  He  felt 
that  the  sobject  had  been  completely  ex- 
haualed,  and  the  boo.  and  learned  Genlle- 
nuto  muat  hare  risen  under  the  same 
impteasion  ;  for,  although  his  speech 
idminded  in  much  lively  alluaion,  much 
panonal  comtoent,  and  much  eloquent 
declamation,  yet  not  one  single  approach 
to  a^amcnt  did  the  hon.  and  learned 
OciMleman  diaoorer  throvghont  the  whole 
of  it.  He  felt,  as  he  before  said,  a  doable 
oUigttion  to  apologize  to  the  House  on 
tlw  present  occaaion,  not  only  on  account 
of  tlie  ezfaxusted  state  of  the  House  and 
of  die  subject,  but  because  the  hon.  and 
lewnad  Cientleman  had  read  so  long  an 
$xtn«t  vf  «  speech  of  bis,  tiwt  bo  was 


somewhat  doubtful  whether  the  strictrale* 
of  the  House  did  not  incapacitate  him  from 
speaking.  He,  however,  thanked  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  for  this  extract 
from  his  speech,  because  as  to-morrow  ha 
should  have  the  honour  (it  being  the  anni- 
versary of  the  day)  ofagain  dining  with  the 
respected  corporation  before  whom  that 
speech  was  delivered,  he  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  repeating  the  sentimenli 
he  then  expressed,  and  which  he  still  en- 
tertained. He  did  think  the  Gorem- 
ment  of  this  country  could  not  be  con- 
ducted without  a  good  understanding  be- 
tween both  Houses  of  Parliament.  He 
should  not  call  that  a  safe  and  efficient 
system  of  Government  in  which  there  was 
a  constant  collision  between  the  two 
Houses.  He  thought  that  the  afikirs  of 
the  Government  could  not  go  on  where 
there  was  this  perpetual  conflict.  But  he 
did  not  mean  by  this  to  imply  that  the 
House  of  Lords  had  no  other  course  to 
take  on  these  occasions  than  to  relinquish 
its  independent  right  to  act,  and  merely 
register  the  decrees  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  referred  to  the  doctrine  laid 
down  by  Mr.  Canning  with  respect  to  col- 
lisions between  the  two  Houses;  but  he 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  did  not  understand  by  the 
speech  of  Mr.  Canning,  which  the  hoD. 
Gentleman  bad  read,  that  Mr.  Canning 
meant,  whilst  be  maintained  the  privileges 
of  this  House,  that  the  maintenance  of  the 
ileges  of  this  House  was  inconsistent 
with  the  maintenance  of  the  rights  and 
independence  of  the  other  branch  of  the 
Legislature.  Mr.  Canning  was  referring 
to  the  question  of  the  Corn  Laws,  which 
had  produced  a  difference  of  opinion  be- 
tween the  two  Houses.  Mr.  Canning  was 
happily  relieved  from  witnessing;  the  poli- 
tical conflicts  which  now  agitated  the 
country ;  but  on  this  same  question  he 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  would  refer  to  another  au- 
thority—a living  authority— an  authority 
from  whom  it  had  been  his  fate  to  be 
separated  altogether  during  the  whtrie  of 
bis  political  career,  but  for  whom  he  felt  the 
utmost  respect,  and,  in  all  their  politicaldia- 
agreemenls,  not  one  word  of  disrespect  to- 
wards that  eminent  individual  had  ever  fall- 
en from  him  :  he  referred  to  the  language 
ised  upon  a  similar  occasion  by  Earl  Grey. 
Lord  Grey  did  not  deny  the  independent 
right  c^  the  House  of  CoouiooB;  but  Lord 
Grey,  at  the  same  time,  fish  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  nuuataia  tin  ei^ual  indepeDdoi^ 
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of  that  branch  of  the  Legislnture  of  which 
be  WBH  a  member.  But  he  woukl  first 
lefler  shortly  to  the  speech  of  Mr.  Caniiiag. 
The  two  Houses  differed  {n  respect  to  the 
Corn  Bill;  would  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleinan  advise  the  House  of  Commons, 
out  of  respect  to  the  authority  of  Mr, 
'Canoiogi  to  adopt  the  same  course  of  pro- 
ceedings US  in  the  Cxiru  Dill.  Mr.  Canning 
said  on  that  occasion,  "My  first  pmposi- 
tion  is,  to  let  loose  tlie  corn  now  in  boiiil, 
by  the  operation  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  itself;  and  then  to  let  in,  under  tlie 
snme  restrictions,  the  corn  of  Canada, 
which  bns  been  shimjed  on  the  faith  of  the 
Bill.  To  neither  of^these  parts  of  the  Bill 
I   the  smallest  objection    made 
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House  of  Lords ;  and  the  amendment 
which  lost  the  Bill  was,  as  far  as  J  under' 
stand  the  matter,  one  which  did  not  touch 
tliero  in  the  least,  tn  proposing  thtm, 
Sir,  for  the  consideration  of  the  Coiiimittee, 
I  am,  therefore,  doing  ihat  which  will  not 
bring  iis  within  the  risk  of  a  conflict  with 
the  iilhcr  House,  since  the  principles  on 
which  I  now  wish  to  act  are  those  which 
met  with  no  objection,  and  were  in  fact 
adopted  from  us."  *  He  did  not  saj-  that 
the  House  should  pursue  the  same  co 
now;  he  did  not  say  that-tbis  House 
should  abandon  its  right;  but  he  said, 
that  after  the  argument  used  by  Mr^  Can- 
ning, there  would  be  no  degradation  it 
adopting  the  measure  of  the  House  n: 
I/)nls ;  and  on  that  occasion,  Mr.  Canning 
by  adopting  the  course  of  conciliation 
ended  the  conflict,  and  ted  to  an  amicable 
and  conciliatory  settlement.  What 
the  language  of  Lord  Grey  ?  Lord  Grey 
said,  "I  stend  here  one  of  a  body  wlitch 
will  always  be  ready  firmly  and  honestly 
to  resist  such  effects  whicn  always 
sillers  anxiously  and  feelingly  the  interests 
of  the  people,  even  when  it  must  oppose 
the  people  themMlres,  and  which  will 
never  consent,  under  the  influence  of  fear, 
to  gire  way  to  cliimour.  If  I  am  told  wc 
run  the  risit  of  having  a  wnrne  Bill,  I  shall 
never  suflor  myself  to  be  intimidated  by 
any  siich  threat ;  iind  if  a  worse  Jiil' 
should  be  tent  up,  I  am  sure  your  Lord- 
ahipa  would  pursue  the  course  you  have 
punued  by  the  present  Bill,  Vou  would 
consider  it,  and  you  would  amend  it;  and 
if  jou  could  not  make  it  good,  you  would 
rqectit.  I  am  sure  that  any  such  r  " 
sure  should  be  met  by  me  with  a  lirm 
position,  and  that  I  should  be  prepared  to 
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do  my  duty  to  myself.  I  have  said  thus 
much,  and  1  nii^t  say  a  great  deal  mor«. 
If  there  should  come  a  contest  between 
this  House  and  a  great  pOTtion  of  tJie 
people,  my  post  is  taken ;  and  with  tbwt 
order  to  which  I  belong  I  will  stand  or 
fall.  I  will  maintain,  to  the  last  hour  of 
my  existence,  tlie  privileges  and  indepen- 
dence of  this  House.''  *  Go  that  oocasioo, 
these  words  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man would  find  were  spoken  by  one  whoie 
authority  he  bad  ever  held  in  great  respect. 
He  had  omitted  to  notice  the  first  part  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  speech  ;  and 
those  who  forgot  the  precept,  could  not  foil 
to  learn,  by  the  effect  of  example,  a  warning 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  unless 
there  was  some  cogent  reason  to  abstain 
from  personal  explanation.  The  hon.  and 
leaintKl  Gentleman  had  found  it  absolutely 
necessary  to  explain  a  speech  he  had  deli- 
vered at  Thurles ;  and  tlie  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  been  provoked  by  a  look, 
thing  like  it.  from  his  right  hon. 


Friend,  the  Member  for  Sli^o,  into  an  ap- 
parent position  of  hostility  towards  the 
Members  of  the  late  Government — he  said 
apparent,  because  he  who  admired  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  talents,  and  did  not  ex- 
pect or  desire  to  entertain  other  feelings 
than  those  of  respect  for  him,  whatever 
might  be  the  difference  of  their  sentiments 
in  regard  to  measures  of  government,  Mt 
no  hostility  towards  him.  But  the  hoo. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  thought  it 
iry  to  explain  a  misapprehension  as 
ippoaed  statement  of  his,  of  a  com- 
pact between  the  Irish  Members  nnd  his 
Majesty's  Government ;  and  if  the  hoo. 
and  learned  Gealleman  had  simply  said 
that  it  was  a  misapprehension,  ana  th^  be 
denied  the  interpretation  put  upon  the  cx- 
pression,  it  would  have  been  quite  sufficient 
for  him,  nnd  the  hon.  and  leiimed  Gentle- 
man would  never  ha  e  heaid  of  it  from 
him.  But  the  course  pursued  by  the  hea. 
and  learned  Gentleman  in  his  explanation, 
had  a  tendency  rather  to  confirm  the  mis- 
»p prehension.  The  hon.  and  leaned 
Gentleman  said,  "  you  suppose  that  I  nid 
there  was  a  eompsict  between  us  and  the 
Government  t  but  tliis  is  an  error,  for 
there  has  been  an  important  otnisflirai  in 
the  text  of  my  speech ;  fiir  where  it  seema 
as  if  I  had  used  only  the  word  '  compact/ 
the  words  I  really  used  were,  '  a  compact 
and  indissoluble  junction.'"  Now,  then 
certainly  might  be  a  junction  withoat  % 
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were  Bboiuhed— fiw  there  were  suny  towns 
which  had  no  Local  Act.  He  would  not 
enter  into  the  queatuQi  of  the  appointment 
of  vd{^i.jnuterf  and  butter-tuten,  for 
tboM  were  poinM  on  which  theie  could  be 
Ter;  little  tufference  between  him  and  the 
noUe  Lord.  When  he  beard  the  language 
used  hj  the  bon.  Member  for  the  count;  of 
Meatb,  he  haidly  thought  that  the  Bill  de- 
served the  epithets  which  that  bon.  Gentle- 
man had  applied  to  it ;  not  could  he  have 
thought  that  the  corporate  property  in  Ire- 
fond  waiBO  great  at  that  bon.  Gentleman  had 
setitdown.  Whenbeheardtbeboo.  Member 
for  Meatb,  be  was  ttroDgly  reminded  of 
that  familiar  quotation  from  the  Latin 
gnmmar,  which  the  bon.  Member  for 
Nortb  DerbTshire  (Mr.  Qisbome)  had  used 
file  aontber  purpose. 


Without  stt^iping  la  inquire  into  the 
amount  of  corporate  proper  in  Ireland, 
he  would  coote  to  a  much  more  important 
poinl>— oamelj,  whether  it  was  foe  the 
advantage  of  Ireland,  that  after  the  abolition 
of  Uw  ^d  Corporations,  new  ones  should 
be  eataliJisbed  in  their  stead.  It  was  said, 
that  the  objects  were  the  dissolution  of  the 
cdd  Corporations,  the  mitigation  of  the  pre- 
sent evils,  and  the  reconstruction  of  new 
Coqioratioiu  in  place  of  the  old.  He  would 
admit  that  the  existing  Coipoiations  ' 
vei7difii»mtt  from  tboseof  former  years,  and 
that  the?  bad  oeased  to  produce  those  good 
eficcts  which  it  was  originally  iotended 
they  should  produce ;  but  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Russell}  seemed  to  consider 
that  those  who  voted  for  the  abolition  of 
the  fdd  Corpocatkms  were  also  to  vote  for 
thereconstmctionof newonea.  "The noble 
Lordt  adverting  to  some  observations  of 
mine  (contintied  the  right  bon.  Barouet), 
addressed  to  the  company  at  the  Gold- 
smiths'-Hai],  said,  that  I  was  right  in  eom- 
dimentiiw  them  on  having  buitt  their  new 
Hall  on  the  old  foondation ;  but  the  noble 
lord  added,  what  would  have  been  thou^t 
of  yon  had  yon  told  them,  tbe^  were  wrong 
in  building  on  thai  foundation— and  still 
nuK,  what  woold  have  been  thought  of 
you,  if  you  told  them  they  were  vrong  in 
building  a  new  Hall?  But  thsqaestton 
in  that  ease  would  be,  is  the  new  Hall  as 
good  for  us^l  purposes  as  the  old?  If 
ue  old  Corporations  of  Ireland,  like  the  old 
GoUsmiths'  Hall,  had  served  to  promote 
'and  good   fallowihip— if 


tbey  had  tended  to  promote  good  and  kind 
feeling  between  man  and  roan,  tlien,  indeed. 


but  if  I  find  that  those  Corpontions  haw 
not  tended  to  promote  social  feeling — if  I  find 
that  they  have  not  tended  to  biaK  man  to  a 
good  and  btumooious  underatandiog  with 
bis  fellow-man — if  I  find  that  they  bad 
ceased  to  promote  the  good  obiects  for 
which  tbey  were  instituted,  then  I  should 
be  exceedingly  iocontdstent  if  I  praised  the 
noble  Lord  as  I  did  the  Goldsmiths,  for 
rebuilding  ou  the  old  foundation.''  The  tdd 
Corporations  were  at  one  time  of  great  use 
to  the  country,  but  of  late  thcnr  had  beoMoe 
institutions  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  up 
exclusive  interests  and  privileges:  but  then 
if,  in  looking  at  the  state  of  society  in  Ire> 
lajid,  in  considering  the  probable,  nay. 
the  almost  certain  efiects  of  the  reconstniCk 
tion  oS  the  Corporations,  tbey  sbMild  find 
that  the  new  wimld  be  equally  intolerant  and 
equally  exclusive  OS  the  old,  would  theL^is. 
lature  be  justified  in  reconstniotiiw  tbem 
out  of  the  scattered  materials  of  the  &nner  ? 
He  had  no  doubt  that  if  this  questioa  were 
viewed  distinct  from  the  prejudices  with 
which  it  was  cormected,  as  one  affecting 
national  feelings  and  national  honour,  die 
opinion  would  be  general  that  the  removal 
m  the  old  Corporations,  and  the  refusal  to 
construct  new  ones  on  their  foundation, 
would  be  pregnant  with  immense  benefits 
to  Ireland.  He  was  sure  that  by  re&sing 
to  reconstruct  the  Corporations  we  should 
have  much  better  guarantees  for  the  promo* 
tion  of  domestic  peace  and  harmony  in  Ire* 
land,  for  the  investment  of  capital,  and  the 
promotion  of  industry  than  we  now  pos- 
sesscil.  When  the  pmpomtion  was  first 
made  in  that  House,  he  was  sure  that  it 
received  the,  not  open,  but  quiet  and  tacit 
sanction  of  many  cool,  calm,  and  considerate 
persons  in  and  out  of  that  House.  He 
held  in  his  band  a  letter  addressed  to  Lord 
Mulgrave,  sgned  by  one  who  called  him. 
self  "a  dissatisfied  country  gentleman." 
He  ht^  no  knowledge  of  the  writer,  but 
whoever  be  was,  be  was  no  friend 
(politically  speaking)  of  his.  That  writer 
took  extreme  views  of  political  measure^ 
but  in  his  letter  ho  said  that  there  were  fixir 
measures  required  for  the  improvement  and 
the  pacification  of  Ireland,  and  that  wa 
were  now  in  progress  to  them.  The  me*> 
sures  which  be  recommended  were^lsU, 
the  complete  and  unqualified  extinction  of 
titlies;  tfa«  Sod.,  was  tha  redaction  mA 
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r«modificatJon  of  the  ChurcU  EstaUi>ihmenl; 
the  3rd.,  was  the  annihilation  of  the  Orange 
Lodges.  Now,  what  did  the  House  think 
vna  the  4th  recommended  by  this  writer, 
who  wu  certainly  a  man  of  Bcuteness  and 
ability.  The  4th  was  the  total  dissolution 
of  all  Municipal  Corporations.  It  might  be 
said,  perhaps,  that  the  abolition  of  the  Cor- 
pnrations  did  not  necessarUy  imply  that 
they  should  not  be  reconstructed  ;  but  what 
was  the  argument  of  this  writer — an  argu- 
ment penned  in  a  cooler  moment  than  could 
be  expected  in  the  excitement  of  such  ude- 
bateasthcpresent?  He  said,  look  at  the  two 
great  corporate  towns  of  Dublin  and  Cork. 
The  former,  in  every  point  which  could 
constitute  a.  great  town,  bad  retrograded 
nearly  a  century,  while  other  parts  uf  the 
onintry,  which  had  no  Corporate  bodies, 
had  advanced  and  improved  to  a  great 
extent.  What  was  Cork? — a  city  pos- 
■essing  local  advantages  belonging  to  few 
mties  in  the  kingdom,  with  a  s)ilcndid 
karbiiur,  in  the  midst  of  a  fertile  country, 
enjnying  a  fine  climate,  llic  metropolis  of 
th«  Invest  county  in  the  empire,  and  yet  ii 
very  large  proportion  of  its  inhabitants  were 
sunk  in  the  lowest  state  of  poverty  ;  their 
moridity  was  in  a  low  state,  and  in  the  ex- 
citement of  election  times  they  were  roust 
violL-nt  and  riotous.  He  would  not  say, 
to  use  the  nuble  Lord's  quotation,  ''  Sic 
Jorlit  Etruria  creoit."  llie  writer  next 
tti)liced  Belfast,  a  town  worthy  of  England 
in  arts  and  industry,  nominally  the  third, 
but  ill  Tculity  the  first  in  commercial  im- 
portance in  Ireland ;  yet  fifty  years  ago 
Belfast  was  an  inugnificant  town.  What 
wat  tlie  cause  assigned  by  the  writer  for 
the  increase  of  the  one  town  and  the  de> 
crease  of  the  others  }  Me  said,  that  per- 
haps Mr.  Mortimer  O'SullIvan  and  others 
who  took  his  view  might  attribute  it  to 
the  fact  that  Belfast  was  a  Protestant  town, 
but  the  writer  attributed  it  to  the  fact  that 
Dublin  and  Cork  had  the  most  numerous. 
Bud,  until  lately,   the  most   wealthy  Cor- 

nitiona  in  Ireland,  while  in  Belfast  they 
what  scarcely  deserved  the  name  of  a 
Corporation,  and  which  did  not  exceed 
twenty  Members.  These,  then,  were  the 
reasons  asngned  by  a  clear  and  intelligent 
writer  for  wishing  to  put  an  end  to  all  Cor- 
porations for  the  benefit  of  the  country 
generally.  He  would  now  quote  another 
Mithori^  on  the  same  subject — that  of  a 
nohle  TjotA  with  whom  he  had  bad  the 
honour  of  an  acquaintance.  That  noble 
Lwd  bad  not  only  writlea  « letter,  but  alw 
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drawn  up  a  Billon  thesubiect.  One  great 
object  which  the  noble  Lord  contemplated 
as  necessary  for  Irclapd  was  the  abolition  o£ 
fiscal  powers  by  Grand  Juries  and  Corpora- 
tions. He  proposed  a  general  tax,  which 
should  be  administered  by  Commiasioners 
appointed  by  the  Crown,  aided  by  Local 
Commissioners  elected  by  rate-payers,  and 
he  pointed  out  the  mode  of  election.  One 
clause  of  the  Bill  drawn  by  the  noble 
Lord,  provided  that  the  Crown  Com- 
mis^oners,  aided  by  some  of  the  local 
Commissioners,  should  have  the  power  to 
inspect  Corporate  Charters,  in  order  to 
ascertain  if  an^  property  possessed  by  them 
bad  been  intended  to  promote  public  works, 
and  if  any  such  were  discovered,  the  amount 
should  be  handed  over  to  the  Chief  Cont* 
missioner,  to  be  applied  an  originally  in- 
tended. This  was  the  opinion  of  an  indi- 
vidual well  acquainted  with  the  wants  of  Ire- 
land, and  who  bad  made  the  remedy  of  many 
of  the  evils  afiecting  it  a  subject  of  mature 
consideration.  He  was  of  opinion,  that 
Chief  Commissioners,  whose  office  sbottld 
be  in  Dublin,  aided  by  local  Commissionets 
elected  by  the  people,  should  take  on  them- 
selves all  the  fiscal  powers  at  present  in- 
trusted to  Corporations  and  Grand  Jutic^ 
and  be  thought  that  those  who  proposed 
the  establishment  of  institutions  with 
similar  objects  could  not  be  fairly  accused 
of  intending  to  insult  Iceland,  or  to  place 
it  below  the  level  of  England  and  Scotland 
as  to  municipal  rights.  He  would  put  it 
to  hon.  Members  oppoiute,  whether  ^c  re- 
eonBlmction  of  those  Corporations  would 
conduce  to  that  civil  equality  of  all  parties 
whicli  some  hon.  Members  asserted — for 
unless  it  was  shown  that  it  would  have  that 
efiect,  there  was  no  ground  whatever  for  the 
proposition.  In  considering  this  question 
he  could  not  overlook  the  analogy  between 
the  circumstances  of  Knglond  and  Ireland  i 
for,  if  any  such  existed,  it  ought  to  be 
clearly  made  out.  Now,  to  him  it  did  not 
appear  that  that  hod  at  all  been  made  out. 
So  far  from  analogy,  -there  was  a  vast  differ- 
ence between  the  circumstances  of  the  two 
countries.  It  was  true  that  within  the  last 
few  years  a  great  moral  and  social  revolu- 
tion had  taken  place  in  Ireland.  Within 
six  years  we  had  removed  those  great 
barriers  which  bad  separoted  two  classes. 
That  removal  had  bera  acquiesced  in  by 
the  Protestants.  Those  ProtestanU  had 
not  even  petitioned  ajninst   tbe  plan  for 

e'ving    up    the     privUeges     which    tb^ 
d    Kt    long  sDjoyed,    aad    nu    tin 


,v  Google 


377  Xordi'  AmtitAMJUi^  {JvKS 
House  to  overiook  those  who  bad  thai  acted  ? 
The  House  should  not  forget  what  the 
late  Corporations  were.  Did  anjr  Mem- 
ber believe  that  the  new  Corpontltnis, 
backed  as  they  would  be  bjr  the  physical 
strength  of  the  country,  would  be  more 
careful  of  the  rights  and  privili^eB  of 
others  than  their  predecessors  had  been? 
Did  any  one  believe  that  they  would  be 
willing  to  share  their  newly- acquired 
power  with  those  to  whom  they  were  op. 
posed  ?  Then,  if  such  powers  were  to  be 
granted  to  parties  bo  supported,  did  any 
nan  believe  that  their  exercise,  as  they 
would  be  exercised,  would  be  otherwise 
than  injurious  to  the  country?  Hon. 
Members  were  greatly  offended  and  indig- 
nant at  the  proposition  that  the  property 
of  Corporations  should  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  CommiBsioners.  But  how  did 
they  themselves  propose  to  deal  with  a 
corporatebody  of  another  description — with 
the  Church.  The  Church  had  a  prescrip- 
tive right  to  property  long  anterior  to  the 
existence  of  most  of  those  Corporations. 
The  security  of  that  property  had  been 
guarsnteed  in  the  fullest  manner  by  one  of 
tti«  articles  of  Union  between  the  two 
kingdoms.  By  that  article  the  Churches 
of  England  and  Ireland  were  to  be  called 
the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ire- 
land. Now  let  hon.  Members  look  at  the 
70th  clause  of  the  Tithe  Bill,  and  see 
how  far  that  guarantee  of  the  Church  pro- 
perty had  been  resected  hy  those  who 
were  now  so  loud  in  their  exclamations 
against  the  investment  of  any  corporate 

g'operty  in  the  hands  of  Commissioners. 
y  that  dausc  it  was  enacted,  that  when  a  liv- 
ing became  void,  the  glebe,  glebe-house,  and 
t^ces  were  to  become  invened  in  the  hands 
'^of  Commissioners  appointed  hy  the  Crown. 
And  this  is  (said  the  right  hon.  Baronet) 
from  you,  who  deprecate  interference  with 
corporate  property — you,  who  profess  anxi- 
ety to  keep  sacred  from  the  slightest  vio- 
lation—you, who  cannot  reconcile  it  to 
Tour  views  of  justice-  to  transfer  property 
from  a  Corporation  to  the  management  o{ 
a  Commissian  appointed  by  the  Crown, 
felt  no  compunctious  visitings  when  you 
enacted,  that  on  the  voidance  of  every 
living,  the  glebe-house,  offices,  and  glebe, 
should  be  transferred  from  the  Church  and 
vested  in  the  Crown.  What  is  it  that  you 
have  done?  You  say  to  us,  that  those 
suspicions  and  surmises  on  our  part  are  un- 
reasonable, that  wo  ought  not  to  object  to 
tliB  exercise  of  power,  that  we  have  no 
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reason  for  objecting  to  it  but  astqwAy  ts 
the  Roman  Catlwlic  Church— that,  in 
point  of  fact,  religious  bigotry  is  at  the 
bottom  of  our  opposition,  that  w«  hate  you 
Eis  Roman  Catholics,  that  we  are  unwiluim 
to  cement  the  union — a  union  of  heart  and 
affection — with  you,  and  refuse  to  you 
corporate  institutions,  for  the  purpose  i^ 
obstructing  your  prosperity  and  insulting 
your  feelings.  But  what  have  been  yniit 
own  words  f  Have  tliey  not  been  the 
justification  of  the  distrust  you  have  expe- 
rienced ?  Have  you  not  told  us  that  those 
institutions  have  been  in  England,  and 
will  be  in  Ireland,  the  schools  of  political 
Station  }  May  we  not  object  to  convert 
institutions  that  were  intended  fot  tho 
purposes  of  local  government  into  the 
arena  of  civil  discord  ?  You  tell  us,  that 
your  object  is,  unless  justice  be  done — a  re- 
peal of  the  Union — you  tell  us  that  you 
will  never  be  satisfied  without  making  the 
House  of  Lords  responsible.  You  tell  us 
that  the  arrangement  made  with  respect  to 
tithe  is  whol^  unsatisfactory.  You  use 
ailments  implying  a  present  acquiefcence 
in  it,  by  a  determination  to  take  the  first 
leiritimate  opportunity  of  defeating  it. 
Why  can  you  be  surprised,  then,  if  we 
are  unwilling  to  consent  to  the  institution 
of  those  societies,  after  the  warning  you 
have  given  lu,  that  they  will  not  be 
applied  for  the  purposes  of  local  govern, 
mcnt,  but  will  be  consecrated  to  those  of 
political  agitation— to  objects  which  appear 
to  us  destructive  of  the  Constitution  under 
which  we  have  lived,  and  think  we  have  . 
fiouriiibed,  and  fatal  to  the  integrity  <tf 
that  empire,  the  bonds  of  which  we  wish 
to  see  indissolubly  compact?  We  think 
that  in  the  present  circumstances  of  Ire- 
laod,  practicd  civil  equality  is  the  right  of 
the  citizens  of  that  coun^ ;  we  say  that 
that  practical  civil  equality  does  not  de- 
pend upon  the  formal  and  nominal  adoption 
of  similar  institutions  existing  in  England 
and  Scotland,  and  that  if  the  adoption  of 
these  similar  institutionB  will  destroy  that 
equality,  we  have  a  perfect  right  to  object 
to    them,    on  grounds  stronger  than  the 

from    analogy   of    institutions. 

that  Ireland  wants  repose ;  we 
think  that  these  institutions  will  increase 
her  agitation.  We  do  not  deny  that  there 
may  be  agitation  indeitendent  of  these  in- 
stitutions. You  propheKied  to  us,  that 
there  should  be  afptation ;  and,  I  am  sorry 
to  Buy,  that  the  truth  of  that  prophecy  we 
have  too  good  reason  to  acknowledge.    But 
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pMon  in  it ;  we  are  unwilling 
nnetioa  and  eauxwiKgemait  OT  the  law  to 
tbe  objects  which  yuu  propose  to  yoar- 
Klrei.  We  believe  that  the  inidtutioni  of 
these  coiporste  bodiei,  if  perTertcd  to  pur- 
pocea  lilte  this,  will,  in  point  of  fact,  re* 
oonstituta  in  another  shape  that  political 
aieeDdeDcy  which  we,  on  our  part,  are  per- 
feotl;r  willing  to  abandon.  Our  wish  is, 
with  respect  to  the  government  of  Ireland, 
to  see  perfect  freedom  from  dril  diiabilitj, 
perfect  equality  of  civil  privileges;  but 
we  do  not  den^  that  our  object  is  to  main- 
tain in  that  cauntry  that  established  reli- 
^n  which  we  know  to  have  been  euaran- 
teed  at  the  time  of  the  Union,  and  which 
we  believe  to  be  enential  to  the  best  in- 
terests of  Ireland  and  the  Irish  nation. 
Wc  do  not,  at  least,  I  speaking  for  myself, 
do  not  dissent  from  this  measure  from  any 
national  prejudice ;  I  do  not  dissent  from 
it  from  any  hostility  which  I  entertain 
towards  Ireland,  but  I  do  dissent  from  it— 
and  I  do  intend  to  exercise  the  privilege  of 
flree  Judgment  regarding  it— I  dissent 
fkom  it  on  the  ground  that,  instead  of  pro- 
moting ravil  equality  it  will  constitute 
political  ascendency,  instead  of  giving  re- 
pose it  will  insure  agitation.  fnste«l  of 
leallj  destroying  the  monopoly  of  power 
ind  exdudra  privileges,  it  will,  under 
IHCsent  ciroumstances,  and  in  the  present 
condition  of  Ireland,  merely  operate  as  » 
transfer  of  that  monopoly  and  those  privi- 
iMes  from  a  body  which  is  perfectly 
— Ill—  .„  _u;«    '.hem,  hut  which   jir- 

being  ttuufecied   i 
others. 

Viscount  ffowici  said,  that  at  that  hour 
of  the  night  he  undoubtedly  felt  great 
reluctance  in  presenting  himself  to  the 
House,  but  he  hoped  that  the  engagement 
to  which  he  would  bind  himself,  to  adhere 
aa  strictly  as  he  possibly  could  to  those 

girts  only  of  the  speech  of  the  right  bon. 
nrotiet  which  bore  dire<;tly  and  Immedi- 
ately  do  the  question  now  before  the 
House,  would  induce  them  to  allow  him 
to  occupy  a  very  small  portion  of  their 
time.  He  must  be  permitted,  in  the  first 
place,  to  say  one  word,  and  but  one  word, 
on  the  observations  made  by  the  right 
hoD.  Baronet  at  the  outset  of^  his  speech, 
upon  the  explanation  afforded  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Tipperary,  of  a 
speech  maile  by  him  in  Ireland  some  time 
ago.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  very 
dexterously  endeavoured  to   show,  that 


white  profiu^ng  to  explain  tiie  languags 
imputed  to  htm,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  did,  in  foct,  admit  all  that  was 
alleged  respecting  it.  Tho  right  hon. 
Baronet  told  them  that  an  alliance  upon 
terms  was  neither  more  nor  lesa  than  s 
compact.  He  was  not  going  to  follow  the 
H^t  hon.  Baronet  into  any  verba!  criti- 
ciam,  criticism  which  savours  of  •opbiitry; 
but  this  be  woold  say,  that  they  all  knew 
perfectly  well  what  was  meant  by  those  who 
used  the  word  "com  pact;'  'they  knew  that  they 
meant  to  imply-  that  there  bad  been  aone- 
thing  dishonourable  In  the  t«rms  upoo 
which  the  support  of  thoee  Oentlemeii 
wlio  eat  in  that  part  of  the  House  wu 
afforded  to  tbe  present  Crovemment.  He 
asserted,  bowever,  that  their  support  had 
been  purchased  by  no  promise  wnaterer, 
by  no  understanding,  secret,  implied,  or 
expressed,  that  the  memliers  of  th«  present 
Government  would  do  any  one  act  In  the 
•lightest  degree  at  variance  with  theae 
pnnciples  and  with  those  opinions  which 
they  had  always  professed.  Ha  said,  that 
upon  tbe  question  of  the  Unira,  on  whidi 
tney  had  diffiered  with  tbe  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  upon  various  quetions 
of  ecclesiastical  po'itT  upon  whicn  they 
had  avowed  their  dinerffltce,  no  cAmpro> 
mise  whatever,  not  the  slightest  even  ap- 

Each  to  an  understanding,  had  existed 
ween  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  that 
part  of  the  House  iu  which  he  sat,  oo  the 
one  hatid,  and  the  MMibers  of  the  present 
Government  on  the  other.  That  being 
tbe  case,  he  was  at  a  loss  to  perceive  what 
di^race  there  could  be  in  eiUier  giving  or 
receiving  an  unbought  support,  on  such 
grounds.  But  enough,  and,  perhaps,  more 
than  enough,  on  this  sut^ect.  He  would 
hasten  to  consider  the  question  before  the 
House.  The  right  boo.  Baronet  affirmed, 
that  the  question  was  not  whether  local 
government  should  exist  or  not.  His 
noble  Friend  near  hira  having,  in  hit 
ipeech  of  last  night,  most  justly  stated 
that  the  real  question  for  the  House  now 
to  dedde  was,  whether  Ireland  should 
have  the  advantages  of  local  self-gorem- 
ment  or  not,  the  nght  hon.  Baronet  baldly 
met  him  upon  that  ground,  and  said  tbat 
was  not  the  question.  Upon  what  grounds 
did  the  right  hon.  Baronet  rest  that  'as- 
sertion, which  was  so  much  at  vaHanee 
with  what  must,  at  first  sight,  appear  to 
be  the  plain  interpretation  of  the  provi- 
sions contained  in  the  Rmendmcnts  nf  the 
House  of  Lords  i    The  right  hon.  Baronet 
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bad  two  rwHiiit  fgc  tba  asserUvn ;  in  tbe 
Snt  plnoBj  thftt  it  miB  not  lUce  local  go* 
Tcrncneat  to  impose  upoa  twent^-ona 
tow&B,  whether  they  liked  it  or  not,  the 
poviuupa  of  the  Act  9th  Geo.  4th;  and 
ID  the  next  place,  that  the  question  had 
not  been  correctly  stated  l^  his  noUe 
friend,  becauae  munidpal  institntions  were 
not  neceasary  for  good  local  gorernment, 
TbeMweretnetwoaTgumentBODvhich  tha 
right  hon.  Baronet  mainly  rested  his  as, 
sertion.  [Sir  Robert  Feel— tHot  exactly.] 
The  right  hon.  Daronet  Beemed  to  deny 
what  M  had  said,  but  it  was  in  the  re- 
collection of  the  House  whether  the  ri^ht 
hoD.  Baronet  had  not  stated  explicitly 
that  he  denied  the  poaition  of  his  noble 
Frieiid,  and  followec  it  up,  by  showing 
in  considerable  detail  that  in  his  opinion 
it  was  iDconsistent  with  the  principle  of 
self-government  to  enforce  in  these  great 
towns  the  sdoption  of  the  statute  9th 
George  ith.  [air  Robert  Peel  again  ex- 
pre«sed  his  dissent.J  The  right  bon. 
Baronet  would  by  and  by  hare  an  oppor- 
tnnity  of  explanation,  but  in  the  mean 
time,  he  would  venture  to  argue  on  the 
right  hon. Baronet's  assertion,as  he  himself 
had  understood  it,  and  as  he  beliered  thr 
House  had  understood  it.  The  ri^ht  hon 
Baronet  certainly  had  said,  that  it  would 
be  more  in  conformity  with  the  principli 
of  allowing  them  to  manage  thetr  oni 
aJ&trs  to  give  them  the  option  of  adopts 
ing  the  provisions  of  that  Act,  or  of  ais- 
pensing  with  them.  He  believed  that 
now,  at  least,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  admit,  that  he  had  correctly  stated 
his  argument.  Let  them,  then,  consider 
how  the  fact  really  stood.  What  was  tbc 
ground  on  which  his  noble  Friend  pro- 
posed that  those  towns  should  not  be  left 
free  to  choose  for  themselves?  It  was 
simply  this — that  there  being  in  existence 
at  the  present  moment  Corporations  which 
exercised  various  functions,  which  had 
various  officers,  and  were  id  the  possess- 
ion  of  coDsiderable  property,  it  was  abstv 
lutely  necessary  that  at  the  time  of  abol. 
ishing  these  bodies  some  proviaion  or 
Other  should  be  made  for  the  discharge 
of  those  duties  now  performed  by  them. 
His  noble  Friend,  and  hon.  Members  on 
bis  aide  of  the  House,  bad  insurmountable 
objections  to  the  appointment  of  Crowi 
Commissioners  for  that  purpose.  It  was, 
therefore,  absolutely  necessary  that  they 
should  decide  either  for  or  against  the 
principle  of  self- government'— in  the  one 
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case,  either  by  rendering  neceiMrflhs 
adoption  of  the  9th  of  Oeo^  4lh  by 
enaoting  that  municipal  sfiairs  should  be 
placed  under  the  management  of  parsons 
elected  by  the  inhabitants;  or,  on  the 
other  hand,  by  recognizing  that  sort  of 
government  in  which  the  persons  inter- 
ested had  no  share,  by  the  appointment  of 
Commissioners.  Now  it  happened,  curi- 
ously enough,  if  he  were  not  much  mis- 
taken, that  during  the  discussion  of  tha 
English  Municipal  Reform  Bill  last  Ses- 
sion, the  right  hon.  Baronet  presented  a 
petition  from  the  borough  for  which  he 
was  Member,  the  prayerof  which  was,  that 
that  town  should  not  be  included  among 
those  to  which  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
were  to  be  applied  ;  and  if  he  had  not 
entirely  forgotten  what  passed  at  that 
time,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  dis- 
tinctly stated,  that  he  did  not  expect  the 
House  to  concur  in  the  prayer  of  that  pe- 
tition ;  and  that  he  did  not  think  it  rea- 
sonable, that  in  deciding  upon  a  general 
measure,  they  should  allow  the  provisions 
to  be  rendered  parlial  or  incoropleteby 
consulting  the  wishes  of  each  individual 
town.  He  believed  that  had  been  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and,  upon  the  same  principle,  in  corpora- 
tion tovrns  of  Ireland,  when  they  were 
driven  to  the  alternative  of  allowing  them 
to  elect  Commissioners  to  manage  their 
affairs,  or  to  place  them  under  the  man- 
agement of  the  Crown,  he  would  say  that 
they  should  elect  their  own  Commis- 
sioners. Tiie  other  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was,  that  municipal  institu- 
tions were  not  necessary  to  local  govern- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  ac- 
counted for  this  by  telling  the  House  that 
Manchester  was  as  near  Liverpool  as 
Dublin  was.  He  was  surprised  to  hear 
an  argument  which  bore  upon  its  very 
face  so  obvious  and  palpable  a  fallacy, 
from  a  Gentleman  bo  distinguished  in  that 
House  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He 
contended  (hat  local  government  in  the 
sense  in  which  his  noble  Friend  used  the 
expression,  that  was,  local  government  by 
the  parties  themselves  who  were  interestecf, 
did  necessarily  imply  either  municipal  in- 
stitutions, or  something  analogous  to  them. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  said,  that  muni- 
cipal institutions  were  not  universal  in 
England.  Hemaintainedthat  they  were; 
at  least,  either  mnnlcipal  institutions,  or 
something  analogous  to  them.     With  re- 
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gud  to  boards  of  maDageiMiit,  vhere 
CoiporatioDs  now  exnted,  Ibe  ground  was 
not  left  free  rrotn  municipal  inilitntions  of 
this  descriplion  ;  Uie  Corporelions  per- 
formed c«Ttain  duties  that  invaded  the 
functioHB  discharged  at  Manchester,  by 
Local  Boards,  aad  prevented  any  opening 
for  similar  imtitntions.  The  right  kon. 
Baronet  had  pressed  on  the  House  the 
case  of  Dublin.  If  that  city  had  no  pro- 
perty, its  affairs  might  be  managed  satis- 
faciorily  without  a  Corporation,  by  some 
auch  machinery  as  Manchester.  At  the 
lame  time  he  must  be  permitted  to  ex- 
press a  (loubl,  and,  if  he  were  notmidalcen 
the  right  hon,  Baronet  had  last  year  ex- 
pressed the  same  doubt,  whether  the  affairs 
of  Manchester  would  not  have  been  far 
better  managed  than  they  had  been — whe- 
ther the  local  government  of  the  country 
would  not  have  been  greatly  improved, 
had  it  possessed  for  some  time  baclc  a 
well -organised  corporate  system,  in  the 
strict  sense  of  the  term.  By  abuses  in  the 
dd  corporations  the  institution  had  been 
rendered  odious  to  the  people,  and  it 
required  some  time  to  eradicate  the  hatred 
which  those  abuses  had  excited.  Where 
Corporations  existed,  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  the  management  of  their 
affairs  should  be  transferred  to  some  other 
hands.  He  would  ask  the  right  hon, 
Baronet  ifthe  case  of  Manchesterpreseuied 
any  parallel  to  the  indignity  which  would 
be  offered  to  the  citizens  of  Dublin  by 
taking  out  of  their  control  the  34,00OZi  of 
corpurate  property  now  belonging  to  them, 
■nd  giving  it  to  the  Commissioners  ap' 
poiuted  by  the  Lord-Lieutenant?  Was 
the  case  of  Manchenter  at  all  analogous 
to  such  an  outrage  as  that  ?  If  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  could  have  shown  that  that 
town  possessed  targe  property,  and  that 
ita  inhabitants  were  not  allowed  to  elect 
by  free  and  unbiassed  voice  the  managers 
of  that  property,  but  that,  on  the  contrary, 
bis  noble  Friend,  the  Secretary  of  Slate, 
sent  down  any  body  he  pleased  to  dispose 
of  it,  and  to  administer  municipal  concerns, 
then  indeed  the  parallel  might  have  some 
force.  That  not  having  been  proved,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman'scase entirely  broke 
down,  and  the  instance  of  Manchester, 
adduced  by  the  right  hon.  Genlleman, 
was  decidedly  favourable  to  his  argnmenl. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had,  with  tliat 
cautious  dexterity  which  he  well  knew 
how  to  employ  in  a  difficult  case,  glided 


orer  some  of  the  provisions  of  tbe  Bifl. 
Did  tbe  right  hon.  Baronet  forget  that  it 
not  merely  changed  the  manageniHit  of 
corporate  property  to  Commissioners  noroi- 
naied  by  tbe  Crown,  bat  that  it  enabled 
the  existing  members  of  those  close  and 
rotten  Corporations  which  they  were  about 
to  abolish,  where  they  happened  now  to 
be,  by  virtue  of  their  office,  members  of 
Local  Boards,  to  continue  in  those  situa- 
tions? He  (I^rd  Howick)  had  seen  a 
letter  printed  and  circulated  amon?  the 
Members  of  that  House  bjr  a  K^nileman 
who  was  a  native  of  Ireland,  Mr.  French, 
which  stated  the  dues  annually  levied  in 
the  city  of  Cork  at  these  sums; — corn- 
market  rate,  S.IOO^;  wide-street  rate, 
a.OOOi.;  piperate,  1.500i.  The  manage- 
ment of  all  this  revenue,  and  of  the  other 
important  business  of  the  town,  would, 
under  the  provisions  of  ihe  amended  Bill, 
be  confided  not  to  persons  under  local 
Acts,  but  to  at  least  a  large  proportion  of 
the  members  of  the  present  Corporations. 
It  was  true,  that  members  ofthe  existing 
Corporations  frequently  acted  jointly  with 
members  chosen  by  the  citizens,  or  trustees 
appointed  in  various  modes ;  but  in  all 
those  cases  the  old  Corporations  were  con- 
stituted by  an  Act  of  Parliament  joint  ma- 
nagers of  these  concerns;  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  instead  of  allowing  the 
citizens  to  succeed  to  that  management, 
held  by  those  who  only  derived  their  title 
to  it  from  faction,  would  actually  confer 
such  offices  in  every  borough  on  the 
existing  holders  of  them.  If  any  thing 
like  this  had  been  proposed  last  year  in 
the  English  Bill — if  it  had  been  proposed 
that  the  defunct  Corporation  of  Liverpool 
should  remain  in  the  situation  of  trustees 
for  the  docks  and  other  vast  establish- 
ments in  that  town — if  any  provision  of 
that  kind  bad  been  introduced  in  the  Bill 
of  last  session,  if  they  had  virtually  con- 
tinued Corporations  while  they  nominally 
abolished  them,  how  would  it  hove  been 
received  by  the  people  of  England  ?  The 
question  before  tbe  House  was  simply 
whether  the  large  and  flourishing  towns  of 
Ireland  were  to  be  intrusted  with  the 
management  of  their  own  concerns.  There 
was  no  longer  any  pretence  for  the  various 
arguments  advanced,  when  the  measure 
was  first  brought  before  the  House.  They 
had  been  told  that  they  ought  not  to 
interf<'re  with  the  administration  of  justice; 
thai  Belturbet  and  Middlelon  were  Ju^- 
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niOnnt  towni ;  and  that  tfae  provirioni  of 
tbe  Bill  would  b«  exteDded  to  many  others 
eqoBlly  trifling.  Any  one  who  had 
ltst«ied  to  the  right  hon.  Baroaet'a  speech 
would  hare  gone  away  under  tba  impras- 
•iOD  that  tbe  EnglUh  Bill  had  proposed  to 
placB  tfae  adniniBtraliDu  of  justice  in  the 
hands  of  penoni  popularly  elected.  So 
far  was  that  from  being  the  case,  that  it 
was  eipressly  and  repeatedly  stated,  that 
they  proposed  to  take  all  the  duties  con- 
nected with  the  administration  of  justice 
out  of  tbe  hands  of  persons  chosen  in  this 
way;  and  the  only  point  on  which  a  dif- 
ference on  that  subject  existed,  was  the 
one  comparatively  trivial  question  of  Ihe 
appointoient  of  police.  There  was  an  end, 
then,  of  this  objection.  He  well  remem- 
bered the  appalling  picture  which  the 
glowing  eloquence  of  ihe  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  drawn,  on  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  of  the  consequences  which 
vould  flow  from  the  supposed  enactments 
on  this  head,  and  how  he  had  alarmed  Ihe 
imagination  of  the  House  by  the  misery 
and  oppression  he  had  represented  u 
likely  to  result  from  them.  But  that 
iMCture  was  not  a  representation  of  the 
facts.  It  was  proposed  to  deprive  the 
towns  of  Ireland  of  the  direction  and  control 
of  their  own  affairs  ;  and  the  grounds  for 
the  proposition  were  stated  with  more  of 
candour  than  of  a  prudent  or  conciliatory 
spirit.  He  had  asked  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  distinctly  and  pointedly,  if  he 
adopted  the  declaration  made  by  a  distin- 
guished member  of  his  party,  if  that  was 
bis  reason  for  supporting  (he  amendments 
of  the  Lords.  It  struck  hioi,  and  he 
believed  it  must  have  struck  the  House, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  care- 
fully and  studiously  avoided  returning  a 
direct  answer.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  indeed  declared  that  he  was  not  influ- 
enced by  any  national  prejudices.  They 
had  been  told,  that  it  was  childish  lo  think 
of  giving  English  institutions  to  Ireland, 
because  they  were  now  legislating  for  a 
country  three-fourths  of  whose  inhabit- 
ants were  aliens  from  as  in  blood,  aliens 
from  UB  in  religion,  differing  from  us  in 
language,  and  longing  for  an  opportunity 
to  throw  off  our  yoke.  Now  it  did  not 
follow,  even  inpposing  the  right  hon, 
Baronet  to  concur  in  this  description  ot 
the  Irish  people,  that  he  felt  towards  them 
any  national  antipathy.  It  was  quite  con- 
ceivable that  a  humane  and  benevolent 
conqueror  might  be  perfectly  aware  that 
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feelings  were  entertained  1^'  his  subjects, 
and  yet  bear  no  enmity  agamst  them,  and 
he  could  not  help  thinking,  from  the  right 
bon.  Baronet's  argument,  diat  feelingt 
analogous  to  these  existed  in  his  breast. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  knew,  fett 
nothing  like  national  antipathy;  be  was 
sincerely  desirous  of  obtaining  what  he 
considered  the  welfare  and  prosperity  of 
Ireland  ;  but  he  had  not  disavowed  an 
opinion  he  was  sorry  to  hear  from  such 
high  authority,  that  for  the  welfare  of 
that  country  legislation  must  be  conducted, 
not  upon  the  principles  of  a  free  consiitn- 
tion,  but  upon  those  alone  which  were 
applicable  to  a  conquered  and  degraded 
country.  Why  was  it  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  so  much  afraid  of  lodging 

[lower  in  the  hands  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
and,  except  he  really  in  his  heart  believed, 
though  far  too  cautious  to  have  avowed  it 
in  such  plain  and  direct  language  as  was 
used  by  another,  that  the  Irish  people 
must  be  governed  by  the  stern  means  of 
compulsiou,  and  were  to  be  debarred  from 
the  right  of  self-government  ?  Let  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  beware  how  he  adopted 
such  a  theory  of  legislation  ;  let  him  re- 
member that,  by  avowing  distrust  and  sus- 
picion, he  would  very  speedily  arouse  in 
the  bosoms  of  Irishmen  those  feelings 
which  he  had  shown  to  pervade  his  own. 
If  we  treated  Ireland  as  if  she  were  kept 
in  subjection  only  by  violence,  as  if  we 
feared  and  distrusted  her,  we  should  soon 
have  ample  cause  for  that  fear  and  dis- 
trust, and  she  would  be  indeed  reduced  to 
tbe  condition  of  a  conquered  province, 
watching  with  jealous  solicitude  every 
opportunity  of  throwing  off  the  yoke,  la 
the  first  moment  of  danger  and  distress, 
when  tbe  first  cannon-ball  was  fired  against 
England,  we  should  have  much  cause  to 
rue  conduct  so  ungenerous.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  knew,  that  even  if  he  wished 
it,  he  could  not  act  consistently  upon  such 
principles.  He  could  not  deprive  the 
Irish  people  of  those  rights  with  which 
the  English  Constitution  had  invested 
them ;  he  could  not  prevent  them  from 
exercising  their  privilege  of  freely 
electing  their  representatives  in  that 
House ;  he  coifld  not  interdict  them  from 
the  right  of  meeting  in  public  and  peti- 
tioning the  Legislature;  and,  when  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  spoke  of  agitation, 
he  would  ask  him  which  was  moat 
to  be  feared,  that  of  the  town-council  of 
Dublin,  or  that  of   the  Com-Exchtngs 
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with  the  hon-  snd  learned  Member  for 
Kilkennjf  armed  with  thii  inoet  exdtiDg 
And  dangerous  topioi  a  deprivation  of  mu- 
ntoiiw)  ioatitutioni  ?  The  hon.  Member 
might  tell  his  raUDtrjm«n,  "the  injury 
wai  inflicted  becaute  jou  are  aliens  from 
England ;  it  was  on  that  principle  that  the 
Imperial  Parliament  legiilated,  and  I  am 
here  to  call  on  you  to  vindicate  your  coun- 
try from  the  insult  and  the  wron^  which 
has  been  heaped  upon  it."  E^tablmh  local 
cousoils,  and  peace  and  quiet  would  fol- 
low. Men'a  minds  would  be  occupied  by 
the  management  of  the  corporate  property, 
and  the  regulation  of  municipal  aflairs. 
They  would  practically  experience  the 
value  of  subordination  and  concord,  and 
Acquire  all  the  virtues  necessary  for  the 
fuO  enioyment  of  free  ingtitutioiu.     The 

Elan  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  appeared  to 
im  to  concede  to  the  people  of  Ireland  all 
those  powers  which  would  enable  them,  if 
■0  disposed,  to  injure  and  weaken  England ; 
and  yet  It  would  have  the  effect  of  embit- 
terltig  their  minds,  and  provoking  them  tc 
abuse  the  boon.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  said,  that  Ireland 
needed  only  domeitlc  repose  and  rational 
liberty,  security  for  person  and  property. 
He  would  aik  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
bow  It  happened  that  Ireland  actually 
reckoned  those  bleaainKB  among  those  which 
aha  wanted,  instead  <^,  a«  in  this  country 
tnd  Scotland,  among  ihote  which  the  pos- 
lestcd.  It  was  because  the  people  of  Ire. 
land  had  been  for  centuries  treated  as  aliens 
in  blood.  It  was  in  the  present  state  of 
Ireland  that  they  were  reaping  the  hitter 
fruits  of  that  very  prinoiple  of  legislation, 
and  he  called  on  them,  if  they  wished  to  see 
t  better  state  of  things  arise,  if  they  wished 
to  see  Ireland  gradually  raised  to  an  equality 
with  this  country  in  civilisation,  in  praipe- 
ri[7,and  in  tranquilIity,to  show  her  that  they 
trusted  her,  that  they  bad  conCdence  in 
her,  and  were  ready  to  extend  to  her  that 
blessing  which  in  every  port  of  England 
was  now  emoyed — the  management  of 
their  own  local  ofloirs. 

Mr.  CfConruU  entreated  the  House  to 
bear  with  him,  since,  though  he  was  ex> 
tremely  unwilline  to  trespass  on  their 
attention,  yet  he  did  not  know  that  he 
could  properly  avoid  it.  He  might  have 
an  appeal  to  make  to  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, and  he  could  not  make  that  appeal  to 
them  without  having  first  tried  what  he 
could  do  in  die  House.  It  might  be  little, 
but  he  was  the  advocate  of  his  country,  and 
it  wss  his  duty  to  make  ao  appeal  to  tbtt 
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House  in  the  first  instaacci  He  midtt  be 
sneered  at,  but  he  dananded  justice  for 
Ireland.  The  Lords  presumed  to  sneer  at 
him  when  he  mentioned  the  word,  but  be 
must  have  justice  for  Ireland,  and  ibaf 
might  sneer  at  him  as  tbey  would.  Sco^ 
land  had  municipal  reform,  England  had 
municipal  reform )  and  yet  they  presumed. 
to  refuse  it  to  Ireland.  What  cared  he 
whet  pretext  they  made  ?  He  cared  fur 
none  they  had :  the  right  hon.  Baronat 
(Sir  Robert  Peel)  had  not  one  remaining. 
He  gave  them  an  anachronism  instead  of 
a  speech :  he  pronounced  a  discourse  that 
would  have  been  very  applicable  when  he 
resisted  the  Municipal  Reform  BQl  of  the 
last  session.  It  would  not  have  been  pru- 
dent in  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  have  iiu 
suited  the  people  of  England  with  such  « 
speech,  for  then  there  would  have  been 
little  chance  of  his  future  restoration 
to  office ;  but  the  right  hon.  Baronet  now 
hoped  to  get  back  to  place  by  trampling 
upon  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  by  rearing 
up  again  that  ascendancy  which  througb 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  instrumentality 
and  osidstance  the  people  of  Ireland  had  put 
down.  He  appealed  to  the  House  for 
justice  to  Ireland.  England  had  reformed 
corporations;  Scotland  had  reformed  cor- 
porations ;  Ireland  had  applied  for  reformed 
corporations;  the  House  of  Commons  had 
granted  her  application ;  the  Honse  of 
Lords  hod  refused  it,  and  the  ootlirion  had 
at  last  arrived.  It  wo*  an  advantage 
undoubtedly  to  destroy  the  present  Irish 
Corporations  J  but  destroying  them,  and 
telling  the  people  of  Ireland  that  they  bad 
no  material  for  ro-conatructing  Corpora- 
tiona  among  them,  did  they  not  draw  a 
contrast  between  the  people  of  Ireland  and 
the  people  of  Scotland  and  England  much 
to  the  credit  of  those  two  countries,  and 
much  to  the  degradation  of  the  people  of 
Ireland!  The  collision  hod  come.  The 
House  of  Commons  hod  delermined  that 
the  Irish  should  not  be  degraded.  The 
House  of  Lords  bad  determined  that  th^ 
should  be  degraded.  Be  it  so.  It  was  said, 
that  Si  soon  as  the  House  of  Commons  was 
reformed,  it  would  seek  a  quarrel  with  the 
Lords;  that  the  influence  of  the  demo- 
cratic principle  would  be  so  great  and  pow- 
erful, that  the  Members  representing  the 
democratic  part  of  the  community  would 
anxiously  seek  for  a  collision  with  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  and  would  thus 
make  another  revolution  necessary.  That 
prophecy  hod  been  completely  falsIRed.  The 
Hue  of  Commons  haa  been  forbeadng  in 
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the  enrane— In  order  to  anud  a  quarrel, 
it  had  vxhlbited  too  great  bumiliU^  to  the 
HouM  of  Lordi,  and  it  had  thenfore  been 
insulted  by  that  House,  and  afaKlutety  defied 
to  tha  ooUiaion.  The  Bill  lent  up  to  the 
LtndB  WBS  a  Bill  for  deffirojing  all  the  Cor- 
pcrationi  whioh  had  abuied  their  tnirti, 
but  it  was  tltD  a  Bill  for  reconitructing 
diem  on  a  plan  which  would  have  let  into 
them  all  sects  and  cituset  of  the  people. 
That  plan'wDuId  not  havrlet  in  the  Cathallci 
of  Ireland  and  k^t  out  the  ProteBtanta. 
That  plan  was  founded  on  the  principle  of 
property.  That  plan  gave  to  property  mu- 
nicipal functiotfs,  and  as  the  Protestants  of 
Inland  posaened  the  grater  part  of  the 
property  of  Ireland,  the  Bill  founded  on 
that  plan  wai  a  Protestant  Bill.  The 
House  of  Lords,  howoTcr,  hod  declared  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  not  competent 
to  manage  their  own  affairs.  They  had 
therefore  altered  the  Bill,  had  substituted 
for  the  reconstructed  CorporttiDDs  a  Board 
of  Commissioners,  and  had  taken  ctro  to 
preserve  the  worst  part  of  the  existing  Cor- 
porttions  for  the  management  of  charitable 
and  all  other  trusts— for,  though  the  House 
might  not  be  awata  of  it,  there  was  a 
dause  in  the  Bill  by  which  those  persons 
who  were  now  mayors,  aldermen,  or  she- 
riff should,  from  the  1st  of  January  next  to 
the  end  of  their  natural  lives,  be  trustees  for 
every  chanty  under  the  management  of  the 
defunct  Corporations.  [No,  no.]  He  said  yes, 
yes.  But  why  did  he  enter  into  these  de- 
tails ?  [Read.^  He  would  make  those  who 
cried  "read,  read,"  apresent  of  the  clause. 
He  believed  that  some  of  those  who  cried  out 
"  read,  read,"  raised  that  cry  because  ihcy 
did  not  know  how  to  read  themselves,  and 
wanted  him  to  perform  that  task  for  ihem. 
There  could  not  be  the  least  doubt  that  the 
alterations  made  by  the  House  of  Lords 
the  Bill  sent  up  to  them  by  the  Commoi 
bad  been  made  for  the  purpose  of  placing 
the  people  of  Ireland  in  a  most  insulting 
position.  Had  he  seen  it  written  by  any 
nan— had  he  beard  it  said  by  any  man, 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  were  aUens  to 
tha  people  of  this  country  in  blood,  in  lan> 
mage,  and  in  religion  !  Had  any  man  had 
the  inconceivable  atrocity  to  use  that  lan- 
guage respectbg  his  countrymen  ?  If  any 
man  had  been  guilty  of  that  audacity, 
depend  upon  it,  he  would  also  have  the 
unparaUeled  meanness  to  deny  it.  Sorrv 
was  he  to  say  it,  hut  he  had  heard  wilb  his 
own  ears  those  expresrions  used  by  a  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  and  so,  too,  had  twenty- 
five  hon.  Gentlemen,  whom  he  saw  at  ^at 


time  dttbg  near  him.  Those  ezpresrions, 
unfortunately,  formed  the  basis  of  the  lefris- 
lation  of  the  House  of  I..ord>.  It  might, 
perhaps,  be  thought  that  some  Irish  agitator 
had  hired  the  noble  end  learned  I^rd  te 
use  that  taunt,  to  employ  that  language. 
He  did  not  know  ibet  such  was  the  case  : 
hut  had  he  hired  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  to  labour  in  the  work  of  agitation,  the 
nohle  and  learned  Lord  could  not  have  used 
expressions  which  would  serve  en  agitator's 
purpose  better.  There  was  no  covert  taunt 
in  them— there  was  no  hypocrisy  in  them 
— there  was  no  plausible  pretence  about 
them.  The  person  who  used  them  had 
intended  to  insult  the  people  of  Ireland, 
and  he  had  insulted  them  ;  and  yet  when 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  asked,  and 
pointedly  asked  too,  whether  he  had  adopt, 
ed  the  aame  sentiments,  he  would  not  state 
explicitly  whether  he  had  or  not.  The 
leader  oif  bis  party  in  the  House  of  Com" 
mons  was  too  discreet  a  Gentleman  to 
quarrel  with  the  leader  of  the  same  party 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  He  beat  about 
that  declaration,  and  he  beat  around  it; 
hot  he  took  good  care  not  to  mix  himself 
up  with  it ;  and  yet  it  was  upon  that  self- 
same decluation  that  all  the  legislation  of 
the  right  ban.  Baronet  in  the  present  In- 
stance was  founded.  And  then  htm.  Gen* 
tlemen,  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  talked 
to  him  of  the  fifth  article  of  the  Act  of 
Union  guaranteeing  the  preservation  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland.  Did  that  article  say 
that  the  union  Ewtween  the  two  countriei 
should  not  be  an  union  of  mutual  interests 
and  rights?  He  had  nipeatedly  declared 
his  opinion  on  the  subject  of  that  unitm.  It 
was  an  union  hatched  m  fraud,  and  brought 
forth  in  blood,  for  which  a  rebellion  was 
first  fomented,  and  afterwards  made  to  ex- 
plode, in  order  that  in  the  weakneti  of 
national  distraction  an  unprincipled  faction 
might  put  down  the  national  liberties.  An 
equalimtlon  of  dvil  rights  was  promised; 
and  It  took  the  Irish  twenty.nine  years  of 
agitation  to  extort  the  performance  of  that 
promise,  and  the  veiy  first  opportunity  that 
the  House  of  Lords  had  to  render  that  perw 
formance  nugatory,  it  gladly  seized  on  It, 
in  order  to  make  an  insulting  distinction 
between  the  Catholics  and  Protestants  of 
Ireland.  The  two  Houses  of  Parliament 
had  thus  come  to  the  coIltaiDn,  and  that 
man  was  undeserving  the  name  of  a  states- 
man who  did  not  look  calmly  and  steadily 
at  the  prospect  then  before  him.  Th^ 
bad  heard  the  hon.  Member  for  the  city  of 
London  in  the  early  patt  <^  this  ereoiog— • 
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and  he  had  none  of  the  warmth  and  ani- 
mation of  an  Irishman  about  him — but,  in 
the  cool  language  of  philosophical  abstrac- 
tion, he  this  night  told  the  House,  "  The 
question  which  jou  have  now  reduced  the 
people  of  England  to  the  necessity  of 
determining  is  this — shall  the  House  of 
Lords  continue  to  be  irresponwhle  to  public 
opinion  operating  upon  them  through  its 
lepresentatives  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  shall  it  continue  responnhle  to  nothing 
hut  the  wild  caprice  of  some  of  its  Mem- 
bers, the  indiscreet  enthusiasm  of  others  of 
them,  and  the  national  antipathy  enter- 
tained  hy  a  third  portion  of  them  against 
an  essential  ingredient  in  your  empire  ?"  It 
was  the  House  of  Lords  who  had  raised  this 
question, — it  was  for  the  people  of  England 
to  decide  it.  Depend  upon  it  the  people  of 
Ireland  would  never  submit  in  quiet  to 
insult.  They  had  submitted  for  centuries 
to  tyranny,  but  they  would  not  submit  with 
patience  to  insults.  They  would  do  no- 
thing violent,  nothing  illegal ;  they  would 
condne  themselves  within  the  limits  of  the 
Constitution  ;  they  would  agitate,  agitate, 
agitate,  until  Ireland  was  organized  peace- 
ably and  legally  as  it  was  before ;  and  be 
trusted  that  the  people  of  Ireland  would 
have  responsive  England  joining  them  in 
the  cry  of  "Justice  to  Ireland.'  He  de- 
fied the  House  of  Lords  to  Leep  from  Ire- 
land municipal  institutions,  lliey  might, 
indeed,  delay  the  arrival  of  them,  hut  keep 
them  from  the  people  of  Ireland  the 
Lords  could  not.  The  noble  Lord  opposite, 
too,  must  have  his  fling  at  Ireland,  and 
no  wonder,  for  he  hated  Ireland,  and 
had  injured  it  too  deeply  ever  to  forgive 
her.  He  it  was  who  first  suggested  this 
legislation  of  the  Lords — the  ideaof  itcame 
^rst  from  him,  and  it  was  worthy  of  him. 
He  was  delighted  that  the  suggestion  was 
the  noble  Lord's ;  in  coming  from  him  it 
came  from  the  proper  quarter ;  and  did  he 
think  that  Ireland  would  be  reconciled  to 
these  amendments  of  the  Lords,  because 
they  happened  to  come  from  bis  suggestion? 
He  would  not,  at  that  late  hour  of  the 
night,  pretend  to  go  through  the  argu- 
ments by  which  hon.  Gentlemen  defended, 
or  rather  palliated,  this  insult  to  Ireland. 
It  had  been  said,  that  this  Bill  offered  no 
compromise  to  the  Lords.  True,  it  did  offer 
them  no  compromise,  hut  it  ofiered  them 
what  they  wanted — a  bxut  penilentUe.  If 
this  Bill  had  compromised  any  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  first  Bill,  no  one  would  have 
opposed  the  Government  plan  more  stre- 
nuously than  he  would  have  done.    It  bad 


been  well  Raid  by  an  hon.  Friend  of  hi^ 
that  there  wasno  express  understanding  be- 
tween the  party  with  which  he  acted, 
and  the  Government  to  which  that  partf 
gave  its  support ;  but  there  was  this  im* 
plied  understanding  between  them-^hat 
that  support  would  be  withdrawn  the  very 
first  moment  that  the  Government  con- 
sented to  an  insult  to  Ireland.  Why  did 
he  support  this  Municipal  Bill  ?  Because 
it  contained  no  compromise  of  the  original 
because  it  raised  a  mere  question  of 
detail,  as  to  whether  thirty.two  or  fifteen 
towns  required  municipal  institutions.  That 
was  a  fit  question  for  future  discussion; 
but  if  the  plan  of  Government  had  com- 
promised any  principle,  it  would  have  been 
our  duty  to  have  opposed  the  Government, 
and  heartily  and  strenuously  should  we 
have  done  it.  The  principle  of  the  Bill 
had  been  most  ably  advocated  by  two  noble 
Lords,  who  were  members  of  the  Cabinet, 
and  by  his  right  hon. Friend,  the  Attorney- 
General  for  Ireland.  He  meant  what  he 
said  when  he  called  that  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  his  friend;  he  meant  not  such 
friendship  OS  was  bandied  across  over  the 
table  by  a  noble  Lord,  who  hated  his  noble 
Friends  on  tlus  side  of  the  House  exceed- 
ingly. He  was  proud  of  the  manner  in 
which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  At- 
torney-General for  Ireland,  had  denounced 
for  himself  the  atrocity  of  the  insult  offered 
to  Ireland  in  the  speech  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  to  which  he  had  already  ad- 
verted. He  and  his  friends  stand  on  a 
principle.  Against  that  principle  the  first 
Member  who  had  broken  a  lance  was  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Exeter,  the 
Solid  tor-General  of  the  late  Administnt* 
tion.  He  had  entered  into  an  examination 
of  the  Bill,  and  by  his  examination  nf  h 
had  proved  that  he  had  never  read  it,  and 
that  he  knew  nothing  of  the  population  of 
the  towns  in  Ireland  to  which  it  was  to 
ipply.  That  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
said  that  he  was  a  friend  to  Ireland.  Na» 
he  was  not ;  neither  was  he  a  friend  to 
England,  for  everybody  knew  him  to  be 
a  Tory  to  the  backbone.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  not  in  Parliament 
at  the  time  when  the  Reform  Bill  was  post- 
ing through  it.  He  had  therefore  not 
spoken  nor  voted  against  it.  But  what  had 
he  done  when  the  English  Munidinl  R^ 
form  Bill  was  before  the  House  i  He  had 
made  speeches  against  the  extension  of  the 
franchise  granted  under  it ;  and  he  had 
supported  by  bis  vote,  if  not  by  a  Bpeech> 
that  clause  which  made  the  righu  to  muni* 
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dpal  office  depend,  not  on  the  wortb,  not 
on  ibe  intelligence,  not  on  tlie  acliTit^  of 
the  individuBl,  nor  on  the  free,  open,  and 
unbianed  (election  of  his  fellow-citizens, 
hut  on  the  paltry  posaesiion  of  a  paltTj  sum 
of  money,  Af^r  him  came  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Donegal,  who  would 
denj  muoicipBl  rights  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land because  thej  were  ignomnt.  Look  at 
his  own  (peech,  and  see  what  a  spedmen 
of  cUsucal  education  it  presented — what  a 
mirror  of  literature  it  was.  That  hon<  and 
gallant  Iifeniber  bed  said,  that  a  learned 
sergeant  had  gone  to  Dublin  to  agitate,  in 
company  with  two  culprits  who  had  been 
turned  out  of  Kilmainbam  gaol  by  the  royal 
clemenqr,  for  the  express  purpose  of  agita- 
tion. He  thanked  the  hoc.  and  eallant 
Member  for  reminding  him  of  that  circum- 
■tance,  for  it  led  him  to  ask  for  what  were 
those  two  culprits,  as  tbey  were  called,  put 
into  gaol  ?  For  having  had  the  insolence 
to  keep  the  peace— nottiing  more.  They 
had  been  indicted  for  a  breach  of  the  peace, 
and  on  their  trial  they  produced  sereral 
police-officers,  the  magistrates  at  the  head 
of  the  police,  and  the  officer  commanding 
the  military  detachment  that  day  on  duty, 
to  prove  that  they  used  the  most  anxious 
exertions  to  preserve  the  peace  ;  and  those 
witnesses  proved  that  fact:  and  yet  these 
two  honourable  and  respectable  gentlemen 
were  convicted.  How  }  By  a  corporation 
jury,  selected  by  a  corporation  sherifi*,  and 
by  a  partisan  judge,  who  presided  on  the 
bench.  There  was  afoohsh  superstition 
about  the  sacredness  of  the  ermine  on  the 
bench.  But  had  the  judge  in  that  case 
acted  with  impartiality?  No.  He  bad  not; 
and  had  not  Lord  Mulgrave  said  the  same  7 
for  he  had  not  coniulted  that  learned  judge 
when  he  determined  to  extend  to  those  two 
leapectable  gentlemen  the  mercy  of  the 
Crown  ?  He  thanked  the  noble  and  gallant 
Member  for  reminding  him  of  that  convic- 
tioii,  for  it  showed  &tter  than  any  other 
instance  which  he  could  recollect  what  the 
Corporations  of  Ireland  were.  It  was  rather 
an  extraordinary  circumstance  that  all  the 
■peakers  on  the  other  ude  of  the  House  had 
concurred  in  describing  the  Corporations  of 
Ireland  at  the  present  moment  as  eiclu- 
■ive,  bigotted,  monopolising,  oppresuve,  and 
full  of  every  description  of  abuse  and  im- 
purity ;  and  yet  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
who  now  decUred  that  he  would  notgive re- 
formed Corporations  to  the  Roman  Catholics 
of  Ireland,  had  been  toasted  and  supported 
by  those  Corporations,  and  had  compli- 
pented  and  eulopaed  them  in  letum,  when 


he  was  Secretary  of  State  for  Ireland, 
Where  was  his  sense  of  their  impurity  and 
corruption  then  ?  The  ri^t  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, too,  (Mr.  Gonlbum)  who  now  sat 
near  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  as  the  re- 
presentative of  the  learning  and  piety  of 
the  University  of  Cambridge,  had  also  been 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  He,  too,  had  bom« 
testimony  to  the  abuses  existing  in  the 
Corporations  of  Ireland :  and  yet  he  had 
lifted  up  his  pious  eyes  to  Heaven  and  had 
allowed  the  corruption  to  go  on  from  year 
to  year  uncorrected  and  unredressed!  On 
aformereveninghehadseena  batch  of  four 
orfive  ex-Secretaries  for  Ireland  seated  close 
to  each  other,  who  had  all  seen  and  enjoyed 
the  corruption  of  the  Irish  Corporations— 
who  hod  done  nothing  in  their  official 
capacities  to  remove  it— and  who  now  came 
forward  to  write  eprigrammatic  epitaphs 
upon  them,  because  they  were  at  last  about 
to  be  conngned  to  the  grave  and  rottenness 
which  was  so  congenial  with  their  nature. 
Then  came  the  hon.and learned  Member  for 
Sandwich,  who  observed  that  he  did  not  be- 
lieve one  word  that  he(Mr.O'Connell)  said. 
He  thanked  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  compliment.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  talked  about  a  mountebank. 
Now,  he  would  tell  that  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  that  there  was  no  mountebank  so 
amusing  as  the  grave  one  who  spoke  dogma- 
tical sentences  in  oracular  tones,  and  who, 
with  serious  face  and  pompous  labour, 
undertook  to  prove  what  everybody  knew, 
— namely  that  two  and  two  make  four. 
He  be^ed  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
not  to  believe  a  word  he  said.  Let  him 
continue  to  believe  himself  a  very  Solomon 
of  patriotism,  intelligence,  and  truth ;  and  - 
with  a  perpetual  grin  on  his  face,  from  not 
knowing  whether  the  House  was  laughing 
with  him  or  at  him,  to  drawl  out  in  solemn 
tones  his  tedious  truisms.  He  next  came 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Univeruty  of  Dublin. 
That  hon.  and  learned  Member  was  stout 
enough  to  be  very  manly.  He  recollected 
r%ht  well,  that  on  that  hon.  Member's 
oSering  an  insult  to  his  valued  friend  Mr, 
O'Dwyer,  when  Mr.  O'Dwyer  retorted  on 
him  in  a  becoming  manner,  thebon.and 
learned  Member  said  that  he  was  a  judges 
Yes,  he  said  he  was  a  judge;  and  as  you 
protected  him  as  a  judge,  you  shall  now 
judge  of  the  value  of  his  testimony.  The 
ban.  and  learned  Gentleman  sud,  that 
there  was  no  corruption  in  the  CorporatioD 
of  the  city  of  Dublin.  He  did  not  deny 
that  that   Coiporotion  was  bigoted  onq 
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mliiiiTe— he  did  sot  ieaj  tfaatU  WMfitting 
tbat  it  ihcnild  be  put  m  end  to— but  be  de- 
nied thkt  it  bad  beeo  guiltj  of  coiruptioa  or 
tt  enytbiDg  like  coirapdon.  He  ibould 
like  to  know  what  tbe  ban.  and  learned 
Gentleman  celled  corruption.  Wae  tbe 
lele  of  judicial  office*  oomiption  P  Tbs 
boB.  and  learoed  Gentleman  wm  the  keeper 
*  of  tbe  coQicience  of  the  Corporation  of 
DuhUnP  But  before  be  remarked  upon 
their  lale  of  judicial  office^  be  would  intro- 
luee  tbe  Houie  to  a  knowledge  of  their 
aanagament  of  tbe  cbaiitiea  under  thoir 
eontro).  There  waitbe  Blue-coat  Hospital. 
The  fundi  of  tbat  hospital  amounted  to 
\,900L  ft<year,  and  were  left  tn  it  for  the 
Mipport  of  old  men  and  orphans.  What 
anonnt  of  alary  did  the  Houie  think  that 
tba  CorporatiDn  of  Dublin  took  for  itself 
Mt  of  ^Ofe  funds  ?  Just  97Si.  a.yea^— 
that  was  alL  There  was,  oT  course,  no 
aorruption  in  that.  Tbe  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  perhaps  never  checked  the 
I  by  which  975'.  was  gmoted  in 
1  Corporation  of  Dublin  for 
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n  and  ofplAns  dependent  upon 
them,  and  yet,  If  he  was  rightly  informed, 
it  was  tbe  duty  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  have  looked  strictly  into  those 
aecounts.  He  came  next  to  tbe  office  of 
Xxttd  Mayor.  The  report  of  tbe  Irish 
Municipal  Corporation  CommiMionecs  on 
the  Corporation  of  Dublin  stated,  that  the 
Ixird  Mayor  of  tbat  city  exercised  an  ex- 
tanaive  jurisdiction  within  it,  and  was  in 
the  habit  of  faiming  out  to  his  secretary, 
fiir  stipulated  sums,  the  fees  accruing  <o 
him  from  that  jurisdiction.  In  some  years 
the  foea  bad  Iwen  farmed  out  at  S50l.  He 
wai  also  President  of  the  Court  of  Con- 
■eience,  and  as  such  he  got  1,200/,  a-year, 
thereby  beooming,  like  the  Don  Fabricio  of 
Gil  Blot,  rich  by  looking  after  the  afiairs 
of  the  poor.  The  Commissionen  reported 
that  the  practice  in  this  Court  had  giren 
rise  to  aenous  abuses.  After  itating,  tbat 
when  a  cause  was  once  decided  it  might  he 
rehearsed,  the  Commiaainners  uieo  this 
language,—"  In  case  the  defendant  wishes 
to  contest  the  justice  of  the  order,  he  may 
do  so  by  a  rehearing  of  tbe  cause.  The 
praotice  of  the  Court,  as  to  this  power  or 
privilege  of  rehearing,  is  very  peculiar  and 
estiaordinary,  and  is,  we  apprehend,  too 
much  the  nault  of  tbat  peouoiary  intereat 
in  the  ineretio  of  busineai  in  the  Court 
which  all  its  arrangeraenta  give  to  the 
jndm  and  offlcen.  If  the  caw  is  dedded 
la  nvotir  of  tbt  deftadant  on  the  original 


hearing  be  mtej  take '  oat  an  ovdar  for  • 
dismim,  for  which  a  fee  of  fiii  ia  d 
but  ho  cannot,  on  the  order,  recover  tbis'fa 
or  any  fees  he  may  have  paid  for  swaa 
witnesses.  For  these  ooats,  if  h«  sad 
ohtain  them  tram  the  pluntiff,  he  i 
take  out  and  serve  an  original  sunn 
with  the  usual  tees,  &c.  The  whole  o 
of  these  proceedings  appears  to  ua  to  li 
no  useful  olpect  whatever  in  reference  to 
the  suitors  of  the  Court,  and  to  tend  to  no 
purpose  but  the  encouragement  of  petty 
and  vexatious  liti^tion,  end  the  coo* 
sequent  increase  of  emolument  to  tha 
judges  and  officers."  This  be  suppoaed 
was  no  corruption ;  it  was  only  faroi* 
iag  out  tbe  fees  of  a  judicial  offlea. 
If  it  were  an  earlier  hour  of  the  evening 
be  would  show  tbe  manner  in  whicli  pro- 
cetaea  were  mult^ilied  to  iocreaae  Am 
amount  of  fees.  It  was  reported  tbat  ia 
the  course  of  the  last  twen^  years  tho 
amount  of  fees  in  this  court  of  oooscieiMa 
had  been  doubled.  Had  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  University  of  I>ub> 
lin,  during  the  period  he  bad  acted  a*  Be, 
corder  of  Dublin,  ever  suggested  anjy 
remedy  for  tliese  abuses  f  If  he  had  dona 
Mi,  the  sun  bad  never  shone  upon  hit  good 
deeds.  Again,  there  was  the  offioe  of 
grand  Jurors.  They  exercised  contnd  ov«r 
a  taxation  amounting  upon  the  a 
S0,000/.  a-year.  How  did  they  ei 
Look  at  the  Report  of  the  Commlnioaerfc 
Then  there  were  the  sberiSs  and  sulv 
sheriff.  Tbe  sheriffs  had  scarcely  any  duty 
to  petfiwni  save  that  of  farming  out  tlw 
office  of  sub..sheri£r,  who  collected  their 
fees — and  how  they  were  collected  th« 
Commissionera  hod  reported  at  length. 
["  QaAffioM."]  Ay,  question.  No  om 
cried  out  now  "  Read,  read,"  for  the  sub* 
ject  was  too  unpalatable,  and  yet  all  tfao 
time  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  been  in  oiBce,  the  Recorder  of  tbe  city  of 
Dublin,  who  in  that  House  excluned, 
"Jial  Juititia,  rual  cabim,"  had  aeen  thaas 
most  oomiut  and  extortionate  praeticea  gtx 
log  OR,  ana,  to  the  best  of  his  knowle^*, 
had  done  nothing  to  check  them.  Nqr 
more,  it  bad  been  stated  to  him  that  tfaa 
deeds  authorising  the  exaction  of  the  fbaa 
in  the  Sherifis'  Court  had  been  bild  befoeo 
the  hon.  and  learned  Oentlemon  for 
perusal,  and  that  he  had  given  them  bit 
aanction  by  not  objecting  to  them.  HeM 
be  would  stop  to  ask  bow  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  contrived  to  gat  hia 
offioe  of  recorder  }  He  hod  Ymlv  fawn  fin 
years  at  the  bw  at  the  lint,  KM  if  ha  hwl 
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tmt  beU  B  brief  In  ocnnt,  h  lad  not  ftllen 
witbin  Us  obaciyatian,  though  he  Itad  been 
Ha&y  vncmngia  all  the  finir  courti.  And 
TOt  anei  that  ihort  ratperienee  in  H*  pro- 
fession the  hoa.  and  leametl  Oentleman 
bad  been  appointed  to  a  Judidal  office  from 
which  he  derived  an  income  of  more  than 
t.OOOl  a-year.  How,  he  would  again  ask, 
had  the  ion.  and  learned  Gentleman  ob- 
tained that  appointment  ?  By  cultivating 
the  paadona  and  bad  prejudices  of  the  cor- 
poraton  who  elected  him.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  last  night  made  a 
speech  Justifying  the  House  of  Lords  In 
withholding  Municipal  Corporations  from 
the  people  of  Ireland.  And  why  f  He 
would  shortly  explain  the  why  to  the  House. 
The  corruption  rfthe  Corporation  of  Dublin 
wai  abominable,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  bad  no  right  to  stand  up  as  its 
excnlpator.  He  had,  however,  a  direct  in- 
terest in  standing  up  for  it  in  that  character, 
fbr  the  reformea  Corporation  of  Dublin, 
were  the  facts  proved  which  he  had  just 
now  Stated  to  the  House,  would  haye  a 
right  to  ntk  it  this  quesiJon — "  Shall  this 
man  continue  to  be  a  judge  for  another 
liouT  f '  Longer  than  he  was  warranted, 
he  had  spoken  in  that  House  of  the  im- 
partiality displayed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Univeraity  of  Dublin  in 
his  character  as  a  judge.  When  he  re- 
turned to  Ireland,  everybody  blamed  him 
for  the  language  which  he  had  used  in  the 
House  of  Commons  respecting  the  Judicial 
conduct  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member ; 
And  decidedly  he  had  been  in  the  wrong : 
for  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was  be- 
come a  judicial  agitator,  and  that  circum- 
stance had  made  an  impression  on  the  pub- 
lic mind  against  him  which  nothing  could 
wash  away.  They  had  heard,  too,  the 
praf:tlce  of  pacldnK  corporation  juries  do- 
nnded  in  that  House.  Now,  oe  asked 
whether  men  who  avowed  that  they  had 
been  participators  in  such  practices  were 
authorised  to  tell  that  House  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  not  entitled  to  enjoy 
the  same  institutions  with  the  people  of 
Eneland,  and  were  unworthy  to  esercise 
loctu  leU'-govemment  ?  What  was  the 
reason?  Because  they  were  Roman  Ca- 
tholics. Others  said,  and  among  them  the 
Member  for  Yarmouth,  that  the  reason 
why  mutudpal  institutions  were  to  be  r&- 
ftised  to  the  people  of  Ireland  was,  that 
that  they  would  give  additional  influence 
to  hhn  I  Alas,  poor  Gentleman !  The  plan 
Vy  which  that  learned  Gentleman  would 
AttKf  tlie  Infhwnce  wUch  hii  countrymen 


allowed  Um  (Mr.  O'ConneU)  to  i 
over  thor  inindi  ani  fediBga  would  anga 
nent  it  tenfold.  Another  Gentlanu  had 
aaid  that  the  general  unfltnots  of  (h«  paoplt 
of  Ireland  for  self-government  WIS  B  sntt- 
cient  reason  for  this  nfusal.  Th«  rigbt 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamwortb, 
had  talked  of  the  old  building  having  beett 
applied  to  bad  purposes,  and  had  ol^eoted  to 
rebuilding  it,  lest  when  rebuilt  it  should  be 
applied  to  the  same  bad  purposes.  Otben 
bad  flud,  that  the  Members  of  the  Irish 
Corporations  ought  to  be  Protestants.  In 
reply  to  that,  he  said,  that  fVom  the  axist- 
ing  Corporations  c^  Ireland  Protestant 
intelligence,  Protestant  respectability,  mul 
Protestant  wealth,  were  as  e&ectu^ly  M- 
cluded  as  Roman  Catholie  intclUgenc*, 
Roman  Catholic  respectability,  and  Roman 
Catholic  wealth.  The  detected  peculators 
of  the  existing  corpnrations  were  Protest- 
ants only  in  name.  They,  hud,  in  pAinC  of 
fhct,  no  country  and  no  religion — they  bod, 
in  fact,  nothing  but  the  nope  of  future 
plunder  to  give  up — and  yet  the  rigbt  faon. 
Baronet  said,  "  the  Protestant  Corporationa 
were  witling  to  give  up  tbst,  over  which  the 
Protestant  population  of  Ireland  bad,  !■ 
point  of  fact,  no  control  at  all."  H«  had 
detained  the  House  longer  than  he  had  tih 
tended,  and  than  he  wished.  He  stood, 
however,  before  the  House  in  Arm  detianee 
of  the  injustice  of  declaring  by  legislative 
enactment  the  inferiority  of  Ireland.  He 
cared  not  what  sneers  were  cast,  what  sen- 
tences were  drawled  out  against  him,  whilst 
he  was  performing  that  duty  to  hla 
country.  He  cared  not  what  lawyer  wm 
pitted  against  him,  for  he  would  oppose  to 
the  utmost  every  attempt  to  special-plead 
away  the  liberties  of  Ireland.  He  stood  on 
the  firm  and  immutable  principles  of  Jui- 
tice.  We  either  have  an  union  with  you  or 
we  have  not.  If  we  have  not  an  union, 
give  us  back  our  national  Parliament — if 
we  have  an  union  give  us  the  benefit  of 
it.  He  thanked  the  House  of  Lords  for 
choosing  this  Bill  as  the  ground  of  cctiliion 
with  that  House.  He  thanked  them  fbr 
branding  the  people  of  Ireland  as  aliens  to 
it — he  thanked  them  for  thus  barbing  with 
insult  their  dart  of  death.  The  X^ords 
might  have  made  the  collision  on  a  matter 
of  religion,  and  thus  have  made  anotfatr 
inefiectual  attempt  to  get  up  a  "  No 
Popery"  cry;  but  they  had  not  even  had 
the  talent  to  choose  a  good  gttnind  on 
which  to  fight  their  own  battle.  They 
had  put  their  quarrel  on  the  ground  a£ 
liberty,  a  gnmnd  whioh  wm  dew  ukI  i»- 
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tdligible  to  bII.  The  people  of  England 
must,  therefore,  either  proclaim  the  people 
of  [reknd  to  be  unfit  for  corporate  institu- 
tions, or  they  must  join  ub  in  the  coIUsiDn, 
and  in  that  collisian  the  people  of  the  three 
kingdoms  could  not  be  unsuccessful.  The^ 
night  fancy,  that  though  he  knew  the 
mind  and  temper  of  the  people  of  Jreiand, 
he  knew  nothing  of  the  mind  and  temper 
of  the  people  of  tngland.  They  were  mis- 
taken, for  day  afier  day  he  sniv  in  tbe  calm 
and  delibetaU  judgment  of  that  people  the 
progress  of  the  question  of  justice  to  Ire- 
land, and  the  necesnty  of  another  organic 
leform.  He  saw  no  hope  for  Ireland  with- 
out that  reform,  for  tbe  Irisb'  ascendency 
party  had  got  the  ears  of  a  majority  ' 
House  of  Lords.  When  defeated  in  that 
House,  they  talked  of  another  place, 
which  they  were  certain  of  succeed! 
They  were  true  prophets.  The  House  of 
Lords  had  taken  its  part;   the  House  of 
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doing  the  same ;  the 
people  of  En^and  would  determine  be- 
tween them,  and  might  God  defend  the 
right 

Lord  Siattlei/  thanked  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny,  in  tbe  name 
of  tbe  House,  and  also  in  bis  own  name, 
for  having,  by  tbe  speech  which  be  bad 
just  delivered,  rendered  it  unnecessary  for 
him  to  detain  the  House  longer  than  a 
■ingle  minute.  Pot  tbe  ban.  and  learned 
Alember— be  who  for  tbe  twentietb  time 
this  evening  had  commented  on  an  expres. 
■ion  which  he  was  not  prepared  to  vindicate 
or  concur  in — tbe  hon.  Member  who  had 
commented  on  what  he  had  been  pleased  to 
call  the  intemperate  language  of  that  side 
of  the  House — he  from  whom  language 
bad  issued  respecting  that  House,  which  be 
would  not  insult  it  by  repeating — the  hon. 
Member  from  whom  he  bad  heard  that 
language  come  the  other  day  respectug 
that  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  whose  ex- 
pressions tbe  bon.  and  learned  blember  had 
been  that  night  commenting ;  tbe  bon. 
Member  whom  he  had  heaM,  used  lan- 
guage which  had  been  reported,  but  which 
he  would  notpoUute  an  assembly  of  gentle- 
men by  repeating,  because  he  knew  that  no 
■entlemBQ  could  have  used  it.  Tbe  ban. 
Member  thus  commenting  upon  an  espres- 
■ion,  of  which  be  (Lord  Stanley)  i^ould 
not  be  tbe  apologist,  uaed  tbrougbout  his 
speech  on  this  question  no  one  argument, 
no  one  reason,  no  one  plausibility  S  argu- 
ment }  for  tbe  whole  of  his  speech  from 
first  to  last  bad  been  a  tissue  of  personal 
ftttack  09  (Ote  gentlenuui  aftei  another,  on 


matter!  wholly  unconnected  with  tliis  SSi, 
and  had  been  delivered  in  a  tone,  and  tem- 
per, and  manner,  which  be  would  only  say 
that  be  should  be  degrading  himself  ana 
disgracing  tbe  House  were  be  to  waste  ita 
time  in  commenting  upon.  With  these 
observations  he  should  leave  the  speech  of 
the  bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
and  should  address  himself  to  a  speech  de- 
livered in  a  far  different  tone  by  his  hon. 
Friend  oppoute  [cheers,  parlicalarly  Jront 
Mr.  GCkmneU].  He  understood  tbe  nature 
of  that  cheer,  and  be  knew  well  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 
could  not  believe  that  private  frieodsbip 
could  exist  where  there  was  political  ani- 
mosity. Was  not  that  the  meaning,  he 
would  ask,  of  the  bon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man'ssneer?  f"'*'^-  O'ConneU: — I  will  give 
no  answer.!  He  would  only  say,  that  his 
hon.  Friends  opposite  knew  him  better  than 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  did.  His 
hon.  Friend  ojipomte,  when  pressed  by  the 
ailment,  which  came  forcibly  upon  him, 
and  forcibly  upon  the  House,  with  respect 
to  tbe  total  alteration  made  in  the  Bill  Uien 
before  the  House — how  it  could  be  called  a 
compromise,befor  one  could  not  conceive— 
his  bon.  Friend,  be  said,  when  pressed  l^ 
the  argument  relative  to  the  introduction 
of  that  provisiaa  into  the  Bill,  which  com- 
pels a  number  of  towns  to  take  upon  them* 
selves  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  the  gtb 
of  George  4th,  had,  undesignedly  no  doubt, 
misrepresented  it  entirely.  The  argument 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  this — that  it 
was  not  like  local  self-government  to  im- 
pose on  those  towns  Cmporations,  whethw 
they  liked  them  or  not.  That  was  not  ths 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  Tho 
argument  of  tbe  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
thia — that  of  the  tiro  principles,  that  was 
tbe  least  objectionable  which  left  to  the 
people  of  any  particular  town  to  stgr 
whether  they  would  or  not  take  on  them- 
selves tbe  provisions  of  a  particular  Act  of 
Parliament.  For  in  what  mannm:  did  tfa^ 
who  were  said  to  do  away  with  all  local 
and  municipal  eovemment  interfere  with 
the  provisions  of  the  9tb  of  George  4th  i 
What  were  tbe  provisions  of  that  Act  ?  The 
most  liberal  principles  and  tbe  most  ex- 
tended constituency.  It  gave  the  power  of 
levying  rates— it  made  proviuon  for  light- 
ing, (ueansing,  paving,  and  watching  the 
dinerent  towns  which  thought  Ht  to  adopt 
it.  He  was  not  going  into  the  details,  but 
what  practically  was  £e  difference  between 
the  Government  and  the  (q)ponte  side  of 
the  House?     The  Coroiiawit  propote^ 
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oertsdn  number  of  towm  to 
proTuioiu  of  tliat  Act,  while 


AHatnad  Htb^t. 


to  conpel  a 
■dt^t  ue  pn 

the  other  hand,  the  Oppodtioa  left  the  Act 
to  be  adopted  by  them  at  their  own  discre- 
tion. Thej  did  not  quarrel  with  it — they 
did  not  canTOsa  its  provisions,  they  took  it 
iM  they  found  it,  and  so  far  from  doing 
away  with  it,  they  left  every  town  in  Ire- 
land fiill  and  unconstrained  liberty  to  avail 
themselves  if  they  pleased  of  its  various 
provisions.  But  his  noble  Friend  said,  some 
provision  must  be  made  on  the  abolition  of 
the  Corporations.  No  doubt,  upon  that 
point  they  too  were  agreed,  but,  at  the 
■ane  time,  they  presumed  to  think  that 
there  might  be  proviraons  which  would  be 
more  acceptable  to  towns  than  those 
pcnnted  out  by  the  Ministerial  plan.  All 
parties  agreed  that  the  Corporations  should 
be  extinguished,  and  that  some  body  should 
intervene  for  the  purpose  of  making  those 
t«mporBry  arrangements  which  might 
thereby  become  necessary.  They  propraed 
CkaamisdonerB  to  be  appointed  by  tibe  Lord- 
Lieutenant  ;  but,  said  his  noble  Friend,  that 
was  an  arbitrary  principle,  which  be  could 
not  undertake  to  force  upon  those  towns. 
Why,  they  did  not  propose  to  force  it  upon 
towns.  They  might  perbapa  prefer  the  9tb 
of  George  4th  ;  but  if  they  wished  the  in- 
troduction of  CommissioDers  to  enable  them 
to  wind  up  the  affairs  of  their  Corporations, 
they  might,  under  the  Lords'  amendments, 
avail  themselves  of  that  advantage ;  that  on 
the  one  side  waa  the  arbitrary,  despotic, 
tyrannical  plan,  which  left  towns  to  their 
own  discretion,  and  the  liberal,  comprehen- 
nve,  and  not  at  all  despotic  principle  of 
His  Majesty's  Ministers,  which  saddled 
them  with  all  the  provisions  of  a  particular 
Actof  Parliament  whether  they  would  or  noL 
That  was  the  difference.  6  uthisnoble  Friend 
•aid  they  talked  of  the  Commissioners  as  be- 
ing of  a  temporary  character  only.  Now  he 
had  examioM  the  Bill,  and  he  found  no  pn>> 
rision  that,  at  the  end  of  three,  four,  or  five 
years,  the  power  of  the  Commissioners 
abould  ceaae  and  determine.  It  was  ab- 
solutely impossible  to  fix  any  such  period  ; 
but  he  found  throughout  the  whole  frame 
and  machinery  of  the  Bill,  provision  made 
that  within  a  short  time  they  should  report ; 
that,  in  fact,  they  were  only  locum  tenent 
until  some  further  provision  were  made; 
they  were  to  report  on  the  state  of  the 
funda— the  condition  of  the  boroughs — the 
amount  of  the  property,  &c.,  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant,  to  he  by  him  submitted  to  Par- 
liament for  further  regulation  and  control. 
put  Ins  DoUo  Friend  oslKd  what  bad  been 


done  in  the  case  of  Liverpool  P  You  ixm- 
tinue,  said  his  noble  Friend,  all  the  wont 
parts  of  the  system,  because  you  continue 
Corporations  in  office  up  to  a  certain  time. 
How  long?  FermauenUy  ?  By  no  means  ; 
only  untS  Parliament  shall  otherwise  pro- 
vide, was  the  affirmation  and  provision  in 
each  particular  case.  But  if  you  continued 
the  Corporations,  said  his  noble  Friend,  the 
trustees  of  the  docks  of  Liverpool,  what  a 
clamour  would  have  been  raised  ?  Why, 
in  point  of  fact,  they  did  so,  until  Parlia- 
ment mode  provision  for  a  new  body.  Yet 
they  did  not  find  Liverpool  grievou^y  com' 
plaining  of  it ;  on  the  contrary,  he  believed 
It  was  on  the  motion  of  his  noble  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Liverpool  (Lord  Sandon) 
that  the  very  provision  in  question  had  been 
adopted.  \Mr.  Emarl  ditKtUed.'^  The 
hon.  Gentleman  surely  did  not  mean  to 
deny  that  the  object  of  the  Liverpod  Docks' 
Committee  was  to  provide  only  a  temporary 
body  for  the  management  of  the  docks' 
estate — that  the  provisional  arrangement 
last  year  would  terminate  at  a  definite  period 
this  year,  and  that  it  would  be  necessary  to 
come  to  Parliament  for  its  future  regula- 
tion ?  The  only  difference  with  respect  to 
the  charitable  trusts  under  this  Bill  atd 
the  English  was,  that  in  the  ooe  casc^  pro- 
vision was  made  until  a  definite  day,  the 
first  of  January,  or  until  Parliament  should 
otherwise  provide ;  and  if  before  a  certun 
period  Parliament  should  not  decide,  then 
their  management  was  to  rest  in  the  Lord 
Chancellor ;  whereas  in  the  other  case,  the 
present  trustees  were  coatinued  until  Par- 
liament should  otherwise  provide,  and  if 
any  vacancy  arose,  the  Chancellor  should 
fill  it  up,  without,  however,  fixing  a  par. 
ticular  day  for  taking  the  whole  manage- 
ment- But  he  wouldnot  weary  the  Houae 
by  entering  into  delailg;  he  admitted  to  his 
noble  Friemi  opposite,  that  there  waa  a 
broad  distinction  in  pmnt  of  principle  be- 
tween them.  He  admitted  that  the  House 
of  Lords  had  adopted  the  opinion  as  to 
principle  of  the  minority,  a  large,  a  con- 
siderable, and  as  he  believed,  no  one  would 
venture  to  dispute,  a  respectable  minority, 
in  point  of  station  and  character  in  that 
House.  The  Lords  had  taken  that  view  of 
the  case.  The  Commons  had  taken  a  dif- 
ferent view,  and  as  they  were  told  the  col- 
lision bad  already  come.  But  he  would 
not  be  tempted  to  revert  to  the  faon.  and 
learned  Member's  nieech,  who  talked  of 
collision  and  the  dreadful  effects  whiuh 
must  follow.  Nobody  could  estimate  mora 
highly  than  he  did  the  impoitanfv  of  tmi* 
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fbrmity  hi  principle  and  practice  betweea 
ebe  two  branchei  of  the  Legislature  ;  but  at 
tlie  utme  time  nobody  more  highly  valued 
the  checks  which  the  Constitution  proTided 
in  their  sepante,  co-ordinate,  and  independ- 
ent existence  and  piirilegeg  for  the  pre- 
vention of  crude)  rash,  and  haaty  legis- 
laUon.  FoTtunetely  for  England,  there 
was  In  the  country,  there  was  in  that 
RouK,  there  was  in  the  other  House  of 
Parllainent,  too  much  good  feeling,  too 
niuch  temper,  too  much  sound  Judgment, 
too  nuch  of  a  doe  estimation  of  the  evil 
conseqaences  that  would  arise  from  a  colli- 
lion,  which  some  hon.  Gentlemen  talked  so 
r  of,  lor  him  to  entertain  the  slightest 


Ijghtly  of, 
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before,  and 
might  differ  still,  and  the  result  had  been, 
that  each  had  taken  time  to  consider  the 
resolutions  to  which  it  had  come,  and  if 
one  party  found  they  had  gone  further 
than  the  feeling  of  the  country  would 
support,  BS  the  other  party  might  yield 
witnont  going  counter  to  the  feeling  of  the 
country  In  the  long  run — for  he  did  not 
■peak  of  popular  clamour  excited  in  a  day 
—he  doubted  not  on  the  present,  as  on 
every  other  occasion,  the  good  sense  and 
tem|>er  of  both  Houses  would  find  the 
meant  of  reconciling  their  diSerenceL  He 
conld  not  take  on  himself  to  say  how 
those  differences  might  be  reconciled  in  the 
present  Instance,  but  certainty  It  became 
them  to  look  to  that  in  which  they  were 
all  agreed.  They  were  all  anecd  in  this 
— that  the  present  system  of  Irish  Corpo- 
rations  should  not  continue.  They  were 
all  sincerely  desirous  of  getting  rid  of 
that  ay  Item  of  rel^ous  and  political 
exduston  which  had  chanutterlsed  the 
Corporations  hitherto  existing  in  Ireland. 
All  parties  agreed — for  there  should  he  no 
quibbling  about  who  were  Dettructires  and 
who  were  CmuerratiTeH  in  this  respect,^ 
all  nartiefl  agreed,  and  agreed  equally,  in 
abolishing  altDgether  the  existing  Cor- 
porations in  Ireland.  The  question  was, 
what  were  ther  to  substitute  m  their  room 
for  all  the  difierent  purposes  of  local 
government?  Of  thfsoe  was  quite  sure, 
nthe  majority  of  that  House  should  think 
fit  to  reject  the  amendments  mode  by 
the  Lords  in  this  Bill, — if  they  should 
think  fit  to  adhere  hj  their  present  deter- 
mination to  their  former  vote  upon  this 
(abject,— the  quettion,  the  argument,  and 
the  truth,  would  not  suffer  even  ^  the 
delay  of  another  year  should  interpose 
Iwtweea  its  flntl  cmutdendoa  and  Mttle- 


nent  Wu  It  absolutely  Beeesaarr  that 
municipal  government  should  be  establiafaed 
in  all  the  towns  of  Ireland  P  It  was,  no 
doubt,  difficult  to  argue  this  question  at 
all  without  being  su^ect  to  the  chai^  «f 
wishing  to  impose  degradation  and  insult 
upon  Ireland.  First  m  all,  it  wns  an  insult 
not  to  give  to  every  town  in  Ireland  the 
full  extent  of  ^nchise  enjoyed  in  England. 
What,  then,  had  his  noble  Friend  agreed 
to  do  already  P  Of  the  strty  Corporations 
which  it  was  proposed  to  establish  under 
the  Bill  OS  first  introduced  by  the  ruht 
ton,  the  Attomey-Oeneral  for  Ireland,  but 
eleven  or  twelve  remained,  so  that  ptactieally 
on  fifty  of  them  his  noble  Friend  at  once 
cast  the  insult  without  the  least  compunt^ 
tion.  He,  however,  saw  in  it  no  insult  at  alh 
^Loai  cbeeT».'\  He  contended,  that  in  the 
present  state  m  a^irs  in  Ireland  it  would 
be  best  for  the  interests  of  towns  to  have 
no  municipal  Bovemment;  not  that  monlcl* 
pal  Ainctions  should  thereby  be  abolished.fbr 
there  was  not  one  of  those  towns  f  n  which 
it  was  proposed  to  confer  the  corporate 
franchise  lo  the  f\iltest  extent,  witn  the 
exception  of  Kilkenny,  in  which  providoQ 
had  not  already  been  made  by  law  for 
every  kind  of  essential  munidpal  manage- 
ment. His  firm  belief  was,  that  the 
amendments  proposed  by  the  House  of  Lords 
would  in  the  first  place,  mark  the  detennl-  • 
nation  of  Parliament  to  get  rid  of  a  great 
evil ;  and  if  the  House  ot  Commons  would 
not  agree  to  them,  they  must  lose  that 
advantage.  The  Lords  hod  gone  ftirther, 
placing  the  whole  property  of  the  Corpora- 
tions in  Commissioners,  and  for  a  temporary 
purpose  he  would  not  hesitate  to  repose  the 
trusts  in  the  hands  of  his  noble  Friend 
opposite,  those  Commissioners  to  conduct 
their  functions  undercbecks  which  rendered 


particular  abuses  of  corporate  property 
absolutely  tmpoasihle.  There  might  H 
objecdons  to   Commissioners,  but  In  the 


mean  time  they  would  furnish  the  best 
means  for  collecting  information  from  the 
most  authentic  sources,  and  ascertaining 
what  was  the  state  of  the  different  Cor- 
porations throughout  Ireland,  what  the 
amount  of  their  property,  what  the  feeling  rf 
the  inhabitants,  and  enabling  them  to  judge 
whether  at  any  future  penod_  they  might 
with  safety,  Justice,  and  wisdom,  ^ve 
them  any  larger  measure  of  corporata 
privil^es.  They  did  not  affirm  that  at 
no  time,  and  under  no  circumatancee,  should 
Corporations  be  allowed  to  edit  in  Iieland; 
but  merely  that  onder  present  dicumstancei 
and  the  itatc  of  pdltieal  ind  nti^oui  partiei^ 


,  Coot:^lc 


Lori^ 
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in  tlial  tme»Kf,  dM  introduction  of  tlioM 
means  of  good  ]{orenunaiti  which  had 
produced  peace  uid  harmony  ebewbero, 
would  be  there  the  introduction  of  the 
mfam  of  diicord  and  tuibulence.  ThinUng 
thui,  thej  fett  thenuelves  bousd  to  adhere 
to  their  own  opioions,  hotvevet  unpopular 
they  might  he  m  thai  House  or  in  Iruwid. 
ThoflB  on  the  other  side  declared  thej 
could  not  be  called  on  to  recede  from  the 
determination  they  had  already  come  to  in 
order  to  agree  with  the  House  of  Lords  ; 
with  what  face,  then,  could  tbey  call  on  the 
miaority— the  large  minoritj  who  had 
adopted  his  noble  Friend's  instruction  to  the 
Committee,  to  reeede  from  tlieir  determina- 
tion, nut  for  the  purpose  of  coming  to  a 
settlement  of  the  question,  but  btr  the 
purpose  of  difTeriog  from  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  ?  Ifthere  were  anj  mode 
by  whic^  this  question  could  be  settled  by 
mutual  conpromiie,  he  forone  should  gladly 
avail  himidf  of  it.  But  the  principle 
io*(dred  in  it  was  too  much  to  compromise ; 
and  therefore  if  called  on  to  dedde, 
regretting  the  decision  to  which  the 
majority  of  that  House  had  come— -regret- 
ting stiU  more  if  that  majority  felt  them- 
selves  bound  in  honour  to  adhere  to  it— ho 
must  support  what  in  his  conscience  be 
believed  Uie  peace  and  w^fare  of  Ir^nd 
demanded,  and  adopt  the  amendments 
made  by  the  Lords,  which,  while  doine 
aivay  with  all  real  grievances  end  grouniu 
of  complaint,  secured  all  corpOTdte  property 
from  confiscation  or  mismanagement)  and 
presented  the  mesne  of  good  govemment 
to  the  people,  and  great  practical  control 
over  their  own  interests  in  every  tows, 
under  the  gth  George  4tb,  or  particular 
local  Acts,  which  were  to  be  continued  In 
preference  to  the  plan  proposed  by  his  Noble 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
it  do  disagree  with  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ineiits,  when  the  numbers  appearedi— 
Ayes  384  ;     Noes  832— Majority  86. 
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Sib   Fbedjibick  Tkbnch    akd  Mr. 
Wabon.]  The  Speaker  :  In  consequence  ot 
the  Report  which  was  read   at   an  early 
period    of     the      cTening    by     the     hon. 
Meinber    the    Chairman     of    the   South 
JJurham  Railway  Committee,  of  a  circum- 
stuice    of   a  personal  nature  which    hod 
taken  place  in  the  morning,  whilst  he  wa> 
attending  on  that  Committee,  between  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Scarboroueh 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich,  I  deemed 
It  my  imperative  duty  to  call  on  the  hon. 
and  gjdlant  Member  shorUy  after  he  had 
ta^n  hii  place,  to  give  hia  assurance  that 
iar  as  he  was  concerned,  no  further  atem 
the  matter  should  be  taken  unUl  bo£ 
-Jn.  Members   were    before    the    Houm. 
I  he  hon.  and  gallant  Member  stated,  that 
he  had  put  himself  in  a  position  which  did 
not  require,  he  apprehended,  any  further 
atqp  on  lus  part  relative  to  the    dispute 
which  had  occurred   between  himself  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich.     Antidpafr- 
ing  the   arrival  in  his  place  of  the  W 
Member  fOT  Ipawich  at  some  subsequent 
period  of  the  evening,  I   thought^™- 
until  then,  to  let  ihe  affiur  rest,  with  tlw 
view  of  rrauiring  from  both  the  hon.  Menu 
hera  the  full  assurance  which  the  Houie 
had  a  nght  to  expect,  and  which,  for  the 
M^  of  Its  honour  and  integrity,  and  the 
perfect  freedom  of  its  discuBsioas^  it  hat 
ever  been  its  custom   to  demand  on  inch 
occBdmu.    All,  faowcrar.  the  hon.  Mnnber 
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tjt  rpawteh  Im  not  since  vtaia  Us  ap- 
peamioe,  and  u  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  ibt  Sesrhomvgh,  in  obedienoe  to 
tlie  order  of  the  Houie,  is  in  attendance  in 
hit  place,  I  must,  in  expreiaion  of  the  feel> 
ing^  the  Houae,  now  call  upon  that  hon. 
1^  ^lant  Member  to  give  it  tbe  moat  un- 
qualified Buuranoe  that  ha  shall  not,  with 
reference  to  the  dispute  which  occurred 
between  himself  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich,  deem  himself  at  lihertf  to  enter- 
tain or  enter  upon  anytbing  of  a  hostile 
nature,  whether  emanating  from  himself 
or  from  the  other  bon.  Member.  I  trust 
that  tbe  ban.  and  gallant  Member  will  at 
once  see  the  propriety  and  the  necOssity  of 
giving  the  required  assurance. 

Sir  Frederick  Trench  said,  that  he  felt 
himself  placed  in  a  most  painful  situation. 
In  obedience  to  the  Speaker^s  order  he  now 
attended  in  hie  place,  and  he  had  already 
stated  that  be  would  take  no  further  notioe 
of  the  matter.  Hehad  manifeUed  no  hesi- 
tation in  ^vfng  that  assurance,  because  he 
believed  that  he  bad  already  stated,  that  be 
stood  in  that  position  wbicb  did  not  render 
it  necesrary  ftir  him  to  talce  any  further 
tteps.  Having  done  thus  much,  be  appeal- 
ed to  the  Chair,  and  to  every  hon.  Member 
present,  whether  he  ought  to  be  called 
Upon  to  give  any  further  assurance.  What 
the  intentions  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich  (who  was  not  in  bis  place)  were, 
be  knew  not,  but  he  hoped  to  be  allowed 
tD  state  shortly  to  the  House  tbe  circum- 
Mancet  out  of  which  the  matter  bad  arisen. 
\Na,  •>().]  He  should  yield  to  the  opinion 
mpressed  \ty  the  House,  and  not  enter  into 
iBv  detail.  He,  however,  thought  it  ex- 
tremely hard  upon  him  to  be  placed,  in  the 
^KKnce  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich, 
In  ^e  sittiadon  which  tbe  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  die  Chair  required! 

Lotd  John  Rnittll  mid,  that  tbe  House 
eould  not,  according  to  previous  practice, 
rest  satisfied  with  lees  than  the  assurance 
now  required  from  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member.  Tbe  absence  from  his  place  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  could  not 
titer  the  case,  and  unless  the  hmi.  and  gal- 
lant Member  opposite  (Sir  F.  Trench)  gave 
tbe  inunnoe  required  of  bim  by  tbe 
Speaker,  the  only  course  left  was  to  move 
the  committal  (^  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  into  tbe  custody  of  the  Se^eant- 
at-Arms.  He  trusted,  however,  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  would  obey  tbe 
instructions  lo  properly  given  bim  from  the 
Chair. 

Mr.  WWiam  fFynn  aid,  tbeie  could 


41« 

be  no  dmbt  Aat  tbe  House  bad  a  tight  to 
expect  from  tbe  bon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Scarborough  an  entirely  unlimited,  un- 
restricted, and  unconditional  aamranca  that 
all  proceedings  in  tbe  matter  were  at  an  end 
and  that  nothing  further  should  take  {Jaoe. 

The  Spaaktr:  I  must  once  again  call  on 
tbe  bon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Scar, 
borough  to  give  the  assurance  which  tbe 
House  expects  from  him. 

Sir  Frederick  Trench  expressed  bla  re- 
gret that  he  could  not  do  so.  He  was  sur- 
rounded by  many  Members  of  tbe  Com* 
mlttae,  who  ooocunod  with  bim  in  tbinkina 
that  be  was  right  In  tbe  position  be  had 
taken  with  respect  to  the  question  wbioh 
bad  been  submitted  to  their  coiuidaration. 
He  knew  not,  he  repeated,  what  the  inten- 
tions of  tbe  bon.  Member  for  Ipswich  were, 
but  he  could  state,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northallerton  had  told  him  that  he  had 
reasoned  with  tbe  bon.  Member  for  ImwioIi 
upon  the  matter,  and  that  tbe  bon.  Membet 
for  Ipswich  had  said  he  would  take  M 
steps  until  ttunorrow  morning,  when  an 
explanation  might  take  place.  In  this  the 
hon.  Member  for  KorthalleTton  could,  if  be 
were  present,  corroborate  bim.  He  (Sir 
F.  Trench)  was  ready  to  pay  on  this,  as  on 
all  occanons,  every  respect  to  tbe  Cbair, 
but  be  would  rathw  incur  the  displeasure 
of  the  Houae  than  risk  his  own  self-c(Hi> 
demnation. 

Lord  John  RueteU  observed,  that  after 
what  had  fallen  from  the  bon.  and  gallant 
Member,  there  remained  no  other  step 
than  to  place  tbe  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
under  restraint.  He  should  therefura 
move  that  Sir  F.  Trench  be  now  taken  into 
the  custody  of  the  Sergeant-at-Arm& 

The  Speaker  put  the  question. 

Mr.  Ingham  said,  that  It  had  been  under- 
stood by  nim  and  other  Members  of  the 
Committee,  that  tbe  misunderstanding 
which  bad  taken  place  between  the  bon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Scarborough  and 
tbe  bon.  Member  for  Ipswich  bad  originated 
in  error,  and  be  therefore  thought  that  tbe 
matter  ought  now  to  be  terminated,  espe. 
cially  as  the  boo.  and  gallant  Membet  for 
Scarborougli  bad  since  heard  nothing 
further  frum  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich. 
He  thought  tbe  affair  might  be  terminated 
with  honour  to  both  parties,  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  conceding,  and  in  ex- 
pregung  that  opinion,  he  beueved  be  was 
only  giving  utterance  to  tbe  sentiments  oC 
the  whole  of  tbe  Committee. 

The  question  was  agreed  to,  and  Sic  F. 
Xrencit  was  taken  into  custody. 

oogic 
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Ixxd  fltotmimt  morad  that  tho  boa. 
llMufatT  for  Ipiwioh  (Mr.  Bigbjr  Wuon) 
•hould  bo  Uken  into  tlie  ouHodjT  of  Hie 
ScTvewiUBUAnsi. 

Motion  kgreed  ta> 
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Tbe  Appellate  JuaiiDicTioK.]  On 
tb«  laotioD  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  tlie 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Mcond  readiog; 
of  thtt  Court  of  Chaocery  Bill  nat  read. 

The  Lord  Chtoicelhr  then  laid,  that  al- 
tfaeagh  in  point  of  form  he  waa  under  the 
iMCawity  of  moTing  the  Order  of  the  Da; 
for  the  MCOnd  reading  of  the  firat  of  the 
two  Billa  which  he  had  lately  introduced, 
wt  Ihair  Lordahipa  would  probably  think 
It  eonvenienl  that  the  two  Billa— the  one 
for  the  belter  adminiatration  of  justice  in 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  and  the  other  re- 
ipecting  the  appellate  juritdiclion  of  their 
Lordihipi'  House,  and  of  the  Frivy  Coun- 
cil, abould  be  discussed  as  one  tneasure. 
In  point  of  fact,  they  depeoded  one  upon 
the  other,  and  the  arguments  which  applied 
to  the  one  would  apply  of  neceuity  *er} 
much  wheo  diacuaiing  the  other.  Before 
he  said  anything  upon  the  merits  of  these 
two  measures,  he  had  to  state  to  their 
Lordships,  that  on  going  into  committee 
fae  intended  to  propose  an  alteration  in  the 
structure  of  the  fiiit  of  these  two  Bills, 
As  it  was  printed,  it  correctljr  represented 
what  itwos  his  object  loattami  but  it  fell 
abort  in  regard  to  the  macbioery  for  carry- 
ing tbat  object  iolo  effect.  The  Bill  de- 
cuved  that  their  Lordships'  House  should, 
notwithstanding  any  prorogation  or  disso- 
lution of  Parliament,  be  at  lit>erty  to  attend 
to  the  judicial  business  of  the  House.  As 
far  OS  the  point  of  dissolution  was  con- 
carnad,  although  upon  principle  it  rested 
upon  the  same  ground  which  juatiiied  the 
BKaaute  with  regard  to  a  prorogation  of 
Pariiament,  yet,  as  the  time  it  would  aave 
would  be  ao  short,  and  at  such  distant  pe- 
noda,  it  did  not  appear  worth  while  to  leave 
ihc  measure  open  to  aa  objection  on  that 
wore.  In  order,  therefore,  to  reconcile 
tiieir  Lordships  to  the  measure,  he  intended 
to  leave  out  that  clause  of  the  Bill  relating 
to  a  disoolution,  and  to  confine  it  to  the 
ceie  of  a  prorogation  of  Parliament.  So 
oenfia«d»  the  BUI  would  reqwre  mne  m«- 


chinery  to  otrry  it  into  opantion:  Wbtt 
he  should  propose  in  Committae  was,  that 
after  a  prorogation,  it  should  be  lawful  for 
hi*  Majasty,  by  ro^al  proclamation,  tosaro.- 
men  their  Lordships  to  meet  for  tha  poi^ 
poie  of  hearing  appeals  and  writs  of  mot 
only ;  and  that  it  should  be  lawful  for  hie 
Majesty  to  discontinue  that  sitting  wbaB> 
ever  he  pleased,  and  again  to  sumoion  tha 
House  during  the  prorogation  for  the  like 
purpose.  He  would  now  state  upon  what 
grounds  he  called  upon  their  Lordships  to 
assent  to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
Before  he  did  so,  however,  he  mnst  exprese 
his  regret  at  finding  thsttbe  returns  which 
had  been  made  to  assist  their  Lordshipa  in 
the  consideration  of  this  subject  had  been 
in  many  respecia  erroneous.  He  believed 
those  erron  bad  arisen  from  the  fact  of 
several  ofiicers  having  been  employed  to 
make  out  the  returns,  and  that  they  had 
not  all  followed  the  same  piinciple  in  the 
ioTestigations  which  had  been  iotrusted  te 
them.  He  had,  however,  the  satisfiictioa 
of  saying  that,  so  far  as  they  related  to  the 
deductiooB  which  he  had  made  on  a  former 
occasion,  from  the  returns  laid  before  their 
Lordships,  the  returns  themselvei  were 
correct}  aod  that,  therefore,  no  error  itt 
the  tetums  would  affect  the  conclusions 
he  had  then  drawn  from  them.  There  waa^ 
however,  one  error  which  he  much  »» 
gretted,  inasmuch  as  it  would  appear  front 
the  returns,  that  there  was  an  arrear  of  ap- 
peal caaei  in  1634,  whereas,  in  point  of 
fact,  there  was  little  or  no  arrsar  at  that 
time.  The  return,  if  nt>t  ooTrected,  would 
show  that  the  result  of  the  unparalleled 
eiertioni  of  his  notile  and  learned  Friend, 
whose  absence  he  had  still  to  lament,  waa 
not  to  reduce  the  arrears,  whereas,  in  point 
of  fact,  he  had  reduced  them  to  nothing 
or  nearly  so.  Their  Lordships  would  re- 
collect that,  on  a  former  oocaaion,  hedrew 
their  attention  to  the  business  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery  at  several  dtflTerent  and  distant 
periods.  He  called  their  attention  to  the 
stale  of  Chancery  business,  as  it  existed 
immediately  after  Lord  Hardwicke  ceased 
to  be  Chancellor ;  also  as  it  existed  in  the 
year  1813,  being  the  period  when  the  Vice* 
Chancellor's  Court  was  established  :  also 
as  It  existed  in  18123,  because  in  tbat  year 
their  Lordships  inquired  into  the  whole 
matter  of  the  arreara  of  business,  both  in 
this  House  and  in  the  Conrt  of  Chancery, 
and  on  which  occasion  a  Select  Com- 
mittee made  a  report  oontaining  very  me- 
Uiiol  and  unpoTtaut  aridenee  apon  tbe 
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tbe  numeroni  initon  in  that  Court. 


■ubjdct  ha  wasnoffdiscuuiiig;;  andlutly 
lie  called  their  attentioD  to  the  state  of 
bosiDCM  temiinatJDg  with  the  jear  1835. 
He  toolc  an  early  period,  by  goiDg  back 
seventy  yeart,  in  order  that  their  Lord- 
■hipB  might  form  some  estimate  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  business  of  tbe 
Court  of  Chancery  had  increased.  The 
BTerage  of  causea  from  1661  to  1665 
was  only  441,  whereas  from  1831  to 
1835  they  amounted  to  1,283.  From 
Ifidl  to  1665  the  average  number  of  pe- 
titions was  379,  whereas  from  1B3I  to 
1835  they  amounted  to  2,613.  The  ap- 
peals from  the  then  only  Court— the 
Court  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls — from 
1661  to  1665  averaged  only  twelve, 
whereasfrom  1831  to  1835,  they  amounted 
to  Gfty-Gve.  He  did  not  state  that  as  a 
necessary  ai^ument  in  support  of  the  pro- 
ptnition  he  had  to  submit  to  their  Lord- 
■hipa ;  but  in  order  to  correct  a  miscon- 
ce[HioD  which  bad  gone  abroad  upon  the 
subject — a  misconception  difficult  toex- 
plam — but  which,  upon  refererqce  to  Ggures, 
was  thown  to  be  without  any  foundation 
whatever.  However,  the  important  pe- 
riods to  which  he  was  anxious  to  call 
their  Lordships'  attention,  were  the  pe- 
riods of  1813,  1823,  and  1835,  because 
from  these  it  was  that  their  Lordships 
must  form  an  opinion  as  to  whether  the 
present  powers  of  tbe  Court  of  Chancery, 
and  the  appellate  business  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  and  of  the  Privy  Council, 
were  to  continue  as  they  were,  or  whether 
it  was  not  the  bounden  duty  of  the  Legis- 
lature to  apply  such  remedy  as  was  neces- 
■ary,  in  onler  to  dispose  of  the  arrears  of 
business  that  at  present  existed,  and 
which  must  continue  to  exist,  unless 
■ome  remedy  were  applied.  In  1813 
Parliament  decided,  by  passing  the  Bill 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Vice-Chancel  lor, 
that  the  strength  of  the  Court  at  that 
time  was  not  adequate  to  perform  the 
duties  required.  He  would  next  compare 
what  was  the  state  of  business  at  that 
lime  with  the  state  of  business  at  present, 
and  he  thought  that  their  Lordships  could 
not  but  come  to  tbe  conclusion,  that  IT  the 
business,  as  it  existed  in  1B13,  called  for 
tbe  appoinimeot  of  an  additional  judge, 
the  enormous  increaae  of  business  since 
that  period  was  such  as  made  it  abso- 
lutely impossible  for  the  machinery,  as 
fixed  by  the  Vice-Chancellor's  Bill,  to 
carry  on  the  bnsmesa  of  the  Court  of 
CbanceiT  >■>  *  mBoner  to  do  jattice  to 


would  not  refer  their  Lordehipi  to  the  de- 
bates of  that  period,  for  it  wai  enough  to 
know  that  Parliament  bad  decided  that 
the  measure  was  necessary :  but  he  would 
refer  their  lArdships  to  a  statement  of  the 
business  before  tbe  Conns  at  difinent  pe- 
riods. In  1810,  1811,  and  1812,  the 
average  number  of  causes  setdown  for  hear- 
g  was  540;  1820,  1821  and,  1822  ditto. 
945;  1832,  1833,  and  1834  ditto,  1,301. 
Those  causes  formed  an  important  part  of 
the  business  of  the  Court,  but  by  no 
means  constituted  the  whole.  The  next 
subject  was  petitions — 1810,  1811,  and 
1812,  the  average  number  of  petitiona 
was  970;  1820,  1821,  and  1822,  ditto, 
1,487;  1832,  1833,  and  1834,  ditto, 
2,817.  A  iSmilar  increase  had  taken 
appeals  from  tbe  other  branches  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor. In  1810,  181 1,  and  1812,  the  aver- 
age number  of  appeals  was  16;  1820, 
1821,  and  1832,  ditto,  42;  1832,1833, 
and  1834,  ditto,  55.  That  there  should 
be  an  increase  of  appeals  after  the  creation 
of  the  Vice- Chancellor's  Court  was  an 
inevitable  consequence.  It  was  propba* 
sied  by  Sir  Samuel  Romilly,  that  the  ef- 
fect of  passing  that  measure  would  be  (o 
make  the  Lord  Chancellor  a  Judge  of 
Appeal  only ;  and  he  wpuld  cease  to  be  a 
judge  in  origiual  causes.  With  some 
trifliog  exceptions,  that  prophecy  had 
been  fulfilled;  and  from  that  time  it 
might  be  truly  said,  that  the  business  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery  had  been  to  review  the  judg- 
ments pronounced  in  the  two  other  branches 
of  the  Court.  It  was  not  upon  appeals  and 
petitions  only  that  the  Chancellor  was 
engaged,  and  which  constituted  a  large 
proportion  of  the  business  of  the  Court 
ol  Chancery ;  but  another  important  part 
of  bis  duty  was  the  hearing  of  motbna. 
It  was  well  known  that  some  of  the  most 
important  questions  which  arose  between 
suitors  in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  were 
discussed  and  decided  upon  motions.  It 
was  made  a  matter  of  complaint  in  Lord 
Eldon's  time,  that  the  partiea  arrmoged 
among  themselves,  or  so  managed  their 
pleadings,  as  to  bring  the  real  merits  of 
the  question  before  the  Court  upon  mo- 
tion. It  was  an  extremely  inconvenient 
mode  of  proceeding,  and  one  not  calcu- 
lated to  promote  the  interest  of  the  suitor; 
hut  parties  who  had  great  and  important 
mterests  at  stake,  if  they  conld  not  have 


„  Google 


417 


The  Appellalt 


{June  13} 


Juritdietion. 


41 » 


die  ioori  of  the  Court  open  to  them  n  pon 
tbe  hearing;  of  the  csuse,  would  naturally 
sdopt  any  courae  to  obtain  a  judicial 
opinion,  by  which  their  rights  were  to  be 
r^ulated.  On  a  former  occasion,  he 
mliD  called  their  Lordships'  attention  to  a 
mott  itrikine  result  of  nn  inquiry  as  to 
the  state  of  the  funds  in  the  hands  of  the 
A coantant- General  of  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery. In  the  year  1812  it  appeared  that 
the  money  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
Aecotrntant-General  was  28,I37,000i.;  and 
that  that  money  stood  to  the  account  of 
6,266  causes.  It  appeared  that  the  sum 
in  the  hands  of  the  Accountant-Genernl, 
vp  to  the  present  period,  was  39,780,000/., 
and  that  that  money  stood  to  the  account 
of  10,227  causes.  But  was  all  this  money 
locked  up  awaiting  the  decision  of  the 
Court?  Not  BO.  The  money  so  locked 
Dp,  constituted  but  a  very  ruibII  part  of 
this  enormous  sum.  By  far  the  greater 
part  of  it  was  money  from  which  the 
suTtora  derived  great  and  unmixed  benefit. 
Sometimes  from  necessity,  sometimes  from 
choice,  parties  had  resorted  to  the  Court 
of  Chancery  for  a  securitj;  of  their  money, 
and  for  a  due  administration  of  the  funds. 
This  was  done  in  cases  of  inTancy,  in 
cases  of  persons  labouring  under  disabi- 
lities, and  in  those  various  and  compli- 
cated cases  affecting  individuals  or  fami- 
lies, in  which  those  acting  for  ihem 
thought  it  expedient  to  put  the  adminis- 
tration of  afiairs  under  the  direction  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery.  The  machinery 
of  the  Bill  which  constituted  the  Accountant 
General's  ofBce  was  so  perfect,  the  system 
of  the  office  was  so  secure,  that  persons  so 
situated   could    not    possibly    possess    a 

5 lace  of  deposit  more  perfectly  free  from 
anger.  Atthongh  a  small  portion  of  this 
money  was  matter  of  contest,  still  the 
increase  of  this  fund  showed  to  what  ex- 
tent that  particular  branch  of  the  buai- 
neis  which  gave  rise  to  this  fund  had 
increased— ^eat  as  had  been  the  increase 
of  business  in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  he 
believed  that  if  the  Court  were  put  upon  a 
footing  which  would  insure  lo  the  sutiora 
a  speedy  determination  of  their  suits, 
there  would  be  a  much  greater  resort  to 
it.  Parties  who  had  rights  lo  establish 
and  objections  to  enforce,  were  deterred 
from  coming  to  the  Court,  and  either 
compromised  their  suits  or  abandoned 
their  rights  altc^ether:  not  because  they 
thought  the  ultimate  result  would  be 
against  them,  but  because  the  vexation 
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they  wonld  have  to  experience  before  the 
question  was  brought  to  a  judicial  deci- 
sion induced  them  to  compromise  or 
abandon  their  rights  rather  than  en- 
counter such  evils.  When  the  Vice- 
Chancellor's  Bill  passed,  it  was  supposed 
that  great  facilities  would  be  given  to  the 
administration  of  justice  in  Chancery,  and 
their  Lordships  would  find,  on  a  reference 
to  figures,  that  the  hope  of  such  a  result 
brought  a  great  number  of  new  suitors 
into  the  Court.  He  had  already  stated,  ttiat 
the  average  number  oF  causes  in  the  Court 
of  Chancery  for  the  three  years  previous 
to  the  passing  of  the  Vice-Chancellor's 
Bill  was  MO,  and  that  the  average  for 
the  three  succeeding  years  was  717.  But 
the  increase  of  the  number  of  Bills  filed 
in  Chancery  was  still  more  siriLing.  On 
referring  to  the  returns,  he  found  that 
the  average  number  of  Bills  filed  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery  in  the  five  years  pre- 
ceding the  Establishment  of  the  Vice- 
Chancellor's  Court  was  1,830-,  in  the  five 
succeeding  years  2,236,  and  in  the  last 
year  2,563.  This  great  increase  in  the 
business  of  the  Court  was  mainly  to  be 
attributed  to  the  removal  of  that  dread  of 
delay  which  had  existed  previous  to  the 
passing  of  the  Vice-Chanceilor's  Bill.  So 
much  then  for  the  period  of  1813.  In 
1823,  notwithstanding  that  (he  Vice. 
Chancellor's  Bill  had  then  been  in  opera- 
tion for  ten  years,  it  was  found  that  there 
was  such  an  accumulation  in  the  judicial 
business  of  that  House,  that  their  Lord- 
ships appointed  a  Select  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  the  cause  of  it,  and,  if  possible, 
to  devise  a  remedy.  It  appeared  from 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  so  appointed, 
that  there  was  at  that  time  an  arrear  of 
five  years  of  appeals.  That  was  to  say, 
that  an  appellant  or  a  respondent  who 
had  been  under  the  necessity  of  resorting 
to  their  Lordships  for  the  redress  of  a 
supposed  erroneous  decision  in  one  of  the 
branches  of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  had, 
after  presenting  the  appeal,  to  wait  five 
years  before  his  case  could  possibly  be 
heard.  It  was  no  wonder  that  such  a 
state  oT  things  should  induce  their  Lord- 
ships to  institute  an  investigation,  with 
tbe  view  of  discovering  the  cause  of  this 
arrear,  and,  if  possible,  of  devising  a 
remedy  for  it.  What  was  the  result  of 
the  inquiry?  The  Select  Committee 
stated  in  their  Report,  "  There  is  now  a 
manifest  impossibility  that  any  person 
holding  the  Great  Seal  can  find  the  tiraa 
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reqnired  for  tbe  busineH  of  the  Coait  of 
Chanrery  and  of  the  Houiie  of  Lords,  and 
for  all  the  other  gieat  and  arduous  dutiei 
which  are  attached  to  his  high  office. " 
The  fact  was,  that  oince  the  passing  of  the 
Vice-Chancellor's  Bill  these  duties  of  the 
ZiOrd  Chancellor  had  not  only  been  not 
diminished,  but  had  greatly  increased,  in 
consequence  or  the  vast  influx  of  additional 
•uilors,  which  the  hope  of  a  speedier  ad- 
ministration of  Justice  had  brought  into 
the  Court  of  Chancery.  Whdt  was  the 
remedy  suggested  by  their  Lordships' 
Commitlee  in  1823,  and  subsequently 
adapted  by  the  House  ?  It  was  tn  a  great 
measure  a  temporary  expedient,  and  one 
which  although  justified  by  the  great  pres- 
sure of  the  arrears  then  before  the  House, 
was  one  which  he  thought  they  would  be 
•low  to  adopt  as  a  permanent  plan.  The 
plan  recommended  and  adopted  was,  that 
It)  the  highest  Appellate  Court  in  the 
Kingdom,  namely,  in  that  House,  the 
highest  officer  of  the  law  should  not 
preside,  but  that  others  should  be  se- 
lected for  the  purpose  of  performing  those 
duties  which  undoubtedly  ought  only  to  be 
discharged  by  the  highest  legal  officer 
appointed  under  the  Crown.  He  did  not 
mean  to  eay,  that  the  individuals  selected 
on  that  occasion,  and  who  afterwards  de- 
voted so  muchof  their  time  to  iheadninift- 
tration  ofjustice  in  that  Houm,  were  not 
as  well  qualified  to  perform  the  new  duties 
imposed  upon  them  as  any  men  could 
possibly  be.  But  it  was  not,  in  his  opin- 
ion, becoming  or  fit,  ihat  in  the  highest 
Court  of  Appellate  Jurisdiction,  the  mdi- 
tidual  presiding  should  be  any  other  than 
the  highest  judicial  officer  under  the 
Crown.  Great  assistance  was  undoubtedly 
derived  from  the  exertions  of  the  individu- 
flli  who  were  selected  in  1S2J.  Their 
Lordships  would  ell  remember  how  Lord 
Oifford  had  applied  himself  to  the  task,  and 
the  great  labour  he  underwent,  presiding 
in  that  House  from  ten  till  four  in  themorn- 
Ing,  and  in  the  Rolls  Court  from  six  to  ten 
In  the  evening — this  was  a  degree  of  exer- 
tion greatly  more  than  any  human  being 
ought  to  be  called  upon  to  perform- 
greatly  more  than  any  numan  mind  could 
bear  or  any  human  strength  luitain.  Be- 
came their  Lordships  must  remember,  that 
•evere  as  a  Judge's  labour  might  be  whilst 
he  sat  in  open  Court,  his  duties  by  no 
means  ceased  when  he  left  the  Bench.  A 
great  and  important  part  of  the  duties  oi 
a  Judge  waa  to  deliberate  on  the  argu- 
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ments  he  had  heard  advanced  by  coonatl 
in  Court,  to  investigate  the  anthoritiM 
quoted,  and  as  far  as  pouibla  to  make 
himself  master  of  all  the  facta  of  the  case 
brought  forward  for  his  decision.  If  a 
Judge  were  called  upon  to  sit  from  ten  in 
the  morning  till  ten  at  night,  it  was  per- 
fectly impossible  that  he  could  hava  any 
time  left  for  the  discharge  of  these  im- 
portant duties.  Such,  however,  was  the 
expedient  to  which  the  House  resorted  in 
1823.  It  in  a  great  degree  antwersd  the 
purpose  for  which  it  was  intended,  because 
the  House  was  then  enabled  to  lit  every 
day  in  its  judicial  capacity,  or  at  least  to 
sit  five  days  a-week,  the  Lord  Chancellor 
presiding  on  three  days,  and  the  Lord 
Speaker  (as  he  was  called)  on  two.  Tlis 
result  was,  that  after  the  lapse  of  a  cer- 
tain length  of  time  the  assistance  of  the 
addiiional  Judges  was  not  so  largely  called 
for,  and  not  so  freely  used ;  and  although 
from  the  year  1823  dawn  to  1835,  there 
had  been  no  one  case  in  which  some  aa- 
sistance  had  not  been  sSbrded  to  the 
officer  holding  the  Great  Seal,  in  the  ad- 
ministrvlion  of  the  appellate  jurisdiction 
of  that  House,  of  late  years  that  assist- 
ance had  become  comparatively  small, 
and  at  no  period  had  it  been  so  great  as 
in  (he  time  of  Lord  Gifford.  Of  arrean 
in  that  House  there  were  now  compara- 
lively  none,  and  their  reduction  might,  in 
a  great  degree,  be  attributed  to  tbe  assist- 
ance whicli  their  Lordships  had  derived 
from  two  noble  and  learned  Lords  who 
had  no  other  judicial  functions  to  perform 
—  who  were  therefore  enabled  to  de?ote 
the  wholu  or  a  great  part  of  their  time 
to  the  judicial  business  of  the  Hoose,  and 
who,  by  devoting  so  much  of  their  lima  to 
that  business,  had  conferred  a  great  bene- 
fit upon  the  public.  It  was  owing  to  the 
exertions  of  those  noble  and  learned  Lords 
(one  of  whom  he  saw  present)  that  tha 
arreara  were  at  that  moment  so  mnch  re- 
duced. Could  any  fact  more  strongly 
prove  the  propriety  of  the  suggestion  ha 
took  the  liberty  of^making  to  their  Lord- 
ships ?  How  was  it  that  tha  arrears  bad 
been  so  much  subdued?  Was  it  not  be- 
cause there  happened  to  be  in  the  House 
noble  and  learned  Lords  not  attachid  to 
any  other  Conrt,  and  who  consequently 
had  it  in  their  power  to  devote  the  wbde 
of  their  time  to  the  judicial  business  of 
that  House  ?  As  far,  then,  as  that  HoBse 
wa*  concerned,  he  considered  that  the  VK- 
peiiment  embodied  in  lh«  present  BiU  had 
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•f  figures,  liiDwn  the  elute  of  buaineii 
that  HouH  at  the  two  periods  to  which 
ho  had  directed  their  Loidships'  Btteniioo, 
b«  would  now  shortly  state  what  was  the 
•rraar  of  business  in  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cer;. Here,  again,  he  had  the  lattsfac- 
tion  of  stating,  that  the  eieTtions  of  thoie 
who  had  preceded  him  had  been  such  as 
completely  to  subdue  the  arresr  which, 
duriag  the  previous  thirty  years  of  his  ex- 
perience, he  had  known  to  exist  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery.  Of  appeals  from  the 
other  branches  of  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
pending  before  the  Lord  Chancellor,  there 
were  now  none ;  because,  from  the  Return 
made  op  to  the  last  day  of  last  Michael- 
mas Term,  there  then  appeared  to  be  only 
Dine  cases  in  arrear ;  and  he  had  the  so- 
lisfactioD  to  state,  that  the  case  which  he 
heard  on  Saturday  last  was  within  three 
of  the  end  of  the  list  brought  forward  at 
the  commencement  of  the  Last  Term.  Of 
the  business,  therefore,  at  present  pending 
before  the  Lord  Chancellor,  it  might  be 
■aid  that  there  was  no  armar.  He  stated 
this  fact,  to  Boable  their  Lordships  to 
come  to  this  oonclnsion — that  if  there 
were  a  Judge  whose  scde  duly  should  be 
to  attend  to  the  Court  of  Chancery,  that 
Judge  would  not  only  be  able  to  dispose 
of  all  the  appellate  cases  that  could  be 
brought  before  him,  but  would  also  have 
it  in  bis  power  to  devote  a  large  portion 
of  bis  time  to  the  hearing  of  original  husi- 
oeas,  which  now,  and  ever  since  the  year 
1813,  had  been  exclusively  heard  by  the 
other  branches  of  the  Court.  Of  original 
eanses  to  Chancery,  now  in  arresr,  ready 
for  hearing,  and  waiting  to  be  heard,  there 
were  between  700  and  800 ;  and  looking 
at  the  average  number  of  causes  deter- 
mined.and  the  averaga  number  of  causes  set 
down  for  hearing,  it  was  obvious  that  this 
trrear  mnst  go  on  increasing,  unless  soma 
■tepweretaken  topreventit,  Duringthelait 
tbreo  years,  the  average  number  of  original 
causes  heard  sod  determined  was  1,158  ; 
the  average  number  of  causes  set  down  for 
hearing  within  the  same  period  was  1 ,340. 
6o  that,  with  an  existing  arrear  of  700 
oanses,  their  Lordships  had  this  additional 
fact  before  ihem,  that  the  average  number 
of  causes  heard  for  the  lasi  three  yesi 


delay  ?  If  the  arrear  had  ariaeo  from  ttw 
temporary  illness  of  the  Judge,  or  from 
any  other  accidental  cause,  the  case  would 
be  diSerenti  but  when  it  was  found,  fton 
the  general  business  of  the  Court,  that 
there  was  no  probability  of  subduing  the 
arrear,  he  was  sure  their  Lordships  would 
agree  with  him  in  thinking,  that  this  waa 
ft  state  of  things  which  ought  not  to  bo 
allowed  to  contmue.  But  the  Bill  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  introduce  to  theit 
Lordships'  notice  was  not  limited  to  the 
business  of  that  House,  or  of  Ihe  Court  of 
Chancery,  It  related  to  another  and  a 
most  important  branch  of  the  judicial 
business  of  the  country,  which  waa  trana> 
acted  before  the  Privy  Cooncil.  Their 
Lordships  were  aware  that  the  Privy  Coun> 
cil  was  the  Court  of  demur  retort  for  all 
the  British  colonies.  In  that  Court  only 
could  the  appeals  from  the  judgments  of 
the  courts  of  justice  in  the  colonies  bi 
heard  and  adjadicated,  and  their  Lord* 
ships  were  aware  alio  that  soma  very  ira> 
portant  alterations  had  of  late  year*  beea 
made  in  the  law,  by  which  the  Privy 
Council  had  many  other  very  important 
duties  to  performia  addition  to  bearing 
colonial  appeals.  The  Court  of  Delegates 
was,  as  their  Lordships  perhaps  recoU 
lected,  altogether  abolished  ;  so  also  wet 
the  Vice -Admiralty  Court ;  and  the  dutiee 
which  bad  formerly  been  perfoimed  by 
those  Courts  were  now  transferred  to  the 
Privy  Council ;  so  that  at  present  that 
Court  exercised  one  of  the  most  important 
jurisdictions  in  the  kingdom.  Now,  when 
this  was  taken  into  consideration,  it  would 
not,  perhaps,  be  too  much  to  say,  that 
there  was  a  great  want  of  proreasional  aid 
in  ihe  Court  of  Privy  Council,  and  this 
want  was  felt  when  the  Houses  of  Legia> 
lature  passed  the  Bill  establishing  the  Jo* 
dicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Coundl. 
This  Judicial  Committee  was  composed  of 
the  Judges  of  the  law  courts  and  other 
functionaries,  highly  qualified  for  their 
duties;  but  when  their  Lordships  looked 
at  the  individuals  who  constituted  tha 
Committee,  they  would  find  that  most  of 
them  had  so  much  business  to  attend  to 
in  their  own  Courts,  that  it  was  scarcely 
possible  for  them  to  find  time  to  attend  to 


)  fallen  very  considersbly  short  of  the  ;  the  new  duties  imposed  upon  them.  Ha 
nmnber  set  down  for  hearing.  Dtd  not  >  might,  as  one  Inilance  of  this  evil,  quota 
this  state  of  things  in  the  Court  of  Chan-  ;  the  case  of  the  Vice- Chance  I  lor,  whoso 
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Court  ia  order  to  attend  the  Judicial 
CommitUe  of  the  Privy  Council.  Now 
this  wa*  not  m  fair  administration  of  juit- 
ke.  It  was,  perhaps,  in  favour  of  the 
suit*  in  the  Privy  Council,  but  it  was  un- 
fair lo  the  Chancery  suitors,  because  the 
Vice-Chancelior  was  under  the  necessity 
of  neglecting:  his  Court.  The  Bill,  how- 
ever, which  he  had  the  honour  to  propose, 
provided  for  all  these  evils.  U  was  in  ihe 
highest  degree  important  that  some  one 
person,  whose  habits  and  knowledge  of 
the  law  fitted  him  for  such  an  office,  should 
be  appointed  to  take  the  lead  in  the  Privy 
Council.  The  present  Chief  of  that  Court 
was  not  a  lawyer,  and  it  was  necessary, 
nnt  only  that  its  chief  should  be  a  lawyer, 
bnt  also  that  he  shoulct  be  the  most  emi- 
nent lawyer  that  could  be  procured;  for, 
considering  that  that  Court  was  the  highest 
Court  of  Appeal  for  all  colonial  business, 
nothing,  in  his  opinion,  ought  to  be  spared 
which  could  add  weight  and  authority  to 
ita  decisions.  How  was  that  object  to  be 
accomplished  ?  In  that  House  their  Lord- 
ships were  determined  to  have  the  highest 
law-officer  to  preside;  so  also  was  it  re- 
quisite, nay,  essential,  that  an  equally 
high  authority  should  preside  in  the  Privy 
Council,  for  where  else  ought  the  highest 
law  authority  to  sit,  but  in  those  Courts 
from  whose  decisions  there  was  no  appeal? 
If  their  Lordships  adopted  that  view  of 
the  case,  he  was  convinced  that  thence- 
forward no  arrears  of  business  could  ever 
occur,  either  in  that  House  or  in  the  Privy 
Council.  It  was  therefore  obvious,  under 
this  manner  of  looking  at  the  question, 
that  the  only  course  left  for  their  Lord- 
■hipi  to  adopt  was,  to  make  the  Lord 
Chancellor  for  the  time  being  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  both  in  tliat 
House  and  in  the  Judicial  Committee  of 
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the  Privy  CounciL  The  only  difficulty 
was,  whether  the  same  man  who  presided 
over  these  two  Conrts  would  be  able  to 
find  time  to  attend  to  any  other  duties.  It 
was  impossible  to  look  at  the  Reports 
upon  the  state  of  the  Conrts,  and  not  at 
once  see  that  the  President  of  Appeals 
could  not,  by  possibillity,  God  time  for 
olhef  dotiea ;  indeed,  the  great  apprehen- 
sion he  entertained  was,  that  be  would 
not  be  able  to  find  time  to  attend  to  both 
hit  appellate  jurisdictions — namely,  hit 
duties  in  that  House  and  in  the  Privy 
CouDcil.  In  the  Court  of  Chancery,  as  at 
present  constituted,  the  great  difficulty 
was  to  find  time  to  bear  origitial  causes  - 


the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  was 
most  amply  provided  for.  He  bad  stated 
in  the  outset  of  his  speech,  that  from  the 
year  1813  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  not 
beard  any  original  matter  in  bis  Court, 
except  by  accident.  The  cause  of  this 
was  partly  owing  to  his  having  other  du- 
ties to  perforin  in  his  Court,  and  also 
partly  to  bis  duties  in  that  House.  During 
the  course  of  last  year,  whilst  the  Great 
Seal  was  in  Commission,  two  days  a-week 
only  were  devoted  to  the  hearing  of  ap- 
peals from  the  Court  of  Chancery,  and 
those  two  days  proved  sufficient  not  only 
to  keep  down  arrears,  but  also  to  reduce 
the  arrears  which  had  accumulated,  so 
that  at  present  there  were  no  real  arrears. 
If,  therefore,  the  time  which  had  been  de- 
voted to  the  hearing  of  appeals  had  proved 
sufficient  for  that  purpose,  it  followed,  as 
a  matter  of  course,  that  the  chief  Judge 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery  would  have 
time  to  bestow  upon  the  hearing  of  ori- 
ginal causes.  His  reason  for  saying  this 
was,  that  though  the  chief  J  udge  in  Equity 
might  hear  a  great  number  of  causes,  yet 
if  the  doors  of  justice  were  opened  wider 
there  would  be  a  great  increase  of  bati- 
ness.  At  present,  a  great  number  of 
causes  were  kept  out  of  Court  by  the  im- 
possibility of  hearing  them,  and  of  doing 
justice  in  them.  For  the  present,  be  was 
disposed  to  try  how  far  the  three  Judges 
in  Equity  would  be  able  lo  keep  down  the 
business  in  their  respective  Courts ;  and 
it  was  a  part  of  the  Bill  which  he  now  pre- 
sented to  the  House,  that  it  should  be 
tried,  whether  one  Judge  was  sufficient 
for  the  Court  of  Chancery,  and  three 
Judges  in  the  other  branches  of  Equity. 
That  brought  bim  to  the  consideration  of 
an  important  subject.  The  appeals  from 
the  Roll's  Court,  as  their  Lordships  were 
aware,  and  from  Uie  Vice-Chancellor's 
Court,  came  to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and 
it  had  been  suggested,  that  the  way  to  re- 
lieve the  Cbaucellor  was  to  take  away  all 
intermediate  appeals  from  the  Court  oT 
Chancery,  and  send  them  up  directly  to 
their  Lordships'  House ;  ao  that,  in  whatever 
branch  of  the  Courts  of  Equity  the  causes 
were  decided,  the  appeals  should  lie  to 
their  Lordships'  House  alone.  Now,  if 
that  House  possessed  the  essential  requi- 
sites of  a  court  of  justice,  and  was  open 
all  the  ycnr,  and  at  the  same  periods  that 
the  other  Courts  were  open,  he,  for  one, 
should  not  have  objected  to  such  a  pro- 
position.    Bat  in  ita  present  conditwa 
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such  a  measnre  would  KteTally  cboke  their 
Lordships'  Houk  with  the  influx  of  busi- 
neu.  He  inij^ht  select  one  case  in  illus- 
tralion  of  tbii  fact.  Their  Lordships  would; 
by  this  Birangement,  have  to  perform  not 
only  their  own  judicial  business,  but  alsi 
all  that  portion  of  the  Lord  Chancellor' 
buaineu  which  be  bad  been  in  the  habii 
of  (ransacting  from  the  year  1813.  The 
average  number  of  appeals  which  came 
every  year  from  the  Court  of  Chancery  ' 
the  House  of  Lords  was  seven.  T 
average  Dumber  of  appeals  which  went 
from  the  lower  Courta  to  the  Court  of 
Chancery  was  fifty-five.  Of  the  aeven 
appeals 'from  the  &ourt  of  Chancery  to 
tne  House  of  Lords,  there  were  two  only 
amongat  them  of  the  fifty-five  appeals 
from  the  minor  Courts,  so  that  fifty-three 
of  them  were  disposed  of  finally  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  whose  judgments  were 
consequently  not  found  fault  with  by  the 
■nilor*.  Now,  supposing  the  appellate 
jurisdiction  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  was 
abolished,  those  fifty-three  cases  would 
come  to  iheir  Lordships  at  once,  and  in 
addition  to  the  other  business  before  them. 


Court  of  Chancery,  which 
*  I  the  majority  of  cases, 


ediy  adv 

xals  to  tl 


appeals  to  the  upper  Court.  Another  ob- 
jection to  the  transference  of  the  appeals 
from  the  Court  of  Chancery  to  the  House 
of  Lords  was,  that  the  iaterloculory  plead- 
ings and  matter  mnat  of  necessity  follow 
along  with  them ;  and  he  would  leave  it 
for  their  Lordship*  to  decide  how  far  it 
would  be  possible  for  them  to  deal  with 
■uch  a  subject.  In  cases,  too,  where  a 
motion  might  be  improperly  granted  or 
refused,  parties  could  not  wait  until  the 
ensuing  Session  to  have  such  matters  re* 
heard  and  decided.  Ilie  rights  of  parlies 
and  the  value  of  their  properly  required 
that  ihey  should  have  the  means  of  cor- 
recting ord  era,  which  could  not  be  carried 
into  effect  without  doing  them  very  great 
■DJustice.  If  the  House  were  constituted 
aa  a  regular  court  of  justice,  it  would  be 
impossible  for  it  to  take  upon  itself  half  of 
the  appellate  jorisdiction  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  not  only  aa  it  now  exiited,  but 
even  in  the  case  of  there  being  a  third 
Chancery  Court  beariug  original  business ; 
Ibr  then  there  would  be  not  only  fifty-five 
appeals  comiug  before  their  lordships, 
but  one-third  of  that  number  in  addition, 
ftom  Uw  tjnamtity  of  bvtiiieu  done  in  the 
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third  Court.  It  was,  then,  otterty  im- 
passible that  the  appeal  business  could  be 
accomplished  in  that  House,  unless  the 
parlies  were  to  go  through  the  interme- 
diate appeal  in  the  Lord  Chancellor'a 
Court,  These  objections  he  was  sure, 
had  never  been  contemplated  by  the  per- 
sons who  had  proposed  such  an  altera^ 
tion.  There  now  only  remained  one  more 
point  upon  which  he  felt  it  necessary 
to  address  their  Lordships,  and  that  was 
respecting  the  proposed  alterations  in 
the  periods  during  which  their  Lordshipi 
sat  in  their  appellate  capacity.  It  was 
his  intention  to  propose  that  the  judicial 
functions  of  that  House  should  be  ex- 
tended throughout  what  was  termed  the 
judicial  year.  This  proposal  might  appear 
to  be  an  innovation  upon  the  cons titn tion al 
form  of  that  House,  and  as  such,  open  to 
objection  ;  but  he  had  already,  in  bis  for-' 
i|ier  observations  upon  this  subject,  pointed 
out  (he  means  of  preventing  an  improper 
use  from  being  made  of  this  change  in  the 
periods  of  thetr  Lordahips' i>esstoD.  He 
should  moreover  propose  that  the  House 
be  summoned  to  their  duties  by  Royal 
Proclamaiion  immediately  upon  the  pro-' 
rogation  of  Parliament,  which  of  course 
would  continue  to  be  made  in  the  form  in' 
luld  be  de-  which  it  now  was.  What  possible  danger 
or  constitutional  evils  could  result  from 
this  proposal  being  adopted  he  was  not 
able  to  conceive.  There  could  be  no 
ground  for  jeulousy  on  the  part  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  for  the  House  of 
Lords  would  be  prohibited  by  statute  from' 
entertaining  other  than  matters  relating  to 
If  their  Lordships  should  be  of 
opmioD  that  ihey  might  continue  to  ait 
upon  appeals  during  the  recess,  it  might 
perhaps  afi'ord  them  some  satisfaction  to 
learn  that  it  would  not  now  be  done  for 
the  first  time.  Their  Lordships  might, 
perchance,  like  to  see  what  had  been  the 
practice  of  the  House  in  timesof antiquity. 
It  might  be  proper  to  observe  in  this  place 
that  in  proposiug  these  changes,  he  had 
gone  contrary  to  the  opinions  of  many  of 
his  own  friends,  and  also  to  those  of  many 
of  the  profession,  not  because  he  proposed 
too  much,  but  because  he  proposed  too 
little;  because,  in  short,  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  convert  that  House  into  a  Court 
of  Justice  altogether.  He  had  $aid,  that 
the  alterations  suggested  by  him  were  not 
altogether  new,  and  he  would  refer  their 
Lordships  back  to  the  time  of  Edward  3rd 
in  tbe  l4th  year  of  whose  reign  an  Act  of 
Parliament  was  pasted,  by  nbich  it  wft« 
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enacted,  tliat  tn  order  to  enable  them  to 
hear  petitions  rrom  Chancery  tuiton,  (for 
be  it  observed,  that  the  Court  ofChaocerv 
was  aa  inucb  complained  of  then,  as  it 
ever  had  been  since,)  during  thoie  times 
that  the  Houses  of  Legislature  were  not 
■ittinj^,  and  for  this  purpose  one  Prelate, 
two  &rla,  and  two  Barons,  were  appointed 
to  hear  petitions,  and  to  have  power  to 
judge  and  to  decide  upon  the  matters 
therein  contained  ;  but  that  if  such  matters 
should  prove  too  difficult  for  them  to  ex- 
ercise their  judgment  upon,  they  were  at 
liberty  to  leave  them  for  the  general  de- 
cision of  the  House,  but  at  the  same  time 
the  power  given  to  them  of  judging  and 
deciding  was  absolute.  If,  therefore,  he 
should  be  naked  how  and  in  what  manner 
the  judicial  powers  of  that  House  origin- 
ated, he  should  reply,  in  the  Crown  ;  and 
he  hoped  that  there  would  be  no  objection 
to  subject  the  House  to  that  summons  of 
the  Crown  for  the  purpose  of  judicating 
and  also  of  suiTering  the  House  to  dis- 
continue and  dissolve  their  sittings  by 
proclamation.  His  main  object  through- 
out the  whole  course  of  his  deliberaiions 
upon  the  subject  of  this  Bill  had  been  to 
adapt  the  changes  which  he  had  to  pro- 
pose to  the  instilutions  which  he  found  in 
existence,  and  the  very  last  thing  ihat 
ever  entered  his  mind  was  to  introduce 
any  inoovations  whereby  those  institutions 
would  in  any  way  be  endangered.  He  had 
religiously  abstained  from  proposing  to  do 
more  than  he  felt  necessary,  but  what  was 
contained  in  his  Bill,  was,  in  his  opioion, 
absolutely  essential  to  the  due  administra- 
tion of  justice,  and  to  the  satiBfaction  of 
the  suitors  of  the  empire.  Ha  should 
trouble  their  Lordships  no  further,  but 
should  submit  the  Bill  for  a  second  read- 
ing, in  the  hopes  that  they  would  consent 
to  ill  being  read,  in  which  case,  he  would 
theo  enter  at  large  upon  the  details  in  the 
Committee.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
concluded  by  moving  the  second  reading 
of  the  BilL 

Lord  Ljfndkurst  uid,  it  wai  a  duty 
which  he  owed  to  the  House,  to  tha 
country,  and,  in  some  sort,  to  himself, 
that  he  should  state  fully  and  completely 
the  opinions  which  he  enteriainea  with 
reference  to  the  measure,  the  second  read- 


ing of  which  had  just  been  moved  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  woolsack. 
He  ihould  state  his  opioiooa  and  viewi 
ahortly  and  simply,  entreating  the  House 
to  beu  in  mind  that  the  measare  now 
uuiat  fiaBMdentioD  Ud  nfeieiiM  to  tin 


prompt  and  efieclual  administration  of 
justice,  and  that  it  was  a  question  upon 
all  party  considerations  ought  to 
be  set  aside  ;  it  was  a  quettion  in  which  all 
had  a  common  interest.  He  was  happy 
to  state,  that  in  approaching  the  consider- 
ation of  this  measure,  it  would  not  be 
necessary  for  him  to  urge  anything  of  a 
political  character  ;  on  the  contrary,  what 
0  slate  were  circumstances  which 
presented  themselves  clearly  to  the  mind  of 
every  well-informed  and  sensible  man.  He 
was,  however,  compelled  to  state  (and  he 
did  so  with  extreme  regret,)  notwithstand- 
ing the  unfeigned  respect  which  he  enter- 
tained for  the  abilities,  the  talents,  end  the 
_,  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
on  the  Woolsack,  he  was  compelled  to 
differ  from  him  as  to  the  conclusions  10 
which  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
arrived  on  this  particular  measure.  Rs 
(Lord  Lyndhurst)  objected  to  it  in  point 
of  principle.  A  considerable  time  bad 
elapsed  since  the  Bill  had  been  laid  OD 
the  table  by  his  nobte  and  learned  Friend ; 
and  since  it  had  been  printed,  he  (Lord 
Lyndhurst)  had  had  an  opportunity  not 
onty  of  considering  it  himself,  but  of  con- 
ferring upon  the  subject  with  different 
Members  of  the  profession  of  all  political 
particN,  and  he  had  not  found  a  single  in- 
dividual who  had  approved  of  the  measure 
of  his  oobie  and  learned  Friend.  His 
noble  and  learned  Friend  had  said,  that 
although  there  were  two  Bills  on  the  table, 
yet  they  ought  to  be  considered  as  one 
measure,  and  that  measure  was  one  of  a 
simple  description — it  was  to  divide  the 
office  of  Lord  Chancellor  into  two  parts — • 
not  separating  the  political  from  the  jo- 
dicial  functions  ;  but  to  divide  the  judicial 
functions  into  two  parts,  and  to  attach  to 
one  of  those  parts  the  political  dutiea 
which  now  atUched  to  that  high  and  impor- 
tant office.  Thejudicialdutiesof  the  Lord 
Chancellor,accordlngtoht(  noble  andlearn- 
ed  Friend's  plan,  was  to  preside  at  the  hear- 
ing of  appeals  in  the  House,  and  to  presido 
whenever  the  Lord  President  of  the  Cooa- 
oil  could  not  dispense  with  his  services  at 
the  hearing  of  appeals  before  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council.  Now, 
if  ali;ihe  difficult,  perplexing,  and  laborious 
duties  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  were  to  ba 
detached  from  the  office  of  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, be  should  much  wish  to  know 
what  provision  the  other  Houte  of  Parlia- 
meat  would  be  likely  lo  make  for  tho 
person  who  was  to  perform  the  duties 
wbicb  w9uld  r«cMuo.    Wu  it  lilwlfi  bt 
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tnqalra,  that  th«  other  Hoom  of    and  wm  it  to  ba  mppoaed  that  tWa  such 


Parliinwiit  would  awoDt  Id  such  m  pro- 
vuion  ai  would  intura  the  lervicei  of  an 
individual  poseuin^  tbosa  high  talenta 
and  legal  qualificationa  as  wera  essential 
to  the  due  and  efiiciant  performance 
of  those  duties?  If  the  office  were 
fltnpped  of  the  laborious  pert  of  those  du- 
tiea,  ft  would  doubtless  be  less  endowed ; 
and  coald  it  be  supposed  that  a  person 
like  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  oppo- 
site (Lord  I^ngdale)  would  abandon  his 
certain  tenure  of  the  office  of  Master  of 
the  Rolls, or  thBttheVice-Chancellor  would 
iurreoder  his  office,  for  one  so  shorn  and 
out  down,  end  of  the  precarious  character 
which  that  of  Chaocellor  would  be  ?  It 
might  be  said,  thst  an  example  to  the 
QOntiary  had  recently  occurred — he 
alluded  to  the  case  of  the  late  Lord 
Chancellor  oflreland,  who  hsd  abandoned, 
from  a  sense  of  public  duty,  the  possession 
of  the  highest  ranic  in  the  profession,  to 
hold  a  situation  of  precarious  chsracLer. 


a  nan  could  have  bis  intellects  kept  alin 
his  faculties  sharpened,  his  mind  rnvtgor^ 
ated  by  having  to  decide  fourteen  or  6fteeii 
appeals  in  this  House,  and  one  or  two  ap> 
peals  before  the  Judicial  Committee  of 
the  Prin  Council  1  And  what  would  bo 
theresult  of  such  an  arrangement?  Why, 
that  the  appellate  judge  would  become  in- 
ferior to  those  whose  judgments  he  wat 
called  upon  to  overtarn.  Could  anything 
be  more  dangerous  in  practice,  would  sui- 
tors be  satisfied,  would  ihe  profession  have 
confidence?  No,  the  evils  would  beat 
great  in  truth  as  in  reality.  Look  to  tbia 
House;  it  was  to  the  dischar^  of  ita 
judicial  functions  that  it  owed  the  cha« 
racter  which  it  had  long,  and  he  trusted 
would  ever  maintain.  It  wss  of  the  ut- 
most importance  that  it  should  main- 
tain that  high  station  in  the  confi' 
dence  of  suitors,  the  profession,  and  the 
country,  in  which  it  had  so  long  s'ood. 
That  ctiaracter  must  depend  on  the  confi- 


fiut  the  circumstances  which  followed  had  :  dence  which  the  country  placed  in  the 
not  been  such  as  to  be  likely  to  lead  olhera  .  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  sat  at  the 
to  fbllon  a  similar  course.  He  repealed,  |  Table  to  hear  and  dispose  of  appeals,  and 
that  it  would  be  impassible  to  get  aperson  |  ifhe  fell  in  public  estimation  and  in  public 
Wding  tbeoffice  ol^Masler  of  the  Rolls  to  opinion,  their  Lordships  would  fall  with 
take  the  precarious  situation  proposed  to  be  j  him.  Let,  then,  the  House  take  care 
created  bythisBill.  And  what,  he  would  here  not  to  put  in  hazard,  still  less  to  sacrifice 
inqnire,werelobeihejudicialdutiestheDew  the  confidence  so  long  enjoyed.  The 
functionary  would  have  to  perform?  Now  he  ;  inevitable  tendency  of  this  ilUforeseeti 
(Lord  Lyndhurst)had  looked  into  papers  measure  would  put  that  character  in 
nowupon  the  table.had  made  inquiries,  and  jeopardy.  The  Bill  provided,  that  the  new 
bad  ascertained  the  fact  that  fourteen  or  functionary  was  occasionally  to  have  the 
fifteen  appeals  Jn  equity  cases  were  all  '.  assistance  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  the 
tfaa  appeals  that  for  an  average  of  some  ;  Vice -Chancellor,  or  the  new  Chief  Judge 
yesra  had  been  decided  by  their  Lord-  in  Chancery.  He  doubtless  commenced 
ships'  House.  Now  in  the  courts  of  the  with  occasionally  calling  for  that  assist- 
Masterof  the  Rolls  and  the  Vice  Chancellor  |  ance,  but,  eventually,  feeling  his  own  in- 
DienpresidedselectedfroiQthehighestranki  feriority,  the  practice  would  berome 
in  the  profession,  and  who,  since  their  ele-     habitual,  and  the  high  and  important  offica 


TBtion  to  the  Bench,  bad  their  minds  con- 
stantly engaged  in  discussing  the  great 
principles  of  equity, — daily  and  hourly 
dealing  with  those  principles, — conversant 
with  details, — their  minas  by  practice  in- 
vigorated,— their  faculties  sharpened,  and 
their  powers  thus  every  hour  improved. 
Such  waa  and  would  be  the  character  of 
the  inferior  judges  in  equity;  and  what 
wonld  be  tbe  character  of  the  Judge  of 
Appeal  T  He  also  would  be  selected  from 
the  highest  ranks  of  the  legal  profession  ; 
he  doubtless  would  be  a  man  of  the  same 
capacity — the  same  powers  of  mtnd ;  but 
every  member  of  the  profession  must  know 
Ibattbaintricscias,  the  subtleties  of  equity, 
yrtn  diiBmttiei  not  dependieg  on  atatutes ; 


he  held,  which  had  stood  so  high  in  the 
confidence  of  the  people,  would  soon  sink 
in  public  estimation.  Would  this  meaaare 
be  effectual  even  for  the  objects  to  which 
it  was  directed  ?  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack  bsd  told  their 
Lordships,  that  the  Court  of  Chancery 
was  not  overwhelmed  with  business.  He 
admitted  the  fiict,  and  all  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend's  conclusions  in  that  re- 
spect. But  what  was  the  number  of  days 
which  on  an  average  was  sufficient  to 
transact  thejudicial  business  of  that  House? 
He  should  not  go  into  details,  hut  he  would 
stale  that  seventy  days  was  the  average 
number  for  the  last  fourteen  yean  on  which 
the  House  had  sat  jtidicialty.     His  noble 
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■nd  learned  Friend  had  provided  i 
part  of  hia  Bill,  that  the  House  should  be 
enabled  to  sit  judicially  even  after  a  pro- 
rogation, under  a  proclamation,  and  the 
authority  or  the  Crown.  ThisconBequence 
would,  in  bis  judgment,  follow ;  the  Chan- 
cellor duriog  the  Sesfiion  would  be  deeply 
engaged  in  legislative  bueinesa,  more  deeply 
as  a  politician,  would  take  a  more  active 
part  in  debate,  and  thus  his  legislative 
and  political  functions  would  be  brought 
into  great  activity,  while  his  judicial  func- 
tions would  lie  dormant  until  the  end 
of  the  Session.  Where  could  be  the 
tiecesaity  of  the  House  sitting  judicially 
notwithstanding  its  prorogation  ?  Into 
this  he  had  taken  some  pains  to  inquire; 
and  also  to  ascertain  the  quantity  of  the 
judicial  business  transacted  in  that  House. 
It  was  part  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  plan,  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
being  liberated  from  the  duties  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery  should  sit  six  days  in 
the  week.  Now,  he  found  from  the  Returns 
on  their  Lordships' Table,  that  in  fourteen 
years  the  number  of  appeals  entered  were 
1,076,  being  an  average  of  about  seventy- 
seven  in  each  year;  and  he  Lnew  from 
experience  that  one-fifih  of  those  ought  to 
be  deducted  as  goingoffon  points  of  form, 
or  in  consequence  of  private  arrangement, 
and  therefore  deducting  one-fifth,  sixty- 
two  appeals  would  be  the  average  actually 
enterea  for  each  year.  The  next  question 
came — what  was  the  average  time  of  the 
■itlinganecessary  to  dispose  of  those  cases? 
It  was  true  they  had  heard  of  a  case  in 
which  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  was 
now  engaged,  being  likely  to  occupy  thirty 
days,  butthat  was  not  a  case  which  ought  to 
govern  general  legislation.  He  found  from 
the  Returns,  that,  during  the  period  of 
fourteen  years,  745  cases  had  been  decided 
ID  836  days,  being  an  average  of  one  case 
B-day,  or  something  less.  And  therefore, 
according  to  that,  the  sixty-two  cases 
which  he  had  shown  to  be-  the  average 
number  might  well  be  expected  to  be  dis- 
posed of  in  as  many  days,  or  at  least  that 
seventy  days  in  each  Session  would  be 
Buffifient  to  discharge  the  judicial  business 
of  that  House.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  adverted  lo  the  assistance 
fciven  by  Lord  GIfibrd  to  Lord  Etdon  in 
that  House.  With  reference  to  that  as- 
sistance he  had  looked  to  the  Returas, 
and  he  found  that  in  1824  they  sat  eighty- 
four  days,  and  disposed  of  ninety-one 
cases;  in  1825^ they  sat  ninety-two  day; 
und  ditpoud  of  ninety  coses.    Tfaey  sat 
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one  only  five  days  in  the  week,  and  got  throvB^ 
an   arrear  of    business    which    in    1B24 

lunted  to  upwards  of  212  (Jaies.  This 
showed  how  unnecessary  it  was  to  provide 
for  the  judicial  sittings  of  the  House  after 
a  prorogation.  The  plan  of  his  nobte 
and  learned  Friend  was  not  new ;  it  had 
been  before  the  country  more  than  half  K 
century  ago,  and  had  been  considered  by 
the  ablest  statesmen,  by  the  leading  mem- 
bers of  the  profession,  and  all  concurred  in 
pronouncing  an  opinion  condemnatoryof  it. 
The  plan  had  been  suggested  in  the  time 
of  Mr.  Pilt,  of  whose  views  with  reference 
to  it  he  had  the  best  possible  authority, 
that  of  Lord  Redesdale  himself,  not  in  a 
speech  that  might  have  been  misreporled, 
but  in  a  book  he  held  in  his  hand  from  the 
pen  of  an  eminent  and  learned  lawyer, 
aud  which  showed  that  the  aubiect  had 
received  their  consideration,  and  had  been 
rejected  by  them  on  the  very  grounds  be 
would  now  state  to  the  House  : — 

And  the  remedy  proposed  wai  one  which 
had  been  under  the  consideration  of  the  late 
Mr.  Pitt,  when  the  business  of  the  House  of 
Lords  appeared  likely  to  increase  to  such  a 
degree  as  to  require  some  additional  means  10 
enable  the  House  to  discharge  its  various  funo< 
tions.  He  wished  lo  provide  against  Ihe  evill 
which  this  increase  might  produce,  and  which 
it  now  has  produced.  The  first  suggestion 
made  to  him  was,  to  separate  the  office  of 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Lords  from  the  office 
of  Chancellor,  and  thus  to  enable  the  Houia 
lo  sit  at  all  tiroes  on  judicial  or  other  butioeu, 
without  interfering  with  the  business  of  tlia 
Court  of  Chauceiy,  or  with  the  other  duties  of 
the  Chancellor.  But  lo  this  these  three  pal- 
pable objections  occurred: — 1st;  That  the 
person  who  should  preside  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  especially  as  the  Couil  of  ultimate 
appeal,  ought  to  be  a  person  whose  education 
and  habits,  and  continued  practice  in  legal 
decision,  might  enable  him  to  give  assistance 
to  Ihe  House,  in  the  discharge  of  its  judicial 
functions,  and  occasionally  in  its  Icgisiative 
functions;  that  a  man  so  ijaalified  would  not 
readily  give  up  ihe  office  either  of  ChaocelioT 
or  Chief  Justice,  or  liis  pretensions  to  either  of 
those  offices,  for  such  new  office  j  and  that  if 
such  a  man  could  be  found,  yet  exercising  no 
judicial  function  except  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
he  would  (whatever  might  have  been  hia  knoi^ 
ledge  and  eiperience  before  his  appointment) 
gradually  lose  Ihat  familiarity  with  busioeM, 
which,  as  the  author  of  the  pamphlet  justly 
observes,  is  essential  lo  its  prompt  and  steady 
despatch,  as  well  as  lo  its  weight  and  authority 
in  public  opinion.  3nd.  That  if  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Lords  should  have  been  edu- 
cated, and  shoold  hate  even  distinguished  hin- 
self,  in  the  profession  of  the  law,  he  could  not, 
in  that  ofGce,  be  considered  as  the  head  at  the 
law  i  that  the  person  beariog  tb»t  chanctsr  n* 
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loag«t  pnriding  in  the  Court  of  ultimate 
appeal,  that  Court  would  therefore  link  in 
authoritj,  if  not  in  dignity ;  and  the  unifoimily 
of  decifioD,  which  has  resulted  from  the  preti- 
ieoej  of  the  bead  of  the  law  in  that  Court 
would  soon  be  lost.  3rd.  That  the  office  oF 
Chaocellor  noald  suffer  in  pcnnt  of  dignity  aod 
authority  in  its  judicial  character,  at  the  same 
time,  that  without   taking  from  it  other   im- 

Sirtant  duties,  it  would  remain  the  first  I,aw 
£cer  of  the  Crown  and  the  responsible  ed- 
viser  of  the  Crown,  though  not  ot  the  Lords, 
in  matters  of  taw — a  circumstance  which  might 

firoduce  the  most  distressing  conBictions  of 
egal  opinions,  and  probably  introduce  party 
contests  into  judicial  decisions." 
AIlDsion  had  been  made  to  the  name  of 
another  distineuished  individual — hemeant 
Sir  Samuel  Romilly,  It  did  so  happen 
that  men  of  all  parties  concurred  in  opinion 
upon  this  lubject,   and   upon    the   tame 

§  rounds.  He  found  tlie  opinion  of  that 
istinguiihed  lawyer  upon  this  subject 
expreised,  not  in  the  report  of  a  speech, 
but  in  s  pamphlet  published  by  that  cele- 
brated man  at  a  time  when  (heoffice  of  Vice- 
Chancellor  was  about  to  be  created.  He 
might  be  allowed,  he  hoped,  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  this  opinion  :- 
"  If,  of  the  three  Judges,  said  Sir  Samuel 
Romilly,  who  are  to  preaide  in  equity,  two  are 
to  have  the  law  of  the  Court  in  all  its  various 
branches  familiar  to  them,  and  kept  constantly 
in  their  view,  hy  a  regular  uninterrupted  at- 
lendaace  in  Court,  and  the  third  is  only  to 
lefresb  hia  memory  by  looking  back  into 
records  and  precedents  upon  pariicnlar  beads, 
just  BO  as  to  enable  him  to  decide  in  the  course 
oF  a  year  nine  or  ten  causes,  or  twice  that 
number,  which  may  happen  to  be  brought 
before  him  for  decision,  upon  appeals,  it  is 
Tcry  obTions  that  this  effect  must,  in  process 
of  time  be  produced— the  appeal  will  he  from 
a  Jud^e,  a  perfect  master  of  the  law  he  is  to 
administer,  to  one  who  has  but  an  imperfect 
rceolledion  of  it.  Or  if  that  effect  shall  not 
really  hare  been  produced,  there  will  always 
be  a  notion  prevailing  that  it  bas.  The  suitor 
who  has  had  a  decree  in  his  farour,  and  who 
sees  It  reversed,  will  be  disposed  to  observe, 
that  tbe  Judge  of  the  most  experience  is  most 
likely  to  have  well  understood,  and  to  have 
properly  decided  his  cause ;  and  the  appellant 
whose  appeal  had  been  ooaveilingwiH  observe, 
that  it  I*  not  surprising  that  the  appelleie 
Jndge  should  have  had  so  much  deference  for 


that  as  the  House  of  Lord*  is  a  Coart  of 
Appeal,  it  is  highly  necessary  that  the  panon 
who  presides  iu  it  should  have  his  knowledfa 
of  the  law  kept  constantly  refreshed,  and  A9 
habit  of  applying  its  rules  unrelaxed,  and  that 
this  can  be  secured  only  by  his  being  in  the 
daily  habit  of  administering  justice  in  a 
subordinate  Court." 

And  thus  we  had  Mr.  Pitt,  Ltnd  Hatd- 
wicke.  Sir  Samuel  Romilly,  Lord  Redei- 
dale,  than  whom  no  better  e(]uily  lawyer 
ever  existed,  all  concurring  in  tbe  impriK 
priety  of  separating  the  imporunt  Fdim- 
tiong  exercised  by  the  Lord  High  Chan- 
cellor of  this  realm.  He  had  other  su> 
thotities  of  more  modert)  date  in  support  ' 
of  the  same  position.  In  the  debate  wbich 
took  place  in  the  House  of  Commona  on 
the  question  of  the  creation  of  a  Vice- 
Chancellor,  the  late  Master  of  the  Rolb 
expressed  his  entire  concurrence  in  the 
views  taken  by  Sir  Samuel  Romilly,  and 
he  would  here  add  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  not  now  in  his  place,  but  who 
had  go  long  graced  the  Woolsack,  had  Jti 
the  strongest  terms  poesible  expressed  to 
him  (Lord  Lyndhurst)  his  entire  concur- 
rence in  the  view  of  this  subject  taken  by 
the  distinguished  authorities  to  whom  he 
had  referred.  He  had  the  authority  of 
anotherindividual  for  whom  he  entertamed 
the  highest  possible  respect — be  alluded 
to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  not  now  in 
his  place,  tbe  unfortunate  cause  of  whoae 
absence,  he  in  common  with  their  Lord- 
ships deplored.  When  this  subject  waa 
brought  before  the  House  of  Commous  in 
1830,  that  noble  and   learned  Lord  ex- 


Eressed  himself  in  terms  so  pointed,  that 
e  should  not  properly  discharge  his  duty 
if  he  did  not  bring  them  under  the  con- 


lideration  of  their  Lordships : — "  He  said, 
that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor is  superior  to  all  ordinary  jurisdic- 
tions. If  the  Lord  Chancellor's  duties 
were  confiaed  to  sitting  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  he  would  soon  become  a  mere 
I  Judge  of  Appeal ;  he  would  soon  cease  to 
be  whdt  Lhe  Constitution  prescribed  he 
!  ought  to  be — the  first  lawyer  in  the  coan- 
I  try.  Even  as  a  Judge  of  Appeal  we  might 
his  superior  in  expeiieuce  and  ability,  though  ^  Kt  htm  up,  and  plant  him  on  tbe  Vfoo\- 
fais  inferior  in  rank,  as  to  have  submitted  ,  sack;  wemight  give  him  power;  butwould 


to  him  his  own  opinion,  and  to  have  affirmed 
the  decree,  from  deference  not  to  the  reasons 
of  the  judgment,  but  to  the  character  and 
authority  of  the  Judge.  When  it  bas  been 
proposed  to  separale  the  offices  of  Lord  Chan- 
cellei  and  Speijier  of  the  House  of  Lords,  it  has 
Iwea  always  objected  to  such  an  expadieni. 


he  have  any  authority  ?  would  be  aatisfjr 
tbe  Courts  below  P  wonld  he  aatialy  tba 
suitor? — would  he  satisfy  the  profowion  I 
See  the  course  which  would  then  be  lakes 
iatbeappoiDtfflentofBLordCbaiteellor.  Ha 
would  tbenbechoHn  bectiue  be  wu  >o«i« 
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log  iDtfipnt  bchiid  Om  enrtaia— bManH : 
IwwaiMliiiriildtbflterlatheHouteofLords. 
Would  luch  a  man  be  qualified  to  decide 
appeali  from  the  Vice-Chancellor,  from 
the  MasUr  of  the  RolU  1    He  would  hear, 
and  he  would  liaten — he  would  diuover  a 
hole  to  pick  here,  a  word  to  carp  at  there 
—now  a  commentary  to  hazard — then  a 
Hmark  to  riik— but  would  he  be  com- 
petent to  grapple  wiih  the  diSiculiies  of  a 
oomplicated  cate?    Would  he  have  any 
confidence  in  himielf  ?     Certainly  not,  be- 
eauee  he  would  well  know  that  the  ptofes- 
■ion  had  no  ocmfidetice  In  bim.     Such  a 
Lord  Chanoallor,  he  engaged  to  lay,  would 
confirm  at  Iemi  nineteen  out  of  twenty  ap- 
peali.   That  which  ought  to  be  the  lait 
naort  of  suitort,  the  controller  of  Judgei, 
and  the  security  of  right,  the  power  of  the 
appelate  juriBdiction,  would  exiit  only  in 
name."     Tbeie  were  anthoritieii  down  to 
the  present  time ;  and  he  invited  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack  to  cite 
any  aulbority   to    the  contrary  that  was 
entitled  to  or  deeerved  any,  the  least  con- 
lideratton.     He  waa  not  disposed  to  leave 
the  subject  here.    He  did  not  mean  for  a 
moment  to  say  that  nothing  was  necessary 
to  be  done  ;  he  did  not  mean  to  say,  that 
improvement    was    not  required.      When 
noble  Lords  came  into  office  so  far  back  as 
1H30,  much  was  expected  on  this  head  from 
them.     They  had  previously  indulged 
attacks  upon   tlieir  predecrasors    for    not 
amending  the  Court  of  Chancery — for  not 
devisiDg  some  means  of  getting  rid  of  the 
arrear    of   appeals;    and  they   came  into 
office,  if  not  under  an  express  pledge,  cei 
talnly  under  the  strongest  implied  pledgi 
that  they  would  do  that  which  they  had 
condemned  their  predecessors  for  having 
Emitted.     How  had  that  pledge  been  ful- 
filled 7     Of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
BOW  absent    (Lord  Brougham)  he  wished 
to  speak  with  the  highest  respect.     He  bad 
dispooed  of  more  appeals  at  a  given  period 
tlimi  any  Judse  who  had  preceded  hun,  or 
•ny  who  could  succeed  him,  and  he  was 
BOW  suffering,  unfortunately,    the.  conse- 
quences of  that  labour.      He  begged  he 
ndrilt  bo  nndentood  as  speakin;;  of  the 
noUe  and  learned  Lord's  le^slative  mea- 
sum  only.    It  was  true  that  a  Bill  had 
bMtt  brongbt  in  by  him  to  amend  the 
nirrisUrial  offieei  of  the  Court  of  Chan- 
e«7,  a  nilQOOt  which  had  nothing  to  do 
«idi  ^M  i«eien(  question.     In  1 893,  how- 
«vcr,  dw  fint  measure  referring  to  this 
■aUeot  wat  proposed  and  laid  upon  the 
bwa    Though  that  meanin  was  priniad, 
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yet  by  some  nrnuu  or  odiei  It  htd  nerer 
got  into  circulation.  He  had  procured  a 
copy  of  it  by  pure  accident.  The  object 
of  that  Bill  was  to  establish  a  new  apel- 
late tribunal,  but  its  provisjoni  weie_  irf 
such  a  oharactar  as  to  induce  an  opinion 
that  no  parson  who  was  not  a  fit  niiJMt 
for  the  administration  of  one  of  the  powen 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery  would  over  faavs 
resorted  to  It.  He,  theiwore,  was  not  sur. 
prised  that  nothing  more  had  been  heard  of 
that  Bill.  In  1834  noble  Lords  oppoaite 
presented  a  aecond  Bill,  which  was  read  « 
first  time,  printed,  and  laid  upon  the  tabla 
That  Bill  was  one  of  the  most  ingenious 
contrivances  that  ever  entered  into  the 
mind  of  man.  Its  object  was  to  transfer 
the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  this  House  to 
another  tribunal,  and  what  was  that? 
Why,  forsooth,  the  judicial  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Coundl,  a  tribunal  connsting  of 
two  or  three  common  law  Judges,  of  the 
Chief  Justice  in  Bankruptcy,  of  two  dri- 
lians ;  and  who  did  the  House  think  waa 
to  be  the  president  f  Why,  one  of  thoae 
sort  of  Chelsea  pennoners,  some  ez-Chan- 
cellor,  or  another.  Thaugh  that  second 
Bill  was  printed,  it,  like  Its  predecessor, 
was  abandoned ;  and  now  there  was  a  third 
measure,  which  was  neither  more  nor  less 
than  the  old  measure  which  bad  been  under 
the  consideration  of  the  profession  sixty 
years  ago,  and  which  during  that  period 
never  was  mentioned  without  being  scoutad. 
This  was  the  manner  in  which  noble  Lords  . 
opposite  justified  the  atUcks  in  whidi  they 
had  so  long  indulged  s^nst  their  prede- 
cessors. He  had  already  stated,  that  a  great 
additional  Judicial  power  was  required  to 
make  the  Court  of  Chancery  efficient,  and 
he  thought  it  was  a  monstrous  thins  that 
in  a  great  nation  like  this  there  should  net 
be  a  judicial  estaUisbment  so  strong  as  to 
enable  it  to  hear  and  di^msa  of  a  oause  ia 
equity  th«  moment  It  was  ripe  for  hearing, 
viewing  the  question  in  that  li^t,  he 
(Lord  Lyndburst).  with  the  permission  of 
that  House,  in  1830,  carried  through  a. 
Bill  which  had  for  its  objeet  the  making  aa 
additional  Judge  in  the  Court  of  Chanoaiyt 
That  Bill  was  passed  with  the  entire  Bp> 
probatitm  of  this  House,  and  of  the  noUra 
and  learned  I<ord  to  whom  he  had  already 
alluded.  That  Bill  went  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  where  it  was,  indeed,  mcrt 
rouebly  handled,  and  its  author  tteated 
with  anything  but  the  courtesy  which  he 
justly  expectol  from  an  uiirefbrmed  House 
of  Commons.  It  was  said  to  be  unnccea. 
taij,  it  was  K  (tMed  by  ths  then  MMttr  «C 
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tlie  Rdl*,  and  b7  the  Vice-Chsncellix,  that 
Terr  Vic^ChBucellor  who,  whan  examined 
before  the  Chancery  Commisnoa,  being 
Bslied  if  three  Judgea  were  not  sufficient  to 
transact  the  bminew  of  thst  Court,  es- 
dumed  in  a  manner  peculiar  to  himself, 
"Oh,  no,  nor  three  angels."  He  knew 
not  whether  the  florid  appearance  of  the 
countenance  of  the  learned  Vice- Chancellor 
had  made  it  erident  to  the  House  that  he 
at  leait  waa  not  overworhed,  but  at  all 
erenti,  the  Commons  rejected  the  Bill. 
He  must  now  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  B  few  data  as  to  the  number  of 
causes  disposed  of  by  the  two  branches  of 
the  Court  of  Chancetr.  He  found  that  in 
IBSQ  the  number  of  causes  entered  for 
bearing  was  898,  and  in  IMS,  882.  In 
18S0  it  was  said  that  the  object  of  his  Bill 
was  to  enable  tbe  Chancellor  to  lead  a  life 
of  indolence  and  pleasure,  though  the  num' 
ber  of  causes  was  greater  in  that  year  than 
now;  and  though  at  that  time  there  were 
ninety  appeals  m  arrear,  nhUe  at  present 
there  were  none.  Again,  at  that  time  all 
the  bankrupt^  business  was  done  by  the 
Chancellor  andthe  Vice- Chancellor,  and  that 
bad  now  been  transferred.  The  rejection 
of  that  Bill,  in  18S0,  experience  told  him 
was  founded,  not  on  principle,  but  upon 
fedings  of  party  and  of  faction.  He  bad 
said  Siat  additional  audttance  was  neces- 
sary; in  that  he  agreed  with  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  on  tbe  Woolsack.  He 
alto  agreed  with  hii  noble  and  learned 
Friend  that  there  had  been  a  great  increase 
of  business,  although,  in  some  respects,  he 
must  admit  the  returns  were  incomplete 
and  imperfect.  They  presented  tbe  diffi- 
culty wnich  he  knew  not  how  to  reconcile — 
namely  ,that  the  number  of  Bills  filed  did  not 
bear  any  proportion  to  each  other,  or  showed 
that  increase.  In  the  year  n&2,  i.lGg 
Bills  were  filed,  and  in  1830  only  1,060, 
being  a  diminution  of  SOQ.  That  being  so, 
he  was  reodjr  to  admit  the  return  of  tbe 
causes  sat  down  for  hearing  was  the  best 
test.  He  found  that  for  tbe  five  years  end- 
ing 1770,  the  average  number  of  causes  set 
down  for  hearing  was  i,028 ;  that  for  the 
five  yean  commencing  1820,Uie  aven^  was 
S,3£3,  being  an  increase  of  one  third;  and 
for  the  five  years  commenring  I8S0  and 
ending  1634,  the  average  was  4,7AS ;  so 
that,  takins  that  return,  the  husineu  had 
Beulj  doubled  within  rixty  years.  The 
increass  of  buriness  arising  from  the  hear- 
ing of  raotionB  and  petitions  had  been  stUl 
KRater,  but  when  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  stated  this  increase  he  ought  at  the 


same  time  to  have  called  tha  attention  of 
their  Lordships  to  the  fact  that  the 
judicial  strength  during  that  period  of 
time  had  also  been  doubled.  When  he  held 
the  office  of  Master  of  the  Bolls  be  had  sat 
only  twelve  hours  in  tbe  week.  He  had 
afterwards  su^ested  to  the  late  Master  of 
the  Bolls,  that  he  ought  to  sit  like  the 
other  Judges,  during  the  day,  and  the  sug- 
gestion was  adopted,  aud  now  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls,  instead  of  twelve  boursi  sat 
thirty  hours  in  each  week,  thus  more  than 
doulding  the  tioie  formerly  devoted  to  that 
Court.  It  appeared  on  reference  to  his- 
tory, that  from  the  very  earliest  time  the 
Court  of  Chancery  had  been  a  subject 
matter  of  complaint — it  had  been  so  in  the 
time  of  Sir  lliomBS  More,  aud  of  Lord 
Bacon,  and  though  tbe  complaints  were 
loud,  no  remedy  had  been  provided. 
Cromwell,  when  Lord  Protector,  had  issue4 
an  ordinance  commanding  that  causci 
should  be  heard  and  determined  in  tha 
same  day  that  th^  were  set  down  for 
hearing;  that  ordinance,  however,  he  need 
scarcely  say,  was  never  carried  into  effect. 
Lord  Coke  made  similar  complaint^  and  in 
bis  dme  a  Bill  was  passed,  making  an  addi. 
tion  of  two  Judges.  Even  when  that 
alteration  the  same  complaints  prevailed  in 
the  time  of  Lord  Nottingham,  Lord  Chan- 
cellor Sonjers,  and  down  to  Lord  Eldon's 
time,  and  yet  there  had  never  been  guffirieat 
judicial  strength  to  hear  causes  after  they 
were  ripe  for  hearing.  These  delays  of  jus- 
tice produced  further  delays,  and  he  hod  no 
heutation  in  now  saying,  that  there  ought 
to  be  one  Judge  more  appointed,  hut  he 
must  deny  that  their  Lor^ips  could,  with 
benefit  to  the  administration  of  justice,  or 
with  the  semblance  even  of  pwpriety,  take 
the  Lord  Chancellor  from  the  duties  of  his 
office  in  the  Court  of  Chancery-  One- 
third  of  his  time  was  quite  sufficient  for  hi* 
attention  to  the  business  of  this  House,  and 
the  remaining  two-thirds  might  well  be 
devoted  by  hmi  to  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
In  a  word  he  wished  for  the  appointment 
of  another  Judge,  but  he  never  could  coo- 
sent  to  a  division  in  tbe  charoctei  and 
duties  of  the  office  of  ^e  Lord  Chancellor. 
He  protested,  however,  against  the  prio. 
ciple  of  separating  the  officn  of  Lord  Chaa* 
cellor,  or  taking  him  from  bis  pnqier  juria* 
diction.  But  his  noble  and  learned  Fiieod 
on  the  Woolsack  said,  that  to  create  an  addi? 
tional  Judge  would  incre—e  the  number  af 
appeals.  He  eould  by  tu>  meant  emtcvr  in 
thu  opinioD.  The  increue  of  tbe  h 
waa  to  b«  «Ui^te4 1«  tlia  dab^i  in  h 
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1  when  ripe,  requiring  motions 
e  made  in  aid  of  tbe  cause, — motions 
frequently  involving  the  whole  question  at 
issue  between  tbe  parties-  Those  motions 
not  unfrequeotly  became  the  subject  matter 
of  appeal,  and  thus  it  was,  that  the  business 
was  increased.  ProTide  for  hearing  ca 
without  delay  when  ripe,  and  tbe  number 
of  motions  would  be  diminished  by  one 
half  AgBxa,  there  was  another  reason 
to  show  why  a  new  Judge  in  Equity  was 
necessary.  The  House  was  well  aware 
that  a  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Court  of  Chancery  nas  appoint- 
ed, and  the  Commissioners  reported  upon 
the  neceanty  of  accelerating  the  hearing  of 
causes  when  once  set  down.  What  was 
the  use  of  accelerating  a  cause  to  one  point, 
and  then  to  stop  ?  Such,  however,  was  the 
cane ;  no  remedy  was  suggested  by  the 
Commissioners,  though  tbey  slated  that 
greater  judicUl  strength  was  essential. 
Was  it  necessary  for  him  to  read  any 
ftirther  authorities?  He  could  not  refrain 
from  alluding  to  the  evidence  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  opposite  (Lord  Lang- 
dale),  given  by  him  before  tbe  Commis- 
aioners.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
had  said  that  "  in  many  instances  the  delay 
between  setting  down  a  cause  for  hearing, 
and  the  hearing  itself,  exceeds  all  the  other 
annecessary  dehys  put  to  together;"  and 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  went  on  to 
say,  that  "  the  present  number  of  judges  in 
equity  were  not  sufficient  to  get  through 
the  business."  In  that  opinion  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  was  corroborated  by  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Bell,  Mr.  Heald,  Mr. 
Shadwell,  and  by  Mr.  RoupelL  His  noble 
and  learned  Friend  bad  on  the  same  occa- 
tion  said,  "  that  any  accumulation  of  causes 
set  down  for  hearing  was  a  disgrace  to  tbe 
country,  and  that  the  objection  to  tbe  ap- 
pointment of  new  Judges  on  the  ground  of 
patronage  and  expense  ought  not  to  weigh 
against  pressing  necessity."  It  seemed 
agreed,  then,  that  further  judicial  strength 
was  neceacary,  but  no  remedy  was  suggested 
in  the  Beport.  The  Court  of  Exchequer 
was  a  Court  of  Common  Law,  and  also  a 
Court  of  Eqnity,  for  it  had  an  equitable 

tisdiction  ingrafted  upon  it.  It  was, 
wever,  without  any  Judges  in  Equity- 
It  was  true  that  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  the  Chief  Baron  sat  as  an  equity 
Judge  whenever  he  could  affimi  time,  and 
Mr.  Bonm  Alderson  assisted ;  when  they 
could  not  at,  the  boiinas  was  suspended. 
Ben  ^leta  was  a  Court  in  whidi  they  had 
l^ttn^  but  no  Jaiget,    What  be  would 


recommend  was,  that  a  permanent  Judge 
should  be  added  to  the  Court  of  Equity,' 
As  to  tbe  expense,  that  was  not  to  be  re- 
garded when  the  importance  of  the  mea- 
sure was  considered.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack  looked  upon  the 
Judges  of  the  Court  of  Review  as  un- 
necessary, end  said,  that  the  Caiomissinnen 
did  tbe  business  so  well  as  to  leave  nothing 
for  the  Judges  to  do.  He  had  long  since 
predicted  that  such  would  be  the  case-  fn 
the  course  of  four  years  the  Judges  had 
made  3,443  orders,  and,  in  the  four  preced- 
ing, 2,476  orders  were  made  by  the  Chan- 
c^or  and  the  Vice- Chancellor-  He  would 
suggest  that  the  business  of  the  Court 
ought  to  merge  in  another  tribunal.  What 
he  proposed  was,  that  instead  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  an  additional  Equity  Judge 
should  preside  over  the  Privy  CounciL 
The  jurisdiction  of  the  Privy  Council  took' 
cognizance  of  tbe  administration  of  the 
laws  of  Spain,  France,  Holland,  and  other 
countries.  The  new  Judge  should  be  con- 
versant with  the  principles  of  law  in  re- 
ference to  all  those  countries.  He  should 
at  the  same  time  hold  tbe  sittinp  of  the 
Court  at  certain  stated  periods.  The 
Judges  attending  tbe  Judicial  Committee 
of  the  Privy  Council  should  be  relieved 
from  giving  their  attendance  at  the  Old 
Bailey.  An  efficient  tribunal  might  thus 
be  constituted  for  every  necessary  purpose. 
This  was  the  outline  of  what  he  had  to 
propose.  The  principle  of  the  present  Bill 
was  to  separate  the  office  of  tbe  Lord  Chan-> 
cellor,  and  to  that  he  could  never  agree. 
If  bis  noble  and  learned  Friend  would 
frame  any  measure  upon  tbe  suggestions 
which  he  had  thrown  out,  be  would  be 
ready  to  give  it  his  cordial  support.  He 
knew  that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
opposite  (lord  Langdaie)  had  a  measure 
to  propose,  and  everything  which  came 
from  him  on  the  subject  was  entitled  to  the 
highest  consideration.  He  had  stated  now 
his  opinions  of  this  measure ;  to  its  second 
reading  he  could  not  consent.  His  noble 
and  learned  Friend  opposite  (Lord  Lane- 
dale)  would  state  bis  views,  and  it  would 
be  ioT  the  House  to  say  what  course  it 
would  pursue.  In  the  mean  time,  be  felt 
it  to  be  his  duty  to  more  as  an  amendment 
upon  the  motion  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  woolsack,  that  this  Bill  be 
read  a  aecooA  time  that  day  six  months. 
Lord  Langdaie  spoke  ■■  fellows'* ;    Hy 
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Lords,  I  me  to  address  yonr  Lordships 
under  feelings  of  considerable  embarrass- 
ment, not  odI;  froiB  the  pointed  manner 
in  wliich  i  have  just  been  alluded  to  by 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite,  but 
also  from  a.  cDnsciousness  oF  the  great 
difficulties  which  surround  the  subject 
under  consideration.  That  subject  seems 
to  have  been  treated  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lords  who  have  preceded  me,  as 
if  it  related  only  to  the  niiministration  of 
justice  in  the  Court  ofChancery  and  in  this 
House.  To  me,  however,  it  seems  to 
relate  to  the  general  administration  of 
justice  in  alt  the  courts  of  the  kingdom, 
Bud  also  to  be  necessarily  connected  with 
the  exercise  of  the  legislative  power  of 
the  High  Court  of  Parliament,  la  my 
view,  therefore,  the  importance  of  the 
subject  cannot  be  too  highly  estimated  ; 
and  it  seems  to  me  to  be  of  a  nature  so 
fixatted  as  to  remove  it  far  beyond  the 
leach  of  party  or  political  feeling.  My 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  indeed  (Lord 
Lyndhurst),  set  out  with  stating  that  it 
was  his  intention  not  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion as  a  party  question ;  and  if  in  the 
course  of  his  address  he  somewhat  swerved 
from  his  resolution,  his  doing  so  is  scarcely 
to  be  wondered  at,  when  it  is  recollected 
that  bis  own  propositions  on  former  occa- 
sions were,  by  his  opponents,  treated  only 
with  a  view  to  party  purposes.  My  Lords, 
the  returns  on  the  table  are  extremely 
important,  as  affording  proofs  of  various 
iaets  necessary  to  be  considered,  and 
which  I  have  considered  with  the  best 
attention  in  my  power.  It  is  not  my  inten- 
tion, however,  to  state  the  results  in  detail, 
but  rather  to  suggest  to  your  Lordships  a 
more  general  view  than  has  hitherto  been 

firesented  of  the  consequences  which  flow 
rom  the  many  duties  imposed  upon  the 
Chancellor.  The  extent  of  those  duties 
is,  in  my  opinion,  a  principal  source  of  the 
evils  complained  of;  and  so  clear  does 
this  appear  to  me,  that  I  can  hardly 
imagine  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
does  not  equally  perceive  it.  When,  in- 
deed, he  stales  that  you  may  debate  re- 
specting the  King's  Bench,  or  other  courts, 
and  no  political  feeling  will  be  thereby 
excited,  hut  that  once  approach  the  Court 
of  Chancery  and  the  hostility  of  partv 
aroused,  does  he  not  inadvertently  adm 
the  fact?  Does  he  not  perceive  that  the 
leason  simply  is,  because  the  Chancellor 
who  is  the  highest  judicial  officer,  is  also 
one  of   the  highest   political  officers  of 


the  Crown  ?  After  long  oonaidentioii  I 
have  come  to  the  concluaioo,  that  to  the 
union  of  those  judicial  and  political  faac* 
tiona  in  the  Chancellor  is  mainly  to  be 
attributed  the  growth  of  many  of  the  evils 
which  we  ere  all  so  anxious  to  remedy; 
and  though  1  admit  that  many  eminent 
aathorilies  are  favourable  to  the  opinion 
of  my  noble  and  learned  Friend,  that  the 
office  of  Chancellor  cannot  be  divided 
ith  advantage  tu  the  country,  yet  I  have 
<  submit  to  your  Lordships  that  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  has  not  come  to  a  just 
conclusion  on  this  subject;  and  no  small 
part  of  my  embarrassment  arises  from  this, 
that  while  he  considers  the  partial  division 
if  the  office  to  be  objectionable,  1,  on  the 
other  hand,  consider  that  the  office  ought 
to  be  divided  to  an  extent  much  more  con- 
siderable than  has  been  hitherto  proposed. 
My  Lords,  in  the  consideration  of  this 
subject,  it  appears  to  me  necessary  that  the 
attention  of  your  Lordships  should  be 
called  to  the  many  great  and  importuit 
duties  which  the  constttulioo  of  this 
country  imposes  on  the  person  holding  the 
great  office  of  Lord  High  Chancellor ;  to 
the  utter  impossibility  of  those  great  and 
important  duties  being  satisfactorily  pet- 
formed  .  by  one  man,  however  great  his 
abilities ;  to  the  inconveniences  which  ne- 
cessarily arise  from  that  impossibility ;  and 
to  the  measures  which  appear  most  proper 
to  supply  the  defects  and  remedy  the  evils 
which  1  shall  point  out. 

With  respect  to  the  duties  of  the  Chao- 
cellor,  your  Lordships  have  been  informed 
that  they  are  partly  judicial  and  partly 
political ;  and  that  his  judicial  duties  are 
partly  of  original  and  partly  of  appeU 
late  jurisdiction ;  but  in  order  that  the 
subject  may  he  understood  with  distinct- 
ness, it  is  necessary  to  be  a  little  more 
particular. 

As  a  Judge  iu  matters  of  oiigioal  juria- 
diction,  he  has  not  only  to  hear  and 
determine  all  the  various  matters  which 
properly  belong  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  and  various  matters 
attributed  to  him  by  Acts  of  Parliamentt 
but  other  matters  which  come  before  him 
as  Visitor  of  Charities  on  behalf  of  his 
Majesty,  and  as  Guardian  and  Superin- 
tendant  of  Idiots  and  Lunatics  and  tbeir 
estates,  by  special  commission  from  hie 
Majesty. 

As  a  Judge  in  matters  of  appellele 
joriadiction,he  is  Speaker  or  Prolocutor  of 
this  House,  in  its  judicial  capedty,  Uw 
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•nptent  conrt  of  Kppsal  for  the  United 
Kingdom  ;  and  ha  is  Chtaf  Jndge  in  (he 
CoDTt  of  Cbancery,  rehearing  and  affirm- 
ing, tenniog  or  varyiag,  the  decrees  and 
ordere  or  the  Mailer  of  tha  RdIIi  and  Vice- 
Chancel  I  or. 

In  both  these  reipecti  he  ii  in  a  lituBtion 
■omewhat  aiiomalous.  Strict);  speakings, 
he  is  not  a  Judee  of  Appeal  from  the  de- 
citiont  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  or  the 
Vice-Chancellor :  but  the  decrees  and 
orders  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  and  the 
Vice-chancellor,  according  to  the  practice 
of  the  Court,  ara  not  complete  till  they 
have  been  enrolled  ;  before  enrolment  ihey 
nust  be  signed  b;  the  Chaocellor;  when 
they  are  so  signed  they  become  his  decrees 
and  orders;  till  that  is  done,  the  suitors 
have,  nnder  certain  sanctions,  a  right 
have  the  causes  reheard  by  him ;  an 
under  the  circumstances  which  happen, 
•uch  rehearings  In  moat  caws  arc  substan- 
tially appeals.  Strictly  speaking,  again, 
the  Cbancdlor,  though  a  Peer,  is,  no  more 
than  sny  other  Peer,  a  Judge  of  Appeals 
in  this  House.  The  appellate  jurisdiction 
(under  circumstances  to  vhich  I  shall 
bereafter  have  to  request  your  Lordships' 
attention)  is  vested  in  the  Hoaie,  and 
every  Peer  has  his  voice  and  vote.  But, 
generally  speaking,  other  Peers,  even  if 
•tteoding  the  House,  do  not  attend  to  the 
•nbject :  and,  notwithstanding  some  ex- 
ceptions which  have  lately  been  more  fre- 
frequent  than  they  formerly  were,  the 
appellate  jurisdiction  of  the  Houie  is  in 
practice  exercised  by,  and  substantially 
Tested  in,  the  Chancellor  alone. 

Ai  a  polilicisn,  the  ChancelloT  is  the 
King's  principal  adviser  in  matters  of  taw 
—a  Privy  Counctller— a  Cabinet  Minister 
^-and  a  Great  Officer  of  State,  responsi- 
ble in  all  matters  ministerial  and  political 
which  are  connected  with  the  custody  and 
use  of  the  Great  Beal.  He  ia  the  head  of 
the  law;  he  Is  or  ought  to  be  superintend- 
ant  of  the  Courts  of  Law— the  minister 
whose  duty  it  ia  to  attend  to  the  due 
administration  of  justice  there.  He  ought 
to  attend  to  the  Bills  from  time  to  time 
brought  into  Parliament,  for  making  new 
or  altering  old  laws.  To  him  in  particular 
the  King,  and  the  two  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment,  are  entitled  to  look  for  advice  and 
information  in  all  matters  which  regard 
the  administration  of  justice  and  the  state 
of  tha  law.  He  is  the  Speaker  of  this 
Route  in  its  political  and  legislative  capa- 
city i  and,  among  bu  many  other  political 


dotief ,  ha  is  ekarged  with  the  appdntment 
and  removal  of  Magistrates,  and  the  pa- 
tronaga  of  the  King's  livings,  nnder  tha 
value  of  20/.  a  year,  in  the  King's  bodt*. 

T  have  ^ven  no  more  than  an  ootline  of 
the  duties  attached  to  the  office ;  bnt  it  ia 
evident  that  no  man  can  perform  them 
with  satisfactkm  to  himself  and  the  publle. 
The  extent,  variety,  and  importance  of  the 
business  to  be  transacted,  is  more  than 
sufficient  to  distract  and  overpower  the 
most  vigorous  attention,  if  attempted  to  be 
conscientiously  applied.  In  this  state  of 
things,  what  has  been  fbund  most  presnng 
has  been  attended  to,  the  rest  has  been 
neglected ;  and  the  consequences  hava 
been — delay  of  justice  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery — delay  of  justice  in  this  House 
—  the  n^lect  of  many  of  those  gtcat 
political  duties  which  consist  in  the  super- 
intendance  of  the  law,  and  the  administraa 
tion  of  justice, — and  the  transfer  of  otbns 
of  those  daties  to  the  office  of  tha 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depait* 
ment. 

Agaia  and  again  have  the  delays  in  the 
Court  nf  Chancery  and  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  the  inattention  of  the  Chancello 
to  Bills  passine  through  Parliament,  been 
ignorantly  or  from  parly  motives  attributed 
to  a  want  of  due  exertion  on  the  part  at 
the  Chancellor.  Rarely  indeed  has  the 
imputation  been  true, — the  fault  has  beeo 
in  the  accumulation  upon  the  ChanceUor* 
of  more  and  a  greater  variety  of  liusinesi 
than  it  was  possible  for  any  one  man  to 
di&pose  of.  He  cannot  constantly  and 
regularly  attend  to  his  judicial  busineas 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  because  he  is  a 
Cabinet  Minister  and  the  Speaker  of  this 
House : — he  cannot  constantly  and  regularly 
attend  the  service  nf  this  House,  because 

is  a  Cabinet  Minister,  and  a  Judge  in  the 
Court    of    Chancery  :  — '  and    he    cannot 

istantly  and  regularly  devote  his  attention 
the    great    and    important    functions, 

Eolitical  and  legal,  which  belong  to  the 
older  of  the  great  seal,  because  he  Is 
a  Judge  in  this  House  andin  his  own  Court. 
Owinz  therefore  to  the  multiplicity  and 
magnitude  of  the  duties  imposed  upon  the 
Chancellor,  there  is  in  judicature  a  want 
□f  judicial  power  in  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
and  a  want  of  adequate  judicial  asristanc* 
to  this  House  ;  and  there  is  In  legation  a 
want  of  power  to  attend  In  a  proper  manner 
to  the  various  matters  oonnected  with  the 
law,  which  come  under  the  considenttloa 
of  Pailiament. 
The  want  of  Judioal  power  in  tfie  Court  of 
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Oanceir  U  u  fnnUy  admitud  l^  my 
Bolile  Biid  learaed  Friend  opposite,  that  1 
ibdll  take  the  liberty  of  assuming  it,  with- 
out troubling  your  lordships  nith  the  pnx^s 
in  detail. 

The  consequence  is  delay  in  the 
administration  of  justice  there, — a  delay 
productive  of  the  most  serious  inconvenience 
to  the  suitors  and  the  public.  The  largest 
part  of  the  whole  pro^rty  of  the  country 
which  is  litigated,  is,  in  one  way  or  other, 
subject  to  adjudication  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery.  Those  who  consider  how  much 
the  security  of  property,  and  the  happiness 
of  all  ranks  of  people  depend  on  the  due 
execution  of  trusts, — the  specific  perform- 
ance of  agreements, — the  settlement  of 
accounts, — the  administration  of  the  estates 
of  deceased  persons, — the  guardianship  of 
infants, — the  protection  of  the  separate 
property  of  married  women, — and  the 
many  other  iropartant  subjects  which  fall 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of 
Equity,  may  form  some  notion  of  the 
importance  of  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
and  of  the  extent  of  suffering  which  must 
arise  from  undue  or  improper  delays  in  the 
adminittralion  of  justice  there. 

It  is  true  that  in  the  Court  of  Chancery 
there  are  man^  causes  of  delay  beudes  the 
want  of  judicial  power  ;  and  those  causes 
of  delay  ought  to  be  most  carefully 
examin^,  with  a  view  to  remove  them  i£ 
possible,  or  to  diminish  their  efiect  in  cases 
where  they  cannot  be  removed ;  but  of  all 
the  causes  of  unnecessary  delay,  the  defect 
of  judicial  power  is  the  most  prominent ; 
and  until  it  is  remedied,  it  u  not  only 
useless  but  a  species  of  mockery  to  adopt 
other  means  to  accelerate  the  decision  of 
causes.  Several  years  ago,  it  was  well 
asked  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
oppod.te,  who  has  again  asked  to-night, 
why  should  you  accelerate  the  process  by 
which  causes  are  made  ready  for  hearing 
if,  when  you  have  reached  that  stage,  their 
further  progress  is  stopped  by  the  want  of 
judges  to  hear  them  t  The  question  was 
met  by  a  suggestion  now  known  to  be 
without  fbunaatioD,  that  there  vai 
want  of  judges. 

I  shall  not  detain  your  lordships  by 
detailing  the  particular  inconveniences 
which  arise  from  delay  of  the  judicial 
business  of  this  House.  My  noble  and 
learned  Friend  seems  to  think,  that  all 
the  judicial  business  may  eauly  be  disposed 
of.  The  arrears  of  Appeals  Mid  Writs  of 
Error  at  the  end  of  succesdve  sessions,  seem 
scarcely  eongistent  with  his  view.  Certainly 


tha  dalays  which  happen  do  not  oU  sf  tlwtt 
arise  from  want  of  the  judiml  asiirtanee 
of  the  Chancellor  owing  to  bis  other 
employments;  but  that  many  of  them  do 
arise  from  that  Hource  your  lordshipa  will 
he  assured  of,  if  you  do  me  the  hortour  to 
attend  to  the  statement  which  I  have  to 
make  of  the  attempts  heretofore  made  to 
remedy  them.  The  other  great  cause  of 
delay  arises  from  the  suspension  c^  all 
proceedings  during  the  prorogation  or 
dissolution  of  Parliament. 

Your  lordships  are  aware,  that  the 
appellate  jurisdiction  extends  over  the 
whole  of  the  United  kingdom,  and  comprises 
matters  of  law  as  well  as  of  Equity ; 
and  that  there  ought  to  be  no  delay  at 
least  no  unnecessary  delay,  in  appeals, 
will  1  hope  appear  from  this  oonsideration. 
alone,  that  every  appeal  Involves  on  assertion 
that  the  judge  has  committed  an  error.  If 
the  assertion  be  true,  injustice  has  been 
done  to  the  appellant,  and  is  in  course  of 
execution  against  him  j  if  the  assertion  be 
not  true,  there  is  an  imputation  upon  the 
judge  which  ought  to  be  removed,  la 
«tl^  case  the  matter  ought  to  be  inquired 
into  and  determined  without  any  uonecas- 
sory  delay. 

It  ought  further  to  be  observed,  thai  the 
evils  of  delay  are  greatly  increased  by  tho 
collateral  efiects  which  result  from  it. 

Delay  begets  delay.  In  the  course  of 
time  supplemental  facts  arise— ^tartiea  die 
or  change  their  relative  ntuation— new 
parties  interested  in  the  property  come 
into  existence — ^interests  devmve  or  ara 
transmitted,  and  variouH  dealings  with  the 
property  take  place.  Every  erant  mn 
and  ofien  does  beoome  a  source  of  freu 
litigation  and  fresh  delay.  Bills  of  Revivor 
and  Supplement,  and  repeated  interlocutory 
applications  an  the  ctmsequencce,  and  in 
their  turn  become  the  causes  of  a^^^^i^^f^Ml 
delay  and  increased  expense. 

The  delay  united  with  its  attendant 
expense  attends  to  shut  the  door  of  juitiot. 
The  man  whose  violated  ri^ts  require  the 
aid  of  the  law,  and  who  ought  to  find 
redress  in  the  courts,  is  detened  by  the 
delay  and  the  expense.  The  wrong^dow 
sits  in  tranquillity  and  triumphs ;  n^ 
more,  the  same  state  of  things  which  dj»> 
courages  bona  fide  liti^tion  encouraggi 
maia  fide  lituption,  and  invites  the  wron^ 
doer  himself  into  court;  he  comes  with  > 
fictitious  complaint,  not  to  establish  a  right 
but  to  extort  submission  to  a  wrong,  BtMTto 
secure  to  himself  tho  fruit  of  Hit  own 
iniquity.     There  are  cases  in  which  th* 
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injured  parly  will  rather  submit  to  oppre*. 
non  or  a.  comprnmise  of  bia  right,  than  ex- 
-pose  himself  to  litigation,  which  he  knows 
will  be  attended  with  great  delay,  and 
consequent  anxiety  and  expeniie. 

But  delay,  however,  grievous  in  its  con- 
aequences,  cannot  always  be  avcnded,  and  ia 
not  always  to  be  imputed  to  the  court  in 
which  it  occurt.  There  are  cases  in  which 
unnecesiaTy  delay,  to  a  great  extent,  may 
be  justly  imputed  to  the  neglect  or  miscon- 
duct of  the  parties  or  their  agents ;  there 
are  also  cases  in  which  the  truth  cannot  be 
investigated  a^d  ascertained  without  the 
consumption  of  a  great  deal  of  time,  i.  e. 
without  much  delay.  Cases  of  long  pending 
accounts,  of  intricate  traniiactiona —cases  of 
complicated  and  artfully  concealed  fraud  — 
cases  of  trust,  the  execution  or  breach  of 
which  nay  extend  over  a  long  series  of 
years,  are  cases  of  that  kind :  and  these  are 
the  cases,  above  all  others,  which  I  have 
geoenJly  found  made  the  subject  of  decla- 
inatary  attacks  on  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
and  cited  as  proofs  of  unnecessary  delay 
there ;  and  there  are  persons  who  in  igno- 
rance, ot  in  the  eagerness  of  their  party  zeal, 
have  denounced  delay  in  termswhich  would 
seem  to  indicate  an  opinion  that  to  be  "  swift 
of  despatch  "  is  the  only  or  priucipol  requi- 
■ite  (tf  a  good  judge.  There  cannot  be  a 
greater  ora  more  dangerous  mistake.  There 
oertainly  may  be  cases  in  which  a  rash, 
hurried,  and  wrong  decision  against  the 
miseraUe  suitor  would  to  him  be  preferable 
to  a  prolongation  of  his  suspense  and  anx- 
iety. But  haste  or  undue  celerity  gene- 
rally produces  injustice  in  the  particular 
caM,  and  it  always  tends  to  produce  the  ap- 
pearance of  iajuttice,  and  an  universal  dta 
tnist  in  the  mind*  of  all  suiton  and  of  tbi 
poblic ;  and  in  that  way  is  more  pemidous 
to  ibe  Mimd  interests  of  the  public,  than 
tlie  uimue  delay  of  which  I  have  endea- 
voured to  describe  the  effects. 

The  office  of  Chancsllor  is,  however,  po- 
Uticcl  as  well  as  judicial,  and  I  have  next 
to  beg  the  attention  of  your  Lordshipf  — 
the  inconvenienoea  which  arise  from 
want  of  the  due  performance  of  those  politi- 
cal duties  which  the  Constitution  attributes 
to  that  high  ofSce.  It  will  be  admitted, 
that  it  is  toe  first  duty  of  Government  tc 
provide  for  the  due  administration  of  jus- 
tice, whidi  is  in  fact  the  life-blood  of  a 
eiviiind  ONnnuinity.  But  justice,  though 
in  ita  pc^nilar  sense  of  wider  import,  in  itr 
pncticBl  apfdication  depends  on  the  law— 
and  it  beoomei  neonsary  for  the  Govern, 
ment  to  ti^  care,  that  the  Uw,  on  which 
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justice  in  its  practical  application  depends, 
is  in  as  good  a  state  as  the  advancement  of 
knowledge,  the  state  of  sodety,  and  other 
circumstances  will  permit  The  constant 
fluctuation  of  all  human  afiairs — the  neir 
sort  of  transactions  in  which  men  from  time 

time  engage — the  new  relations  in  which 
they  stand  to  one  another,  make  it  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  their  welfare,  and  even 
for  the  peace  of  society,  that  such  corre- 
sponding changes,  as  wisdom  and  experience 
may  sanction,  should  from  time  to  time  be 
made  in  the  law. 

A  constant  and  vigilant  superintendance 
over  the  state  of  the  law  should  therefore 
be  diligently  exercised.  The  mode  of  ita 
working — the  defects  which  may  be  ob- 
served— the  inconveniences  which  ans^— 
should  be  duly  and  regularly  noted.  The 
learned  judges  whose  duty  it  is  to  admi- 
nister, but  who  have  no  anthoHty  to  make 
the  law,  when  they  meet  with  cases  to 
which  the  existing  law  is  not  applicable) 
should  give  information  to  the  Government, 
and  the  changes  which  may  from  time  to 
become  necessary  should  be  carefully 
tdered  upon  a  general  system,  la  the 
absence  of  any  efficient  assistance  in  this 
respect  from  the  Chancellor,  the  Govern- 
ment, in  both  its  executive  and  legislative 
parts,  is  in  want  of  a  constant  and  safe 
guide  to  useful  improvement  when  there  is 
need  of  it,  and  of  a  constant  and  prudent 
check  to  inconsiderate  innovatian  when 
igoorantly  proposed. 

It  is  impossible  that  the  laws  should  be 
absolutely  fixed,  but  custom  will^  always 
give  a  preference  to  that  which  has  been 
long  used  ;  and  by  adopting  a  proper  plan 
of  care  and  superintendance,  you  may  ac- 
quire a  fixedness  of  method  and  system 
which,  admitting  of  such  variations  at 
the  fluctuating  state  of  a^rs  may  and  must 
from  time  to  time  require,  will  neveithelesc 
estabUsh  and  confirm  those  settled  notions 
of  right  and  duty  on  which  the  welfare  of 
society  depends.  The  law  cannot  be  looked 
up  to  Willi  the  same  blind  veneration  that 
it  used  to  be  when  involved  in  mystery  and 
obscurity;  but  it  will  receive  a  different 
and  more  valuable  sort  of  veneration,  when 
all  rash  changes  are  checked,  and  all  useful 
suggestions  are  adopted,  as  they  ought  to 
be,  upon  a  general  plan,  for  the  purpose  of 
making  the  whole  system  conform  to  the 
habits  and  manners  of  the  people  at  large. 

Most  justiy  has  it  been  said,  "  Morota 
momm  titenlio  ret  tnrbulenta  etl,  aeaui  ae 
nooitat ;  "  and  truly  have  we  expenenced 
it  in  tiiis  country.    There  was  •  tinx^ 
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wbidi  all  who  hsve  attended  to  tite  subject 
may  remember,  when  no  change  that  could 
be  rensied  was  allowed ;    when  men  of 

rt  power  imd  influence  really  believed 
our  system  of  law  was  not  only  better 
than  that  which  was  enjoyed  by  any  other 
country,  but  was  as  a  whole,  and  in  every 
part,  better  than  any  thing  else  which  the 
wit  of  man  could  surest ;  when  Govern, 
ment,  or  the  law  authorities,  instead  of 
watching  the  system  with  a  view  to  im- 
provement when  safe  and  proper,  watched 
the  system  only  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
tecting it  in  the  state  it  then  was.  That 
plan  of  resistance  was  for  a  time  eminently 
successful ;  but  the  necessity  and  the  desire 
of  change  went  on  increasing,  and  at  length 
prevailed.  Proposals  to  change  then  i 
on  with  a  rapidity  which  scarcely  adm: 
of  control.  The  Government  has  from 
time  to  time  found  itself  embarrassed  by 
the  proposals  to  change  which  have  been 
made,  and  by  its  own  intnpacity  to  afibrd 
them  due  consideration.  The  Chancellor 
was  the  person  upon  whom  the  duty  de- 
volved, but  it  was  utterly  impossible  for  him 
to  perform  it,  and  the  expedient  has  been, 
to  appoint  commissions  to  inquire  into  the 
itate  of  the  law  in  its  different  branches, 
and  to  suggest  remedies  for  ascertained 
grievances. 

We  have,  accordingly,  within  a  few  years 
past,  had,  in  England  alone,  Comnussious  to 
uquire  into  the  state  of  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, the  Courts  of  Common  Law,  the  Law 
of  Real  Property,  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts, 
and  the  Statute  and  Criminal  Law.  The 
expedient  was  in  perfect  conformity  with 
the  established  practice  of  the  Constitution, 
but  was  never  before  so  extensively  resorted 
to.  The  Commissioners,  generally  speaking, 
have  applied  great  knowledge  and  Industry 
in  investigating  the  subjects  submitted  to 
their  consideration.  They  have  collected  a 
great  mass  of  very  valuable  information, 
and  made  many  useful  suggestions.  But 
they  worked  separately,  coUected  their  in- 
fbrmatbn  and  made  their  suggestions  sepa- 
rately, with  spedal  regard  to  their  own 
peculiar  objects  and  circumstances;  and 
their  recommendations  have  not  always 
been  perfectly  consistent  with  one  another. 
If  there  had  been  a  central  power  to  com- 
pare their  different  reports  with  each  other 
and  with  the  whole  system  of  the  law  ;  if 
tiiere  had  been  a  minister  able  to  bestow  his 
own  time  on  the  subject,  to  consult  tbe 
judges  and  officers  engaged  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law,  and,  after  receiving  their 
advice,  to  procure  the  proper  Bills  to  be  pre- 
pared, and  to  explain  to  Parliament  the  foun- 
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dadon  and  reasons  of  the  proposed  change^ 
i.  e.  if  the  time  of  th#  holder  of  the  Great 
Seal  had  not  been  otherwise  occupied,  the 
country  might,  before  this  time,  have 
derived  infinite  benefit  from  the  Reports  of 
the  Commissioners.  Under  the  circumstances 
which  have  existed,  some  fruits,  nay,  con- 
sidereble  fruits,  have  been  derived  from 
their  valuable  labours ;  but  I  would  ven- 
ture to  ask  the  members  of  tbe  successive 
Governments  which  have  existed  durini; 
the  last  ten  years,  if  the  difficulty  of 
determining  whether  (he  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Commissioners  should  or 
should  not  be  adopted,  or,  that  difficulty 
being  overcome,  whether  the  diffiulty  of 
preparing,  bringing  forward,  and  explaining 
the  necessary  Bills,  have  not  been  in  many 
instances  insuperable?  and  whether  this 
has  not  arisen  solely  from  the  want  of  suf- 
ficient knowledge  and  power  in  the  Govern- 
ment to  attend  to  the  subject  ? — a  want  of 
sufficient  knowledge  and  power,  which 
would  not  have  been  experienced  if  the 
holder  of  the  Great  Seal  had  not  been  so 
unavoidably  occupied  with  other  matters  aa 
to  prevent  his  giving  due  attention  to  the 
subject.  And  I  confidently  ask  every  man 
who  has  witnessed  with  any  attention  the 
manner  in  which  Acts  of  Parliament 
for  alterations  in  the  law  are  prepared  and 
brought  forward,  whether  he  ia  not  satis- 
fied Utat  very  great  public  inconvenience 
constantly  arises  from  the  want  of  some 
constitutedand  responsible  Minister  capable 
of  attending  to  the  subject,  and  of  giving 
the  requbite  Information  and  proper  as- 
sistance in  laying  the  propoaal  before  the 
legislature  for  its  consideration,  and  in 
framing,  and  finally  settling  the  details  of 
the  law,  when  tbe  general  principle  is  ap- 
proved of  ? 

It  is  in  vain  to  disguise  tbe  fact — eveir 
Government  has  struggled  with  the  dif- 
ficulty, and  at  times  even  attempted  to  dis- 
semble it ;  hut  the  present  arrangement  of 
the  offices  does  not  afibrd  the  country  the 
benefit  of  a  constant  and  vigilant  superin- 
tendance  over  the  adminisiratiou  of  justice, 
and  does  not  affiird  to  the  executive  Go- 
vernment and  to  the  legislature  such  re- 
gular and  constant  information  respecting 
the  stale  of  the  law,  the  proceedings  and 
situation  of  the  courts,  and  aU  other  matters 
relating  to  the  administration  of  civil  and 
criminal  justice,  nor  such  assistance  in  the 
preparation  of  new  laws,  as  may  afford  the 
best  guide  to  safe  and  useful  improvement, 
and  the  most  secure  check  to  rash  and 
ignorant  proposals  to  change.  Without  a 
proper  guide,  the  Parliament  proceeds  from 
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Bumulftting  one  itatute  upon  another,  with- 
out nyiteni  and  wi^out  order ;  and  tfaa 
■tatutet  thenuelvcB  are  often  framed  in 
nich  B  manner  as  almost  to  defy  interpre- 
tation ;  duilj  provoking  observation!  in  the 
courts  of  justice  upon  the  carelessaen  Rod 
want  of  skill  in  the  l^iilature. 

But  besides  the  inivnveniences  arising 
from  the  impoasibility  of  performing  the 
whole  duties  thrown  upon  the  Chancellor, 
there  are  others  which  arixe  from  some  of 
the  duties  which  he  is  obliged  to  perform 
being  incompatible  with  one  another,  and 
unfit  to  be  performed  by  the  same  man. 

Being  a  Judge  of  rehearing  in  the  Court 
of  Chancer;  and,  in  effect,  the  Judge  of 
■ppeal  in  the  House  of  Lords,  there  have 
been  in  practice  two  successive  appeals — 
one  from  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  or  Vicc- 
Chancellor  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  tlie 
Court  of  Chaneerr,  and  a  second  tVom  the 
Xx>rd  Chancelloir  in  the  Court  of  Chancery 
to  the  Lord  Cbutcellor  in  the  House  of 
Lords. 

The  due  administration  of  Justice  males 
St  absolutely  necessary,  that  the  decisions  of 
every  Judge  of  original  Jurisdiction  should 
be  aabject  to  reconsideration ;  not  only 
upon  ft  rehearing  before  the  same  judge, 
but  upon  an  appeal  to  another  judge  or 
court;  but  a  double  appeal  (being  more 
than  is  necessary  to  secure  the  due  admi- 
nistration of  justice)  producea  unnecessary 
litigation,  expense,  and  delay.  We  do  not 
want  BO  apped  in  the  shape  of  a  reheating 
and  then  a  real  appeal 

Lord  LvndkuTil :  That  is  what  this 
Bill  does  in  effect  provide. 

Lord  Langdale  :  Yea  :  and  my  ncAile 
and  learned  Friend  may  recollect  that  that 
is  one  of  the  provinons  of  which  I  have 
disapproved-  In  order  to  the  due  adminis- 
tration of  justice,  two  things  are  wanted— 
first,  a  rehearing,  which  enables  the  parties 
to  ofltr  new  arguments,  or  present  the  case 
in  a  new  light  to  the  same  judge,  and 
aflfbida  to  him  an  opportunity  en  correcting 
any  errors  into  which  be  may  have  acci- 
dentally fallen ;  and  secondly,  an  appeal  to 
another  Judge  or  court,  whenever  there  Is 
reason  to  think  that  the  judge  has  com- 
mitted an  error  after  the  case  aa»  been  duly 
presented  to  him,  and  he  has  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  duly  considering  it.  It  is  a  great 
mistake  to  suppose  that  a  cause  cannot  be 
candidly  and  ralrly  reheard  by  the  same 
judge.  I  have  been  witness  to  many  ir 
tances  of  that  kind  ;  and  no  doubt  thei 
■re  cases  in  which  the  Chancellor,  in  the 
name  of  the  House  of  Lords,  rererses  his 


this  he  might  do  in  his  own  nune,  upon  a 
rehearing  in  his  own  court,  without  the 
forms,  or  ihe  delays  and  expenses  of  a  j^e- 
tended  appeal  to  another  court. 

Moreover,  the  mind  of  a  judge  nigbt  to 
be  in  a  state  of  the  greatest  pMsihlv  calaa 
and  tranquillity.  His  cool  and  undistuib^ 
attention  should  always  he  given  to  the 
case  before  him,  and  he  tSould  be,  if 
poBuble,  protected  from  the  agitadon  of 
political  storms.  Yet  the  Chancellor  ia 
left  peculiarly  exposed  to  them  ,  and  what 
is  it  that  we  may  not  see?  The  man  ia 
sul^ect  to  human  frailty ;  he  is  called  from 
the  judgment-seat  to  mix  in  party  politic^ 
and  when  his  power  is  tottering  to  ita 
foundation,  or  great  political  escitement 
exists,  his  feelings  will  diow  aigns  cf  thejr 
existence.  One  man  may  be  almost  dis- 
solved in  tears — another  may  collect  hios- 
self  Into  ligidity,  by  an  effort  too  manifeat 
not  to  betray  his  inward  emotion  ( — another 
may  scarcely  seek  to  conceal  the  wild  es> 
cilement  which  tosses  his  mind : — but  all 
nuch  scenes  are  unseemly  on  the  Judgment- 
seat,  and  all  such  feelings  unfit  tho  judge 
to  do  Us  duty  there.  It  is  clear  that  such 
things  ought  to  be  avoided  ;  clear  also,  that 
a  Judge  ought  not  to  be  liable  to  be  assailed 
hy  the  importunities  and  solicltatiDns  which 
inevitably  crowd  on  the  potseasor  of  ^tcat 
patronage:  dear  also,  that  the  suiton 
ought  not  to  be  subject  to  the  great  ezpeoM 
and  inconvenience  which  is  ouen  produced 
by  the  change  of  their  Judge  with  the 
change  of  administration.  Let  the  case  of 
Lady  Hewley's  charity  be  taken  u  an 
example  of  this  sort  of  inconvenience.  The 
case  was  heard  before  a  nuhle  and  learned 
Lord  now  absent  (Lord  Brougham),  with 
the  assistance  of  two  judges.  Before  tba 
decision  was  given,  that  noble  and  learned 
Lord  ceased  to  be  Chancellor,  and  tha 
hearing  went  for  nothing.  The  case  was 
again  neard  hy  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  opposite  (Lord  Lyndhuret),  with  tha 
assistance  of  two  judges ;  and  before  the 
decision  was  given,  my  noble  and  leaned 
Friend  in  his  turn  ceased  to  be  Chancelloi : 
and  this  second  hearing  would  alw  fasn 
gone  fur  nothing  if  the  parties  had  not  con* 
sen  ted  to  be  bound  by  the  decision  of  nijr 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  notwithstanding 
his  loss  of  oSce.  Experience  has  indecn 
sufficiently  proved  the  great  inconvenienca 
resulting  trom  the  union  of  the  ptditical 
and  judicial  fimctioni  of  the  Cbancellori 

In  stating  the  inconveniences  which  ap* 
pear  to  have  arisen  in  the  difieient  ways  I 
have  mentioDed,  I  dunJd  be  son^  to  mvo 
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it  nqvoieilf  &Kt  I  imputa  Uiem  to  the 
panoaal  csaduot  of  the  eminent  men  who 
hare  lucceiaively  held  the  bish  offico  of 
Chancellar.  No  wan  U  bound  to  perform 
iinpossibiUtiei ;  snd  certoia  I  acp,  that  no 
nian  in  modern  limCR  has  been,  or  is  able 
to  perform,  in  a  satisfsctoi^  manner,  the 
DameroLu  important,  complicated,  and  iu- 
(umpatible  duties,  wbicli  are  attributed  to 
tb«  office  of  ChaneeUor.  And  if  it  should 
he  aai4  that  the  Chancellor,  finding  faimcelf 
emtttnaaied  by  the  multiplicity  of  his 
hiuineM,  ought  to  have  invetti^ted  the 
cause  and  pronded  a-  remedy;  I  ahalt 
answer,  that  it  woul4  have  been  hettqr  if 
he  had  dona  so,  but  that  every  lawyer  has 
been  brought  up  to  contemplate  the  office 
of  CbaaceTlor  as  the  great  object  d'  profea- 
nonal  ambition,  tbe  great  pn«a,  the  remote 
pmapect  of  which  ulured  tbe  itudent  to 
devote  bis  early  days  to  painful  and  la- 
borioua  induitry ;  and  the  poiaeuion  of 
which  rewarded  a  life  of  toil.  To  dim  the 
splendour  of  the  office  by  abstracting  any 
of  iti  attributes,  baa  been  thought  a  ip«cieB 
of  profanation;  every  legal  mind  bas  ra- 
Doiled  ffom  tb«  coniiasiBtion  of  npedienls 
likely  to  end  in  that  result;  and  l  cannot 
taka  upoQ  myself  to  imputa  Uamo  to  those 
who,  in  svdi  ciroumstancei,  bars  shrunk 
f;om  the  task.  But,  turn  tbs  matter  in 
flvery  wsy,  tbe  question  forces  itself  upon 
us — What  ought  to  be  done  with  the  office 
of  Chancellor  ?  From  the  numerous,  com- 
plicated, and  Incompatible  duties  thrown 
npon  him,  tbe  work  of  the  country  Is  not 
done;  And  I  b<^  that  1  am  not  assuming 
too  much  when  J  venture  to  say,  that  it 
oennot  be  dona  without  n  dirision  of  his 
labour  i  and  that  to  make  tbe  division  ef- 
fectual and  beneficial.  It  should  be  made 
into  three  dutlnct  parts,  according  to  the 
three  distinct  classes  of  dut^  which  the 
Chancellor  has  to  perform  :  tbe  judieiat 
ori^nal — tbe  judicial  appellate-'>«nd  the 
ptditieal.  If  the  neoessiiy,  and  also  tbe 
IffineipU  of  dlvisuHi  b«  ascertained,  we 
ou^t  (I  pwsune)  to  go  the  whole  length 
ta  which  the  principle  leads,  provided  we 
do  so  with  the  necMiary  prudenoo  and 
HUiion. 

Tbore  are  thre«  iVmft  Id  be  provided 
for:— 1st,  Miffitaenteriginal  judicial  power 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery;  9nd,suffioientlt 
pl  and  politicel  power  to  enable  the  Goven 
nent  to  nn  adequate  attention  to  the  stale 
of  the  law  ai^  tbe  administration  of 
Juatiee  {  Srd,  snffiaient  legql  Miisianoe  for 
the  aaralse  o{  the  appellate  judinial  power 
ef  tha  House  of  haiAt,     And,  ta  provide 
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for  these  ohjtot^  I  submit  to  your  Lord- 


'hat  the  Wd  ChanoeUoi  should  no 
longer  hold  tbe  Great  Seal,  but  be  created 
by  letters  patent,  and  confined  to  hU 
judicial  functions  of  original  jurisdioiimi  in 
the  Court  of  Cbanoery : 

That  the  Great  Seal  should  be  delivered 
to  a  Lord  Keeper,  wbo  should  perfarm  all 
tbe  political  functions  nhich  have  herettn 
fore  belonged  to,  or  ought  to  have  been 
exercised  by,  the  Lord  Chancellor  holding 
the  Great  Seal,  but  should  have  no  judicial 
power  whatever : 

That  this  House  should  be  made  a  satia 
factory  Court  of  Appeal,  by  the  appoint 
ment  of  judges  competent  to  do  the  work 
imposed  on  them,  and  responsible  for  the 
due  performance  of  tbeii  duttes> 

My  I^rds,  I  consider  that  this  may  be 
done  with  due  regard  to  the  prerogative  of 
the  Crown,  and  to  tbs  dignity  and  privi- 
leges of  this  House.  But  1  feel  that  I 
have  now  touched  upon  the  most  difficult 
part  of  my  sulyaat,  and  I  can  scarcely 
venture  to  proceed  further  without  entering 
ioto  some  historical  detail  respecting  the 
appellate  jurisdiction  of  this  House,  and  the 
attempts  which  have  from  Ume  to  tints 
been  made  to  reform  the  Court  cf  Chancery. 

It  is  not  easy  to  trace  accurately  the 
origin  of  tbe  legal  authority  of  the  House 
of  Xxirds,  in  matters  of  judicature.  Tbe 
King  was  at  all  tiraes  considered  ss  the 
fountain  of  justice,-.-«s  the  authority  to  be 
ttaoriM  to  in  any  case  of  grievance  by  error, 
deUy,  or  obstruction  in  the  ordinary  Courts: 
and  It  was  up<Mi  tbe  King,  or  tbe  King  ami 
his  Council,  especially  his  Council  in 
Pariiamenti  that  tbe  aountry  tnainly  relied 
for  redresfc  In  the  time  of  Edward  9ri, 
[H  Edw.  S,  Stat.  1,  cap.  OJ  it  wv 
enacted — 

"Thst  at  every  Parlit men t  should  beehosan 
a  prelate,  two  esHs,  and  two  baroni,  <rh« 
should  ba*e  commiision  and  powar  of  the 
King,  to  hear  by  peiiiion  delivered  (o  them, 
the  GomplalDts  of  nieraiices  and  delays  done 
in  judicature :  and  b;  good  ad>ice  of  Ihemr 
sehes,  the  Chancellor,  and  others,  should 
prcceed  to  take  a  good  accord,  and  make  a 
good  judgment.  And  that  in  case  ihe  diflU 
cully  sNined  so  great  that  it  might  not  be 
determined  without  assent  of  Parliaaieiit,  the 
rseords  were  to  be  brought  into  Iht  neM 
P^rMament,  and  there  a  final  accord  should  be 
taken,  what  judgment  iboald  be  gifen  in  tuo^ 
ease." 

The  Parliament  wbiob  originally  poo- 
setsed  judicature  was  the  High  Court  of 
Parliament,  of  which  tbe  King  was  tb« 
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bead,  and  the  House  of  Commons  a  con- 
Btituenl  part ;  but  the  House  of  Lorda 
containing  the  only  persons  who  in  early 
times  were  competent  to  attend  to  matters 
of  law,  it  IS  no  wonder  that  the 
diction  centered  there;  and  it 
conceived  that  any  cause,  and  in  any  stage 
of  it,  might  be  heard  and  detennined  in  this 
House: — that  this  House  might  receive 
the  first  plaint,  or  order  the  protxedings  in 
an  Inferi  ir  court  to  be  removed  hither  at 
anf  period,  and  assume  the  tasic  of  deter- 
mining them.  With  these  matters  involved 
in  the  obscurity  of  what,  for  this  purjwse, 
msy  be  considered  remote  antiquity,  it  is 
unnecessary  to  occupy  time. 

The  appellate  jurisdiction  from  the 
Courts  of  Common  Law,  was  that  which 
was  first  reduced  to  regular  form.  It 
upon  the  King's  writ,  which,  after 
variatiim  of  form,  ultimately  became  a  writ 
whereby  the  judge  in  the  court  below, 
upon  uk^ed  error,  was  commanded  to 
hrin^  the  record  to  his  Majesty  in  his 
Parliament,  that  he,  with  the  assent  of 
the  Lords  spiritual  and  temporal,  in  the 
same  Parliament,  might  cause  to  be  done 
what  was  right  for  correcting  the  alleged 

Upon  the  conndenition  of  the  errors,  i 
would  appear  that  the  learned  persons  whi 
are  now  summoned  to  attend  this  House 
as  the  King's  council  here,  bad  not  only 
voice  of  advice,  as  they  now  have,  but  also 
voice  of  suffrage  which  they  now  have  not ; 
and  that  afterwards  the  King,  either  of  hii 
own  authority  or  with  the  advice  of  the 
Hmise,  assigned  a  select  number  of  Lords 
and  Judges  to  hear  and    determine  the 
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,  that  when  in  pursuance  of  the 
it  the  record  is  brought  into 
,  and  the  alleged  errors  are  to 
be  considered,  it  is  the  House  of  Lords  who 
an  to  decide  the  question,  though  the  Lords 
for  their  own  assistance  or  satisfaction,  may 
ash  the  advice  of  the  Judges  and  others  who 
attend  the  House,  as  the  King's  council 
here. 

This  was  a  settled  course  of  proDeeding 
before  it  became  necessary  to  consider  of 
appe^  from  the  Courts  of  Equity.  When 
the  hunness  of  these  Courts  increased  and 
their  decrees  became  numerous,  the  neces- 
sity of  providing  some  means  of  revising 
thdr  judgments  must  have  become  obvious. 
But  the  great  Courts  of  Equity— the  Court 
of  Chancery,  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  and 
the  Court  of  Rrauests,  as  well  as  the  Equity 
Court  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  were 


presided  over  by  the  Lord  CfaaneeUor,  tin 
Lord  Treasurer,  and  the  Lord  Privy  Seal, 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy, — all 
great  officers  of  state ;  and  it  was  not  easy 
to  provide  a  remedy.  The  first  expedient 
resorted  to  was,  to  apply  to  the  King  for 
Commissions  to  examine  the  decrees ;  and 
instances  of  auch  Commissions  to  examine 
the  decrees  made  in  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
are  found  in  the  times  of  Elizabeth,  nnd  a( 
James  1st  and  Charles  let ;  but  it  was  not 
unfrequent  to  attempt  to  vacate  decrees, 
by  BiU  in  Parliament  in  a  legislative  way. 

It  is  probable  that  the  House  of  Lords 
was  first  applied  to  by  way  of  petition  to 
itself,  in  the  time  of  James  1st;  and  it  is 
very  singular,  as  showing  the  state  of  the 
jurisdiction  at  that  time,  that  in  a  case  in 
which  the  House  bad,  upon  petition,  made 
an  order  that  was  complained  of,  they  did 
not  persevere  in  m^taining  the  order, 
but  directed  that  the  cause  should  be  re- 
viewed in  Chancery,  by  the  Lord  Keeper, 
assisted  by  such  Lords  of  Parliament  ai 
should  he  named  by  the  House,  end  the 
Lord  Keeper  was  to  be  a  suitor  to  ha 
Majesty  for  a  Commission.  The  juris, 
diction  of  the  House  was  not  freely  exercised 
till  after  the  Restoration;  and  after  soma 
disputes  which  had  their  origin  in  question! 
of  privilege,  the  House  of  Commons,  on  the 
19th  of  November,  1675,  passed  this 
resolution : — 

"  Whereas  the  House  has  been  inrormed  of 
several  appeals  depending  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  from  Courts  of  Eqaiiy,  10  the  great 
violation  of  the  riglits  and  liberties  of  the 
Commons  of  England ;  it  is  this  day  resolved 
and  declared,  that  ivhosoever  shall  solicit, 
plead,  or  prosecme  any  appeal  against  any 
Commoner  of  EogUnd,  from  any  Court  of 
Equity,  before  the  House  of  Lords,  shall  be 
deemed  and  taken  abetrayer  oflhe  rights  and 
liberties  of  the  people  of  England,  and  shall 
be  proceeded  against  accordingly." 

The  Commons  looii  after  voted  two 
appellanU  into  custody.  The  Leads  voted 
protection  to  the  same  persons,  and  declared 
the  resolution  of  the  Commons  to  ba 
"illegal,  unparliamentary,  and  tending  to 
a  dissolution  of  the  government."  Upra 
this  the  King  prorogued  the  Parliament 
for  fifteen  months,  and  the  dispute  was 
afterwards  settled  under  circumstances  not 
well  known.  The  Lords,  however,  suc- 
ceeded in  establishing  their  right.  After 
jnion  with  Scotland,  (though  the  Act 
took  no  notice  of  the  app^te  jurisdictitm,) 
appeals  were  brought  to  the  House  of 
Lords  from  ScotlaM,  by  petiUoa  to  tba 
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and  by  tlie  Act  of  Union  with  Ireland, 
^ipellate  iuiiidiction  wsi  exprenlj  reterred 
to  the  Hotue  of  Ixndi  en    the    United 


The  jurisdiction  which  in  procen  of  time 
wu  thus  Grmlj  establiahed,  was  Kt  an  earlj 
period  disapproved  of  by  Sir  Matthew  Hale, 
who  pointed  out  the  inconveniences  arising 
from  such  a  Court  of  Appeal  from  the 
judfimenta  of  learned  Judges  given  with 
deUberation,  and  yet  subject  to  be  over- 
thrown  by  one  dngle  content  or  not  content; 
and  it  does  seem  a  singular  constitution, 
that  a  House  composed  as  this  ia,  should 
have  power  to  decide  in  matters  of  law  by 
a  majority  of  votes  against  the  opinion  of 
all  the  Judges.  This  power,  however,  has 
been  but  rarely  exercised.  Very  few  in- 
stances of  the  interference  of  the  House 
of  Lords  against  the  opinion  of  the  Chan- 
cellor have  occurred.  The  reason  un- 
doubtedly  in,  that  whatever  msy  have  been 
done  goon  afler  the  jurisdiction  was  first 
exercised,  the  Members  of  the  House  have 
eenerally  thought  it  unbecoming  to  inter- 
fere in  mstteni  which  they  did  not  under- 
BtandjOr  in  which  they  might  have  a  personal 
interest ;  and,  in  the  result,  it  has  gene- 
rally been  found  difficult  to  induce  the 
Loras  to  attend  at  alL  The  inconveniences 
indicated  by  Sir  Matthew  Hale,  and  which 
were  experienced  in  his  time,  can  be  hardly 
said  to  exiKt  in  modem  times.  The  whole 
business  has  been  usually  left  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  or  Lord  Keeper  alone ;  he  has 
decided  sppeals  and  writs  of  error  according 
to  his  own  judgment  and  discretion,  asmsted 
when  he  pleased  by  other  Judges;  but  his 
decisions  have  been  made  in  the  name  of 
the  House ;  and  from  the  circumstance  of 
bis  JudgmentH  being  nominally  those  of  the 
House,  they  have  had,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
public  and  of  the  profes^on,  a  much  more 
unpoting  dignity  and  authority  than  they 
would  have  hare  bad  if  pronounced  by  him 
u  a  singl«  Judge  in  a  distinct  Court,  In 
thia  view,  the  public  were,  for  a  constderable 
time,  rather  benefited  than  injured  by  an 
■rran^ment  which  at  first  seemed  very 
objectionable.  There  were  persons  who 
■miled  at  the  contrivances  and  ceremonies 
tesorted  to  for  the  purpose  of  giving  to  the 
proceedings  of  one  man  the  appearance  of 
being  the  proceedings  of  the  House  of 
Lor& ;  but,  in  substance,  the  public  looked 
to  the  Chancellor  alone;  the  Chancellor 
Well  knew  that  the  only  responsibility, 
which  the  nature  of  the  case  admitted  of. 
Tested  in  him ;  he  took  pains  accordingly, 
«ad  the  public  had  the  benefit. 


But  an  inconvenienet^  not  contev^ated 
at  an  early  period,  arose.  The  Chancellor 
having,  in  substance,  become  the  sole  J  aiga 
of  Appeals  in  the  House  of  Lord^  ue 
business  of  Appeals  could  not  ordinarily 
proceed  in  his  absence ;  and,  at  the  sam* 
time  the  business  of  the  Court  of  Chancery 
was  continually  increasing.  The  businesa 
of  Appeals  was  increased  by  the  union  with 
Scotland,  and  long  afterwards  by  the  uiiioa 
with  Ireland.  It  would  be  tedious  to 
trace  the  history  with  minuteness.  The 
Chancellor  had,  as  I  have  said,  three 
sorts  of  business.  He  was  a  politician ;  * 
Judge  of  Appeal  in  the  House  of  Lords  ; 
and  a  Judge  in  his  own  Court.  His  in- 
creasing occupations  deprived  the  country, 
in  a  great  pleasure,  of  the  benefit  of  b^ 
general  superintendence  of  the  law;  but 
there  were  parts  of  his  political  business  of 
such  urgent  and  pressing  necessity  that 
they  could  not  be  neglected,  and  they  were 
not.  The  itat  of  bis  time  was  divided 
between  the  House  of  Lords  and  the  Court 
of  Chancery;  and  in  neither  place  could 
satisfaction  be  given.  X  pass  ovei  the 
complaints  whi(£  were  from  time  to  time 
made  during  the  whole  course  of  the 
eighteenth  century,  and  cume  to  a  period 
of  ten  years  after  the  union  with  Ireland. 
In  the  spring  of  1611,  there  were  depend- 
ing in  the  House  296  appeals  and  forty-two 
writs  of  error;  a  Committee  was  appointed 
to  inquire  what  measures  it  might  be 
expedient  to  adopt,  for  the  more  ezpeditioua 
hearing  of  causes  brought  into  the  House 
by  appeals  and  writs  of  error.  On  the 
20th  May,  the  Committee  reported  that  it 
would  be  expedient  for  the  House  to  ut 
for  hearing  ^ipeals,  at  least  three  days  ia 
every  week  during  the  Session ;  meeting 
at  ten  o'clock  at  the  latest  on  each  day,  till 
the  arrear  should  be  considerably  reduced, 
end  subsequently  two  days  in  the  week ; 
that,  as  such  a  regulation  would  take  up  a 
lai^  portion  of  the  Chancellor's  time,  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  that  some  relief 
should  be  afforded  him  in  the  discharge  of 
his  other  judicial  duties ;  and  that  it  was 

I  expedient  (in  order  to  secure  at  the  same 

'  time  a  sufficient  attendance  upon  the  House 
of  Lords  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and 
sufficient  means  for  carrying  on  the  business 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery)  that  an  addi- 
tional Judge  in  the  Court  of  Chancery 
should  be  appointed.  On  the  SOib.  May, 
the  resolutions  of  the  Committee  were 
adopted  by  the  House  ;  and  they  were  the 
germ  of  the  Bill  for  the  appointment  of 

j  the  Vice-Chancellor,  which  passed  into  % 

>  law  about  two  yean  afterwaroi. 
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Ahntt  tba  Umg  whra  the  Committee 
nported,  the  House  of  Common*  initituted 
pw»c««dinpi  of  thur  own  on  the  nme 
nihjeot.  The  quettum  wni  taken  up  as  a 
party  qncgtion,  A  deaiie  to  throw  blame 
on  Ixxi  Eldon  appean  to  hare  been  at  Ii 

ai  powerful  as  the  Ioto  of  Jiutice  in 

nrimli  of  lome  of  thoae  who  oppoted  the 
noanire ;  mad  the  dehatei  of  the  period, 
thou^  afibtding  lome  uieful  luggettioni, 
BcmtMn  but  little  valuabla  ingtructioo. 
There  wen  ihoie  who  thought,  or  laid  they 
ttumght,  ihat  the  ChmoBilor,  by  hie  pewonal 
ditatorineH,  wai  the  sole  cause  of  the 
Obwruotion  to  Jtiitice,  both  in  the  Houk  of 
I^wda  and  in  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
Othen  eooddered  that  the  arrean  might  be 
•ffiKliially  dinnwd  of,  and  the  growinif 
bunneM  kept  down,  hy  inducing  the  Mai- 
ter  of  the  RoUj  to  tale  upon  hiniMlf  a 
greater  proportion  of  duty  than  he  then 
pwfcrmed;  by  tal:iiig  from  the  Ixnd 
Chancellor  the  bu*ine«  in  bankruptcy ;  by 
a^ratinff  the  offioe  of  Speaker  of  the 
HouKofLoidi  from  that  of  ChaDcellor; 
m  by  making  the  office  of  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaiiter  efficient. 

The  Bill  at  length  paned  without  any 
material  alteration.  In  the  courte  of  its 
progtrii  through  the  House  of  Lords, 
Uird  Eldon  had  nid,  "  that  according  to 
the  mode  of  proceeding  theretofore  acted 
upon,  the  arrean  then  on  the  table  could  not 
be  dinxned  of  for  eleven  yean  from  that 
Ume;  and  Lord  RedeM^ale  had  said. 
Either  that  measure  must  peu,  or  the 
Mouse  must  abandon  its  appellate  juris- 
•flictioo.  Which  was  the  most  constitutional 
aourae,"  he  said,  "it  needed  no  argument 
•o  point  out."    The  preamble  stated,  that 


"The  rumW o1 
In  Parliament  had  6t  late  years  greally  in- 
•reated,  and  it  had  become  necessary  Ihat  a 
hf  er  proportion  of  tine  shoald  be  atloiied 
fc^  betnnft  and  determining  atich  appeals  and 
wriii  of  error,  than  bad  usualry  been  employed 
fcrihai  purposcand  iberafore,  as  well  u  fonha 
better  ad  mioiit  ration  of  Justice  in  the  sereral 
judicial  functioni  belonging  to  (he  offices  of 
the  Lord  High  ChancBltor,  Lord  Keeper,  or 
I-onli  Com  misaio  tiers  for  the  custody  ofthe 
Great  Seal  of  the  United  Kingdom,  it  is  ex- 
pedientthatanotherJudgeshauld  be  appointed 
ht  BBifst  in  ibe  discharge  of  such  judicial  func- 
imna,  Be  it  therefore  aoacted,  Sto.*' 
Throughout  the  proceeding,  it  was  as- 
Bumed,  that  delays  in  the  Court  of  Chan* 
eery  arose  from  theabaence  of  the  Chancellor 
to  attend  to  the  business  of  the  House  rf 
^rds ;  and  that  the  j  udiclal  bunness  of  the 
House  of  I^rdi  could  not  be  transacted 


without  withdrawing  the  Chutcellor  flvm 
his  own  Court,  to  an  extent  wbiBli  wottld 
be  injurious  to  the  ruiton  then,  If  other 
assistance  were  not  ptnvided. 

The  Bill  having  iKCome  a  iaw,th*Viee' 
Chancellor  took  h'ts  teat  in  the  Oourt  of 
Chancery,  and  the  HouM  paiaed  the  order 
which  iti  the  book  is  numbered  183,  for 
heating  causes  three  days  a  week.    Th« 
predictions  of  the  opponents  of  the  maa- 
sure  were  fulfilled  in  this,  that  the  Loht 
Chancellor  became  almost  entirely  a  jndg* 
for  rehearing  the  orders  and  decrees  of  th« 
Master  of  the  Rolls  or  Vice- Chan  eel  l«  • 
but  in  other  respecii  the  result  did  not  an- 
swer the  expectations  of  either  eupporten 
or  opponents.   A  great  deal  more  businAt 
was  done,  both  in  the  House  and  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  but  the  business  «U 
by  no  means  cleared  off;  and  ten  jean 
afterwards  the  House  was  told  by  Lord 
Liverpool  that  "  when  the  measure  waa 
proposed   in    1813,    for   hearing   appeala 
during  the  whole  morning,  three  days  In 
the  week,  in  that  House  (and  which   had 
been  rigidly  adhered  to),  it  was  expected 
that  when  the  then  existing   errear  of  ap- 
peals was  got  rid  of,  the  number  would  be 
so  kept  down,  that  one  day  in  the  neek 
would  suffice  for  hearing  them,  and  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  might  then  be  enabled 
to  devote  the  other  two  days  to  the  busi- 
ness  of  the  Court  of  Chancery.     So  Air, 
however,  from  this   being  the   case,   the 
number  of  appeala  had  actually  increased 
since  that  period,  the  number  lodged  being 
j570,  considerably  more  than  the  number 
heard  and  decided."    A  Select  Committee 
was  consequently  appointed,   to  conaider 
of  the  best  means  of  facilitating  the  ad- 
minialration  of  justice  at  eonneoted  with 
the  hearing  of  appeals,  writa  of  error,  and 
other  judicial  buaioess.  In  June  1823,  the 
Committee  made  their  Report,  and  afUr 
adverting  to  the  eatablishment  of  the  Vjco- 
Chanceltor's  Court,  and  the  162nd  order 
of  the  House,  they  stated  thatall  the  exer- 
tions which  were  used  had  at  length  been 
found  inefiectual ;  and  then  they  espreaaad 
themselves  in  die  remarkable  worda  alreadT 
qaoted  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
on  the  Woolsack,—"  There  ii  now  a  mm- 
nifest  impossibility,  that  any  person  hold- 
ing the  Great  Seal  can  find  the  time  wbidi 
is  requisite  for  the  buiineu  of  the  Conrt 
of  Chancery  and  the  Mouse  of  Lords,  and 
for  all  the  other  great  and  arduooa  dutiea 
of  bis  high  office."    Nobody  can  read  th« 
report  wttboot  ackDOwled|iii|>   tiuit  lfa« 


'.  Google 


Ml  TktJfpaBtU  {Jo»I3> 

ConmittM  toek  K  ma*  ^"^  (*f  P**"*!  "i*^ 

iDTeiligalM]  notMlytha  immediate  objects 
of  tlwii  inqviry,  bat  aoma  other  importaut 
antQBCtB  Gonaected  with  them.  The  Cdid- 
miUee,  boweveT,  came  to  lingutarl;  vreak 
coDclnaiona.  Thej  lecommended  the  ap- 
pointMeiit  of  Speaken  by  Royal  Commia- 
aioii  fortha  hearioK  of  appeata,  and  a 


Itwaanot  difficult  to  procare  the  ap- 
pointmeDt  of  Speakers,  and,  perliaps,  not 
rery  diffieutt  to  induce  the  Honse  to  make 
ordera  to  compel  the  attendance  of  Peers, 
bat  some  discnssioiii  took  place.  In  pTO- 
poaing  the  ordera,  which  bear  date  tbe  7th 
of  July,  1823,  and  are  numbered  from  200 
to  SOS,  Lord  Liverpool  felt  ibe  difficalty 
of  hia  anbjeet ;  he  tntimsted  his  opinion, 
th«t  there  were  strong  reasons  for  removing 
the  Scotch  appeals  to  some  other  jurisdic- 
tlen,  and  slated  "  that  he  ol^ected  to  the 
separation  of  the  office  of  Chancellor  from 
tbalof  Speaker  of  tbe  Rouse  of  Lords,  and 
ma  unwilling  to  see  (hat  high  and  ancient 
office  fritter^  away  by  regulaiiom 
dncing  or  dividing  its  dutiea."  Lord  Etdon 
took  occasion  to  lay,  "  that  he  had 
known  any  man  in  the  profession  who  had 
not  deprecated  the  separation  of  the  two 
offices  of  Lord  Chancellor  and  Speaker  of 
tbe  Hoase  of  Lords.  Against  that  project, 
tharefcne,  he  opposed  not  merely  his  own 
individual  opioron,  bot  the  collective  opin- 
ieo  of  an  acute  and  intelligent  profession." 
Toor  Lordships  will  perceive  that  1  make 
no  atleaapt  to  conceal  or  disgnii 
weight  of  authority  which  there  is  against 
ay  aif«neDt. 

It  ia  to  be  lenwrked,  that  in  th 
of  the  debate,  Lord  Colcheiter  stated,  that 
"  praapective  measures  were  in  contem- 
plation to  prevent  the  future  growth  of  ap- 
peals, and,  amongst  them,  he  mentioned 
bis  undentanding  that  a  revision  of  the 
practka  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  had  al- 
fMdy  reached  tbe  fint  stage  of  its  pro- 
grase,  and  that  a  complete  report  bad  been 
vade  to  tbe  Chancellor  of  ail  the  i^pila- 
tiODS  established,  from  time  to  lime,  by 
Aoaa  who  kad  betd  the  Great  Seal ;  and 
that  upon  the  foandatioo  of  that  Report 
tbe  Chancellor,  in  conjunction  with  the 
vtber  two  judges  of  his  court,  might  pro- 
ceed to  make  great  im|Hovemenis  in  thi 
•dninistratioD  of  jaslice  in  that  conrt.' 
Whether  any  material  progress  was  made 
m  that  Tery  important  work  does  not  ap- 
|ww,  bnt  Lord  Spaakon  wwe  appnnted, 
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nnd  the  ordera  ($00  to  209)  providii^ 
for  the  compulsory  attendaoee  of  Peers 
were  made.  They  continued  in  operation 
till  the  1st  of  February,  1828,  when  one 
of  them  was  vacated,  and  the  rest  of  them 
were  suspended ;  it  being,  I  believe,  found 
more  troublesome  to  enforce  tbe  process 
for  compulsory  attendance,  than  to  in- 
duce particular  lords  to  attend  bysoliciia- 
tion . 

Whilst  the  Honae  proceeded  to  hear 
appeals  oodcr  tbe  presidency  of  Lord  Oif- 
ford  as  Lord  Speaker,  the  attention  of  tbe 
House  of  Commons  was  strongly  directed 
to  the  delays  of  the  Court  of  Cbsnceryt 
and  the  task  of  revising  its  practice  being 
probably  found  more  difficult  than  whs  ex- 
pected, in  the  year  1 824  a  Commission  r^ 
sued,  to  inquire  whether  any  and  what  al- 
terations could  be  made  in  the  practice 
of  the  Court,  or  in  the  offices  of  the  Coart, 
by  which  expense  and  delay  might  be  di- 
minished, and  also  whether  anybusineaa 
could  be  usefully  withdrawn  from  the  Court 
and  committed  to  any  other  Court.  The 
Commission  diligently  and  fairly  pursued 
the  objects  of  their  inquiry — they  exa- 
mined many  witnesses,  and  made  a  report, 
which,  though  in  my  opinion  it  fell  short 
of  the  exigency  of  the  case,  did  neverthe- 
less recommend  many  useful  regnlations, 
and  in  useful  elBciency  exceeded  the  then 
expectations  of  the  public.  There  aeems 
no  reason  to  doubt,  tliat  tbe  Government 
of  that  day  was  desirous  to  act  bona  Jidt 
upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Commis- 
sionets.  Mynoble  and  learned  Friend  op- 
posite, who  then  held  tbe  office  of  Attor- 
ney-General, brought  a  Bill  for  that  pur- 
pnse  into  the  House  of  Commons  ;  he  re- 
sumed it  in  the  following  year,  when  ha 
was  Master  of  the  Rolls,  and  would  pro- 
bably have  persevered,  if  he  hsd  continued 
a  member  of  that  House  ;  but  being  ele- 
vated to  the  office  of  Chancellor,  he  bad 
occaaion  to  consider  the  subject  ia  a  new 
point  of  view,  f  can  bear  witness  to  the 
anxious  attention  which  he  paid  to  the 
propositions  which  had  been  recommended 
by  the  Commissioners;  but  no  new  ordera 
were  published  tilt  April,  1828  ;  and  at  last 
it  became,  I  believe,  perfectly  manifest  to 
his  mind,  that  an  increase  of  judicial  power 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  give  the  suitors  tbe  full  benefit 
of  any  other  regulations  which  might  be 
adopted;  and  accordingly  in  May,  1829, 
and  afterwards  in  May,  1830,  he  brought 
Billa  (for  there  w««  two,  and  not  one  Bill 
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only,as  mig;lit  be  collected  from  his  state- 
ment  to-night)  into  ibis  House  "  for  faci- 
litating the  admiuistration  of  justice  in 
suits  and  other  proceedings  in  equity." 
Both  of  these  BiUs  authorised  the  appoint- 
ment of  an  additional  Judge  in  the  Court 
of  Chancery,  subordinate  to  the  Lord  Clian- 
cellor.  The  6rBt  contained  a  provrao, 
enabling  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  to  dis- 
pose of  business  not  usually  tranascted 
10  his  Court.  This  proviso  was  omitted 
in  the  second  Bill,  which  contained  K 
clause  enabling  his  Majesty  to  discontinue 
the  new  judge,  if  be  should  tliink  fit,  in 
case  of  vacancy. 

Nothing  can  be  more  clear  than  that  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite,  was 
well  founded  in  his  opinion,  that  there  was 
a  want  of  judicial  power  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  When  he  brought  in  his  first 
Bill,  he  proposed  that  the  master  of  the 
Rolls  should  sit  in  the  morning  like  other 
jodfres,  and  that  the  equity  jurisdiction  of 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  should  be  trans- 
ferred to  his  proposed  new  judge.  I  be- 
lieve that  I  am  right  in  supposing-,  that  il 
an  increase  of  judicial  power  had  been  ob- 
tained, the  noble  Lord  meditated  othei 
changes  to  a  considerable  extent :  amongst 
them,  some  changes  carried  into  effect  by 
his  successor,  such  as  diminishing  the  num- 
ber of  the  London  Commissioners  of  Bank- 
rupt, and  taking  from  the  masters  and  other 
officers  of  the  Court,  all  interest  in  copy- 
money ;  and  a  most  important  change, 
which  1  hope  wilt  become  the  subject  of 
more  consideration  hereafter,  viz.,  the 
establishment  of  local  ministerial  authi 
ties,  to  perform,  at  less  expense,  many  i 
portant  functions  now  exercised  by  the 
Masters  in  London,  and  by  special  Com- 
missioaers  in  almost  every  suit;  1  say,  that 
I  have  reasons  to  believe  that  such  objects 
as  these  were  meditated  by  the  noble  Lord  ; 
but  undoubtedly  he  did  not  develope  the 
whale  of  bis  plans,  and  they  were  not  well 
or  clearly  understood  by  the  public,  or  by 
the  House  of  Commons;  they  were  most 
vehemently  opposed,  and  most  languidly 
supported  by  everybody  but  himselF.  To- 
night, if  he  will  excuse  me  for  saying  so 
he  has  shown  some  irritation  in  noticing 
the  manner  in  which  his  proposal  was 
treated  by  his  opponents  ;  to  me  it  seems, 
that  he  has  at  least  as  strong  ground  of 
complaint  against  many  of  those  who  were 
ranked  among  his  friends.  Both  his  Billi 
passed  this  House,  but  the  Bill  of  1829, 
Rfter  one  reading  in  the  Houk  of  Com- 
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ons,  was  postponed  till  the  next  msuoh  : 
id  the  Bill  of  1830  was  not  resumed  in 
the  House  of  CommoDS  after  the  death  of 
the  late  King,  (Geo.  4th.)  which  happ«)ed 
during  its  progress.    Before  the  end  of  the 
the  important  statutes  genenUlj 
known  in  the  profession  by  the  name  of 
Sugden'fl  Acts"  were  passed  under  the 
auspices  of  Government,  and  effected  im- 
portant improvement  in  the  procesSf  aod 
m  the  administrative  power  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery. 

In  November,  1830,  there  waa  a  change 
of  Admiuistration,  and,  before  the  atten- 
tion of  the  new  Government  could  well  be 
directed  to  the  subject.  Sir  Edward  Sag- 
den  took  occasion  to  slate  his  view  of  the 
question  of  Chancery  reform.  His  speech 
on  the  subject  was  delivered  on  the  16th 
December,  1830.  He  made  a  great  va- 
riety of  useful  practical  suggestions,  which 
it  would  be  well  for  every  judge,  and  for 
every  practitioner  in  the  Court  to  give  se- 
rious attention  to.  He  did  not  propose  the 
appointment  of  a  new  judge,  but  to  make 
the  Vice- Chan  cell  or  independent  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  to  make  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron  exclusively  an  equity  Judge,  and 
assimilate  the  practice  of  the  equity  side  of 
the  Court  of  Exchequer,  to  that  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  and  to  create  an  in- 
termediate Court  of  Appeal,  consisting  of 
three  out  of  the  four  equity  judges  in- 
tended to  remain:  and  he  declared,  that 
(he  intention  to  remove  the  equity  juris- 
diction of  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  had 
never  for  an  instant  been  entertained  by 


The  idea  of  such  acourtof  intermediate 
appeal  was  taken  from  tiie  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer chamber.  Every  thing  which  pro- 
ceeds from  the  very  learned  and  eminent 
person  by  whom  this  scheme  was  recom- 
mended, is  entitled  to  attention  and  re- 
spect ;  but  on  the  best  consideration  which 
1  have  been  able  to  give  to  the  subject, 
it  does  not  appear  to  me  that  bis  plan 
could  have  succeeded.  Whilst  three 
judges  were  occupied  in  hearing  appeals, 
one  only  could  have  been  left  to  hear 
original  causes,  and  such  an  impediment 
would  have  greatly  increased  the  obstnic- 
tion. 

When  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  now 
absent  (Lord  Brougham)  became  posiesiad 
of  the  Great  Seal,  be  contemplated,  and 
soon  afterwards  effected  many  importsot 
changes.  At  first  he  was  so  far  fran  *Dp« 
posing  that  the  appoiatmnit  of  ft  DttW 
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judge  was  nectiaaiy,  that  he  uemi  to  have 
thought  the  Court  Btronger  than  enough, 
and  he  actually  ezpresaed  hii  opiaion,  that 
by  the  changes  he  was  to  bring  about,  he 
BhouJd  be  able  to  dispense  with  the  office 
of  Vice-Chancellor.  This  was  in  Febru- 
ary, 1831.  In  July,  1833,  further  expe- 
rience had  so  far  altered  his  Lordship's 
views,  that  he  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
House  a  Bill,  entitled,  "  An  Act  for  ap- 
pointing a  Chief  Judge  in  Chancery,  and 
forestablishiogaCourt  of  Appeal  in  Chan- 
cery." The  proposed  new  judge  was,  with 
certain  exceptioni,  to  have  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery  all  the  powers  and  jurisdiction 
of  the  Lord  Cbancellor;  and  the  new 
Court  of  Appeal  was  to  be  constituted  by 
letters  patent,  and  to  consist  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  the  new  Judge,  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls,  the  Vice- Chancellor,  and  the 
Chief  Baron  of  the  Exchequer,  any  three 
of  whom  were  to  form  a  Court :  and  there 
was  to  be  a  right  of  appealing  from  this 
Court  of  Appeal  to  the  House  of  Lords,  if 
the  three  judges  did  not  concur,  or  if  they 
did  not  confirm  the  judgment  appealed 
from.  The  proposed  intermediate  Court 
of  Appeal  was  cTideotty  framed  on  the 
model  of  Sic  Edward  Sugden's  plan,  and 
was  liable  to  the  like  objections.  By  the 
appointment  of  the  new  judge,  it  was  in- 
tended to  reserve  to  the  Lord  Chancellor 
his  political  functions,  his  ministerial  func- 
tions, and  his  functions  as  a  Judge  of 
'  Appeals  in  the  House  of  Lords,  in  the 
Privy  Council,  and  in  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, and  big  jurisdiction  in  matters  of 
lunacy. 

In  the  course  of  the  next  year,  another 
plan  was  proposed  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  and  in  August,  1834,  he 
laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House  a  Bill, 
entitled  "  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  the 
appellate  jurisdtctioo  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  for  certain  other  purposes." 
The  principal  object  of  the  Bill  was,  tc 
enable  the  House  of  Lords  to  refer  mat- 
teta  of  appeal  to  the  Judicial  Committee 
of  the  Privy  Council.  The  Bill  was 
printed,  but  the  subject  of  it  was  never 
diictttsed  in  the  House. 

It  is  right  to  observe,  that  during^  the 
Chancellorship  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Author  of  the  two  Bills  I  have  last  men- 
tioned, Acts  of  Parliament  were  passed, 
which  took  from  the  Chancellor  all  in- 
torett  in  fees,  and  took  from  the  Masters 
in  Chancery  and  Registnira  all  interest 
pt  feet  and  copy  money,  and  thna  effected 


an  object  previously  contemplated  by  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite,  and 
which  more  than  any  thing  which  I  am 
aware  of,  has  cleared  away  obstructions 
to  future  improvement.  Some  inconve- 
niences may  for  a  time  arise  from  them. 
The  gain  on  each  particular  step  in  a 
proceeding  is  taken  away  ;  with  the  gain 
are  lost,  at  the  same  time,  the  stimulus  to 
advance,  and  the  temptation  to  multiply 
steps.  The  temptation  to  multiply  steps 
and  increase  the  number  of  fees  to  be  re- 
ceived, seems  to  me  more  likely  to  pro- 
duce bad  consequences  than  the  loss  of 
the  stimulus  is  likely  to  do;  and  I  think 
that  regulations  may  be  adopted  to  secure 
due  exertion  without  resorting  to  the  in- 
terest of  the  purse. 

My  Lords,  after  the  detail,  which  I  am 
afraid  may  have  been  thought  tedious,  it 
seems  scarcely  necessary  to  say,  that  it 
would  ill  become  me  to  dogmatise  on  a 
subject  of  so  much  importance  and  diffi< 
culty.  I  shall  not  err  by  over  confidence; 
and  having  used  my  sincere  endeavours 
to  find  an  adequate  remedy  for  grievances 
admitted  to  exist,  I  may,  perhaps,  be  ex- 
cnsed  for  hoping  that  blame  will  not  be 
imputed  to  me  if  I  should,  after  all,  be 
unable  to  produce  a  plan  which  meets  the 
views  of  many  of  youc  Lordships.  I  ask 
of  your  Lordships  to  give  me  credit  for 
having  examined  the  subject,  and  for 
stating  frankly  to  your  Lordships  what 
has  occurred  to  me  after  careful  con- 
siders tion. 

Consider,  then,  bow  the  case  itaads. 
You  are  possessed  of  and  now  legally  ex- 
ercise the  functions  of  the  highest  and 
last  Court  of  Appeal.  Your  decbion  is 
absolutely  conclusive.  It  not  only  finally 
binds  the  right  of  the  parlies  immediately 
interested  in  the  case  before  ^ou,  but  it 
fixes  the  rule  which  is  to  guide  the  de~ 
cision  of  inferior  Judges  in  all  cases  of  the 
like  kind.  In  the  anxiety  which  often 
presses  on  the  mind  of  an  inferior  Judge, 
knowing  that  in  some  cases,  after  he  has 
done  every  thing  in  his  power  to  decide 
justly,  he  may  nevertheless  commit  an 
error,  he  has  at  least  this  consolation,  that 
bis  error  will  probably  be  detected  by  sn 
acute,  intelligent,  and  enlightened  bar; 
and  that  when  detected  it  is  open  to  cor- 
rection, on  rehearing  or  appeal.  But 
your  Lordships,  when  yon  dectde  in  ju- 
dicature, have  no  such  refuge;  if,  in  the 
frailty  of  human  judgment,  injustice 
dionld  be  done  by  your  deciiioo,  it  it 
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faUl;  tb«n  Is  w>  ledrcni  tb«  bnnd  for 
em  temuaa :  for  why  thonkl  I  apenk  of 
tlM  power,  (thoufch  tbeoretkally  power 
then  b«)  ia  the  High  Goart  of  PBrliameDt. 
By  so  mncb  the  more,  then,  i>  it  incum- 
beat  on  your  Lordahipi  to  take  all  poaiiUe 
CSTO  to  avoid  any  error  or  inistake  ;  to  see 
that  tboM  thing!  which  (I  hope  I  may  say 
wkboat  ofieace)  most  of  ua  do  oot  know 
and  cannot  understand,  be  committed  to 
tke  agency  of  persons  who  do  know  and 
understand,  and  have  the  means  of  satii- 
factorily  performing  those  mo»t  important 
daties.  for  which  we  ate  all  responsible. 

It  may  be  said,  end  truly,  that  little  of 
ptAlie  and  general  complaint  is  heard.  It 
IS  BO.  Of  all  the  grierances  which  afflict 
a  conntry,  none  are  so  pernicious,  none 
tend  so  certainly  to  unfasten  all  the 
bands  whidi  hold  society  in  peace  and 
hirmony  together,  aa  those  which  are 
found  to  prevail  in  Courts  of  Justice;  but 
there  are  none  which  excite  so  little  cla- 
mouror  alarm;  none, perhaps, which  attract 
BO  little  of  public  attention.  Whilst  the  suit 
is  in  progress,  both  parties  are  afraid  to 
excite  an  unpleasant  feeling  in  the  mind 
of  the  judge.  When  the  suit  is  decided, 
tbe  successful  party  if  he  thinks  his  cause 
right,  boasti  of  the  triumph  of  justice ;  if 
he  ia  conscioua  of  wrong,  and  thinks  that 
he  has  prevailed  by  tlie  error  of  the  Judge, 
he  will  at  least  enjoy  hii  unjust  success 
in  silence  :  whilst  the  unsuccessfnl  party, 
whether  be  suffers  justly  or  uojastly,  ii 
OTerpowered  by  the  authority  which  de- 
cides against  him.  If  he  complains  at  all, 
it  will  be  in  rain.  A  disappointed  suitor 
neets  with  even  less  attention  and  regard 
than  a  discarded  servant;  eud  thus  it 
bappMis,  that  in   cases   of  even  aerioui 

r*  vance  the  truth  may  never  be  known, 
natters  of  judicature,  therefore,  you 
often  want  the  index  which  is  afforded 
yon  in  other  cases  of  grievance,  and  on 
that  accoant  again  it  is  the  more  in- 
cnmbent  on  you  to  take  care  that  sU  just 
ground  of  complaint  is  removed. 

In  order  that  this  House,  as  the  highest 
and  last  Court  of  Appeal,  may  be  able 
adequately  and  satisfactorily  to  perform 
the  great  and  imporunt  functions  with 
which  it  ia  invested,  I  submit  to  your 
Lordships,  that  the  most  eminent  lawyer 
who  can  be  found,  eminent  for  learning,  for 
tBtegrity,  and  for  judicial  chancier,  shonid 
permanently  preside  over  it  in  alt  business 
of  appeals  or  writs  of  error.  That  he 
•^wwl  bold  his  office  duing  b»  fwi 
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bebavtoOT,  and  be  Hunby  wMHj  eaempt 
from  political  ezcttament,  or  the  eSiKt  of 
political  changes. 

And  recollecting  that  the  easea  wkkh 
come  here  are  caeca  of  eqiiity,  cases  of 
common  law,  and  cases  or  Scotch  law, 
and  that  in  theaa  days  you  scaroaly  find 
any  lawyer  who  is  particularly  conver»> 
ant  with  more  than  one  of  these  diffiir* 
ent  systems  of  law,  I  aubmit  to  your 
^ordships  that  tbe  learoad  Judge,  wboas, 
for  the  sake  o!  discussion,  I  ^opose  to 
call  "  Lord  President  of  this  House  ia 
matter  of  Appeal  and  Writs  of  Error," 
should  have  Assistants,  to  ba  selected 
from  amongst  the  persons  most  eminent 
ia  the  different  branches  of  the  law  ad- 
ministered here.  What  I  aubmit  is,  that 
the  assistance  should  be  regular  and  eon. 
stant ;  that  tbe  learned  persons  who  afibrd 
it  should  not  necessanly  be  Peers,  bat 
should  be  called  "  Lords  Assistant  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  in  the  matter  of  Appeals 
and  Writs  of  Error,"  and  should  be  seen 
and  known  by  the  public  to  be  steadily 
engaged  in  that  important  service;  and 
for  that  purpose  should  hold  their  offices 
during  their  good  behaviour;  that  they 
should  always  be  found  here,  and  always 
be  called  upon  openly  to  give  their  advice 
to  the  House,  before  tbe  judgment  is  pro- 
nounced. 

My  Lords,  I  do  not  propose  to  deprive 
the  House  of  the  valuaUe  essistanca  of 
the  learned  Judges  of  the  Courts  below, 
or  of  the  otherpersons  who  are  snmmoned 
here  as  of  tbe  King's  Council  in  the  House 
of  Lords.  It  may  often  be  most  import- 
ant to  ask  their  opbion  as  is  now  doae, 
but  their  employment  elsewhere  is  too 
important  and  pressi^  for  them  to  attend 
here  with  the  frequency  that  is  reqaiiita 
for  the  daily  administration  of  justice. 

Having  submitted  to  your  Lordships^ 
that  it  is  necessary  to  provide  a  Chief 
Judge  and  proper  Asststanis  in  this  House, 
I  have  next  to  submit  to  your  Lordships, 
that  provision  should  be  made  against 
any  unnecessary  delay. 

It  is  too  obvious  for  argument,  that  tbe 
course  of  justice  ought  not  to  be  checked 
or  in  any  way  impeded  by  tbe  political 
reasons  which  determine  tbe  prorogattoa 
or  dissolution  of  Parliament.  Why  are 
appeals  to  be  deUyed  or  suspended  from 
the  end  of  one  Session  of  Parliament  to 
the  commencement  of  another,  sometimee 
interrupted  and  cut  off  in  the  middle,  to 
the  enonniMU  wpeoM  ud  utjarj  of  Uw 
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pirtiMf  Suppow  the  coane  oFjuitice  in 
Tull  flow,  the  Mrtiei,  for  inttance,  come 
from  ScotUnd  or  Ireknd  with  their 
agenti,  cotmtel,  and  docomenta,  and  the 
caatfl  in  the  paper  for  hearing,  Whilit 
they  are  waiting  in  itiBpente  and  anxiety 
for  the  hearing  and  thejudgment,  lome 
party  or  political  reaion  ocean  to  occasion 
the  disniution  or  prorogation  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  they  are  sent  home  diiap- 
pointed,  and  for  the  time  denied  that  iaa- 
ti«e  to  which  ibey  are  clearly  entitled. 
My  Lord*,  it  is  impossible  to  justify  such 
a  state  of  things. 

From  the  statute  of  Edward  3rd,  which 
haa  been  before  referred  to,  it  appears, 
that  the  tribunal  thereby  constituted  was 
intended  to  sit  and  decide  in  the  interval 
between  the  sitting  of  Parliaments,  though 
the  tribunal  itself  bad  power  to  refer  diffi- 
cult matters  to  the  next  Pariiament. 

The  Court  of  Exchequer  Chamber, 
which  was  established  in  the  time  of 
EliiBbetb,  to  correct  errors  of  the  Court 
of  King's  Bench,  was  created  because  the 
High  Court  of  Parliament  was  not  ao 
often  holden  as  in  fbrmer  times  it  had 
been,  and  because,  in  respect  of  greater 
affairs  of  the  realm,  the  erroneous  judg- 
ments complained  of  could  not  be  well 
considered  and  determined  during  the 
time  of  Parliament.  Your  Lordships  will, 
therefore,  see,  that  it  has  been  an  object 
of  the  Legislature  to  prefent  delays  of 
JDStice  by  the  intermission  of  the  sitting 
of  Parliament.  These  statutes,  providing 
what  may  be  called  intermediate  Courts 
of  Appeal,  carefully  preserve  the  nltimate 
anthority  of  Parliament. 

What  I  submit  to  your  Lordships, 
however,  is  not  to  create  ao  intermediate 
Court  of  Appeal,  consisting  of  Judges 
who  have  other  sufficient  employment, 
but  to  add  strength  and  vigour  to  the 
machinery  of  this  House,  and,  when  the 
occasion  shall  re<]nire,  to  extend  the  time 
of  silting  forjndicial  purposes  beyond  the 
ordinary  Sessions  of  Parliament  i  and  this 
extension  of  time,  I  submit,  should  be 
allowed  by  authority  of  the  King  on  the 
address  of  the  House. 
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Hy  Lords,  I  do  not  concur  with  my 
mble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Wool- 
BSck  upon  the  propriety  of  striking  cat 
the  word  dissolution  from  his  proposed 
StI.  Justice  is  not  to  be  stopped  by 
poHtieal  causes,  whether  they  occasion 
diiselntion  or  prorogation;  and  what  I 
ihoiild  pit)[ion  wonM  be,  thtt  if  on,  the 


occasion  of  any  pron^tton  or  distrintioa, 
there  should  be  anv  appeals  or  writs  of 
error  depending  in  Ibe  Hoosa  and  gndia* 
posed  of,  it  should  be  lawful  for  His  Ma- 
jesty, by  proclamation  to  be  isaned  with 
tbe  advice  of  the  Privy  Council,  to  sum* 
mon  the  Lords,  for  Uie  purpose  oaly 
of  hearing  and  adjudicating  on  snon 
appeals  and  writs  of  error  t  that  the  Lorda 
might  then  meet  For  that  purpose,  and  act 
jo  their  judicial  capacity  only ;  and  that 
it  should  be  lawful  fbr  the  King  to  dia> 
conlinue  and  put  an  end  to  their  sitdngt 
whenever  he  should  think  fit. 

My  Lords,  in  considering  this  snbject, 
I  have  given  myself  no  trouble  aoont 
questions  of  politics  or  party.  I  have 
tnought  of  the  patronaga  which  may  ba 
created  and  of  the  expense  which  may  be 
incurred,  but  I  do  not  trouble  your  lord- 
ships with  that  subject  on  tbe  present 
occasion.  I  say  that  the  course  of  jostica 
ought  not  to  be  impeded  by  any  party 
considerations;  nor  by  any  considerationa 
of  patronage  or  expense.  I  shall  willingly 
abandon  my  own  su^estions  if  better  can 
be  proposed;  and  if  it  be  made  out  that 
any  proposed  plan  is  required  for  the  due 
administration  of  justice,  I  say  without 
hesitation,  you  must  lay  aside  your  party 
and  your  politics,  regulate  the  palrooaga 
as  yon  best  can  for  tbe  public  service,  and 
provide  for  the  expense :  becanse,  tloonn 
all  things,  you  must  not  deny  jHstice, 
which,  if  obtained,  is  above  all  price,  and 
which  it  is  the  first  dnty  of  Oorernnmt 
to  secure  to  tbe  public. 

It  has  ^ven  me  great  satjsbotion  to 
hear  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  oppo* 
site,  declare  his  willingness  to  support  s 
proposition  for  the  appointment,  not  only 
of  an  additional  Jnage  in  Chancery,  bat 
also  of  an  Equity  Judge  in  the  Court  of 
Exchequer.  I  entirely  concur  whh  him  in 
thinking  that  an  increaseof  judicial  power 
to  that  extent  is  required.  When  the 
arrears  ars  cleared  off,  you  will  have  a 
great  increase  of  causes ;  a  resort  to  the 
Court  by  many  persons  who  require  its 
sanction  and  indemnity  for  their  own 
safety,  and  yet  are  deterred  from  asking 
for  indemnity,  by  the  long  and  expensiv* 
process,  without  which  it  cannot  be  ob- 
tained. There  are,  for  instance,  tnisteefl 
who  bav«  to  act  under  complicated  or  ilU 
expressed  instruments,  and  under  ciimn* 
stances  so  little  foreseen  or  provided  for  by 
the  uth<»t  of  tbe  trust,  that  tha  mo* 
mtpenewml  iiwyan  Manot  oonAdeittly  ad* 
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file  what  conduct  ou^bt  to  be  or  cin  with  > 
■tfetybe  poisued.  Casea  or  this  nature 
very  often  occur.  The  inleresta  of  the 
penoni  who  claim  to  be,  and  perhaps  are, 
beneficially  entitled  require  an  immediate 
or  very  speedy  determination.  The  delay 
of  two  or  three  years  may  bring  ruin  on 
them  ell,  yet  it  may  be,  that  the  decision 
of  a  Court  of  Eqnity  cannot  he  had  sooner. 
The  feelings  of  the  trustees  are  acted 
npon;  they  take  the  risk  on  themselves, 
and  many  years  afterwards^  they,  or  their 
representatives,  have  (perhaps,  to  their 
own  ruin)  to  pay  for  the  error,  which  may 
have  been  unconsciously  committed. 

The  propriety,  nay,  the  necessity  of  hav- 
ing Courts  stroDg  enough  to  give  speedy 
attention  to  cases  of  this  sort,  and  many 
Others  of  a  like  nature,  is  apparent,  and  1 
am  fully  persuaded,  that  the  increase  of 
jodicial  power  of  original  jurisdiction,  which 
la  recommended  by  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  will  not  be  too  much,  I  cannot, 
however,  agree  with  him  in  thinking,  that 
the  judicial  business  of  the  House  of  Lords 
would  not  be  sufBcient  to  occupy  the  full 
attention  of  a  coropeteat  Court  of  Judica- 
ture, or  that  it  is  necessary  to  have  a  Judge 
of  Appeal  employed  also  as  a  Judge  of 
Original  Jurisdiction.  As  matters  stand 
now,  if  you  take  an  equity  lawyer  for  your 
Chancellor,  he  has  no  experience  in  the 
common  law  of  England  or  in  the  Scotch 
law,  which  is  at  all  to  be  compared  with 
the  experience  of  the  Judges  of  the  Conrts 
of  Common  Law,orof  the  Scotch  Judges: 
if  he  be  a  common  lawyer,  what  is  or  can 
be  his  eiperieoce  in  equity  as  compared 
with  the  eiperience  of  the  fixed  Equity 
Judges.'  If  the  argument  of  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  in  this  respect  were 
valid,  the  Chancellors  would  always  be 
objects  of  contempt  to  the  Judges  and 
Counsel  of  the  Courts  at  the  bars  of  which 
they  had  not  practised,  or  oa  the  benches 
on  which  they  did  not  sit.  As  to  the 
sharpening  of  the  intellect,  keeping  ap 
knowledge,  and  the  habit  of  applying  it, 
I  confess,  my  Lords,  that  if  the  quantity 
be  sufficient,  I  see  no  reason  to  think,  that 
Appeal  business  may  not  have  effects  at 
taut  as  salatary  and  as  likely  to  invigorate 
and  iroprave  the  judicial  character  as  any 
original  basiness  can  be.  And  as  to  the 
quantity,  look  at  past  eiperience,  without 
being  influenced  by  the  small  amount  of 
Kireers  now  existing,  and  which  may  be, 
though  hitherto  it  has  not  been,  fully  ex- 
^ained}  coosideialMtlw  additional  buii- 
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which  might  and,  as  I  conceive, 
ought  to  be  brought  here,  and  it  seems,  to 
me  at  least,  that  there  will  be  plenty  to  do. 
My  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the 
Woolsack  thinks,  that  the  quantity  may 
be  BO  great  as  to  choke  up  the  House.  I 
am  not  deterred  by  that  remark,  becaius 
if  the  event  should  turn  oat  to  be  so,  ade. 
quate  provision  may  hereafter  be  made 
Kir  it;  but  in  the  mean  time,  I  cannot 
assume  that  the  business  will  be  so  small 
as  not  to  give  sufficient  employment  to  the 
House.  The  idea  of  the  whole  appellate 
business  of  the  United  Kingdom,  to  which 
the  appellate  business  of  the  Colonies  might 
also  be  added,  not  giving  such  employ- 
ment to  a  Court  as  to  afford  the  Judge 
fitting  exercise  for  the  preservation  of  his 
legal  faculties,  does  not  seem  to  rest  on  a 
very  snre  foundation. 

To  resume  shortly,  I  propose  to  mak* 
the  Lord  Chancellor  a  more  efficient  Judge 
for  hearing  original  causes  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  by  confining  bis  judicial  func- 
tions to  that  Court,  and  taking  from  him 
the  custody  and  use  of  the  Great  Seal.  [ 
propose  to  make  this  House  a  much  more 
effective  Court  of  Appeal,  by  securing  to  it 
such  assistance  as  the  nature  of  the  case 
requires;  and  I  propose  that  the  Lord 
Keeper  of  the  Great  Seal,  being  exempt 
from  judicial  functions,  should  be  able  to 
devote  his  whole  mind  and  attention  lo  the 
snperinteadeoce  of  the  law  and  theadmi- 
nistretion  of  justice.  1  would  not  have 
proposed  a  change  so  extensive  if  it  had 
appeared  to  me  that  any  thing  lea  would 
have  answered  the  exigency  of  the  cass. 
To  propose  less  than  the  case  require* 
would  be  a  mockery. 

The  Lord  Chancellor,  as  newly  consti- 
tuted in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  would, 
with  the  other  Judges,  be  able  to  dispose 
of  the  existing  arrears  of  original  causes, 
and  if  the  Court  of  Exchequer  were  made 
a  more  effective  court  of  equity,  would 
probably  be  able  to  dispose  of  the  accruing 
business  as  it  comes  forward,  and  also  of 
the  business  now  transacted  t>y  the  Court 
of  Review  in  bankruptcy. 

The  House  of  Lords,  provided  with 
effective  assistance  and  sufficient  ma- 
chinery, might,  if  you  should  think  6t, 
have  transfened  to  it  the  whole,  or  at  least 
part  of  the  appellate  business  of  the  Judi- 
cial Committee  of  the  Privy  Council. 
There  would,  I  think,  be  great  convenience 
in  tiansferring  the  whole  ;  but  vrith  regard 
(0  the  Coloniet  which  ban  Legjslatorea  of 
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thtii  owB,  it  might  be  better  to  wftit  till ;  tice  tor  the  regulRtion  of  practice  and 
the  approbation  of  thoie  Legislature*  can  '.  pleading — for  the  alteration  of  feea— and 
be  obtained ;  though  it  would  be  strange  the  regulation  of  salaries  and  etnoturaents 
if  ihey  thonld  prefer  the  Judicial  Com-  in  Courts  of  Justice — anditmigbt  bemade 
mittce  of  the  Privy  Council,  contiituted  his  duty  to  make  annual  reports  and  gin 
as  it  is,  to  the  House  of  Lords,  with  such  information  in  respect  of  all  such  natters 
assistance  as  I  submit  to  your  Lordships  to  the  King's  Oovernment  and  to  Par- 
it  ought  to  have.  !  liaraent. 

~'  :  Lord  Keeper  of  the  Great  Seal,  '      I  conceive  tl  to  be  clear,  that  the  great 


though  divested  of  judicial  power,  would 
■till  be  the  King's  principal  adviser 
matters  of  law,  a,  Privy  Councillor, 
Cabinet  Minister,  and  a  Great  Officer 
State,  responsible  in  all  matters,  minisleri 
and  political,  which  are  connected  nil 
the  custody  and  use  of  the  Great  Seal. 


id  important  functions  which  I  have  but 
slightly  mentioned,  and  the  various  duties 
annexed  to  them  would.  Tor  their  adequate 
and  satisfactory  performance,  require  w 
man  of  pre-em input  talents  and  learning, 
and  would  occupy  his  whole  linie — and  to 
me,  at  least,  it  seems  that  the  establisti- 


He  would  still  be  the  head  of  the  law,  the  ment  ofsuch  a  political  aud  legal  authority 
connecting  medium  between  the  state  and  would  be  in  the  highest  degree  beneficial 
the  profession ;  he,  as  Lord  Keeper,  would    to  the  country. 

have  the  nomination  of  Magisiretes,  and,  I  My  Lords,  in  stating  what  appears  to 
as  I  submit  to  your  Lordships,  should  be  I  me  necessary  to  be  done  in  relntioo  to  the 


responsible   for  the   appointment 
Judges  asd  judicial  officers. 

In  order  that  new  laws  or  alterations  of 
old  laws  may  be  made  consistent  with  one 
another,  or  with  the  general  plan  of  the 
system  already  existing,  it  is  plain  that 
every  proposal  to  change  should  undergo 
most  careful  consideration.  To  secure 
this,  I  submit  to  your  Lordships  that  the 
country  ought  to  have  a  responsible  autbo- 
rily,  possessed  of  appropriate  ktiowledge, 
and  so  situated  as  to  have  no  excuse  for 
neglect  of  duty.  An  anangement  for  this 
purpose,  important  at  all  times,  is  most 
especially  so  in  times  when  there  may  be 
wanted  a  firm,  temperate,  and  not  hostile 
check  to  urgent  demands  for  change,  well 
meant,  pertmps,  but  not  always  founded 
OD  sufficient  knowledge  and  experience. 

it  would,  my  Lords,  be  the  duty  of  the 
Lord  Keeper  to  conduct  and  direct  inqui- 
ries Into  the  state  of  the  law,  for  the 
purposes  on  account  of  which  Commissions 
have  lately  beeo  appointed.  It  would  be 
his  duly  to  prepare  and  bring  forward  all 
Bills  introduced  with  the  sanction  and 
approbation  of  Government ;  and  to  ex- 
amine and  report  upon  all  Bills  brought 
into  Parliament  by  individual  Members  of 
either  House.  To  him  might  be  brought 
back  some  of  the  duties  which  now  pro- 
perly belong  to  the  office  of  Lord  Chancel- 
lor, but  which  under  the  circumstances 
which  I  need  not  repeat,  have  slipped  into 
the  office  of  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
liepartment.  Tohim  might  be  committed 
a  superintendence  over  the  general  orders 
from  time  to  time  made  by  Courts  of  Jus- 


office  of  Chancellor,  I  have  abstained  from 
saying  any  thing  on  many  other  important 
atibjects  connected  with  the  Court  of 
Chancery.  They  deserve  the  most  careful 
attention,  but  are  not  necessary,  or  per- 
baps  proper,  to  be  considered  now.  I  feel 
much  indebted  to  your  Lordships  for  the 
attention  which  you  have  been  pleased  to 
afford  me,  and  the  rather  because  I  am 
aware,  that  the  line  of  argument  which  I 
have  thought  it  my  duty  to  adopt  cannot 
be  popular  here.  If  I  could  hope  that  my 
proposal  would  be  received  with  favour,  I 
would  willingly  bestow  the  labour  neces- 
sary to  produce  it  in  a  form  adapted  to 
the  consideration  of  its  details.  Not  being 
able  to  flatter  myself  with  any  such  hope 
at  present,  I  shall  think  it  my  duty  to  vole 
for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bills  now 
before  your  Lordships. 

I  have  no  doubt,  that  they  have  been 
brought  forward  by  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack  as  the  best  which, 
in  his  view  of  the  subject,  could  be  carried. 
They  will  not  effect  all  which  I  think  ought 
to  be  done,  and  tbey  will  for  a  time  main- 
tain some  inconveniences  which  1  think 
ought  to  be  removed  at  once  ;  but  if  car- 
ried,  they  will  afford  some  considerable 
present  relief  to  the  suitors  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  and  they  will  not  in  any  way 
impede  those  further  changes  which  I  think 
ought  to  be  adopted.  For  these  reasons  I 
shall  vote  for  the  second  reading. 

Lord  Abinger  expressed  his  entire  con- 
currence in  the  views  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (Lord  Lyndhurst),  and 
declared  his  intention  to  support  the  amend- 
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Bent  H«  wu  nmawhat  lutpriMd,  B&er 
tlbe  many  objectiooi  which  his  noble  and 
leatned  Friend  (lAoi  Laogdale)  had  nude 
to  the  Bill,  that  he  should  conclude  by 
stating  his  intention  to  vote  for  the  second 
leading.  Kntertaining,  as  he  did,  the 
highest  respect  for  the  upinioDS  of  bis  noble 
aiM  learned  Friend,  ntill,  if  be  were  to 
pronounce  a  iudgmeot  upon  the  essay  which 
his  noble  aad  learned  Friend  bad  just  de- 
livered, he  should  say  that  there  was  some- 
thing  more  of  a  love  of  theory  in  it  than  of 
an  attention  to  practice.  It  appeared  that 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  expected  more 
from  human  institutions  than  they  were 
capable  of  affording.  When  he  complained 
that  the  progress  (^justice  waa  interrupted 
by  the  prorogations  of  Parliament,  and  that 
great  evils  arose  from  it,  he  might,  in  the 
same  way,  have  complained  of  the  inter- 
ruption of  justice  arising  from  the  illness  of 
a  Judee,  or  even  by  his  death.  Some  theo- 
rists nad  gone  so  far  as  even  to  provide 
flsunat  these  occurrences.  One  of  the  most 
wiquent  and  most  profound  of  theorists  had 
proposed  that  a  judge  should  be  constantly 
ritting  to  administer  justice,  hot  and  hot  as 
was  re^uirad.  That  ingenioua  gmtleipan 
nsintained  that  speady  jusdco  was  lo  Mien- 
tial,  that  no  lystmn  M  judicature  oould  he 
perfect  tmlsoi  there  was  one  Judge  eternally 
ntting,  to  that  when  one  was  fatigued 
■Bo^er  should  tah«  his  place.  That  cer- 
tainly wet  the  very  per^Mtton  of  theory. 
Sut  human  a&in  would  not  admit  of  its 
appUoBiion ;  he  therefore  must  request  his 
BoUe  and  leaned  Friend  to  mix  up  with 
hi*  theory  a  Utile  more  of  hi*  experience  in 
practice.  Ha  was  not  disposed  to  agree 
with  the  opinion  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  that  it  would  be  denreble  to  sepa- 
rate the  judicial  from  the  political  functions 
of  the  iJord  Chancellor.  On  the  contrary, 
be  was  rather  inclined  to  concur  in  the 
Opinions  delivered  by  almost  all  the  gentle- 
men of  the  professiont  that  it  would  m  im- 
p(»»bla  for  a  person  holding  the  office  of 
ChancelloT  apart  from  the  j  udicial  functioui, 
to  preserve  and  give  validity  to  that  au. 
thority  which  was  so  essential  to  the  ded- 
rions  of  their  Lordships'  House.  He 
thought  it  would  be  a  most  fatal  thing  not 
only  lo  the  public  and  to  their  Lordabips' 
House,  but  to  the  Crown  itself,  if  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  prodding  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
were  not  to  De  selected  not  only  from  per- 
sons of  the  highest  ranic  and  talent  in  the 
legal  profession,  but  also  if  he  were  not  to 
pRudfiinthe  highest  Judicial  situation  in 
the  country.    It  was  essentially  necessary 
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that  this  should  be  the  case^  io  oite  to 
preserve  respect  from  the  puhlio.  and  the 
veneration  and  dignity  of  their  Lordshqn^ 
House,  It  was  a&o  necessary,  in  ordu  to 
give  the  Cbancellot  full  opportunity,  b^ 
daily  practice,  of  keeping  alive  in  hi|  mind 
all  the  dedaionsandprinci[ilesof  law  which 
were  essential  to  the  efficient  discharge  of 
his  functions  in  their  Lordships'  House  and 
in  his  Majesty's  Councils.  What  was  the 
OTound  of  apprehension  that  the  judicial 
oecisions  of  a  CbanEcllor  would  be  influ- 
enced by  his  having  political  duties  to 
discharge  P  No  case  bad  ever  occurred  in 
wbicb  the  decision  of  aChancellor  asjudge 
bad  been  suspected  on  account  of  his  belong- 
ine  to  a  political  party  in  the  State.  He 
believed  that  ever  since  the  institution  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery  was  known,  no  such 
partiality  had  been  suspected.  His  nohle 
and  learned  Friend  was  perhaps  aware  that 
even  Lord  Chancellor  Je&ies,  !n  sU  the 
dedjuons  that  he  pronounced,  was  considered 
as  high  authority  as  a  lawyer.  No  one  of 
his  decisions  in  equity  bad  been  questioned 
since,  or  suspected  to  have  been  at  all 
founded  upon  bis  politieal  partisanship.  The 
best  mode  to  guard  agidnst  any  cause  of 
suapLolon  of  t^t  Und,  was  to  leleat  At 
best  and  moat  talented  mm  in  the  ppeft>- 
•ion.  He  believed  that  die  meet  dietiii- 
gulshed  and  the  moat  laemed  men  wen  ihoao 
tha  least  Inclined  to  barter  their  htmour 
for  any  boon  that  party  might  faeetow.  H« 
was  not  afraid  that  any. nun  in  WesU 
minater-hall,  who  was  of  eminent  diaraetar 
in  bis  profeoion,  would  be  biased  in  hii 
judicial  dedsLons  because  he  eombined  with 
bis  office  certain  poUtioal  duties.  Wbftt 
had  tile  judicial  functions  *tf  the  Lord 
Chanoellor  in  his  own  Court,  or  in  their 
Lardsbira'  House,  to  du,  either  directly  or 
indirectly,  with  bis  political  duties  t  EvcD 
bis  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  said,  that 
theappointmentof  justices  of  the  pagoe  wai 
piopecly  a  judicial  function  I  if  (o,  why 
should  not  tb«  Lord  Chancellor  be  allowed 
to  exercise  that  function,  and  all  those  other 
functions  of  purely  a  judicial  nature,  not- 
withstanding his  being  allied  to  a  political 
party  1  Sure  he  was,  that  a  ChsnceUor 
who  was  a  gentleman  and  a  man  of  honour 
would  disdain  to  receive  any  suggestion  tn 
political  grounds,  as  tn  the  mode  of  exeras* 
ing  those  parts  of  his  judloial  dutiee, 
Again ;  a  ^reat  many  of  the  deliberation) 
in  the  Cabinet  were  not  of  a  political  or 
party  nature,  but  had  regard  to  the  publie 
interests  in  general.  He  b^;ed  to  know 
whether  the  presence  in  the  Catnnet  of  tho 
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tlie  higbcit  judicial  func- 
!,  did  ■  " 


tioni  is  tbe  Sute,  did  not  nre  to  those 
deliberUknu  a  Kj^^t  additimiu  importance 
and  rnpect?  Setddea,  it  was  abeolutely 
necessary  that  his  Majesty's  Miniatera 
should  poeseas  amongst  toem  a  man  of  high 
rank  and  chsracieri  who  was  capahle  of 
heijiE  theii  legal  friend  and  adviser  in  the 
Cabinet.  It  would  not  he  considered  con- 
stitutional, perhaps,  for  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  to  receive  advice  from,  those  who 
were  not  connected  with  his  partv.  The 
Kine  had  on  numerous  occasions  the  need 
of  advice  and  authority  in  the  law.  Now, 
he  must  receive  that  advice  from  his  Chan- 
cellor, and  not  from  any  body  else.  There- 
fore his  Majesty'"  Ministers  were  bound  to 
provide  for  the  King  a  person  in  whom  he 
might  have  confidence,  and  by  whom  he 
knew  that  hii  own  safety  and  honour  would 
be  fairly  and  duly  consulted.  It  appeared 
to  him,  therefore,  that  the  moment  they 
adopted  a  measure  which  would  have  a  ten- 
dency to  make  the  Chancellnr  a  mere  poli- 
tical officer,  they  would  not  only  derogate 
much  from  the  dignity  of  their  Lordships' 
House  as  a  tribunal  for  the  administration 
of  Justice,  but  also  from  the  interest  and 
security  ot  the  Crown  itself.  If  any  incon- 
venience existed  at  all  iq  the  union  of  the 
political  and  Judicial  functions  (but  which 
oe  believed  was  more  in  imagination  than 
in  reality),  still  he  thought  that  inconve- 
nience wai  in  no  degree  sufficient  to  coun- 
torbdance  the  advantage  of  having  die 
office  of  Xiord  Chancdlor  as  it  was  now 
oonstituted.  The  Chanoellcv  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, the  President  at  the  Council,  and 
the  Privy  Seal,  were  now  merely  political 
offices.  And  why?  Because  their  judicial 
functions  had  been  taken  from  them,  and 
these  offices  became  ohjects  of  desire  to 
mere  pijitieal  parties.  It  the  political  were 
separated  from  the  Judicial  Unctions  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  they  would  soon  find  that 
the  Chancellor  would  he  selected,  not  on 
aixount  of  his  legal  knowledge,  but  on  ac- 
comit  of  his  success  as  an  eloquent  political 
debater,  either  in  this  House  or  in  the 
other.  For  these  reasons  lie  shouU  jrive 
bit  cardial  support  to  the  amendment  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend. 

Viscount  AfeJ&OKTM  said,  that  if  thenohle 
and  learned  Lord  who  had  last  addressed 
their  Lordships,  aud  ponleularly  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  (Lord  LangdalB),  wnth 
such  mastery  of  all  the  details,  and  of  all 
those  general  and  enlarged  principles  upon 
which  a  quertion  like  this  should  be  oon- 
ridared,  and  who  had  suted  to  tbdr  Lord- 
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sliips  mtmy  opinioni  nblch,  altbougb  tltey 
were  not  at  present  called  upon  to  adapt 
them,  he  was  sure  their  Lordshus  must 
think  they  were  worthy  of  deep  and  serious 
consideration — if  those  two  noble  and 
learned  Lords  thought  it  neceess^  to  s^xdo- 
gise  for  addressing  the  Hous^  now  mu^ 
more  did  it  become  him   tu  do  so  when 


ipeaking  of  a  subject  upon  which  he  could 
have  no  practical  knowledge  whatsoever? 
But  haTJn||  been  a  party  to  the  brisging 
forward  this  Bill,  he  thought  it  necessaty 
to  state  in  a  few  words  his  reasons  for  voting 
for  its  second  reading,  and  for  tliinking 
that  their  Lordships  would  do  well  to  send 
the  Bill  to  a  Committee.  He  had  listened 
with  great  attention  to  the  speech  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lyndhurst),  in 
which  he  stated  his  objections  to  the  mea- 
sure proposed.  He  shared  in  the  satisfao- 
tion  felt  by  that  noEjle  and  learned  Lord, 
that  their  Lordships  were  entirely  agreed 
upon  the  basis  and  foundation  of  this  mea- 
sure—that thay  were  entirely  agreed  that 
a  great  evil  was  to  be  correct^,  and  • 
great  grievance  remedied.  There  waa  a 
great  accumulation  of  buainess  in  the  Court 
of  Chancery,  and  be  agreed  with  the  noble 
and  learned  I«rd  when  be  stated  that  it 
was  a  shame  and  a  di^;race,  that  in  a  great 
country  like  this,  there  should  not  be  a 
court  to  hear  a  case  when  a  case  was  ready 
for  hearing.  But  the  noble  and  legmcd 
Lord  objected  to  the  remedy  now  propowd 
to  correct  that  evil.  In  the  6rst  place,  he 
said  that  if  they  separated  the  polirical 
from  the  judicial  functions  of  the  Chan- 
cellor, and  took  from  him  the  discbarge  of 
the  duties  of  the  latter,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons would  not  endow  him  with  sulScient 
emolument  to  induce  gentlemen  at  the  bar 
to  give  up  their  profession  mnd  accept  the 
office.  Now  he  did  not  believe  there  was 
any  authority  for  such  an  opinion.  On  the 
contrary,  he  bdieved  that  the  House  of 
Commons  were  too  anxious  for  the  ed<q>tira 
of  some  measure  of  this  kind  upon  enlarged 
and  enlightened  principles  to  hegitate  f(w 
one  moment  on  making  a  suitable  grant  for 
this  purpose.  The  noble  and  leai^d  Lord 
then  stated  another  objecljon  pretty  muoh 
of  the  same  kind.  He  said  that  the  utu»< 
tion  would  be  of  so  precarious  a  nature,  and 
the  remunemtion  so  inadequate,  that  meu 
of  eminence  in  the  profession  would  not 
accept  the  office.  Surely  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  remembered  the  circumstances 
under  which  Sir  Edward  Sugden  accepted 
the  Chaneellorship  of  Ireland.  If  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  late  Chan- 
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ccllor  of  Ireland  accepted  the  Great  Seal  of 
Ireland  were  not  auffictent  to  deter  him 
jrom  that  atep,  he  was  sure  there  was  no 
lonering  in  the  political  horizon  that  woud 
deter  any  future  lawyer  from  d<ung  the 
nme  thing  on  a  similar  occasion.  He 
would  not%e  responiible  to  their  Lordships 
for  much,  but  he  would  be  responnble 
for  thia,  that  if  it  pleased  them  to  con- 
atitute  tbia  office.tbere  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  finding  men  of  suffirient  emi- 
nenoe  at  the  1»r  perfectly  ready  to  take 
it.  He  thought  it  would  not  be  diffi- 
cult for  any  government  whom  it  might 
suit,  to  obtain  the  services  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  himself,  if  their  Lordships 
thought  proper  to  constitute  the  office. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  then  stated 
that  there  was  not  business  enough  in  their 
Lordships'  House  to  keep  a  lawyer  in 
wind ;  that  he  would  entirely  iase  all 
practice  in  his  profession,  and  became  in- 
ferior to  those  judges  from  whom  appeals 
were  made  to  him.  That  night  be  so; 
but  the  objection  was  entirely  fanciful  and 
supposititious.  It  was  entirely  metaphysical, 
and  altogether  arguing  upon  the  minds  of 
men.  He,  for  his  part,  did  not  beli 
dngte  word  of  it.  He  did  not  believe,  if 
■  general  lawyer,  eminent  in  his  profession, 
tat  to  hear  appeals,  not  only  in  equity,  not 
only  from  Scotland,  but  from  every  part  of 
the  empire— he  did  not  believe,  U'  such  a 
man,  being  a  master  of  the  general  prin- 
ciples of  jurisprudence,  and  being  well 
grounded  in  his  principles,  was  placed  in 
that  situation  that  by  desuetude  he  would 
in  any  respect  be  wanting  in  the  authority 
Tcquirite  to  the  due  discharge  of  the  duties 
of  bis  office.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
bad  quoted  a  great  many  speeches  which 
were  delivered  in  the  debate  in  IBIS,  on 
the  establishment  of  the  Vice-Chancellor's 
Court  But  what  wot  the  fact?  Now  he 
would  ask  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
whether  all  the  predictions  that  had  been 
made  to-ni^t  witii  respect  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  character  of  the  Chancellor 
would  be  affected  by  this  measure)  were  not 
predicted  upon  the  Vice  Chancellor's  BUI  ? — 
[Lord  Lyndkurtl:  That  is  not  what  I 
■Uted]    No,  it  was  what  he  stated. 

Lord  Lyndkurtt:  The  noble  Viscount 
has  asked  me  a  queBtion.  and  I  beg  to  be 
allowed  to  answer  it.  What  I  said  was, 
that  Lord  Redesdale  and  Sir  Samuel 
Romilly  were  at  issue  upou  the  fact.  Sir 
Samuel  Boroilly  swd,  if  they  passed  the 
Bill,  they  would  make  the  Chancellor 
Eoeiely  tn  appellate  judge  in  the  House  of 
Lords.     B<rta  agreed  that  such  x  mult 
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would  be  pemicions,  but  they  diipnted  as 
to  the  (act.  Now  the  present  Bill  actuallr 
adapted  that  which  was  admitted  bj-  Lord 
Redesdale  and  Sir  Samuel  Romilly  vould 

Viscount  Melbourne:  Did  they  not  state, 
that  that  would  be  the  consequence  of  that 
Bill?  Yes,  they  did.  The  only  prediction 
made  od  that  occasion  which  had  since 
been  fulfilled  was,  that  the  Chancellor 
would  not  hear  any  more  original  causes. 
But  then  the  nofale  and  learrlM  Lord  who 
spoke  last  had  said,  that  the  Chancellor 
would  no  longer  be  chosen  on  account  oF 
hiii  legal  eminence,  but  on  account  of  his 
beiJig  an  eloquent  and  successful  debater; 
as  if  being  successful  in  debate  had  never 
yet  been  one  of  the  qualifications  on  ac- 
count of  which  a  man  was  selected  for  that 
high  station.  My  Lord  Eldon  was  made 
Sulici tor-General  because  he  was  Buccess- 
fill  in  debate,  and  he,  of  course,  rose  up 
and  became  Lord  Chancellor.  But  he  need 
not  mention  particular  inBtancrs;  he  would 
only  say,  that  it  was  the  posKsaion  of  the 
qualification  of  being  a  good  debater  which 
placed  men  upon  the  Woolsack  more  than 
any  other  circumstance.  Instances  of  the 
truth  of  that  position  were  very  numerous 
and  very  recent.  Most  undoubtedly,  there- 
fore, it  would  not  be  a  new  thing,  or  a  new 
evil.  Then  the  noble  and  learned  Lortl 
said,  that  this  proposition  had  been  scouted 
by  every  body.  He  said,  that  it  was  op- 
posed by  Lord  Hardwicke,  but  he  produced 
no  authority  for  that  statement.  The 
Court  of  Chancery  in  Lord  Hardwicke's 
time,  was  perlectly  competent  for  the  dis- 
charge of  the  business  before  it.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  also  said,  that  it  was 
opposed  by  Mr.  Pitt,  and  he  quoted  the 
authority  of  Lord  Redesdale  in  support  of 
that  statement.  But  Lord  Redesdale  had 
no  right  to  quote  the  authority  of  Mr. 
Pitt  against  ttiis  Bill.  It  was  mere  con- 
jecture on  the  part  of  Lord  Redesdale.  In 
conclusion,  he  would  again  remind  their 
Lordships  that,  ss  they  were  all  agreed 
that  a  great  practical  evil  required  to  be 
remedied,  he  conceived  that  if  their  Lord- 


ship were  really  disposed  to  remove  that 
evil,  they  could  not  do  so  more  effectuallr 
than  by  the  adoption  of  the  present  Bill. 
At  all  events  he  hoped  that  their  Lordsbifn 
would  agree  to  the  second  reading,  and 
allow  it  to  go  into  Committee. 

The  Duke  of  WelUngtm  said,  that  cer- 
tainly from  his  habits  he  could  have  but 
little  knowledge  of  the  basinesa  of  tb« 
Court  of  Chancery ;  but  he  had  semd  bii 
Majesty  for  a  conaidenble  tine,  paitica- 
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larlr  in  his  coinicilB,  and  be  most  say,  and 
lie  defied  any  noble  Lord  to  any  otherwisei 
that  it  vai  most  important  for  fais  Majesty's 
■errice  that  one  of  the  firit — nay,  the  very 
fint  and  most  eminent  lawyer  in  the  king- 
dom— one  the  most  connected  with  the 
proceedings  in  the  courts  of  li 
proceedings  of  their  Lordsliips'  House, 
should  be  the  Lord  Chanrellor,  and  should 
peifurm  ihe  political  functions  of  that 
office.  The  noble  Viscount  had  disputed 
some  of  the  arguments  of  his  ooble  nod 
learned  Friend— that  was  to  suy,  he  had 
coatrudicied  thcin ;  and  first  of  nit,  whether 
or  not  tills  Cbief  Justice,  as  he  was  called, 
in  the  Court  of  Chnncery  would  Ije  paid  by 
the  House  of  ConimoDs;  and  next,  whether 
any  person  would  be  found  to  accept  the 
office.  Certainly  the  noble  Viscount  had 
discovered  that  there  was  oue  person  at 
least  qualified,  who  would  accept  the 
office.  But  he  funded  thtit  the  uoble 
Viscount  would  find  himself  mistnlf  en  upon 
that  subject,  Hs  he  was  npim  many  others. 
But  there  was  another  position  which  the 
noble  Viscount  thought  proper  to  dispute, 
and  that  wax,  that  so  many  persons  after 
haviug  at  different  times  considered  this 
scheme,  bad  thought  proper  to  object  to  it, 
and  had  laid  it  aside  altogether.  His 
noble  and  learned  Friend  never  stated,  thut 
it  wus  considered  in  1813.  What  he 
stated  was,  that  the  arguments  used 
against  the  appnintmeiit  of  the  Vice- 
Chancellor,  applied   to  the  separation    of 


Chief  Justice  in  Chancery;  that  the  argu- 
tnents  tbtn  used,  and  those  now  usi'd, 
rested  upon  the  same  principle,  and  that 
Sir  Samuel  Romilly,  Lord  Redesdale,  and 
Mr.  Pitt  had  used  these  argumetits  ail  in 
the  same  sense.  He  belier^  if  the  oOite 
of  Lord  Chancellor  was  sepxrated  from  the 
office  of  Chief  Justice  in  the  Court  c^ 
Chancery,  it  would  soon  become  a  mere 
political  office,  to  the  great  detriment  of 
the  dimity  of  the  first  officer  in  their 
IiOrdibips'  House,  and)  above  all,  to  the 
detriment  of  his  Majesty's  aerrice.  The 
oMe  Viscount  had  dwelt  much  upon  the 
opinion  that  prevailed  that  there  was  an 
evil  to  be  remedied,  but  he  had  not  at  all 
adverted  to  the  remedv  proposed  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Lyndburat) 
— namely,  that  an  additional  judge  should 
be  appointed  in  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
Hia  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  also  pro- 
poaed  that  the  equity  tide  of  the  Court  of 
Sxdwquer  should  be  made  efficient.  Were 
not  these  two  meaaurea  as  well  oJcnlated 
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to  remedy  the  actual  grievance  conpluned 
of,  as  the  measure  proposed  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsacif  i  He 
beg);ed  to  know  whether  it  was  not  the 
fact  that,  at  this  moment,  there  were  fewer 
appeals  remaining  undecided  before  the 
Lord  Chancellor  in  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
and  in  their  Lordships'  Hiuse,  than  there 
bad  been  for  years  ?  Besides  that  it  had 
beeo  proved,  that  by  common  atieniion  to 
the  business  of  their  Lordships'  Housr, 
seventy  days  in  a  year  were  fully  t^ufficit  nt 
to  transact  all  the  judicial  business  of  the 
House.  Let  the  evils  then  complained  of 
be  remedied  by  the  appi>iniment  of  another 
Chancellor  but  not  by  degrading  an  officer 
whose  high  dignity  was  equally  neces'-ary 
to  the  service  of  the  State,  and  to  their 
Lordships'  honour. 

The  £or<;fCAance//or  replied.  The  object 
of  the  Bill  was  not,  as  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (Lord  Lyndhursl)  bad  con- 
tended, to  separate  the  judicial  from  the 
political  functions  of  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
but  merely  to  take  away  from  that  officer 
those   judicial    duties   which    experience 

E roved  he  had  not  time  to  perform.  When 
is  noble  and  learned  Friend  stated,  that 
the  making  the  Lord  Chancellor  a 
Judge  only  of  Appeals  wonld  be  to  de- 
grade the  office,  and  to  render  it  difficult 
to  obtain  men  of  sufficient  eminence  to  fill 
it,  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  would  only 
remark,  in  reply,  that  since  the  year 
1813  the  Lord  Chancellor,  bad,  in  fact, 
been  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  Judge  of 
Appeals,  and  a  Judge  of  Appeals  only; 
and  yet  he  thought  no  man  would  contend 
ilhin  that  period,  the  office  of  Chan- 
cellor had  not  been  Blled  by  men  of  sufficient 
eminence.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
seemed  to  suppose  that  ihe  Lord  Chancellor 
would  have  nothing  to  do,  and  would  post- 
pone all  the  judicial  business  of  the  House 
duHog  the  Session,  that  be  might  amuse 
himself  by  hearing  appeals  in  the  recess. 
The  conclusion  appeared  the  more  extra- 
ordinary, because  it  was  well  known  to 
him  that  a  Lord  Chancellor  had  sat  three 
days  of  the  week  in  that  House,  and  three 
days  in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  without 
finding  any  indulgence  for  that  idlenesa 
of  which  the  noble  Lord  spoke  ;  and  that 
the  Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  appeal  business  of  the  House,  believed 
it  necessary  to  have  persons  appointed  to 
assist  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  disposing  of 
it.  From  that  time,  indeed,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  had  the  astiatBDCe  of  Deputy 
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not  been  fof  the  eiertions  of  hi*  noble 
and  learned  Friend  (whose  absence  he 
Ismmied  In  common  with  (heir  Lordship*), 
they  would  not  have  been  told,  that  there 
were  no  arreHrs  of  appeal,  as  at  present. 
But  he  maintained  thatihe  Lord  Chnnrellor 
should  have  full  time  to  attend  to  his  duty 
in  this  House,  without  calling  in  others  to 
his  aid  ;  but  if  their  Lordships  were  to  take 
that  assistance  from  him,  they  would  find, 
that  arrears  would  sccumulait:  to  as  great 
an  extent  as  they  had  ever  done  before. 
But  he  did  not  confine  Ihe  attendance  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  to  that  House  ;  he 
would  tilsD  preside  in  the  Privy  Council, 
to  which  appeals  of  the  tnost  iiiiportant 
nature  were  continuully  brought  for  de- 
cision. The  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Lyndhurst)  ridiculed  the  idea  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  taking  hii  seat  in  Ihe  Privy 
Couni-il,  as  if  the  duties  of  that  Court  were 
beneath  the  dignity  of  his  office  :  but  their 
Lordships  knew  that  the  business  of  a 
Couit  whose  proceedings  could  not  be  re- 
viewed by  any  other — which  had  to  de- 
termine on  matters  connected  with  the 
colonies,  and  with  the  Ecclesiastical 
Courts— that  the  business  of  a  Court  whose 
decision  was  final,  and  admiited  of  no 
further  appeal— was  not  unworthy  the  at- 
tention of  ihe  Lord  Chancellor?  He  must 
say,  that  he  knew  of  no  judicial  busitfess, 
next  lo  that  of  their  Lordships'  House, 
which  could  be  considered  of  so  much  im- 
portunce  as  the  business  of  the  Pri^y 
Council  ?  And  what  substitute  did  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  propose?  He 
borrowed  a  Judge  from  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery ;  he  did  not  take  the  Lord  Chancellor ; 
no;  that  would  not  suit  him — his  object 
being  to  show  that  he  would  have  nothing 
t"  do  :  and,  therefore,  he  took  the  Master 
of  the  Roll*.  He  agreed  with  ihe  noble 
■nd  learned  Lord,  that  a  Court  of  justice 
ehnuld  not  be  a  fluctuating  tribunal ;  that 
one  Judge  should  sit  at  one  time,  and 
another  at  another;  the  only  point  in 
which  ihey  differed  was  that  which  related 
to  the  person  to  be  selected  for  the  Presi- 
dency of  the  Privy  Council;  and  their 
Lordships  cotild  have  no  hesitation,  he 
thouirht,  in  determining  that  the  President 
should  be  the  highest  judicial  oflBcer  in 
the  kingdom.  The  queation  resolved  itself 
into  what  the  Lord  Chaacellor  would  have 
to  do  in  that  House  ?  He  apprehended 
th«  iminediate  ooaaequeace  of  (be 


would  be,  that  the  Court  of  Chancery 
would  no  longer  form  an  interratdiata 
Court  of  Appeal,  and  that  the  Lord  Chan* 
cellor  would  have  quite  enough  to  do  in 
disposing  of  the  appellate  business  of  this 
House  and  of  the  Privy  Council.  If  their 
Lordships  thought  that  it  was  possible  for 
him  now  todischarge  perfectly  nil  the  func- 
tions which  appertained  to  hisoffice,  suohan 
opinion  would  be  coniraiiicied  by  the  ex- 
perience of  all  those  who  had  ever  filled  it. 
As  tolhe  business  to  be  doneoulof  the  HoDse, 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Lynd- 
hurst)  proposed  the  appointmentof  anoiber 
Judge  in  the  Court  of  Chancery ;  there- 
fore he  admitted  that  the  duly  of  that 
Court  was  not,  at  present,  adequately  per- 
fonned.  The  noble  Lord  proposed  the 
appointment  of  a  new  Vice- Chan  eel  tar. 
Was  not  that  a  little  inconsistent  with  th« 
authorities  he  quoted  against  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  similar  officer  to  1813  7  But 
the  fact  that  the  business  was  inadequately 
transacted,  being  admitted — the  question 
came,  what  was  the  right  course  to  be  pur- 
sued. The  business  transacted  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery  was  of  the  most  im- 
portant nature ;  and  with  regard  to  pro- 
perty— of  greater  importance  than  that 
transacted  in  any  other  Court  in  the  king- 
dom. Everyman  in  the  kingdom  is  inter- 
ested in  having  a  due  administration  of  the 
Chancery  business;  and  would  not  their 
Lordship?  believe  that  such  a  Court  was  a« 
much  entitled  tothebenefitofa  permanent 
Judge  asanyotherT  Every  inferior  Court 
in  the  kingdom  had  the  advantage  of  k 
Judge  exclusively  its  own  ;  but  in  the  Higb 
Court  of  Chancery,  alone,  it  was  I  bought 
expedient  that  the  Judge  should  constantly 
have  his  time  occupied  in  the  dischai^e  of 
other  duties,  so  that  he  should  never  have 
it  in  his  power  to  set  apart  one  uninter- 
rupted day  for  those  duties  which  specially 
belong  to  that  Court  1  Was  that  a  proper 
constitution  for  tbg  Court  ?  The  nobla 
and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Lyndhurst)  ad- 
mitted the  grievance,  and  how  would  he 
remedy  it?  He  would  leave  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  hear  the  appeala  he  already 
had  to  determine  from  the  Rolls  and  fn>in 
the  Vice- Chancellor's  Courts,  and  he  would 
add  those  which  would  arise  out  of  tbe  de* 
cisiona  of  the  oew  Judge  the  noble  Lt>rd 
proposed  to  create.  That  waa  hit  pro* 
position  to  help  the  Lord  Chaaoelloroat 
of  his  difficulty,  which,  if  erobncod,  would 
considerably  af^ravale  the  inconvMiMc* 
tbe  Lord  Chancellor  now  UtU    TbtwMm 
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Mtd  learned  Lord  might  ny,  he  did  more 
— h«  ■[^^nted  an  additioiiBlJodge  in  the 
Coart  of  Exchequer;  but  if  that  Court 
nere  not  efficient  already,  it  wai  not 
becauM  It  had  wanted  eminCDt  pertooB  to 
pioide  in  it.  The  reason  it  had  never 
risso  to  any  cmuence  as  a  Court  of  Equity, 
WM  the  difficolty  atteodaat  oo  the  manner 
ia which  the  ptooeedinftwere  conducted  in 
it,  «4iich  was  lo  great,  that  partiea  would 
rather  wait,  however  long,  to  have  their 
oantea  decided  in  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
That  was  an  evil  which  the  appointment 
of  an  additional  Judge  would  not  remedy. 
There  was  no  buitnett  in  the  Court  which 
leqaired  tuch  an  appointment.  There 
was  not,  at  present,  businesi  sufficient  to 
occupy  the  Judgea  of  the  Court,  and  yet 
the  remedy  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord, 
was  to  appoint  another.  Of  the  two  plans 
proposed  to  the  House,  instead  of  that 
contained  in  this  Bill,  he  preferred  the  ex* 
pedient  auegcsted  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Langd ale) ;  and|ultima(ely  that 
migihtlumouttobethebestcoaraetopureue. 
But  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  was 
not  prepared  with  his  plan,  and  aa  this 
neasure,  if  passed,  would  not  prevent  its 
future  adoption,  their  Lordshipi  had  better 
take  this  which  he  proposed,  as  an  inter- 
mediate step.  Their  Lordships  had  now 
to  decide  whether  this  Bill  should  be  read 
a  second  time?  He  wondered  that  the 
noble  end  learned  Lord  (Lord  Lyndhurst) 
had  made  uphismindto  vote  against  it,  be- 
cause the  noble  and  learned  Lord  admitted 
the  principle  oflhe  measure,  andif  he  would 
not  find  any  difficulty  in  sUerini;  the 
details  of  a  Bill  in  Committee,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  could  there  introducesuch 
clMisei  a*  ha  thought  proper.  He  saw  no 
reason  why  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
ahoald  oppose  the  second  reading.  It  was 
a  question  which  should  be  considered 
apart  from  politics,  and  as  it  was  admitted 
that  justice  could  not  be  adequately  ad- 
ministered in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  their 
Lordshipa  would  consent  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  and  endeavour 
to  aecwe  a  satisfactory  administration  of 
joatice,  botii  in  that  House  and  in  the 
Privy  Council. 

Lord  LjpidkurMt,  in  eiptanation,  stated, 
that  if  he  were  to  adopt  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord's  suggestion,  and  to  make 
sack  alteratioDa  as  he  thought  expedient 
in  Committee,  the  Bill  would  then  godown 
to  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  not  as 
tbt  Oavernmepl  Bill,  but  as  a  Bill  of  his 


(Lord  Lyndhurat's)owncon>truetion}  and 
in  that  case  it  would  be  easy  lo  anticipate 
the  result.  He  preferred,  therefore,  to 
give  his  decided  oppoution  to  the  measure 
on  the  second  reading. 

On  the  Question,  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time,  their  Lordships  divided 
Contents  29 ;  NouConUnU  94— Majorit 
35. 

Bill  postponed  for  six  monlha 
1^1  of  the  CovrsvT*. 
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MMibi  Dap  It  BM  at  tbg  a 

Sir  Fbedbbiok  Trench  and  Mr* 
RiOBY  Wabon.]  The  Serjeant  at  Anns 
(Colonel  Gossett)  reported  that  Sir  Frede- 
rick Trench  and  Bigby  Wason,  Erq.  were 
in  custody  :  on  the  motion  of  Lord  John 
Runell,  both  hon.  Members  we»  (wdercd 
to  attend  forthwith  in  their  places.  The 
hon.  Members  were  brought  in  and  took 
theii  places.  The  Report  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Durham  Railway  was  read. 

Lord  Joltn  RiuteU  moved,  that  the 
Speaker  do  call  on  both  the  bon.  Members 
ID  rise  in  their  places,  and  give  an  assurance 
lo  the  Home  that  the  afiair  between  them 
should  not  be  carried  further. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  Speaker  called  on  the  hon.Membei* 
to  comply  with  the  wiiiies  of  theHouae.  lA 

The  Sptaktr;  If  the  bon.  Oentteaen. 
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in  Ae  preieat  case,  penist  in  refuaing  the 

E ledge  which  I,  in  the  name  of  the  House, 
ave  required  of  them,  it  is  clear  that  the 
only  course  left  for  adoption  is,  at  once, 
to  commit  both  to  the  custody  of  the  Scr- 
jeant<at  Arms. 

Sir  Frederick  Trench  was  desirous  of 
laying  before  the  House  a  simple  state- 
ment of  the  facts;  and  after  some  opposition 
each  hon.  Member  entered  into  an  expla- 
nation of  the  personal  difference  which  had 
occurred  between  them  in  the  South  Due- 
ham  RaUway  Commiltee.  A  lengthened 
discussion  ensued,  which  at  length  ended 
by  the  two  hon.  Members  accommodating 
their  difference  by  a  little  mutual  retrau- 
latioD,  and  the  matter  ended. 


MtJNICIPAL  COBFOBATIONS  (IbEL4ND).J 

The  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  further  con- 
nderation  of  the  Lords'  Amendments  to 
the  Irish  Municipal  Corporaiiona'  Bill  was 
read. 

Sir  Roberl  Peel  wished  to  know  whether 
the  amendments  the  hon.  aad  learned  Mem- 
ber meant  to  move,  were  amendments  upon 
the  Lords'  amendments,  and  whether  they 
were  printed,  because  they  could  do  no 
more  than  deal  with  the  Lords'  amend- 

Mr,  CLoghlen  was  understood  to  say 
the  amendments  were  not  printed,  and  that 
it  was  intended  to  move  the  reuntroduction 
of  certain  clauses  which  had  been  rejected 
by  the  Lords.  He  was  ready,  however,  to 
afford  every  explanation. 

Several  verbal  and  other  amendments 
were  proposed  and  put  from  the  Chair. 

Colonel  Sihlhorp  wished  to  Icnow  what 
was  doing,  as  he  really  could  not  under- 
■tand  it.  He  was  bound  to  suspect  every 
measure  or  amendment  proposed  by  the 
other  side. 

On  the  neit  amendment  being  proposed. 

Sir  iIo6cr/  Peel  said,  this. was  utterly 
unintelligible.  After  the  debate  which 
had  taken  place,  and  (he  decisive  majonty 
that  had  fallowed,  he  did  not  intend 
.any  Q|ipositiim  of  a  vexatious  character. 
But  in  a  Bill  of  such  importance,  they 
ought  to  see  what  they  were  doing.  He 
hc^ed  the  amendments  they  were  making 
would  be  printed,  so  that  they  might  see 
whet  they  were  about. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  they  were  now 
merely  restoring  some  of  the  original  clauses. 

Mr.  Seixeant  JacJuan:  If  they  did  not 
see  what  the  alterations  were,  they  might 
as  well  leave  the  House. 

Jjati  Join  RuueU  taid,  th«  great  priu- 
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cipk  was  the  restoration  of  the  original 
clauses.  With  respect  to  tbenew  clauses, 
they  would  be  printed  in  the  course  of  two 
or  three  hours. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  thought,  as  they  were 
legislating  on  a  matter  M  such  importance, 
that  it  would  be  most  denrable  that  all  the 
alterations  should  be  printed. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  objected  to  the  measure 
being  thrust  upon  the  House  in  what  he 
called  so  unfair  a  a  manner.  One  single 
wonl  introduced  into  a  clause  might  over- 
turn the  constitution  of  the  country ;  there- 
fore he  objected  to  the  measure  being  pn>< 
ceeded  with  in  such  a  way. 

The  other  clauses  up  to  85  of  the  origi- 
nal Bill,  with  some  omisiuons  and  amend- 
ments, were  restored.  At  three  o'clock  the 
House  adjourned,  and  was  resumed  agaia 


Pafes  Duties  Drawback-]  t,ai&Fra?ieu 
Egerlan  be^ed  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Geotle- 
man  the  Chancel  lor  of  the  Exchequer  at  what 
period  it  was  proposed  that  the  new  duties 
on  paper  should  come  into  operation,  hath 
as  regarded  the  first  and  second  class  paper, 
and  the  stained  paper,  and  also  whether,  he 
contemplated  allowing  a  drawback  on  the 
stocks  in  hand  ? 

The  Chancellor  _ef  the  Exchemer  had 
to  inform  his  noble  Friend,  in  reply  to  the 
question  he  had  put  to  him,  and  he  hoped 
it  might  reach  the  parlies  interested,  that 
the  proposition  he  had  mihraitted  for  the 
alteration  of  the  duty  on  the  first  chua 
paper,  would  take  eSect  from  the  October 
quarter.  This  was  his  original  intention 
and  statement  in  submitting  the  propoo- 
tion,  but,  inaimuch  as  it  had  been  some- 
what misconceived,  and  not,  perhaps,  aa 
generally  known  as  might  have  been 
wished,  he  wai  very  well  pleased  to  have 
an  opportunity  of  re-stating  it.  With  re- 
spect to  the  stained  paper,  he  had  been 
very  much  presned  by  a  peat  majority  of 
the  parties  interested  in  that  brani^  of  the 
trade  to  fix  an  earlier  period  for  the  pn^M>- 
■ition  taking  efiect,  by  tabitituting  the 
July  for  the  October  quarts.  He  b^ 
Jieved  this  would  be  very  convenient  tor 
the  trade  itself,  as  otherwiie,  stained  paper 
being  rather  a  matter  of  luzmy  than  of 
necessity,  there  might  be  an  intemption 
to  the  manufacture.  With  rapect  to 
allowing  a  drawl^ck  on  the  stock  in  band, 
he  thought  it  was  more  just  and  ^cdiestt 
to  adhere  to  the  prioeiple  an  whidb  Far. 
liament  had  of  late  yean  acted  in  nwfciBg 
altuniioiu  of  duty,  and  not  to  allow  a 
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drawback  on  the  stock  in  liaBd.  All  tbe 
motives  whidi  induced  Parliament  on  other 
occBiions  to  refuse  allowing  a  drawback 
existed  in  tbe  present  case,  with  some  ai~ 
ditional  connideiKtions  into  which  he  need 
not  then  enter.  For  the  purpose,  however, 
of  affording  accommodation  and  facilities 
to  tbe  trade,  he  had  provided  not  onlv  that 
the  privilege  of  manufacturing  and  storing 
in  bond  should  be  continued,  but  that  in 
case  an;  very  greet  quanlitj  of  a  particular 
'  paper  affected  bj  these  legulations  ahnuld 
remain  on  hand  in  the  stationer's  stocks, 
on  tbe  lOth  of  October,  allowance  should 
be  made  for  it ;  not  an  allowance  ia  the 
diape  of  drawback  generally,  but  an  allow- 
ance on  the  duty  on  paper  permitted  into 
gtadonen*  shops,  under  particular  circum- 
stances. It  was  impossible  ^wholly  to 
remedy  the  inconvenience  to  which  his 
noble  Friend  had  adverted.  He  had  en- 
deavoured to  remedy  it  partially,  to  the 
utmost  of  his  power,  and  he  hoped  he  bad 
■ucceeded. 

Sir  Oeorge  Clerk  said,  that  many  paper- 
makers  in  Scotland  had  very  large  stocks 
on  hand.  There  was  one  individual  within 
his  own  knowledge,  who  had  no  less  than 
1 6,000  reams ;  and  if  this  paper  which  had 
paid  tbe  whcje  duty,  remained  on  hand 
until  October,  and  then  had  to  he  Mtld  at  a 
reduced  price,  without  any  allowance  of 
drawback,  he  seed  not  say,  that  the  loss 
would  be  very  great.  He  hoped  his  right 
hon.  Friend  would  allow  some  drawback 
on  paper  dial  had  paid  the  whole  duly. 

The  ChaneeUoraflMe  Exche^uernplied, 
that  thb  would  be  in  fact  allowing  a  draw- 
hack  on  the  stock  in  hand.  Thia  he  could 
not  consent  to,  because  it  coutd  not  be  done 
without  exposing  the  revenue  tu  very  con- 
sideraUe  Ims. 

Subject  dropped. 

Tub  Fagtobt  SnTSir.]  Lord  AthUif 
called  tbe  attention  of  bis  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  a  fact  which  be  stated  on  the 
BUtbority  of  a  Yarkfbire  paper.  It  appnr- 
ed  in  that  paper  aecoiding  to  the  conf cuioa 
«f  the  masten  themselves,  that  tive  boys, 
of  between  twelt-e  and  fifteen  years  of  age, 
.bad  been  mode  to  work  for  thirty-four 
haun  suoecMvely,  in  a  ahockins  hole,  de- 
voted to  the  tearing  up  of  wooUen  goods ; 
the  atmosphere  of  it  was  to  noxious  and 
atteaivK,  that  the  men  who  worked  in  it 
were  obliged  to  wear  handkerchiefs  tied 
over  thfflr  mouths  to  prevent  their  inhaling 
tha  foul  air.  The  fact  was  proved  before 
the  mogistraMSi  and  tha  masten,  Maiars. 
Ibbouon,  Battley,  and  Ga,  were  convicted 
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in  the  full  penalty.  Tfiey  MtgtA,  in  ex- 
tenuation of^  their  conduct,  that  the  steam 
boiler  had  burst ;  but  this  was,  in  fact,  no 
excuse  at  a11.  What  he  wished  to  ask  bia 
noble  Friend  opposite  was  this — that  he 
would  have  the  goodness  to  direct  the  in- 
spector of  the  district  lo  visit  the  spot,  to 
make  inquiries  and  report  to  him,  and  that 
be  would  lay  the  Report  upon  the  Table. 

Lord  Jo/m  RuskU  would  take  care  that 
the  inspector  of  tbe  district  should  make 
every  inquiry,  and  that  his  report  abould 
be  communicated  to  the  House. 

Subfect  dropped. 

REaisTRATioN  OF  Births.!  "^^s 
House,  on  the  Motion  of  Lord  John  Rvt- 
kU,  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  on 
the  Registration  of  Births  Bill- 
Clause  4>Snd  was  put  and  agreed  to. 
Dr.  Botoring  then  proposed  the  Clause 
of  which  he  had  given  notice,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  allowing  the  registers  of  the  Dia- 
senters,  which  were  at  present  kept  at  con- 
sideraUe  expense,  to  be  received  hy  the 
Rensi  rar-  General . 

The  AUomejf.Getieral  objected  to  tbe 
Clause,  on  the  ground,  that  the  registers  of 
the  Dissenters  might  be  in  many  respects, 
inaccurate  and  calculated  to  mislead. 

Lord  John  Rutrelt  said,  that  he  had  no 
objection  to  appointing  a  Comminion  to 
inquire  into  the  validity  and  nature  of  the 
various  registers  kept  l^  the  Dissenters 

Dr.  Bomring  otwerved  that,  with  tbe 
understanding  that  a  Commission  should 
he  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  subject,  ha 
would  withdraw  the  clause. 

The  Schedules  were  agreed  to,  the  Bill 
to  he  reported,  and  tbe  House  resumed. 

MiRRiAQEe.]  Tbe  House  afterwards 
went  into  Committee  on  the  Marriages 
Bill. 

Upon  Cltnise  Iflth  being  proposed. 

Dr.  Bcntring  moved  an  amendRimt, 
that  instead  of  twenty  househoUers  attend- 
ing a  diawnting  chapel  being  requinrd  to 
sign  a  certificate,  lo  have  it  licensed  for  the 
purpose  of  marriages  being  eelebrated  in  it, 
the  certificate  of  ten  houaebtdden  ritonld 
be  sufficient 

Dr.  Lvthinelon  op|)osed  the  amendment. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend- 
ment ;  Ayes  S9  ;  Noes  1S8 — Majority  106. 

Aglioahy,  H.  A.  Barland.  W.  C. 

Bowes,  J.  Howard,  P.  H. 

Groie,  G.  Htndley,  C 

HttltfW.  Hector,  J.  C 
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Smith,  Bm. 
Scourfield,W.H. 
ThoroBly,  T. 
Ttiompson,  Col. 
Wakely,  T. 
WUliams,  W. 

Bowring,  Dr. 
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MoTetoD,  bon.  A.  tL 
O'ConiieU,  M.  J. 
Feue,  J. 
Pirrott,  J. 
Patter,  R. 
Bttcht,  D. 
RuDdl*,  J. 

CUuw  I8th,  enacting  that  mama^ 
m«f  be  celebrated  before  the  Superm- 
Mndent  Resuirar,  was  proposed. 

Mr.  Pottlter  objected  to  this  Clauie.  It 
was  a  ClauH  that  separated  the  contract  of 
marriage  from  what  it  alwajs  bad  pre- 
viously in  this  country,  the  sanction  of  a 
religious  ceremony.  The  members  of  the 
Church  of  England,  he  was  sure,  would 
not  accept  of  such  a  Clause,  and  he  believed 
that  the  Diiientars  were  not  prepared  to 
accept  it,  as  they  had  last  year  refused  to 
accept  the  Bill  of  the  right  faon.  Bamnet, 
vihich  permitted  these  marriages  to  tale 
place  as  civil  contracts.  Many  of  the  Dis- 
aestsrs,  he  knew,  were  desirous  of  retaining 
the  religious  sanction  for  their  marriages, 
and  their  feelings  were  alone  exerted  against 
it  by  the  undue  and  obnoxious  restrictions 
impoaed  by  the  old  Marriage  Act.  In  tliis 
case,  at  in  others,  the  extreme  reatriclions 
had  driven  to  violent  principles 
treme  theories,  which  otherwise  they  would 
never  entertain.  He  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  would  permit  this  Cutue  to  be  ex- 
punged from  the  Act. 

iKi.Baine*  considered,  that  there  would 
le  great  weight  in  the  objection  made  by 
the  hon.  Member,  if  it  were  imperative 
upon  the  Dissenters  that  their  marriages 
ibould  tate  place  as  a  civil  contract.  Un- 
der this  Act,  it  was  optional  with  tbem  to 
have  the  marriage  celebrated  as  a  civil  con- 
tract, or  under  a  religious  sanction.  It 
being  nptiooal,  all  objection  was  removed. 
The  Bill  of  the  right  hem.  Baronet  was 
olgected  to,  because  then  was  too  much  of 
the  civil  contract  enforced  with  respect  to 
the  marriages  of  the  Disientera. 

Sir  Robert  I»gUt  decidedly  objected  to 
the  Clause  With  the  single  exception  of 
the  time  of  the  great  KebeUion,  there  wai 
lu  one  instance  m  the  history  of  the  coun. 
try,  of  marriage  having  been  considered 
otherwiae  than  as  a  r^igious  ceremony. 
This  waa  a  solitary  attempt  to  give  a  civil 
tltaiBcter  to  a  relipous  contract. 

Dr.  Luthiaelon  :  The  great  principle  of 
the  Bill,  and  Uia  principle  which  he  advo- 
oatedj  waa  this,  that  marriage  was  a  natural 
'  ngbt,  to  whicb  all  the  subjects  of  this  land 
It^  a  full  and  cotoplete  tiUe,  and  that  the 
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legislature  bad  no  pretence,  justice,  or  au- 
tlwrity  for  confining  oc  limiting  it,  except 
so  far  as  was  essenti^y  necessary  to  insure 
that  publicity  which  would  ^vevent  furtivo 
Gonnexinns  and  Ulicit  marriages.  If  this 
clause  were  omitted,  the  whole  remedy  of 
the  Bill  would  be  lefl  out.  Up  to  the  year 
1756,  marriage  was  a  mere  legal  oontracL 
Two  people  declaring  themselves  man  and 
wife  before  witnesses  were  as  indubitably 
married  as  persons  maVing  the  same  decla- 
ration in  Scotland,  with  the  exception  of 
not  being  entitled  to  claim  some  obsolete 
remedies  as  to  real  property.  Under  this 
law  the  people  of  Scotland  existed  to  the 
present  daj.  Were  they  r^ardless  of  thmr 
duty  to  their  Creator  t  It  would  be  dif- 
ficult to  find  on  the  whole  surface  of  the 
globe  a  more  religious  people  than  the 
Scotch.  He  made  his  stand  upon  thegreat 
and  broad  principle  which  he  had  erar 
maintained  m  that  House.  He  denied  the 
right,  though  he  could  not  deny  the  power, 
of  the  legislature  to  infringe  upon  the 
consdenee  of  any  iadlvidusi  whatever, 
with  respect  to  those  natural  rights,  of 
which  marriage  was  of  all  others  the  for&. 
most  and  most  necessary. 

Mr.  Hardjf  conceived  that  by  the  BiQ 
marriage  was  converted  into  a  mere  dvil 
contract.  All  that  was  required  was,  that 
some  ceremony  of  marriage  should  tab 
place  in  a  reaiatered  building,  which  had 
been  certified  by  twenty  bousSholden  to  be 
a  place  for  religjous  worship. 

Lord  John  Ruttell  said,  that  the  great 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  allow  every  person 
to  be  married  according  to  whatever  form  ' 
his  conscience  dictated.  Here  were  first 
members  of  the  Church  of  England,  next 
the  Dissenters,  who  considered  marriage  « 
religious  ceremony,  and  preferred  being 
married  in  their  own  chapels;  the  first 
were  lef^  in  their  present  situation ;  the 
second  were  permitted  tocar^  their  wishes 
into  effint.  There  were  other  classes  of 
Dissenters  who  considered  marriage  not  a 
religious  but  a  dvil  ceremony.  Taking  the 
bro^  prindple  of  reUgioua  Ubcrty,  he  fdt 
.  tbat  tfaey  were  bound  to  provide  for  all  then 
danea ;  he  ^  not  think  that  the  House 
had  a  right  to  tell  one  class  of  men  that 
their  scruples  were  just  and  reaaosiable,  and 
to  refuse  to  judge  c^  those  of  otheif.  Iftbe 
Bill  were  carri^  with  that  dauae,  be  would 
admit  that  he  entertained  no  doubt  but  that 
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be  Few,  however,  itill  tbe  principle  wai  k 
great  one,  and  tliej  were  oouad  to  mttia- 
tain  it. 

Sir  B.  Peel  Bald,  it  appeared  to  him  (hat 
aQ  the  Bill  did  was  to  enable  the  marriage 
ceremonj  to  be  performed  in  a  reeistered 
building ;  but  that  it  did  not  require  anj 
religious  ceremony.  He  requirrf  a  civil 
contract,  as  an  essential  condition  of  mar- 
riage, trusting  that  there  would  always  be 
Bome  religious  cereraony,  being  unable  to 
define  what  ii  should  be ;  but  wishing  that 
it  sfauuld  be  in  accordance  with  the  con- 
scientious belief  of  those  who  engaged  in 
It  He  wished  to  have  one  point  ilistinctly 
understood.  Supposing  both  paTttes  were 
members  of  the  Church  of  England,  was  ft 
intended  in  their  case  to  dispense  with  the 
rite  of  marriage  according  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church  1  He  hoped,  and  fully  be- 
lieved, that  it  was  not  intended.  He  did 
not  consider  that  he  had  any  right  to  inter- 
fere with  the  solemnization  of  marriage  by 
the  Dissenters;  but  be  was  very  anxious 
that  the  effect  of  the  Bill,  with  reference 
to  members  of  the  Church  of  England, 
should  be  fully  understood. 

Mr.  7^n>  objected  to  the  Bill  as  a  pro- 
posed gratuitous  desecration  of  the  marriage 
lite.  He  did  not  think  that  it  would  be 
at  all  uncharitable  to  impo«e  the  restraint 
of  a  religious  ceremony  upon  Dissenters. 

Sir  It.  Peel  thought  he  imposed  no  invi- 
dious tB"k  upon  the  Dissenters  when  he 
required  that  such  of  them  as  objected  to 
marriage  being  considered  a  religious  cere- 
mony, should  state  their  objection  upon  the 
register.  This  was  really  one  of  the  most 
important  parts  of  the  BUI,  and  he  trusted 
the  House  would  arrive  at  no  hasty  decision 
upon  it. 

Mr.  Pryme  saw  no  hardship  whatever  in 
requiring  some  religious  ceremony  in  addi- 
tion to  a  mere  legal  contract,  or  at  most 
some  declaration  of  a  conscientious  abjec- 
tion on  behalf  of  the  party. 

Mr,  Miles  contended,  as  the  clause  stood, 
that  it  would  tend  to  encourage  clandestine 
marriages. 

The  Atlontey-General  thousht,  that  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  that  there  should 
be  some  ceremony  which  would  make  it 
known  to  the  world  that  a  marriage  com. 
pact  had  been  entered  into  between  par- 
ties. He  did  not  think  that  the  ado^ 
tlon  of  the  alterations  that  had  been  sug- 
gested from  the  other  side  of  the  House 
would  be  at  bU  advisable. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  contended  that  mak- 
bg  naniage  r  civil  contract  would  be 
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highly  injurious ;  and  pasung  the  clause  as 
it  stood  would  greatly  increase  th*  nunbar 
of  clandestine  marriages. 

Mr.  Cullar  Fergutum  hoped  that  tha 
House  would  Ti'>t  adopt  the  suggestion  of 
thehon.  Member  for  Snaftesbury,  which,  if 
adopted,  would  destroy  the  principle  as 
well  OS  the  utility  of  the  Bill. 

The  Committee  divided  on  tbe  amend. 
ment :     Ayes  58 ;    Noes   123  —  Majority 
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HOUSE    OF    LOIIDS, 
Tunday,  /um  14,    1836. 

Hud  ■  Oilid  Ham  I — Sat  at  DBIbnl. 
Br  th*  EbI  rf  Bunow.  ftin  l>tl» 
nlMiiniit  U)  MiTDooth  CnUtf)!  ud 
i  OreBcnhiU,  far  Repis]  of  Honin 
KMtl  AK.— Bt   thg  t»A  nt   RMW-T*.    Ham 

DiTiiliM  or  Fift,  b  PnMcttoa  u  Oh  HMhy 
By  Uw  Biibop  or  CLouoniB,  tlm  Clon- 
lerlikn  oT  tbt  Crimiiuil  Code. 

PosT-OmcB  Packets — Holyhka©-] 
The  Earl  of  Lichfield  wLihed  to  answer 
Kome  questions  which  we  e  put  by  the 
noble  Miir<)ueBs  (Westraealb)  yesterday, 
respecting  the  Poat-Office  packets  at  Holy, 
head.     The  noble   Marquess   said,   that  no 

Erecautions  were  taken  to  prevent  danger 
ram  fire  on  board  the  pockets.  It  was 
true  that,  for  some  time,  in  cuniiequence  of 
nothing  of  tl:e  kind  having  happened,  the 
precuutions  against  fire  hod  in  some  degree 
been  neglected ;  but  no  sooner  had  the  >ii.b- 
ject  been  brought  under  his  notice,  than  he 
gave  directions  that  every  necensary  means 
should  be  provided  to  guard  against  any 
accident  of  fire  happening  on  Ixiard  the 
pai'kets.  With  regaitl  to  the  other  matter 
of  complaint  alluded  to  by  tbe  noble  Mar- 
quess—  namely,  that  relating  to  ma)*ena> 
tion  and  peculation  carried  on  in  the  Pust- 
Office  establishment  at  Holyhead,  he  be- 
lieved their  Lordships  would  think  that 
this  was  not  the  must  suitable  occasion  for 
going  into  that  question. 

The  Earl  of  tVickltm  wished  to  inquire 
of  the  noble  Eitrl  when  it  was  that  the 
Reports  of  the  Commissionem  would  eome 
under  the  consideration  of  their  Lord- 
ships ? 

The  Duke  of  Riekmond  wished  to  give 
the  most  complete  contriidiction  to  a  state- 
ment contained  in  the  6th  Report  of  the 
Post-Office  Commis»ioners,  that  the  repre- 
sentations of  the  captains  of  the  vessels  on 
the  Holybead  station  did  not  meet  with 
pn^ier  attention  from  the  Po<tmaster-Ge* 
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Emancipation  Bill  in  IS39  ;  and ]ie  truBtecl 
that  tbeir  Lot^aliipB  would  agree  that  be 
waa  justified  in  the  course  he  had  punued, 
fay  the  very  language  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  who  was  the  author  of  the  measure 
by  which  he  (Lord  Scourton)  obtained  ac- 
cess to  their  LordsliipB'  House.  The  ri^t 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  "  I  would  admit 
them,  therefore,  on  the  same  footing,  the 
same  principle  of  equality,  on  which  we 
the  Dissenter  from  the  Church 


oend.     During  the  thtee  years  he  held 
that  office,  be  gave  every  attention  to  <' 
representations  made  by  those  persons ;  a 
be  had  no  doubt  that  his  noble  Friend 
to  the  present  time  had  done  the  same. 

The  Earl  of  Wickloto  suid,  that  it  was 
matter  of  very  important  consideration  U. 
the  noble  Earl,  that  although  no  Post- 
OiSce  packet  had  ever  teen  actually 
destroyed  by  fire,  yet  it' was  reported  that 
erery  packet  on  the  Holyhead  station  had 
been  on  fire ;  and  one  of  them  no  less 
than  three  times.  This  was  a  slate  of 
things  which  ought  not  to  he  tolerated 
and  he  hoped  the  noble  Earl  would  follov 
up  the  recbbimendation  of  the  Comrais 
uoners,  by  establishing  a  different  packet 
system  altogether. 

The  Earl  of  Lichfield  observed,  that  it 
was  rather  a  curious  cii'cumstance  that  the 
only  vessel  that  ever  was  burnt  to  the 
water's  edge  was  the  Venus,  and  she  was 
the  only  vessel  that  ever  bad  a  fire-engine 

Subject  dropped. 

Oathb  taken  bt  Catrol70  Pebhs,] 
Lord  Slourfoii  then  rose,  and  stated  that  he 
bad  received  by  post,  addressed  to  bim  per- 
sonally, a  document  purporting  tu  be  s 
copy  of  a  petition  to  their  Lordships  from 
the  corporation  of  tailors  in  the  parish  of 
St.  John  tbe  Baptist,  Dublin,  which  a 
tained  passages  reflecting  on  his  bonour 
.a  Peer  of  Parliament ;  it  was  set  forth 
the  petition,  that,  although  it  was  enacted 
by  the  Emancipation  Bill,  that  the  Roman 
Catholics,  in  taking  their  seats  in  Parlia- 
ment, should  swear  that  tbey  would  not 
Tote  upon  any  question  in  which  tbe  Pro- 
testant religion,  or  the  interest  of  tbe  Fro. 
testant  Establishment  was  involved,  yet 
that  be,  unmindful  of  Ui  oath,  had  voted 
on  the  Church  Temporalities  Bill,  hf  giving 
bis  proxy  to  the  noble  Viscount  at  the  head 
of  his  Majesty's  Government.  He  must 
complain  of  the  great  indignity  which  their 
.  Lordships'  House  itself  would  sustain,  if  a 
charge  of  this  grave  and  serious  nature 
were  suffered  to  be  made  against  any  Mem- 
ber of  their  Lordships'  House— imputing, 
S.S  it  did,  nothing  less  than  the  crime  of 
perjury— mtbout  some  notice  being  taken 
of  It,  and  some  means  aAbrded,  by  which 
the  noble  Lord,  whose  character  waa  im- 
plicated, might  vindicate  his  honour  and 
convict  bis  accuser  of  a  gross  and  unfounded 
calumny.  He  would  remind  their  l,ord- 
ships  of  what  was  said  by  Sir  Robert  Feel, 
vhea  be  introduced  the  Bomaa  Catholic 


of  England.  Another  proposal  has  been 
made  by  a  right  hon.  Friend  of  mine  (Mr. 
Wilmot  Horton) — made  from  the  best  mo- 
tives, and  supported  with  an  ingenuity, 
ability,  and  research,  worthy  of  the  motives 
and  of  the  character  of  its  autlior.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  has  proposed,  with  a 
view  to  calm  the  suspicions  and  fears  of 
those  who  object  to  the  admission  of  Romaa 
Catholics  to  Parliament,  that  the  Roman 
Catholic  Member  should  be  disqualified  by 
law  from  voting  on  matters  relating,  di- 
rectly or  indirectly,  to  the  interests  of  the 
Established  Church.  There  appear  to  me 
numerous  and  cogent  objections  to  this 
proposal.  In  the  first  place,  it  is  dangerous 
to  establish  the  precedent  of  limiting  by 
law  the  discretion  by  which  the  duties  and 
functions  of  a  Member  of  Parliament  ore 
to  be  exercised ;  in  tbe  second,  it  is  diffi- 
cult to  define  beforehand,  what  are  the 
questions  which  affect  tbe  interests  of  tbe 
Church.  A  question  which  has  no  imm&- 
diQte  apparent  connexion  with  the  Church 
might  have  a  practical  bearing  upon  its 
welfare  ten  times  mure  important  tlian  ano- 
ther question  which  might  Sfjpear  directly 
to  concern  it ;  thirdly,  by  excluding  the 
Roman  Catholic  from  giving  his  individual 
vote,  you  do  little  to  diminish  his  real  in- 
fluence, if  you  leave  him  tbe  power  of 
speaking,  of^  biasnng  the  judgniBtitB  of 
others  on  tbe  question  on  which  he  is  not 
himself  to  vote ;  and  if  by  a  jealous  and 
distrusting,  but  ineffectual  precaution,  you 
tempt  him  to  exercise  to  your  prejudice  the 
remaining  power  of  which  you  cannot,  or 
do  not,  propose  to  deprive  him.  T  believe 
there  is  more  of  real  security  in  confideucs 
in  avowed  mistrust  and  suspidim,  un- 
nponied  by  effectual  guards.  For 
i  reasons  I  am  unwilling  to  deprive  th« 
Roman  Catholic  Member  of  either  Houm 
of  Parliament  of  any  privil^e  of  free  dis- 
cussion, and  free  exercise  of  judgment 
which  belongs  to  other  Membnn  of  tiie 
Legislature." 
Subject  dropped. 
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MmnciPAL  CoBPOSATimn  Act  — 
(EnqIiANS.)']  Tbe  HanjueM  of  Camden 
presenUiI  a  Petition  firom  300  members  of 
the  Univerrity  of  Cambridge,  vrvjin^  that 
the  Vice-chancellor  of  the  University  for 
the  time  being  may  be  a  magittraLe  for  the 
town  of  Cambric^  He  would  give  notice 
that  when  the  B31  for  amending  the  Eng< 
liih  MuoicipBl  Corporadons  Act  went  into 
Cominittee  he  should  move  to  insert  a 
clause  with  a  view  to  carry  into  ^lect  the 
prayer  of  the  petitioners. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  a  ques- 
tion had  arisen  between  the  inbsldtantB  of 


tbe  town  of  Cambridge  and  the  University 
of  Cambrid^  as  to  who 


a  should  be  put  into 
.  the  commissioa  of  the  peace  for  that  town. 
It  appeared  that  hitherto  the  Vice-Chan- 
cellor had  held  a  commission  of  the  peace 
for  the  boiough,  and  was  b1m>  a  magistrate 
.  for  the  county  ;  and  it  further  appeared, 
from  the  representations  on  the  part  of  the 
town  that  the  Vice-Chancellor,  from  some 
authority  which  was  not  very  easily  traced, 
but  supposed  to  be  by  virtue  of  tbe  au- 
thority vested  in  bioi  by  charter  with  his 
power  of  magistrate,  was  enabled  to  grant 
licences  to  all  the  publiivhouses  in  the 
town  of  Cambridge,  a  power  not  very 
agreeable  to  the  inhabitants,  and  which  the 
town  therefure  very  strenuously  rensted. 
When  he  csme  to  conmder  who  ought  to  be 
put  into  the  commission,  the  nicety  of  de- 
ciding that  question,  as  between  the  Vice- 
Chancellor  and  the  town  of  Cambridge,  was 
entirely  removed  by  what  passed  last  year 
on  the  Municipal  Coiporstions  ^ct,  and  by 
the  lansuage  of  that  Act  itself,  which  made 
it  the  duty  of  the  Ooremment  to  provide 
the  magistracy.  Now  if  the  insertion  of 
the  Vice  Chancellor  into  the  Commission 
was  to  be  made  on  the  ground  of  his  being 
an  elective  officer,  that  would  in  effect  be 
to  talte  away  from  the  Crown  the  power  of 
nominating  the  magistrates.  He  thought 
that  the  proper  construction  of  tbe  Act 

-  would  predude  any  individual  from  being 
a  magistrate  by  virtue  merely  of  his  being 
elected  to  office.     The  present  petition  — 

.  nmed  that  construction  of  the  Act  to 
correct,  and  propoied  to  make  an  alteration 

-  in  it  as  far  as  respected  the  Vice  Chancellor 
of  the  University.  If  that  should  be  the 
treasure  of  ihur  Lordships  it  would  then 

'  became  thar  duty  to  inquire  what  arrange- 
nent  Minld  be  made  between  the  Univei^ 
'  rity  and  the  town  for  the  purpose  of  com- 
.  ing  to  some  understanding  upon  the  subject 
'  He  b^ged  to  state  to  their  Lorddiips  the 
CODiM^  hftd  taken  with  i^ard  to  the 
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University.  Believing  that  it  was  right 
and  proper,  with  a  view  to  the  protection 
of  the  young  men  at  the  University,  that 
some  persons  connected  with  it  should  be 
in  tbe  coramixion  of  the  peace,  he  hod  in- 
troduced into  the  Commission  sis  heads  of 
houses,  four  professors,  and  four  other  per^ 
sons  redding  in  the  town,  who  were  mem- 
bers of  the  Univendty  ;  therefore  a  majority 
of  the  magistrates  were  members  of  the 
Univenity.  He  bad  hoped  that  the  Uni- 
versity would  have  considered  that  he  bad 
given  its  members  as  much  magisterial 
power  as  it  was  desirable  they  should  pos- 
sess. By  not  opposing  the  introduction  of 
the  clause  which  the  noble  Marquess  had 
stated  it  to  be  his  intention  to  bing  for- 
ward, he  be^ed  to  be  considered  as  not 
pledging  himself  to  any  particular  course 
which  he  might  hereafter  feel  it  his  duty 
to  follow. 

Petition  Mi  on  the  Table. 

Raii.wats.]  The  Duke  of  n>auij|foR 
begged  to  ask  the  noble  Marquis  (ljio»- 
downe)  opposite  whether  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  were  prepared   to  bring  Torwatd 


ny  gei 


upon  the  subject  of 


tailwai^s  ? 

The  Marquess  of  Lamdoione  replied 
that  the  Government  were  uot  at  that 
moment  prepared  with  any  plan  upon  the 
subject;  but,  at  tbe  same  time,  be  begged 
(o  assure  the  noble  Duke  that  Mioittefi 
were  exceedingly  alive  to  the  great  import- 
ance of  the  subject,  and  that,  in  the 
course  of  a  very  short  time,  they  shoukl 
be  prepared  to  come  forward  with  a  plan 
which  he  hoped  and  believed  would  be 
generally  approved  of.  In  the  mean  time 
he  thought  it  would  be  highly  desirable  to 
introduce  into  all  the  Railway  Bills  tbat 
should  come  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House,  a  clause  by  which  they  should 
hereafter  become  subject  to  any  general 
plan  which  the  House  might  deem  fit  to 
adopt.  He  might  as  well  stale  that  a  Bill 
would  be  brought  into  the  other  Honse  of 
Parliament  to  carry  the  proposed  object 
into  effect.  Their  Lordships  ^ould  recol- 
lect, however,  that  thb  was  a  delicate  sub- 
ject to  the  companies  concerned,  but  he 
hoped  that  equal  protection  might  be  affind- 
ed  to  them  and  to  the  public 

The  Duke  of  WtHingtm  thought  it 
highly  expedient  that  the  Bills  now  before 
the  House  should  be  rendered  subject  to 
any  general  regulation  which  the  Houm 
might  afterwards  adopt.    Tberefore,  with 
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the  penniuion  of  the  House,  he  would 
reul  a  clause  nbich  he  had  prepared  upon 
the  Bubject,  and  which  he  tnought  should 
be  introduced  iuto  ever;  Railway  Bill  that 
came  under  their  cooiideration  prior  to 
the  adoption  of  a  general  plan.  He  would 
TOad  the  clause  now,  and  theu  la;  it  on 
the  table  of  the  House  in  order  that  it 
might  be  printed  end  considered  by  ibeir 
Lordship!  previous  to  Thursday  next,  when 
bfl  should  move  its  insertion  in  the  first 
Railway  Bill  that  came  before  them.  The 
noble  Duke  then  read  the  clause,  to  this 
eStct:  "  Provided  always,  and  be  it  fur- 
ther enacted,  that  nothiog  herein  contained 
shall  eatend,  or  be  coustrued  to  extend, 
to  the  exemption  of  this  or  any  other  rail- 
road from  the  pro*isioni  of  any  general 
Act  or  general  Acts  for  the  regulation  of 
railroads,  which  may  be  passed  with  a 
view  to  the  advantage,  protection,  end  se- 
curity of  the  public,  before  the  expiration 
of  one  year  from  the  passing  of  this  Act, 
if  Parliament  shall  be  sitting  at  the  expi- 
ration of  such  period  of  one  year,  or  if 
Parliament  should  not  be  then  sitting, 
before  the  end  of  the  then  next  session." 
Subject  dropped. 

Thb  Umivresitie8(Scotl*iid)Biil.1 
ViscountAfe/6awr»erose  to  movet he  Second 
Readingofthe  Universities  (Scotland)  Bill. 
Hesaid  that,  notwithstanding  the  estimation 
In  which  the  Universities  of  Scotland  were 
held  in  that  country,  notwithstanding  the 
eSectthey  had  upon  the  country,  notwith- 
standing the  means  they  afforded  for 
cheap  education,  some  vices,  some  enori, 
had  still  crept  into  those  estsbtisbments, 
which  it  was  admitted  on  all   hands  re- 

3uired  certain  amendmenli.  He  ua- 
oubtedly  felt  that  such  extensive  powers 
and  influence  as  belonged  to  the  Scotch 
Universities  required  periodical  revision, 
and  especially  to  be  considered  by  fresh 
eyes — to  be  considered  by  those  wlio  were 
not  previously  accustomed  to  the  general 
routine  of  the  afTaira  within  those  spheres ; 
and  such  a  leviaioa  would  be  required 
even  if  the  institution  were  well  ad- 
ministered in  themselves.  Upon  that 
view  the  Commission  of  Royal  Visitation 
had  been  appointed.  That  Commission 
had  entered  into  a  very  accurate  end  com- 
plete inquiry  upon  the  subject.  They  had 
examined  into  the  Universities  of  Scot- 
land, into  their  mode  of  instruction,  into 
their  property,  into  the  appointment  of 
tJi9  profeiiori,  and  in  short,  into  their 
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general  stats  and  management,  and  they 
had  made  a  Report,  in  which  they  re- 
i mended  various  extensive  and  import- 
improvements.  The  present  Bill  re- 
cited the  facta  which  he  had  stated  re- 
ipecting  the  Commission,  and  was 
founded  upon  the  particular  recommenda- 
tion contained  in  the  13lh  page  of  that 
Report.  The  noble  Lord  then  read  the 
passage  of  the  Report  which  recommended 
the  appointment  of  Commissioners,  in 
order  to  discover  the  best  mode  of  carrying 
their  specific  recommendation  into  effect. 
Now,  this  Bill  after  reciting  those  facts, 
provided  that  it  be  lawful  for  his  Majesty 
with  the  advice  of  bis  Privy  Councd  to 
ippoint  a  Board  of  Visitors  to  the  Collegea 
of  Glasgow  and  Edinburgh,  and  to  the 
King's  College  at  Aberdeen.  In  addition 
to  the  General  Board  for  the  whole  it  had 
been  deemed  convenient  to  appoint  also 
special  boards  of  visitors  for  each  separate 
College,  because  whatever  might  be  the 
case  with  the  General  Board,  it  might 
fairly  be  expected  that  Gentlemen  would 
be  found  to  give  a  portion  of  their  time 
gratuitously  towards  the  management  of 
their  own  College.  The  next  clause  con- 
tained various  regulations  respecting  the 
system  of  management  to  be  pursued. 
Clauses  8,  9,  and  10  referred  to  the 
powers  to  be  given  to  the  visitors.  The 
8th  conferred  upon  them  all  the  poweis  at 
present  enjoyed  by  bis  Majesty  in  his 
visitatorial  capacity.  The  9th  provided 
that  the  '■  Senalus  Academicus'  of  edch 
College  should  state  to  the  Board  of 
Visitors  the  regulations  which  they  would 
propose  to  be  adopted  in  their  own  par- 
ticular case.  That  provision  was  inserted 
in  order  that  they  might  have  all  the 
benefit  of  the  local  knowledge  of  the  Gen- 
tlemen intimately  connected  with  each 
College;  but  if  those  Gentlemen  neglected 
to  make  such  recommendation  to  the 
Board  within  six  months'  then  the  Com- 
missioners were  empowered  to  mske  the 
regulations  themselves.  The  lOthClauie 
gave  the  power  of  abolishing  professorships, 
saving  vested  interests.  It  was  further 
enacted  that  the  measure  should  continne 
in  force  only  for  five  years,  unless,  it 
should  be  at  an  earlier  period  confirmed 
by  Act  of  Parliament.  Upon  the  whole 
then,  this  Bill  being  recommended  by  the 
Commissioners,  and  having  been  delayed 
somewhat  longer  than  it  ought,  he  trusted 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  adopt  the 
mewure,  with  luch  ilterMioni  m  night 
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hereafter  Hem  fit  to  theli  Lordahipi.  The 
meatare  andoubtedly  did  vest  in  tbe 
hands  of  hU  Majeily')  OoTernment  ft  con- 
eiderable  power,  by  conferring  apon  them 
the  appointment  or  the  Board  of  VisitorB ; 
but  it  would  be  auperfluous,  he  aincerely 
hoped,  in  him  lo  profeis  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  Government  to  adviie  the  se- 
lection of  those  only  for  members  of  the 
Board  who  from  [their  knowledge,  from 
their  character,  from  their  respectability, 
and  impartiality,  were  the  most  fitted  to 
exercise  that  trust,  and  to  acquire  the 
esteem  of  their  fellow-eoUegians.  In 
conclusion,  he  begged  to  move  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  Btated,  that  it 
waa  not  hia  intention  to  offer  any  oppo- 
sition to  (he  Second  (leading  of  the  Bill, 
because  he  understood  from  the  explana- 
tiaa  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  also  from  the 
contents  of  the  Bill  itself,  that  its  object 
was  to  carry  into  effect  the  recommenda- 
tions contained  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission of  Royal  visitation  which  was  ap- 
pointed no  less  than  seven  years  ago,  end 
vhich  had  presented  its  Report  lo  Parlia- 
ment more  than  six  jeare.  ["  Not  guile 
txxytari''  from  Lord  Melbourne.^  Having 
had  the  honour  of  being  a  member  of  that 
commission,  he  of  course  could  have  no 
ot^eciion  to  a  measure  for  carrying  into 
effect  the  recommendations  of  their  Re- 
port in  which  he  had  mainly  coincided. 
But  he  certainty  felt,  that  greater  disi^re- 
tion  must  be  given  to  the  Commissioners 
than  was  given  by  this  Bill.  He  had  been 
glad  to  hear  the  announcement  of  the 
noble  Lord  as  to  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  regard  to  the  appointment 
of  the  Board,  and  he  would  only  suggest, 
if  the;^  found  any  diflicult;f  in  carrying 
those  mtentions  into  execution,  the  pro- 
priety of  following  the  course  which  had 
been  pursued  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  Robert  Peel),  when  he  was  Secretary 
of  Slate,  by  making  those  appointments 
entirety  independent  of  any  party  character 
•0  that  the  Board  should  be  composed  of 
men  of  all  descriptions  and  opiniona,  but 
all  equally  able  to  engage  in  the  con- 
sideration of  the  subject  in  question.  He 
bad  no  doubt  that  the  Commission  would 
give  satisfaction,  and  be  should  therefore 
■upport  tbe  second  reading  of  the  Bill  j 
but  if  it  shoald  contain  any  provision  sub- 
j«ct  to  objection,  which  he  did  not  believe 
to  be  the  case,  he  abonld  reserve  lo  him- 
■  lelf  tha  light  of  Of^onng  it  in  Cvrnmiltee. 
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The  Dnke  of  Wgllbigton  expressed  a 
hope  that  amply  sufficient  lime  tvonld  b« 
given  for  the  consideration  of  the  meanrtt 
before  it  went  into  Committee. 

Tbe  Earl  of  Roseberry  could  not  avoid 
stating  shortly  bis  opinion  on  this  subject, 
and  in  the  first  instance,  having  talcsB 
aome  pains  to  inquire  into  this  question, 
be  begged  leave  to  acquit  his  Majesty's 
Government  of  any  neglect  or  unnecessary 
delay.  He  knew  that  their  attention  bad 
been  continually  directed  to  the  subject 
from  the  end  of  the  year  1831,  when  tha 
Commissioners  made  their  Report  to  his 
Majesty,  down  to  the  time  when  this 
measure  was  digested.  They  had  con- 
tinually been  employed  in  considering 
bow  tbe  recommendation  of  the  Commrs- 
sioners  might  be  best  enforced  ;  bnt  diffi- 
culties did  present  themselves,  and  quea* 
tions  arose,  which  prevented  the  Crown 
from  acting  in  the  matter  upon  its  owm 
responsibility;  and  the  principle  of 
adopting  in  the  Bill  the  original  and  fttn- 
damental  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
missioners was,  in  hia  opinion,  not  only 
tbe  best  method  of  carrying  into  effect  that 
primary  recommendation,  but  was  the 
only  means  of  obviating  tbe  difficulties 
that  had  arisen.  Upon  that  principle  he 
should  support  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

The  Archbishop  of  Canterlntry  ttiH, 
that  after  what  had  fallen  from  noble 
Lords  much  more  capable  of  judging  cor- 
rectly npon  this  subject  than  he  was,  he 
of  course  could  not  think  of  ofiering  any 
objection  to  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill ;  but  he  confessed  be  had  at  first 
been  rather  alarmed  at  the  powers  which 
it  bestowed  upon  certain  individuals;  and 
also  at  the  eitent  of  the  measure  which 
went  to  alter  the  whole  constitution  of  the 
ancient,  venerable,  and  bight y-useful 
Universities  of  Scotland.  He,  however, 
had  that  evening  heard  from  noble 
'  Lords  who  possessed  much  better  infor- 
mation on  the  subject  than  himself,  that 
very  great  alterations  were  necessary ; 
notwithstanding  which  he  realty  was  not 
prepared  to  give  a  vote  upon  a  sul^ect 
I  BO  deeply  affecting  the  religious  interests 
and  the  education  of  tbe  people  of  Scot- 
land without  further  information  upon 
which  to  proceed.  Upon  that  groand, 
then,  he  joined  in  the  request  of  the  noble 
Duke,  that  full  time  should  be  given  for 
the  consideration  of  the  meanre  previona 
I  to  its  going;  into  CoDmitlMt 
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The  Earl  of  Haddington  considered, 
that  time  ought  to  be  granted.  The 
greateat  mlerest  aod  a  considerEible  len- 
aation  prevailed  upon  the  subject  in  Scot- 
land, Ample  time  wan  necessary,  in 
order  to  have  before  the  House  all  tlie 
au^estions  which  mieht  be  made,  and 
especially  from  the  Universities  them- 
■elvea;  bf cause  it  was  admitted  that  if 
the  Universities  were  opposed  to  the  raea- 
avie  it  would  not  worlc  well. 

Bill  read  a  second  time  ;  to  be  commit- 
ted that  day  fortnight. 

Mdnigipal  Corporatiohs  Act  — 
<Eii.otAND).]  Upon  the  Motion  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  the  House  resolved  it- 
iclf  into  a  Committee  on  the  Municipal 
CorporatioDs'  Act  (England)  Amendment 
£ill. 

.  The  several  clausea  were  read  and 
^Ked  to. 
■  The  Marquess  of  Camden  proposed  the 
insertion  of  a  clause  for  the  purpose,  as 
was  understood,  of  preserving  the  power 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  University  of 
Cambridge  in  regard  (o  the  licensing  of 

The  Earl  of  Aodnor  ohjecUd  to  the 
clause,  as  giving  to  the  Chancellor  of 
Cambridge  and  exclusive  power  of  grant- 
ing snd  withdrawing  licences,  not  posseBied 
, by  other  magiEtiatcs. 

•  The  Duke  of  Wellington  supported  the 
clause  upon  the  ground  of  the  privileges 
of  the  University,  which  were  respected  in 
the  Bill,  for  he  found  in  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment of  last  Session,  words  to  this  effect 
—Provided  that  nothing  herein  contained 
shall  uffect  the  riehls  and  privileges  of  the 
Chancellor  or  other  officers  of  the  Uni- 
versities of  Oxford  and  Cambridge. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 

The  Bill  reprted,  with  amendments. 

The  House  resumed. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tveiday,  June  14,  1836. 

IIIiRnm.]  BIHl  Rod  a  tit  Omn—Cbiitet  HomtU] 
'     btito. 

nthkaiTmMiAl  BrSltW.  Quit,  (Mm  Si^ktnni, 
■VibM  a»  AhoUHsB  of  0$.HSUai.—Bj  CipUio  Al- 
«iOB>,  ftoB  tb*  Rmdln  of  B«a,  SiUbnl ,  fte  FlKhv  lU 
B  Ow  *Bit  Foottdi.— BJ  Bwnl  Hon. 


Bf  Ht.  S.  CuwmtD, . 

of  TldM    (llrfwd)!   ■Ddllw   HODM 

bU  HuaMtal  RrftannBIU,Ma1tiMll7F«dbytlHa. 

tj  lb.  0'C«nrau  «ad  lb.  Hwn  Omtwt,  ftm 
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VBkKU  PIUH,  for  AboUHan  of  Tlltw  t^TOmSi^-aj  lb. 
O'ComiLL,  (nm  KiORiiv  ud  WUIbum,  Rs  Riftnfn 

or  the  Hdoh'  oT  IaMi .Br  HTHil  Msnau,  ttam 

nriauiFlHB.ifilauTuiiiFilwTnuti'Coiididirtia&BUL 
— Br  dptaiD  Wamu.  rmn  rilkliBd.  ror  i  l^w  rditlng 
to  Iht  Cactaa^oB  of  Mcnhmt  ShJia^-Br  Cokntj 
CDiioi.i.r.  fmn  Oafittt,  ipiBit  ihr  Clmfdi  at  Iidud 
Bin.— B;  Mr.  ScHDUriiLD  ud  Mr.  Hinri,  from  BliB- 
Inghim  and  liliOBlon.  Air  Rc^iail  nf  the  Duly  en  Nem. 
papa  atnn|».— By  Mr.  Culhiii,  Item  Forfti,  Itir 
Himldpil  Cmpoiritioii^  (SeoUandl  BiU ;  ud  &Dm  Hsb- 
troBfl  and  Brechin,  for  ReUevlng  Rayal  Butigha  fttwn 
MalDUInhtg  County  Piiionen  after  CoHTletkiit. — By  Gh 
S.  WaiLUT,  ftom  Et.  Pncnu,  (br  l>aTldi  VtiMer  HBi 
and  fion  Onat  Cansdill,  mr  Anmdneiit  of  PaT-[«> 

fOi  Irbh  Churdi  BUL— B]r  Mi.  O'CoHRELb,  ftom  KDinila, 
fcr  RanhialieB  ornim  (Inlaiul).— By  Mr.  K.  T.  Ron, 
from  SloiMcater,  ftr  Wtlfftkm  of  Crlmtaal  Imm,-^ 
tir.  L«w  HoDgB,  from  Clialhiiii,  bi  braoToI  TdoaU 

Crown  Lands  in  Radnob.]  Hr.  Harvn 
said  that,  seeing  the  Attorney-General  in 
his  place,  he  would  take  that  opportum^ 
to  present  a  Petition  of  which  he  hod  f^rm 
that  learned  Gentleman  notice.  The  peti- 
tion in  question  was  an  appeal  to  that 
House — it  was  an  appeal  from  the  poor  to 
the  rich  agdnst  a  scourge  which  the  rich 
alone  could  inflict  on  them.  The  petition 
was  signed  by  seventy  persons,  all  of  them, 
with  five  exceptions,  of  the  labouring  class 
in  the  county  of  Radnor,  in  South  Wales. 
The  county  of  Radnor,  it  was  well  known, 
was  extremely  mountainous,  and,  until 
lately,  a  great  portion  of  it  had  been  the 
property  of  the  Crown.  However,  in  the 
year  1 8S6,  the  Commiaiianen  of  Woods 
and  Forests  sold  a  great  portion  of  the 
Crown  manors  there,  and  that,  too,  he  re- 
gretted to  observe,  by  private  contract.  In 
that  year  one  of  these  manors  had  been  sold 
by  the  Commisstoners  to  Mr.  Watt,  of 
Birmingham.  It  had  long  been  the  cus- 
tom for  the  poor  of  the  district— a  custom 
which  had  not  been  interdicted  by  the  G(h 
vemment-^to  enclose  small  portions  of 
waste  erounds  on  the  slopes  of  die  hiOa 
and  vaUies  there,  and  to  huild  cottages 
upon  them.  Some  of  these  cottages  had 
been  occupied  upwards  of  thirty  years,  it 
suited  the  purposes  of  the  purchaser  of  the 
manor,  on  obtaining  possession  of  it,  to  in- 
stitute an  action  at  uw  to  recover  one  of 
these  cottages,  and  a  small  portion  of  ground 
attached  to  it,  with  a  view  to  the  assertion 
of  his  dominion  over  the  whole  of  than. 
The  actinn  was  tried,  and  a  verdict  retorrted 
for  the  plaintiff,  subject  to  a  qiecial  case, 
to  be  ai^ed  and  ^termined  in  the  Court 
of  Common  Pleas.  It  was  fully  arncd 
diere,  and  the  unanimous  decisioa  i^  the 
court  was,  that  the  Crown  bsd  not  the 
power  to  sell  the  waste ;  that  if  it  bad  tbe 
power  whicb  it  daiined,  tlMt  pmrar  iU 
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not  pua  with  the  deed  to  tliepurdia(er, 
■nd  the  Chief  Justice  observed,  that  not 
only  the  law,  but  the  justice  of  the 
irai  with  the  defendant.  A  rule  was  ac- 
coidinglj  entered  for  ibe  defendant,  and  lo 
the  matter  at  that  time  terminated.  Since 
then  his  Majexty'a  Attornev-General, 
the  iiutance  of  the  Commissianen  of  Woods 
and  Foretts;  had  instituted  proceedings  foi 
the  purpose  of  establishing;  the  right  o{  the 
Crown,  and  to  do  so  he  had  recourse  to  the 
ancient  prerogative  writ  of  intrusion,  a 
writ  that  had  been  employed  in  the  very 
worst  periods  of  English  history.  It  was 
attempted  by  this  moat  tyrannical  proceed- 
ing to  deprive  those  poor  people  of  little 
properties  that  they  had  possessed  from 
period  sufficiently  long  to  consecrate  thei 
right  to  them.  Though  such  a  proceeding 
might  be  agreeable  to  law,  it  was  repugnant 
to  the  principles  of  justice ;  and  the  very 
Act  of  Parlianient,  passed  only  a  few  years 
since,  empowering  the  Commissiouers  to 
sell  manors  of  this  description,  declared,  that 
encTOHiihments  of  twenty  years'  duration 
and  upwards  should  be  excepted  ;  that 
where  there  were  nich,  the  Commissioners 
should  give  the  parties  leases  for  thirty- 
one  yean,  or  come  to  agreements  with 
them  opon  equitable  terms.  The  petitioners 
Mti  that  if  the  Govemment  succeeded  in 
this  case,  their  small  holdings  would  he 
■wept  away  from  them,  and  they  would  be 
driven  to  the  warehouse.  He  trusted  that 
the  House  would  manifest  such  a  feeling  as 
would  induce  the  Government  to  desist 
&om  further  proceedings  in  this  matter. 

The  Atlorney-GeneTal  said,  that  he  had 
attended  in  consequence  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman having  given  him  notice  of  his  in- 
tention to  present  the  petition.  He  had 
made  it  his  duty  to  inquire  into  the  facts  of 
the  case,  and  having  derived  his  informa- 
tion from  a  quarter  on  which  he  could 
place  implicit  confidence,  he  would  lay  the 
real  fscts  before  the  House.  It  would 
then  be  seen  that  nothing  had  been  done 
by  the  Government  which  could  give  just 
cause  (tst  complaint.  The  Crown  possessed 
extensive  manors  in  the  county  of  Radnor, 
and  large  portions  of  the  public  property 
therein  had  been  encroached  upon  by  private 
individuals.  In  the  year  1826,  a  number 
of  these  manors  were  sold.  Mr.  Walt,  of 
Birmingham  purchased  one  of  them,  and 
as  might  be  expected  from  such  a  man,  he 
had  treated  the  persona  who  had  made 
encroachments  there  with  the  greatest  kind- 
ness and  liberality.  He  allowed  them  to 
remain  in  poMeinon,  on  condition  of  their 


payinjt  him  a  nonkinal  rent  of  id.  or  3d., 
and  to  those  who  wished  to  purchase  tho 
fee  simple  of  their  encroachments  he  sold  it 
connderahly  under  its  value.  All  of  them 
acknowledged  the  title  of  Mr.  Watt,  except 
a  Mr.  PBrs<7i>s,  an  attorney  at  Presteign, 
who  had  taken  adviinta^-e  of  the  matter  to 
stir  up  dissension  in  the  county;  an  action 
was  brougiit  against  him,  and  a  verdict 
was  had  for  the  plaintiff,  subject  to  a  speiial 
ease  to  be  argued  in  the  Court  of  Connnon 
Pleas.  The  title  of  the  Crown  wag  clearly 
proved,  and  if  the  action  had  been  brought 
in  the  name  of  the  Crown,  no  defence  could 
have  been  set  up  by  the  defendant.  The 
Court  of  Common  Pleas,  however,  ruled 
for  the  defendant  upon  a  technical  point  of 
law — namely,  that  the  Crown  heiag  out  of 
posseisioR,  it  could  not  transfer  the  legil 
estate  in  those  wastes  by  the  deed-  Mr. 
Parsons  having  thus  succeeded  upon  a 
technical  point,  he  not  only  refuMid  to  ac- 
knowledge the  title  of  Mr.  Watt,  hut  he 
stirred  up  these  poor  persons,  who  had 
already  acknowledged  it,  to  rewst  it.  Mr. 
Watt,  under  these  circumstances,  called  on 
the  Woods  and  Forests  to  complete  his  title. 
It  was  for  that  purpose  that  tbe  present 
proceeding  bad  been  instituted  against  Mr. 
Parsons.  The  hon.  Member  would  perw 
suade  the  House,  that  the  proceeding  in 
question  was  a  renewal  of  those  oppressive 
measures  which  had  been  resorted  to  hy 
Empson  and  Dudley,  and  for  which  those 
eminent  individuals  had  suffered  a  penalty 
that  no  one  regretted.  Now,  what  was 
the  course  taken  against  Mr.  Parsons,  the 
author  of  all  this  mischief  7  A  writ  of  in- 
trusion had.  been  filed,  the  only  course  open 
to  the  Government,  and  he  should  have 
neglected  his  duty  if  he  had  not  afforded  a 
remedy  to  enable  the  Woods  and  Forests  to 
complete  Mr.  Watt's  title.  The  action 
would  be  tried  at  the  approaching  assises 
fur  Herefordshire,  when  he  had  no  doubt 
there  would  be  a  veidict  for  the  Govern- 
ment, and  then  he  was  quite  sure  that 
harmony  would  be  restored  between  Mr. 
Watt  and  these  poor  people,  and  that  having 
vindicated  his  title,  Mr.  Watt  would,  with 
his  well-known  kindness  and  liberality, 
allow  them  to  remain  in  their  holdings. 

Mr.  (yConntU  contended,  that  there  was  no 
liberality  in  compelling  these  poor  people  to 
acknowledge  his  title  by  paying  him  3d.  or 
Sd.  rent,  and  thereby  giving  him  the  power 
to  turn  them  out  when  he  pleased.  The 
merits  of  the  case  would  not  he  tried  by 
the  Bcdon  that  was  brought.  The  over- 
ruling prerogative  of  the  Crown  would 
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onrrU*  on  tfaat  oocanon  lU  Jnitlce  and 
•quitjr.  If  the  facta  were  aa  tbej  had  been 
vepnaanted  to  ths  boa.  Member  fiir  South- 
wark,  that  hoa,  Hember  ougbt  to  more  for 
a  Committee  of  Inquiry  on  the  subject, 
end  if  *uch  facU  were  prored  before  it,  it 
would  be  the  bounden  dutr  of  tlie  Houie 
to  addreai  the  Cnwn  to  (top  inch  oppraa- 
aive  prooeedinga. 

Mr.  Omuby  Qort  be|^ed  to  auure  the 
Ikri.  Member  fax  Kilkenny  that  quite  as 
ftrong  cat»  bad  occurred  in  North  Welea. 
The  moet  vexatiou*  and  oppressive  prooeed- 
inn  bad  been  adopted  there  by  the  Com- 
murionen  of  Woods  and  Forests — proceed- 
B  that  had  sutpriaed  the  whole  priaci- 


paut 


_ity. 

Hr.  Jtnit  vindicated  the  conduct  of  the 
Comminionerfl,  and  contended  that  the 
proceedinga  which  they  had  adopted  had 
been  necetiary  for  the  purpoae  of  aaaerting 
the  rigbia  of  'iba  Crown,  or  rathor  of  the 
puUie. 

Petidon  laid  on  the  table. 

PaiSONS    QP   TUB   HOITIE.]      Sir   J^r*- 

derick  Trttuh  rose  to  make  a  complaint 
Bi  to  the  stale  ot  the  priioD-roomH  be- 
loDgioK  to  the  House.  He  had  had  the 
nisTortune  to  be  the  firat  inhabitant  of 
them,  and  mere  accident  prevented  his 
confinement  in  the  same  apartment  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipiwicb.  The  rooms 
were  so  comtructed,  that  it  was  impossi- 
ble for  one  Member  not  to  pass  through 
the  apartment  of  the  other,  and  frequently 
ihia  could  not  be  dune  without  ihs  utmost 
impropriety  and  indecency.  That  no  in- 
convenieacc  of  this  kind  bad  arisen  in  fail 
caae  was  owing  to  good  fortona ;  for  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich,  instead  of  being 
on  his  way  to  Dover  and  Calais,  was  com- 
fortably asleep  in  bis  bed  in  hit  own  lodg- 
ings. Hs  had  no  doubt  that  had  Ihey 
been  thus  awkwardly  circnmitanced,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  would  have 
treuted  him  with  the  utmost  courtesy,  and 
he  should  have  endeavoured  to  retnrn  it; 
but  still  the  situation  might  have  been  in- 
<!onvenient.  He  was  lunering  at  the  time 
under  levcre  indispoiitton,  and  he  might 
have  been  compelled  to  go  through  the 
hon.  Member's  room  ;  and  two  men  of 
)esi  mild  disposition  and  habits  might 
have  found  Ine  liluation  very  disagreea- 
ble. If  the  object  were  to  keep  quarret- 
•ome  Members  asunder,  no  atrangemeat 
could  be  more  absurd.  Of  course  be  im- 
puted no  blame  to  the  Speaker,  who  was 


not  tt  nil  niponuble  fcr  erib  exntiog  in 
the  conatmctioa  of  the  preaeat  Hmub  of 
Commoaa ;  but  althougli  not  m  architect, 
having  aonie  knowledge  of  tba  subject,  he 
could  state,  that  do  uraDgenaDt  eonM  be 
worse  adapted  to  the  purpose  than  the 
prison-rooms.  From  what  be  had  ob- 
aerved  in  the  recent  change  of  tone  in  the 
conduct  of  debates,  it  might  ere  long  be 
found  necessary  to  put  a  great  nnmber  of 
Members  in  the  cells,  and  aa  (acetmlitig 
to  the  proverb)  n  burnt  child  dreads  the 
fire,  he  apprehended  that  aerioua  conse- 
quences would  ensue  should  he  ever  again 
became  an  inmate  of  them.  He  would, 
however,  endeavour  to  conduct  himself  to 
at  not  to  incur  the  displeasure  of  the 
House,  that  be  might  run  as  little  chance 
at  possible  of  such  a  calamity. 

Mr.  Waion  referred  to  the  letter  he 
had  written  to  the  Speaker,  expressing  hit 
sense  of  the  courtesy  shown  to  liim  bv  tbe 
Setgeant-at-Arms,  and  complained  of  the 
order  of  the  House,  for  which  be  bad 
found  no  precedent.  No  Member  ought 
to  be  ordered  into  custody  unless  be  bad 
contravened  the  orders  of  the  House,  or 
refused  to  comply  with  its  just  demand*. 

Tbe  Sptaher  stated,  that  he  bad  ib> 
ceived  information  from  the  Sergeant-«t- 
Arma,  that  the  priton.rooma  of  the  Houaa 
were  not  well  adapted  to  the  purpoae. 
Aa  far  at  the  evil  was  capable  of  a  remedy 
he  would  take  care  that  it  waa  remedied. 

Subject  dropped. 

TuE  Diviaion  ov  the  MuniciritL 
BiLt  (Irelahs).]  Mr.  Jok*  AbMl  Smith 
rose  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Honae  to 
a  circumstance  peculiarly  and  personally 
affecting  him.  He  alluded  to  the  irregu- 
lar and  improper  manner  in  which  he  bad 
obtained  admiation  into  the  House  on 
Friday  night,  to  aa  to  have  hit  name  in- 
serted in  the  litt  of  the  majority  in  the 
Division.  He  was  aware  that  it  could  not 
be  retained  on  the  votet,  and  he  admitted 
that  he  had  transgressed  a  rule  which  H 
was  of  great  importance  to  observe.  H« 
could  palliate  it  only  by  the  great  anxiety 
he  naturally  felt  to  be  present,  in  order  to 
record  his  opinion  upon  n  question  of  so 
much  magnitude.  In  bis  cooler  moments 
he  deeply  regretted  the  course  he  bad 
taken,  and  throueh  the  Speaker  begged 
to  express  his  sincere  contrition.  He 
must,  however,  after  apologising  for  him- 
lelf,  bg  the  attention  ot  the  House  to  the 
caie  of  the  messenget  (Bailej),  tbrongh 
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wboH  inftnmenUlity  be  bad  cosliiTed  to 
gat  into  tbe  House,  bo  ■■  to  be  couotcd  in 
tba  DWiiion,  altbongifa  pre*iou*l;  locked 
out.  He  understood  that  he  was  a  moat 
leapectable  end  excellent  man,  who  had 
nnwatily  yielded  to  hit  (Mr.  Smith's)  moit 
earnest  solicitation  and  entreaty,  and  had 
thus  transgressed  hia  dniy.  He  himself 
was,  in  truth,  the  only  guilty  party,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  offence  would  only  be 
vliKed  upon  himseir. 

Mr.  Aglionby  bore  strong  testimony  to 
tbe  good  character  of  the  messenger,  who 
came  from  the  same  county  as  himself. 
The  offence  he  had  committed  arose  out 
of  hia  extreme  obligingness  of  disposition; 
and  he  hoped  that  the  Speaker,  yielding 
to  the  sense  of  the  House,  would  uke  no 
farther  notice  of  the  transaction. 

Sir  George  Clerk,  who  bad  been  one  of 
the  tellers  on  the  occasion,  said  that  he  had 
feltithisduty  to  follow  tbe  course  taken  on 

Sevious  uccasionB,  vix.,  to  state  to  the 
DUse  on  the  first  opportunity  that  tbe 
names  of  some  Members  appeared  in  tbe 
list  of  the  majority  which  ought  not  have 
been  there.  Owine  to  the  absence  of  the 
bon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  J>  A.  Smith)  yester- 
day he  could  not  then  do  it,  but  it  was  ge- 
nerally required  by  the  Chair,  when  it  waa 
duly  informed  upon  tbe  subject,  that  such 
MembersabouldaTOW  tbenuelves.  All  that 
was  necessary  waa  that  tbe  bon.  Member's 
name  should  be  struck  out  of  the  list.  At 
the  same  time  he  expressed  his  hope  that 
tbe  Speaker  would  take  no  farther  step  le- 
gardii^  tbe  messenger. 

The  Speaker:  This  being  a  matter  bear. 
iDg  upon  tbe  privileges  of  the  House,  and 
looking  to  tbe  position  in  which  I  stand  on 
this  oceauon,  I  am  tare  the  House  will  feel 
I  should  be  wanting  in  respect  to  them, 
and  injustice  to  myown  feelings,  if  I  did  not 
immediately  take  the  opportunity  (^  dis- 
missing any  individual  who  has  so  miscon- 
ducted himself  in  violation  of  its  establiahed 
rules.  I  can  assure  tbe  House  that  I  was 
not  aware  of  what  had  occurred,  until  my 
attention  was  drawn  to  tbe  matter  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  George  Clerk). 

Mr.  Aglionbt/  felt  much  disappointment 
at  what  had  fallen  from  tbe  Speaker,  after 
tbe  House  had  expressed  ita  opinion  that 
no  further  punishment '  ahouid  be  inflicted 
on  the  messenger. 

Sir  Jamet  Graham  observed,  that  tbe 
measeoger  came  from  tbe  county  be  repre- 
sented, and  that  be  bore  aa  ineproac^able 
character,    Tbe  rules  and  orders  of  tbe 


House  having  been  vinficatsd,  be  tb(n|^ 
that  no  furtlMT  prooeedii^  was  necessary. 

Mr.  Wifnn  was  of  the  same  opnion,  and 
tba  name  of  tbe  Houas  entreated  tbe 
leniency  of  tbe  ^eaker. 

The  Speaker:  I  can  assore  the  Houses 
that  I  feel  it  is  not  for  me  to  hesitate  in 
complying  with  their  vrish,  but  that,  on 
the  contrary,  I  feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to 

S've  e&ect  to  the  genera]  aentiment  of  tbe 
ouae.  I  feel,  however,  that  a  sense  of  duty 
to  myself,  as  well  as  my  sense  of  duty  to  the 
House,  require  that  I  should  not  relam  this 
individual,  or  any  person  in  my  service, 
without  being  first  assured  that,  in  so 
doing,  there  should  be  no  chance  of  a  re- 
currence of  a  neglect  of  duty.  I  can  only 
assure  tbe  House  that  the  mesaenfrar  was 
deeply  sensible  of  bia  error  within  nve  mi- 
nutea  after  be  bad  committed  it,  and  has 
repeatedly  expressed  his  extreme  sorrow  at 
the  very  culpable  act  of  which  he  was 
lilty.  I  am  satisfied  tbe  House  will  see 
at  there  is  no  one  thing  which  it  is  more 
my  duty  to  attend  to,  than  that  of  seeing 
that  its  regulations  are  strictly  abided  by; 
but,  in  ttds  instance,  I  shall  conform  to  the 
au^eation  whidi  has  been  made,  and  ada 
monish  the  individual  in  severe  terms. 

Ordered,— That  tbe  vote  of  John  Abd 
Smith,  Esq.,  on  the  diviuon  on  the  Muni* 
dpal  Corporations  Bill  for  Ireland,  be  dis- 
allowed. 

Spain  and  thb  South  Axbrioah 
Statbs.J  Lord  Mahan  wished  to  ask  S 
queation  of  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Af> 
fairs,  relative  to  a  subject  which  he  had 
qucetioned  him  about  last  year-~be  meant 
the  negotiations  that  were  gtnng  on  be* 
tween  Spain  and  the  South  American  Steles 
respecting  tbe  recognition  of  the  ladepend- 
cnce  of  the  latter  Powers  by  tbe  former, 
Wheti  he  put  the  question  to  tbe  noUe 
Viscount,  on  a  former  occasion,  bis  reply 
was,  that  Seiior  Mendiaabal  bad  dissirived 
the  Cortes,  and  tbe  consequence  was,  that 
it  had  led  to  an  interruption  of  the  nego< 
tiations.  The  noble  Lord  might  now 
make  him  tbe  same  onawer,  for  ttM  preient 
Prime  Minister  of  Spain  bad  dissolved  tbe 
Cortes  in  a  similar  manner-  He  under> 
stood,  however,  that  SeGor  Isturitf,  when 
a  Deputy,  sud,  in  his  place  in  the.Chamber 
of  Procundores,  that  he  did  not  think  that 
the  determination  of  the  question  rested  with 
the  Cortes,  but  that  it  was  part  of  tbe 
prerogative  of  the  Crown,  and  therefore 
the  Crown  should  direct  tbe  proeeedinn ; 
in  idiort,  tba^  the  Crown  ahouU  Httle  tbe 
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matter  without  ibe'  interrentioii  of  the 
CortM.  If  Utis  was  the  preient  opinion  of 
SeftoT  Istiirits,  which  he  had  given  as  b 
Deputj,  he  hcmed  the  noble  Lord  would 
he  able  to  say,  that  it  was  probable  that  tlie 
parties  would  come  to  a  satisfactory  eettle- 
ment  of  the  question.  He  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  would  be  aUe  to  gije  the  House  some 
niBurance  that  the  negotiations  were  likely 
to  be  ioon  terminated.  He  did  not  com- 
plain of  the  noble  Lord  or  of  the  Govem- 
ment ;  but  when  be  recollected  that  it  was 
a  year  and  a  quarter  ago  since  the  late  Ad- 
mimstration  sent  over  General  O'Leary 
and  General  SouUette,  as  deputies  from 
the  South  American  States,  to  Madrid,  be 
thought  that  he  was  justified  in  again  put- 
ting a  question  on  the  subject  to  the  noble 
Lord,  and  in  expressing  his  hopes  that 
there  was  a  reasonable  prospect  of  bringing 
the  matter  to  a  conclusion.     It  was  a  sub- 

ti:t  deeply  interesting  to  this  country ;  and 
was  sure  that  die  mercantile  classes 
would  hear  with  satisfaction  that  it  was 
probable  that  the  parties  would  soon  arrive 
at  a  satisfactory  result. 

Viscount  Paimerston  did  not  think  that 
the  slowness  of  the  negotiations  could  in 
any  way  be  attributed  to  his  Majesty's 
Goremment.  Tlie  noble  Lord  must  be 
aware  that  bis  Majesty's  Goveroment  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  negotiations,  for 
they  had  not  been  invited  l^  either  party 
to  intervene  in  the  matter.  Ifi  therefore, 
the  negotiations  were  brouffht  to  an  early 
termination,  they  could  claim  no  merit  for 
it,  and  if  they  did  not  succeed,  bis  Majesty's 
GovMnment  could  not  be  blamed.  He 
oould,  however,  assure  his  noble  Friend, 
that  bis  colleagues  aod  himself  were  es- 
trendy  anxious  to  see  the  differences  be- 
tween Spain  and  ber  Soutb  American  colo- 
nies at  yn  end ;  and  as  far  as  Great  Britain 
oold^terfere  between  independent  states, 
without  beinff  called  upon,  tbe  Government 
would  exert  its  influence  to  promote  this 
ol^t  He  had  not  beard  any  thing  on 
the  subject  since  the  chaoge  in  the  Govern- 
ment of  Spain.  That  change,  however, 
was  ao  recent,  that  it  was  hardly  possible 
that  tbe  negotiation*  could  have  been  car^ 
lied  to  such  an  extent  that  a  result  bad 
been  avrived  at  He.  however,  could  stale, 
that  he  knew  that  Generals  Soublette  and 
O'Lesiry  were  tlill  at  Madrid ;  and  whilst 
they  were  there,  be  hoped  there  was  every 
probatulity  that  the  negotiations  would  be 
Drought  to  8  utisfiactory  termination. 
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On  thie  motion  ot  Mr.  O'Lo^Uen^  tfia 
House  proceeded  with  the  fuiUia  conn- 
deration  of  the  Lords'  ameudmeota  in  Qa» 
Bill. 

Several  of  the  amendments  having  been 
agreed  to. 

On  the  motion  to  omit  the  word  "ap- 
pointed" in  tbe  4dtb  Clause,  and  to  insert 
the  word  elected,  and  to  insert  the  name 
Carrickfergus  in  tbe  schedule, 

Mr,  Frethjitid  *  said.  Sir,  tbe  motion 
now  made  by  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
will  enable  me  to  address  to  tbe  House  the 
observations  I  wish  to  offer  upon  the  mea- 
sure we  have  so  long  bad  under  our  consi- 
deration ;  but  more  especially  upon  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Lord,  tbe  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  to 
confer  municipal  corporate  powers  upon 
twelve  towns,  and  only  twelve  towns,  in 
Ireland,  in  opposition  to  the  amendment 
sent  down  to  us  by  tbe  House  of  Lords; 
and.  Sir,  no  person  can  be  more  unwilling 
than  I  am  to  open  a  discussion  which  hon. 
Members  may  wish  to  consider  closed  by 
tbe  division  of  Friday  last,  but  it  will  be  in 
your  recolleclion,  Sir,  how  frequently  I 
endeavoured  to  obtain  a  bearing  on  that 
night,  especially  after  tbe  hon.  Members 
for  the  city  of  London,  iae  North  Derby- 
shire, and  for  Meatb,  but  it  appeared 
that  arrangements  had  been  made  with  a 
view  to  dose  the  debate  on  that  evening, 
and  I  felt  it  my  duty  not  to  interfere  wiUi 
that  object,  but  to  reserve  myself  for  the 
present  stage.  Sir,  in  commenting  upon 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
city  of  London,  I  would  premise  that  I 
have  not  been  led  to  do  so  by  any  view  . 
taken  of  the  subject  subsequent  to  that  de- 
bat^  but  the  remarks  I  shall  make  are 
those  which  occurred  to  me  at  the  moment 
the  hon.  Member  was  speaking,  and  the 
substance  of  which  I  communicated  to  him, 
when  I  apprised  him  that  it  was  my  inten- 
tion to  endeavour  to  controvert  his  pori- 
tioDS. 

Sir,  the  hon.  Member  stated,  "  that 
if  the  other  House  chose,  upon  all  sub- 
jects of  legislation,  to  decide  upon  dif- 
ferent gmunds  from  those  upon  which  the 
Commons  proceeded,  it  was  high  time  and 
perfectly  right  that  this  should  be  pro- 
claimed out-of-doors  to  the  people;"  and 
tbe  bon.  Member  proceeded  to  infer  that 
out  of  this  state  of  things  a  necesuty  arose 
for  some  change  which  he  did  not  nerj 
distinctly  descnbe.     I  venture  to  deny  the 


*  From  a  correfited  report. 
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iu  powor  from  Iti  dispenion  over  Ae  coun- 
try, and  its  interest  ttouM  be  weakened  by 
its  having  an  ordinary  pasteniDn,  in  this 
new  propotition,  of  twelve  Irish  Roman 
Cathdic  Parliament!,  the  power  would  be 
increased  by  its  concentrate  form — by  the 
elastic  character  and  operation  wbicfa  might 
be  even  to  it — by  tne  interest  which  it 
would  be  enabled  to  create — by  the  sys- 
tematic working  which  it  might  command. 
A  more  effectual  instrument  for  the  in- 
creased agitation  of  Ireland  could  not  be 
conceived^y  human  ingeeuity.  But  is  it 
for  the  interest  of  Ireland  that  she  should 
be  subject  to  increased  agitation  ?  I  wUl 
answer  the  question  by  a  feet. 

Sir,  in  and  prior  to  1823,  the  landed 
pntpiieton  of  England  were  greaily  in- 
OonvenieiHjed  from  their  inability  to  collect 
Ibeir  rents,  on  tbe  one  hand,  or,  on  the 
other,  to  laise  money  upon  mortgage 
during  the  tamporary  pressure  ;  and  it  is 
notorious  that  persons,  with  the  ample 
Mcurity  of  unencumbered  estates,  were 
obligM  to  obiain  money  at  anouily  in- 
terest.  In  1B33,  the  difficulty  was  r»- 
moved  by  tha  resolation  of  a  great  public 
body  to  lend  money  on  mortgage,  at  4 
per  cent,  interest.  Tha  example  was  im- 
mediately followed  by  other  capitalisU, 
and  loans  on  mortgage  were  readily  ob- 
tained at  a  still  lower  rate  than  4  per  cent. 
In  short,  a  greatly  improved  state  of 
things,  as  it  afiecled  both  landlords  and 
tenants,  immediately  followed  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  important  measure  :  and 
It  occurred  to  those  who  took  an  interest 
in  the  welfare  of  Ireland,  that  the  benefit 
experienced  in  England  furnished  conclu- 
sive proof  of  the  most  efTeclual  means  of 
promoting  tbe  prosperity  of  Ireland.  It 
was  known  that  money  was  more  scarce 
in  Ireland — that  the  means  of  employing 
it  were  more  ample,  and  the  necessities  of 
the  population  more  urgent ;  and  although 
I  am  not  an  Irishman,  my  acquaintance 
and  connexion  with  Irish  interests  have 
led  me  to  feel  deeply  for  Ireland,  and  to 
spare  no  pains  to  confer  substantial  ad- 
vantages upon  my  fellow-subjects  in  that 
part  of  the  United  Empire  :  and  I  assert 
most  solemnly,  (with  ample  means  in  my 
possession  to  prove  the  fact),  thai  from 
the  year  IS24,  and  founded  upon  the  ex- 
perience enjoved  by  Engliih  landowners, 
1  exerted  all  tne  means  in  my  power  to  in- 
troduce capital  into  Ireland,  I  did  so 
•h«a  capitalists  possessed  such  a  redund- 
iliiG*  of  Boney  as  to  be  incapable  of  find- 
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ing  eraploymeot  for  it ; — I  did  so  ihrongh 
the  year  preceding  tba  panic — I  did  lo 
upon  every  occasion  which  presented  & 
favourable  prospect  of  attaining  the  object; 
but,  Sir,  I  did  sowith  very  limitedsuccess; 
my  recommendations  to  capitalists,  as  well 
individuals  as  public  bodies,  were  met 
with  this  single  objection — "While  agi- 
tation is  permitted  to  exist  in  Ireland, 
there  can  be  no  security  for  property,  and 
the  promise  of  a  high  rate  of  interest  will 
be  no  equivalent  for  the  loss  of  the  princi- 
pal." I  frequently  pressed  the  distinction 
between  the  north  and  south  of  Ireland, 
and  slated  the  regularity  with  which  rents 
were  paid  in  tbe  former — the  mitigated 
state  of  the  tithe  question  in  the  north — 
nay,  the  absence  of  that  question,  in  par- 
ticular instances  of  landlords  having  tha 
tithes  of  the  whole  parish  in  their  hands ; 
but  the  argument  had  very  little  effect.  I 
was  of\en  told,  that  the  comparative  quiet 
of  the  north  was  a  false  peace  not  to  be  re- 
lied upon;  thatitwouldbewiser  tolend,  if 
at  all,  upon  property  in  the  south,  becauss 
it  wasin  its  state  of  trial;  and  if  rents  could 
iu  that  state  he  collected,  it  would  provt 
something  upon  the  question  of  security  { 
but  as  to  those  parts  not  yet  subject  lo  th« 
influence  of  agitation,  their  turn  must 
come,  and  there  was  no  probability  of  their 
being  at  rest;  in  short,  at  the  very  mo- 
ment at  which  a  security  in  England  could 
not  be  obtained,  even  as  a  matter  of 
favour,  for  money  ready  to  be  lent  at  less 
than  4  per  cent. ;  at  that  same  moment 
money  could  not  be  obtained  upon  tbe 
best  Irish  security  at  the  high  rate  of  6 
per  cent.  Sir,  I  could  state  many  facta 
to  establish  and  illustrate  this  position, 
but  I  am  persuaded  that  it  is  uunecessary. 
1  would  only  add,  that  the  statement  is 
made,  not  from  hearsay  or  report,  but 
from  my  own  personal  knowledge;  and 
but  for  this  agitation  which  has  prevailed 
in  Ireland,  I  am  confident  that  this  diffi- 
culty of  finding  investments  in  England, 
would  have  caused  capital  to  flow  freely 
into  Ireland,  and  Irish  works  and  Irish 
labour  would  have  beeo  largely  paid  for 
with  British  money.  It  is  my  solemn  con- 
viction that  agitation  is  the  moral  pesti' 
lence  of  Ireland,  and  is  working  the  de- 
struction of  the  political  and  social  happi- 
ness of  the  counlrv.  It  is  a  war  against 
property,  life,  and  religion;  —  it  it  a 
cowardly  system,  inviting  the  many  to 
persecute  the  few— it  inflicts  upon  the 
people  of  Ireland  tbe  misery  of  acoolsgioB 
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wfaicli,  while  it  is  preying  npon  them 
keepi  at  a  distance  those  who  would  sfibrd 
them  help,  and  the  very  poverty  which 
it  produces  increases  their  readiness  to 
become  the  dupes  and  iostruments  oFde- 
tnag(^eB. 

I  may  be  told  it  is  not  enough  to  de- 
precate agitation — that  we  should  remove 
the  causes  of  discontent.  Sir,  I  attach 
value  to  that  argument  1  it  has  been  urged 
loo  often  to  deserve  respect,  it  has  been 
urged  by  the  fame  persons,  too,  who,  no 
doubt,  believed  the  promise  upon  which 
others  acted;  they  were  confident  that 
particular  concessions  would  produce  cor 
responding  content,  but  experience  hai 
shown,  that  concession  has  operated  only 
as  an  encouragement  to  make  newdemandg, 
and  I  cannot  feel  that  the  advice  a(  those 
who  have  been  themselves  deceived,  and 
have  deceived  others,  ought  now  to  be 
followed.  But  it  will  reasonably  be  ex- 
pected of  me,  that  as  I  resist  the  course 
of  concession  as  a  mere  instrument  to  en- 
deavour to  obtain  peace  for  Ireland,  I 
shonid  point  out  what  measure  I  wonid 
iuf^eat;  and.  Sir,  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
pmt  upon  noble  Lords,  and  right  hon. 
and  hon,  Genilemen  opposite  —  I  even 
implore  of  them,  to  change  their  present 
course.  Let  the  rights  of  property  be  re- 
spected— let  protection  for  life  be  afforded 
—let  the  Rupremscy  of  the  law  be  vindi- 
cated—  let  the  disturber  of  the  public 
peace  be  restrained  and  puniahed.  whether 
nigh  or  low~w!ieiher  he  be  ihe  nightly 
assassin  or  ihe  pampered  preacher  of  sedi- 
tion, whoae  harnngues  are  incentives  tn 
treason,  whose  every  speech  is  a  punish- 
able misdemeanor.  This  would  be  Justice 
to  Irel-ind  and  justice  to  England,  and 
secure  general  s.ifeiy— and  it  would  secure 
the  Genilemen  opposite  the  possession  of 
their  pUces,  because  it  would  obtain  for 
them  ihe  support  of  all  who  anted  upfln 
Conservative  principles.  They  would  have 
nothing  to  fear  from  party  struggles;  it  is 
no  question  with  the  Conservative  who 
shall  rule  :  irrespective  of  the  principles  on 
which  they  govern,  he  will  not  oppose  one 
party  in  measures  proposed  and  main- 
t'lined  upon  Conservative  principles,  nor 
will  he  support  his  friend*  in  (neasures  or 
destruction.  But  if  Gentlemen  opposite 
will  cling  to  their  close  alliance,  and  rely 
np^n  their  Junction  formed  upon  honour- 
able terms,  they  may  boast  of  the  indis- 
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happy  alltancea  are,  by  the  power  of 
Parliament,  and  they  will  find,  when  it  Ja 
too  late,  that  in  conferring  professorships 
upon  their  supporters,  and  granting  them 


own  party,  and  they  will  withhold  from 
Irelend  and  from  the  United  Kingdom, 
that  justice  which  they  have  now  the  power 
to  confer. 

Under  other  circumstances,  I  should 
have  entered  more  fully  into  the  subject, 
but  I  am  aware  of  the  indisposition  of  ths 
House  to  entertain  a  renewed  debate, 
al\ei  a  division;  and  nothing  but  a  con- 
viction that  the  people  of  Ireland  and  the 
people  of  England  ought  to  know  honr 
much  mischief  has  been  produced  by  agi- 
tation, and  how  much  the  measure  now 
before  the  Honse  is  calcolated  to  augment 
that  agitation,  could  have  induced  me  to 
do  so  much  violence  to  my  own  iocltoa- 
tions,  or  to  incur  the  risk  of  trespassing 
Dpon  the  indulgence  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Skarman  Crawford  rose  to  Mng. 
forward  a  motion  for  the  reitora^n  of  tba 
towns  to  the  present  Bill,  which  were  in 
schedule  C.  of  the  original  BiU.  He  said 
that,  according  to  the  proponiion  of  ihs 
noble  Lord,  twelve  towns  were  to  have 
mayors  and  town  coundls.  The  seven  first 
towus  were  in  the  original  Bill  in  schedule 

A,  the  others  were  to  be  found  in  schedule 

B,  to  which  Carrickfei^R  and  Derry  were 
added.    The  effect  of  the  noble  Lord's  pro- 

Milion  would  be,  to  exclude  four  towna 
ith  a  population  of  10,000,  and  four 
others  with  a  population  of  9,000.  Why 
they  were  to  be  excluded,  white  Derry, 
with  only  10,000,  and  Carrickfergus,  with 
only  8,000,  were  included,  he  cuuld  not 
understand,  unless  it  was  on  the  prinri^ 
of  a  concession  to  the  other  House.  The 
propostlion  he  had  to  make  was,  that  the 
towns  which  were  placed  in  the  old  Bill  in 
schedule  C,  should  be  restored  to  the  hon- 
ourable position  of  corporate  towns.  The 
towns  to  which  he  alluded  were  as  folUnr: 
Bandnn,  withl2,6l7inhabitant8;  Atblonei, 
with  11,362;  Wexford,  with  10,673; 
dalk, 'with  10,078;  Youghal,  with 
6,608 ;  Armagh,  with  9.1 89 ;  Carlow,  with 
9.111;  Tralee,  wirfi  9,562  J  Ennis,?,?!!; 
Cashel,  with  6,971  ;  Kinsale,  with  7,318  ; 
Portarlington,  with  S,09I  ;  New  Rms, 
5,011;  Enniskillen,  with  5,270 ;  Colerain, 
5,752;  and  Dungannon,  3,5 J  5.  He  <A- 
j«ct«d  to  any  such  compromise  as  that  of 
abandoning  these  towns.     The  Bill,  »"  ^ 


soluble  character  of  their  alliance ;    but  I  had  come  from  the  other  House,  was  on 
they  will  find  it  dissolved,  as  many  ua-  |  insult  to  the  pec^e  of  Irpland ;   and  • 


Carporatiimi        {JuVE  14} 


Britiib  Qorentinent  should  refau  to  be  a 
party  to  it.  But  if  this  insult  vtea  received, 
he  did  not  blame  his  Majesty's  Government 
' — he  did  not  blame  the  Bribah  representa- 
tives of  the  British  people.  If  their  country 
was  degraded,  the  blame  nould  rest  upon 
the  shoulders  of  the  Irish  representatives 
alone.  What  was  the  use  of  talking  about 
the  repeal  of  the  Union,  end  the  reTorm  of 
the  House  of  Lords  ?  What  was  the  use 
of  such  vain  boasts,  if,  on  the  verj  first 
moment  when  these  proreasions  were 
brought  'to  the  ordeal  of  practice,  their 
▼alour  oozed  out  at  their  finger  ends,  and 
they  proclaimed  themselves  to  be  the  hum- 
ble servants  of  Britain,  ready  to  accept  an  j 
pittance  which  she  in  her  pride  conde- 
scended to  oSer  for  their  acceptance  ? 
Were  they  now  to  learn  that  such  vain 
boasting  was  not  the  way  to  maintain  Irish 
character  and  Irish  rights  ?  For  himself, 
he  never  held  language  of  menace  without 
the  full  intention  of  execution.  Ireland 
could  demand  the  repeal  of  the  Union,  and 
could  enforce  that  demand,  if  justice  were 
i«fuKd;  hut  that  could  only  he  effected  by 
the  atead)',  detennmed,  and  unflinching 
stand  of  her  representatives  against  every 
compromise  of  her  rights  or  honour.  He 
particularly  regretted  that  the  great  leader 
of  the  Irish  people  was  not  present  to  sup- 
port faim.  He  should  be  sorry  to  be  acting 
in  oppoaition  to  the  feelings  of  that  hon. 
and  learned  Member  ;  but  while  he  enter- 
tained every  respect  for  him,  his  own 
honour  would  not  allow  him  to  compromise 
his  own  opinions  for  the  sake  of  following 
the  opinions  of  any  individual  He  had 
reswa  to  apprehend  that  he  now  stood  in 
the  breach  of  a  forlorn  hope;  but  at  all 
events  he  ought  to  have  one  supporter — he 
ctUled  upon  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
(Mr.  H.  Grattan),  who  had  in  a  late  speech 
noUy  repudiated  the  insult  ofiered  to  his 
country  with  all  the  fervour  of  his  departed 
and  illustrious  predecessor.  He  called  on 
him  to  remember  the  sentiment  of  the  great 
Grattan,  when  he  said,  "  the  honour  of  a 
country,  like  the  honour  of  a  woman,  when 
onoe  sacrificed  can  never  be  redeemed."  He 
did  not  exactly  know  how  he  could  best 
frame  his  motion  so  as  to  accomplish  his 
object ;  hut  he  was  disposed  in  that  respect 
to  attend  to  any  suiggestion  that  might  be 
iBade  to  him.  If  he  moved  that  the  towns 
be  included  in  schedule  A  they  would  have 
the  10^  franchise  ;  perhaps  they  had  better 
be  included  in  a  clause  by  themselves,  giv- 
SDg  them  the  SI,  franchise.  The  hon. 
:  G(ndu4ed   b^  moving  tb»t  tbe 
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town  of  Bandon,  which  was  the  first  in 
the  list  of  the  sixteen  towns  he  intended  to 
propose  Cbeing  the  largest  in  population), 
should  be  included  in  the  number  of  towns 
which  were  to  have  a  mayor  and  council. 
If  he  succeeded  in  ihia  he  would  then  pro- 
ceed to  move  the  others  seriatim,  accumps- 
nied  by  a  clause  restoring  the  5/.  franchise, 
and  the  qualification  for  mayor  and  coun- 
cils, as  in  the  original  Bill  for  the  smaller 
boroughs. 

The  Speaker  :  Who  seconds  the  motion  ? 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jactton  said  he  could  not 
sit  and  hear  it  proposed  that  the  town 
which  be  had  the  honour  to  represent 
should  be  included  amongst  the  towns 
which  were  to  have  corporate  honours  and 
privileges  extended  to  them  without  rising 
to  second  the  motion.  If  there  were  to  be 
any  additional  towns  included  he  ithould 
certainly  respectfully  put  in  his  claim  for 
the  very  respcc'.able  town  of  Bandon. 
When  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  de- 
clared that  he  would  not  compromise  his 
opinions,  he  certainly  did  cheer  the  hon. 
Member,  because  whether  in  this  House  or 
out  of  it,  in  his  humble  judgment,  a  more 
honourable  man  was  nut  to  be  found.  He 
begged  to  add  a  word  on  another  subject. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil. 
kenny  had  on  a  former  occasion  referred  to 
an  inscription  which  he  said  he  had  seen  on 
entering  the  town  of  Bandon.  Now  he 
had  received  letters  that  morning,  stating 
that  there  had  been  neither  a  gale  nor  any 
walls  at  the  entrance  of  the  town  of  Ban- 
don within  the  last  century.  The  letten 
informed  him  that  there  was  not  even  the 
vestige  of  a  wall  or  gate,  nor  was  there 
any  tradition  to  warrant  the  supposition 
that  there  ever  had  been  a  wall  or  gate. 
He  seconded  the  present  motion,  liecausehe 
felt  that  if  there  were  to  be  towns  added  to 
the  list,  there  could  not  he  found  a  more 
loyal  or  more  respectable  town  than  that 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent. 

Sir  Eardlei/  WHmol  said,  that  although 
he  had  opposed  the  Bill  in  lis  first  shape,  he 
had  cheerfully  supported  the  pnmosition  of 
tbe  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  department,  for  introducing  the 
13  towns  which  he  had  named,  because  he 
thought  it  would  make  a  Bill,  originally 
bad,  worthy  of  the  support  of  the  House. 
He  was  decidedly  apposed  to  the  principle 
of  adding  other  towns  tothelisti  and  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk  was  allowed 
to  get  up  and  add  three  or  four  other 
towns,  his  example  might  he  followed  until 
all  the  Unall  towiu,  u  origintUf  pnq^osvd, 
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'  would  be  reploceil  in  the  schedalea,  and  the 
meoiure  would  be  arain  reduced  to  that 
impncdntble,  and  as  he  tbouffht,  improper 
state,  which  it  was  in  before.  He  thought, 
u  the  meaBUre  stood  at  present,  it  would 
not  only  pass  this  House,  but  the  other 
House  also.  Although  an  EDglishman,  he 
bad  aa  much  r^;ard  for  the  weliare  of  Ire- 
land ts  if  he  were  a  native  of  that  country, 
and  he  was  anxious  to  see  ample  justice  done 
to  Ireland ;  but  the  question  was,  what  was 
justice  to  Ireland  f  He  considered  it  to 
M  the  same  as  that  which  waa  considered 
to  be  justice  to  England.  With  respect 
to  the  House  of  Lords,  he  had  never  heard 
it  contradicted  in  that  House,  that  the 
House  of  Lords  had  not  a  right  to  revise 
the  pmceedines  of  the  Commons  ;  but  he 
doubted  whether  on  the  present  occasion 
thej  ought  to  press  their  right  to  the  ex- 
treme. He  believed  the  House  of  Lords 
would  best  coDsult  the  peace  of  the  empire 
by  sllowiuB  the  Bill  to  pass  in  its  present 
abape ;  and  therefore  he  should  support  the 
noble  Lord  in  opposition  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dundalk. 

Mr.  Waller  said,  the  motive  which  some 
Gentlemen  had  assigned  for  voting  in 
favour  of  e«tah1isbing  new  Corporations  in 
Ireland  was,  that  they  considered  it  as 
Hkely  to  effect  the  pacification  of  that 
country;  now,  his  reason  for  voting  against 
the  messure  was,  the  very  strong  convic- 
tion, founded  on  observation  and  experience, 
that  it  would  do  no  such  thing,  but  that 
the  rejection  of  the  measure  was  more  likely 
to  produce  the  desired  effect.  Neither  did 
be  concur  with  those  who  maintained  thnt 
the  refection  of  the  new  Corporations  for 
Ireland  was  a  rejection  of  the  Irish  people 
from  the  enjoyment  of  those  rights  which 
were  possessed  by  the  people  of  England ; 
because,  beyond  doubt,  previously  to  the 
enjoyment  of  txty  right,  it  ought  to  be 
ahown  that  those  to  whom  it  was  imparted 
should  be  in  a  condition  to  esereiae  it  for 
the  general  lienefit.  He  thought  it  had 
been  clearly  proved,  first,  that  those  who 
had  already  possessed  these  corporate  rights 
in  Ireland,  bad  not  exercised  them  for  the 
geoenl  benefit,  hut  only  for  the  advantage 
of  their  own  party,  and  therefore  that  they 
onght  not  to  be  conferred  upon  them  ;  and 
Bcxt,  he  thought  it  had  bera  proved  with 
equal  clearness,  that  those  whom  it  was 
now  proposed  to  endow  with  these  cor- 
porate rights,  would  not  enjoy  them  for  the 
gmenl  benefit,  hut  for  the  good  of  their 
wty,  and  that  therefore  they  ought  not  to 
be  confeiied,  but  tlwt  both  rides  should  alike 
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be  deprirad  of  them :  the  rights  theniielvM 
should  be  suffered  to  fall  into  disuse,  and 
another  mode  of  corporate  government 
established.  The  old  Corporations  had 
undoubtedly  been  made,  in  Ireland  par- 
ticularly, an  instrument  of  abuse  which 
one  party  had  used  for  the  oppression  of 
the  other.  But  novr  what  did  they  propese 
to  do  by  this  measure  ?  They  preserved 
this  instrument  of  abuse,  simply  placioK  it 
in  other  hands,  that  is,  in  the  hands  of  that 
party  which  had  suffered  by  it,  and  who 
had  therefore  motives  of  resentment  to  in- 
stigate them,  as  well  as  the  ordinary  dis- 
position of  tlie  human  mind  to  abuse  power. 
By  this  observatiOD  he  intended  no  di»- 
respect  to  Catholicsor  Irishmen,  but  si^ed 
only  on  general  principles  applicable  to 
mankind,  whether  cm  this  or  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Channel.  England  and  Soo^ 
land  had  been  adduced  as  examples  whf 
the  same  rights  should  be  conferred  on 
Ireland ;  but  he  would  beg  leave  to  ask 
whether  we  had  yet  had  any  experience  of 
the  content  afforded  by  these  new.modelled 
systems P  The  chief  and  just  complaint 
against  the  old  bodies  had  been  the  abuse 
of  self-election ;  and  that  abuse  having 
been  removed,  he  doubted  whetber  in  other 
respects  the  new  system  would  long  con- 
tinue to  give  universal  satisfaction.  But 
the  peace  of  Ireland,  it  vas  said,  was  to  be 
effected  by  this  and  by  another  concurrent 
measur^^the  appropriation  measure.  He 
had  no  more  confidence  in  one  measure 
than  in  the  other.  What  could  be  mora 
conciliatory  than  the  course  proposed  the 
other  night  by  the  nohle  Lord,  the  Member 
for  North  Lancashire,  for  the  adoption  of 
a  measure  based  on  a  commutadon  and 
ultimately  a  redemption  of  tithes,  and  such 
a  disposition  of  Church  property  as  would 
satisfy  the  Protestants,  by  whom,  in  fact, 
four-fifths  of  the  tithes  were  really  paid ; 
and  to  the  Catholics  he  would  grant  funds 
for  education  equal  to  thoae  of  which  it  waa 

Bopoeed  todepnve  the  Established Churdif 
e  thought  with  that  nohle  Lord,  that  as 
the  grant  for  education  would  be  a  mere 
trifle,  unfelt  by  the  country,  if  taken  from 
the  Consolidated  Fund,  the  Catholics  ought 
not  to  be  supported  in  endeavouring  to 
wring  it  from  one  particular  dast  of 
men,  whose  property  it  was,  and  hf 
whom  the  loss  would  be  severely  felt.  We 
said  to  the  Catholics,  "  fill  your  bucket,  if 
you  please,  from  this  vast  river,''— namely 
the  Consolidated  fund ;  and  tbeir  answer 
was,  <'  No,  we  will  take  It  from  this  ooor 
maa'i  well,  (tht  pnpertjr  of  the  Chnrot «( 
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Irdand,)  thmigh  the  owner  had  icarcely 
sufficient  water  for  hU  own  persona]  and 
domestic  wants."  But,  after  all,  weuld 
eittier,  or  batli,  of  tbese  measures,  now 
under  the  consiileration  of  Parliament,  have 
the  effect  of  tranquilluing  Ireland  i  Did 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home-department,  expect  Fuch  a  resutt '. 
Was  it  not  declared  by  those  about  him 
that  tbese  were  only  preparatory  measures 
to  fliture  changes— one  or  two  steps  more 
in  the  path  of  incessant  change  ?  It  was 
said,  that  the  Rnman  Catholics  insisted  upon 
more  now,  because  they  had  not  previously 
had  BO  Tnuch  as  they  ought.  But  was  a 
nation,  or  were  the  rulers  of  a  nation,  to  be 
goremed  by  such  a  maxim  as  this — that 
more  should  be  granted  at  one  time,  be- 
eanse  enough  had  not  been  grant^  at 
another  t  He  said,  that  such  a  oourse  as 
thitt  was  the  mere  exercise  of  vindictive 
feelings  is  others ;  andthat  justice,  and  no 
more  than  strict  justice,  ought  to  be  done 
at  all  timea.  Such  a  course  might  do  very 
well  between  individuals,  but  ought  not  to 
be  pursued  by  a  powerful  Government  to- 
wards diaadified  aubjeota.     They  had 
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had  six  years'  experience  of  the  introduction 
of  reform  measures  into  Ireland,  and  they 
were  likely  to  go  on  six  yeara  longer  in  the 
Mme  way — change  after  change,  but  no 
peace,  no  tranquillity,  nor  any  tendency  to 
either.  He  should  not  detain  the  House 
lonfter  than  to  recall  to  its  recollection 
the  various  proroiaes  which  were  held  oul 
by  the  leading  Catholics  before  the  great 
measure  of  emancipation  was  passed.  He 
would  juat  as  soon  expect  that  peace  would 
be  restored  by  these  new  measures  as  he 
bad  seen  it  had  been  efiected  by  conceding 
Catholic  emancipation.  The  predictions 
were  as  contident  on  this  occasion  as  they 
were  then,  and  he  believed  the  issue  would 
be  just  the  aame.  The  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  foe  the  Home  Department  had 
spoken  of  the  mischiefs  that  would  result 
from  taking  away  local  government  from 
thepeople  in  various  districts,  and  trans- 
ferring It  by  centralization  to  the  Adminis- 
tration of  the  State.  He  thought  that  this 
was  a  singular  opinion  In  one  who  had 
dratrc^ed  the  local  administration  of  the 
Poor-laws  throughout  the  kingdom.  He 
regarded  both  the  questions  as  mere  delu. 
fiiou.  If  Gentlemen  were  really  interested 
in  the  welfare  of  Ireland,  he  thou^t  they 
wouU  act  with  more  patriotism  if  they 
would  flnt  turn  thdr  thoughts  to  provide 
for  the  3,000,000  or  S,000,OOD  of  their 
viaMrjmta  who  were  acknowledged  to  be 


in  a  state  of  destitution  and  wratchednesi ; 
rather  than  endeavour  to  agitate  the  coun- 
try upon  measures  from  which  be  believed 
not  one  in  ten  thousand  oould  derive  the 
slightest  benefit. 

Mr.  O'Connell:  I  object.  Sir,  to  the 
itroduction  of  such  questions  as  the 
hurch  Bill  and  the  Poor-laws  upon  ihii 
occasion.  On  the  Poor-lau's  we  have 
already  read  enough  in  Th«  Timn  news- 
paper. We  had  discusnion  after  discus- 
sion upon  them.  The  T'lmrsis  thfinighiy 
thunderer  upon  tlie  Poor  laws,  and  ilie 
hoD.  Gentleman,  1  believe,  really  thiiibs 
that  he  is  writing  a  paragraph  instead  of 
making  a  speech.  And  then,  as  lo  the 
Church  question — as  to  what  he  calls  the 
robbery  of  the  poor  man  ;  why,  the  first  time 
that  question  was  stirred  in  this  Hou^e, 
it  was  by  the  hon.  Mtmber  for  Tippe- 
rary;  there  were  then  only  Iwenty-seveo 
Meinbers  who  voted  for  that  spoliation, 
and  one  of  the  most  prominent  of  them 
was  the  hon.  Member  for  Berbthire.  I 
have  read  his  name  tn  the  list — the  list 
published  in  The  Timet,  so  that  he  cannot 
renege  from  that.  I  wish  to  Heaven  the 
hon.  Member  would  take  himself  from 
this  side  of  the  House.  1  scented  him  to 
the  past  Session,  as  "  the  last  rose  of  sum- 
mer," end  jet  he  still  remains  amongst  ut. 
I  wiah  he  would  go  lo  iheside  upon  which 
he  votes,  and  not  remain  where  he  ought 
not  to  be  [Colonel  Peel—"  Order  I"].  1 
leave  it  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Colonel, 
whether  he  could  think  it  right  himself  to 
act  in  this  way  7  I  leave  it  to  him.  aa  B 
man  and  a  gentlemen,  whether  he  would 
condescend  to  pretend  to  be  one  thing, 
and  yet  be  another?  We  have  then  his 
disiertatiou  upon  the  Church  question. 
Why  does  he  not  in  this  conform  to  the 
columns  of  the  paper  I  have  referred  to? 
Has  that  paper  observed  the  slightest  de- 
cency towards  me,  and  aa  an  earnest  of 
the  wages  of  its  iniquity,  has  it  not  done 
this,  and  shell  not  1  now  be  permitted  to 
retort  upon — 

Mr.  Keartley  rose  lo  order.  Sir,  said 
he,  if  his  Majesty 'a  servants,  for  they  are 
Ministers  no  longer — I  lay.  Sir,  if  his 
Majesty's  servanta  can  submit — if  they 
are  so  humiliated  ai  to  submit — to  the 
bullying  conduct  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
shall  not  aubmit  to  it.  I  wish  to  know. 
Sir,  is  this  proper  conduct  in  this  House? 
I'll  divide  the  House  upon  tt. 

Mr.  O'Connell:  I  with  ihe  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Berkshire  joj  of  hia  My.    There 
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could  not  be  two  more  completely  suited 
to  eaeh  other.  I  may,  perhapa,  indeed  be 
permitted  to  express  my  aslonishment  at 
ibts  ;  Tfhat  an  excellent  constituency  it 
must  be  that  is  represented  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wigaiil  But  to  return;  I 
have  here  t^e  division  of  the  8th  July, 
1833,  which  ra  exactly  as  I  have  aatd.  If 
it  is  wished  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  1 
win  read  the  contents  of  it.  On  the  8th 
July,  1833,  exactly  aa  I  have  slated,  the 
bon.  Member  for  Berkshire  voted  for  the 
■poliation  clause.  I  have  now  done  with 
that  part  of  his  speech  which  referred  to 
Poor-laws,  and  also  that  referring  to  the 
■poliation  of  Church  property;  we  then 
come  to  the  question  before  us.  The  hon. 
Member  nays,  that  the  prophecy  was  wrong 
which  declared  that  emancipation  would 
procure  the  pacification  of  Ireland.  Why 
aoitwould.ifit  had  been  honestly  followed 
Dp.  I  did  not  Bay  that  emancipation  would 
be  a  final  measure.  On  the  contrary, 
I  always  said,  that  it  must  lead  to  others  ; 
that  it  was  only  the  means,  and  not  the 
end  itself.  It  was  to  be  one  of  the  means 
working  to  this  end — the  amalgamation 
of  all  parts  of  the  British  Empire  into  one 
consolidated  body,  enjoying  equal  rights 
and  equal  privileges.  When  emnncipalion 
passed,  that  did  not  follow;  why?  Be- 
cause the  Emancipation  Bill  itself  was 
stingily,  and  I  may  even  say,  with  indivi- 
dual exceptions  graiited.  What  then  fol- 
lowed !  The  people  of  Ireland,  as  they 
had  every  right  to  do,  looked  to  their  own 
resources;  they  called  for  the  Repeal  of 
the  Union,  and  they  would  have  the  right 
atilt  to  insist  npoD  it,  if  there  had  not  been 
giren  to  them  a  distinct  pledge  that  they 
should  have  equal  rights  and  privileges 
with  the  people  of  England.  Does  any 
man  say,  that  if  this  measure  be  granted 
it  will  pacify  Ireland  ?  No,  but  it  will  be 
one  step  taken  by  the  British  Government 
to  confer  upon  them  those  rights— it  will 
be  advancing,  and  they  have  advanced  to 
that  end.  The  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire, 
however,  says,  you  are  still  to  continue  to 
make  an  exception  as  regards  Ireland — 
that  having  nominally  emancipared  the 
Catholics,  they  are  still  to  be  actually  ua- 
emancipated,  as  they  must  be,  nntil  they 
enjoy  equal  rights  and  privileges  with 
other  British  subjects.  He  slates,  that 
nbuses  have  alrcacly  existed.  Is  that  the 
reason  that  they  are  to  continue?  He 
says  that  the  corporation  was  essentially  a 
govetament  of  Protestants  for  Protestaoti,, 
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Why  the  ProtestanU  of  Ireland  are  ia  nnn. 
ber  860,000 ;  there  are  80,000  Dissenters. 
Now  of  the  whole  number  of  Protestants, 
there  are  only  13,000  who  are  members 
of  the  corporation ;  and  of  the  entire 
13,000,  but  1,100  belongs  to  the  govern- 
ing body.  That  is  the  representatbn  of 
(he  Protestants  of  Ireland  ;  it  is  no  mora 
a  representation  of  them  than  of  the  Roman 
Catholics,  Thus,  then,  we  perceive  there 
are  no  more  than  1,100  of  the  governing 
body  Protestants.  I  wonder  that  the  boo. 
Gentleman  does  not  read  sometimes  as 
well  as  write,  I  submit  to  him  that  a 
writer  ought,  or  is  at  least  expected,  to 
read  a  little,  If  he  read  at  all,  be  oaght 
to  know  that  of  alt  the  Protestants  there 
are  but  1,100  of  them  who  do  not.gOTern 
for  others,  but  who  make  a  monopoly  for 
themselves;  and  it  is  because  that  paltry 
monopoly  has  misgoverned  the  country, 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  are  to  have  pri- 
vileges taken  from  them.  Because  power 
is  taken  from  a  miserable  party,  the  people 
themselves  are  to  be  treated  as  a  party. 
Those  who  assert  this  are  utterly  ignmvet 
of  the  Constitution.  The  people  are  not 
a  party — as  individual  interestsunivenally 
predominate  when  these  individual  interesU 
accumulate  in  the  majority,  so  is  it  neces- 
sary that  the  interests  of  the  great  majority 
never  can  be  that  of  a  party.  The  speech, 
however,  upon  which  I  am  remarking,  wa> 
not  pronounced  for  this  place — it  was 
composed  to  be  published  for  the  miiera. 
ble  purposes  of  a  party,  and  that  it  may 
appear  amongst  those  things  with  whicn 
honest  men  are  so  much  disgusted.  Yes, 
disgusted,  justly  disgusted  with  a  tergi- 
versation of  principle  the  roost  astonishing 
that  ever  occurred.  The  most  disgrace ful, 
too,  that  ever  yet  occurred. 

Mr.  Richards  called  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kilkenny  to  order.  An  attack  wa* 
made  upon  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire 
B3  if  he  were  connected  with  The  Timet 
newspaper,  when  he  (Mr.  Richards)  con- 
tended that  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny 
had  not  shown  any  connexion  betweea 
the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  and  that 
paper.  The  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny 
could  not  be  permitted  thus  to  browbeat 
and  ruffianise,  if  he  might  use  the  expres- 
sion ;  it  was  not  consistent  with  the  order 
of  the  debate.  He  appealed  to  the  Speaker 
to  say  whether  such  language  as  that  used 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  WH 
consistent  with  the  order,  deconiiDt  And 
dignity  of  that  Houn. 
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Mr.  CrConndl:  The  hoD.  Member  for 
fierkahire  has  reason  to  rejoice  in  his 
second  defender. 
'  Mr  Walter :  I  do  not  wish  to  interrupt 
tlw  hoit.  and  learned  Gentleman ;  I  only 
■ik  the  ftvTour  of  being  permitted  to  reply. 

The  Speaker  considered  it  would  be 
mostdesirableif  hoD.  Members  would  only 
refer  to  what  occurred  in  the  course  of  the 
debate. 

Mr.  (yComeU:  Certainly;  and  ihere- 
fere  I  only  wish  to  congratulate  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire  upon  his  second 
defender.  I  think  nothing  can  be  more 
flattering  to  him  than  the  tint — except  the 
second;  one,  too,  so  especially  remarkable 
for  his  exceeding  delicacy  and  extreme 
poliab,  whieh  make  him  shrink  from  any 
tfiing  that  belongs  to  the  kennel. 

Mr.  Rickardt :  I  rise  to  order.  Sir.  It 
is  not  right  to  bring  into  this  House  the 
manners  of  a  blackgaerd,  inEtead  of  those 
of  a  gentleman  ["  Order  I "] 

The  Speaker  was  sure  that  the  House 
must  agree  with  him  in  thinking,  that  ex- 
pVMiions  bad  been  used  on  both  sides 
which  were  not  proper  to  be  used  in  that 
House.  He  woald  conjure  the  Members, 
for  the  sake  of  that  Hoose,  not  to  indulge 
ID  language  inconslsteat  with  propriety. 

Mr.  (yConnell:  I  care  not  for  his  ex- 
pressions. As  to  mine,  I  only  talked  of 
hopping  over  the  kennel,  and  I  think  it 
was  not  inapplicable  to  the  occasion. 

Mr.  N.  Fitttimon :  I  think  that  the  de- 
bate cannot  continue.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Knaresborough  has  used  most  offenure 
exprestiona.  He  has  made  use  of  a  word 
which  I  am  almost  afraid  to  repeat,  but 
which  yon,  Sir,  I  am  sure,  mast  have  heard, 
as  every  hon.  Member  near  me  has  heard 
it.  I  must,  then,  request  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Knaresborough  to  withdraw, 
before  thia  House,  his  exceedingly  offensive 
expression. 

The  Speaker  observed,  that  words  had 
oadoubtedly  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
fill  Knaresborough  which  Ought  not  to 
have  befen  used.  The  inference  was,  that 
if  Ihey  were  not  directly  applicable  to  the 
bon.  Member  for  Kilkenny,  they  were  in- 
teoded  to  apply  to  him. 

Mr.  (yCoMtelt:  Oh  1 1  do  not  remember 
tbem. 

Mr.  JticKardt :  I  hope  that  upon  all  oc- 
oMiem  I  shall  bow  to  the  Spealcer.  I  un- 
dentood  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny 
10  aay,  tint  the  words  used  by  me  were 
brot^nt  fntn  tii«  keanel.    UndetitandiDg 
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it  so,  if  be  did  not  use  the  word  kennel,  I 
withdraw  the  expression. 

The  Speaker  stated,  that  be  understood 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  have  said  that  the 
words  savoured  of  the  kennel. 

Dr.  Baldwin  remarked,  that  in  the  tint 
instance  the  hon.'MemberforKnaresborongh 
had  used  the  word  "  rufiianise.  He  left 
it  10  the  House  to  say  whether  that  was  a 
proper  expression  to  be  used. 

Mr.  Richards :  If  the  word  was  not  ap- 
plied to  me,  in  the  manner  I  understood  it, 
I  withdraw  the  expression. 

Mr.  N.  FiUsimon  :  I  think  that  the  bon. 
Member  for  Knaresborough  has  no  right  to 
enter  into  a  compromise  upon  this  subject. 
I  think  he  should  be  called  upon  at  once 
to  withdraw  the  offensive  expression  as  ia- 
defenaible. 

Mr.  Q'Comell:  I  do  not  do  so,  feeling 
the  compliment  that  has  been  paid  to  me 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Knaresborough. 

Dr.  Baldiein :  But  the  other  IriKh 
Members  do  feel  it.  I  call  upon  the 
hon.  Member  to  explain  the  expreaiioa 
rnfiGanise. 

Colonel  Peel :  The  hon.  Member,  I  am 
sure,  will  withdraw  the  expression  ;  but  I 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
whether  the  tone  in  which  he  has  con- 
ducted (his  debate  is  not  calculated  to  call 
forth  angry  expressions. 

Mr.  IlicltariU:  As  it  appears  to  me,  I 
must  have  been  under  a  mistake,  in  the 
application  of  the  word  kennel,  I  am  at 
once  ready  to  withdraw  the  expressions  ob- 
jected to. 

Mr.  (yConnelli  I  was  arguing  upon 
three  points  introduced  into  hi*  speech 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire ;  one  on 
the  Poor-laws,  the  other  the  Church,  upon 
which  he  has  voted  against  hia  colleagues; 
the  third  is  the  real  question  before  the 
House,  and  I  was  proceeding  to  comment 
upon  it,  when  I  was  called  to  order  by  tbe 
Hon.  Member  for  Wigan,  who  was  very 
disorderly  in  doing  so,  and  who  sat  down 
extremely  qnietly,  as  be  usually  does  when 
he  is  in  the  wrong.  1  was  then  next 
called  to  order  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Knaresborough,  who  got  into  that  speciaa 
of  language  which  is  so  familiar,  that  un- 
til it  was  proved  to  him,  he  did  not  know 
it  was  improper  ["  Order!"]. 

Mr.  Scarlett  said,  the  manner  in  which 
this  debate  was  conducted,  was  a  strong 
argument  in  favour  of  a  repeal  of  the 
Union.  He  would  put  it  to  the  Chair 
whether  the  debates  of  tba^  House  eoald 
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ba  pnparl?  condMted  if  ■nefa  InagnagB  a* 
tbat  which  had  jnit  been  used  was  al- 
lowed. He  would  aak  whether,  after  an 
hon.  Member  had  retracted  certain  ex- 
preMiona  which  bad  been  reprobated  by 
the  Chair,  it  was  perliamentary  to  ny,  that 
the  hoD.  Member  who  uied  them  was  so 
fjunilnr  with  them  that  he  did  not  know 
wbra  he  uttered  them.  He  thought  that 
an  insulting  observaiion,  and  if  such  ex- 
preuions  were  to  be  tolerated,  he  sub- 
Bitted  that  it  would  be  qnite  impossible  to 
conduct  the  debates  of  that  House  with 
.anything  like  decencyi  and  therefore  he 
hoped  tbattheChairwould  have  the  good- 
.Disa,  on  all  occasions,  to  interfere  on  ihe 
first  moment  anything  of  the  kind  occurred, 
in  order  to  maintain  the  dignity  of  the 
House,  and  to  relieve  it  from  the  diGBculty 
in  which  it  was  now  placed.  It  was  a 
qieation  of  Order  on  which  he  was  speftk- 
inff.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Kilkenny  bad  imputed  to  the  boo.  Member 
for  Kaareaborough  the  use  of  improper  ez- 
preaaions,  which  he  said  were  so  familiar 
to  him,  that  he  was  unconscious  when  he 
tiaed  tbem.  He  would  repeat  bis  question 
to  the  Chair,  was  that  Parliamentary  ? 

Mr.  O'CmuwlI:  Behold  1  a  third  advo- 
cate. Another  cause  for  congratulation  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  I  I  do  not 
believe  a  fourth  could  really  be  found  in 
this  House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Knares- 
boroogh  makes  use  of  offensive  expres- 
•iOBS:  Ido  not  require  any  apology  for  ihero, 
-wheraupoD  the  hon.  Member  for  Nornich — 

Mr.  Ooutbum  :  It  is  not  for  (he  pur- 
pose of  making  a  commentary  that  I  now 
riee  to  order;  but  I  submit  to  you,  Sir, 
whether,  if  this  species  of  discussion  is  con- 
tinued, it  is  calculated  to  insure  respect  to 
this  House  ? 

Mr.  O'CoMMell :  I  have  done  with  the 
anlHect.  I  thought,  indeed,  that  a  fourth 
could  not  be  found.  I  forgot  the  right 
hon.  Oenlleman ;  I  forgot  that  in  this 
Honae  a  fonnh  could  be  found.  If  any 
Gentleman  calls  me  to  order,  I  shall  im- 
mediately sit  down — to  find  a  6f[h  is  im- 
possible.  And  now,  Sir,  1  hope  I  may  be 
lliowed  (o  go  on. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jachon  rose  amidst  shonta 
of  laughter  and  cheers.  He  was  under- 
stood to  sa^,  that  if  hon.  Members  perse- 
voted  in  (his  mode  of  conducting  the  pio- 
oMdings  of  the  House,  he  should  move 
that  tiK  HooM  do  adjoura. 

Bit  Robert  Balwaii  moved  tbit  the 
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Mr.  Sergeant  Jacluon  seconded  the  no- 


Lord  John  Rtinell:  I  mustagree  in  what 
has  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  any  personal  expression  is,  in  itself, 
irr^utsr,  and  ought  not  to  be  persevered 
in.  No  interruption  of  the  kind  ought  to 
be  permitted,  but  the  debate  should  be  al- 
lowed to  proceed.  Now  I  cannot  help  re- 
marking, that  the  last  time  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny  met  with  an  interruption, 
it  appeared  to  me  that  he  was  about  to 
proceed  with  what  is  the  proper  subject  for 
discussion. 

The  Speaker  thought  be  could  not  have 

more  suitable  occasion  than  the  pre- 
sent for  recommending  to  Members  to  be 
guarded  as  possible  in  the  words  used  by 
tbem.  Upon  a  greet  many  occasions,  when 
subjects  were  brought  under  consideration 
in  which  boo.  Members  felt  deeply  inter- 
ested, expressions  were  used  in  the  heat  of 
debate,  not  perhaps  intended  to  be  per- 
sonally offensive ;  and  it  was  exceedingly 
difficult  for  one  placed  in  his  situation  to 
catch  at  those  expressions,  and  (o  give 
them  a  meaning  wiih  which  they  were  not 
intended  to  be  applied,  and  were  not  pro- 
bably so  understood.  The  predicament  in 
which  he  was  placed  upon  such  occasions 
was  exceedingly  painful.  He  was  at  ail 
timea  unwilling  to  lay  hold  of  particular 
expressions;  what  he  had  always  endea- 
voured to  do,  and  often,  he  was  sorry  to 
say,  not  very  successfully,  was  to  promote 
as  far  as  in  bis  bumble  powers  lay,  that 
these  debates  should  be  maintained  with 
discretion,  order,  and  conduct,  and  in 
auch  a  manner  as  would  be  consistent  with 
the  dignity,  character,  and  honour  of  that 
House. 

Mr.  O'CanneU :  The  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire,  lo  which  I  was  ad- 
verting when  interrupted,  contains  three 
subjects.  The  Isst  was  the  Poor-laws, 
the  last  but  one  the  Church  question. 
Upon  that  I  have  shown  his  utter  incon- 
sistency. Whatever  that  person's  incon- 
sistency may  be,  it  is  not  my  fault.  I  have 
nothing  to  do  with  it — it  is  no  act  of  mine 
if  a  man  becomes  a  renegado  to  the  one 
side  or  the  other — but  when  a  man  does 
so,  it  is  natural  that  he  should  have,  at 
least,  the  sympathy  of  those  who  are  alao 
reoegadoe*,  and  have  abandoned  prin- 
ciples they  formerly  professed.  It  is  matter 
so  completely  personal  that  it  is  not  to  be 
accounted  (or.  The  inconsisteocj  of  the 
bon.  QeotiaiDaa  is,  bomnc  t  bmum  9f 
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Terj  little  importance  in  itulf;  itcetttinly 
his  ret;  little  to  do  with  the  public  in- 
lereiU.  He  has  attacked  all  the  Pro- 
teBtantS— he  has  done  so  in  IdeotlfyiDK 
them  irilh  the  wretched  Gorporationa.  why 
he  has  done  this  in  utter  ignorance  of  the 
fact,  that  the  number  of  Protestants  in 
those  corporations  was  so  miserably  smell. 
And,  beside  this,  there  is  the  evidence  be- 
fore this  House  that  those  Protestants  who 
from  their  intelligence  and  education  be- 
longed to  the  class  of  politicians,  were  as 
decidedly  and  as  strictly  excluded  from 
the  Corporations  as  the  Roman  Catholics 
themselvea.  So  totally  ignorant  is  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire  upon  this  subject, 
that  even  this  fact,  so  notorious  to  most 
others,  he  is  not  in  the  least  degree  aware 
of  it.  He  is,  too,  doubly  ignorant,  when 
he  founds  an  argument  upon  the  assump- 
tion that  the  corporators  have  been  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  great  body  of  Pro- 
testants. Now,  in  connexion  with  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Berkshire,  1  have  made  ob- 
servation! upon  The  Timet  newspaper. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Knsresborough,  for 
the  first  time  in  his  life,  is  perfectly  correct. 
Well,  then,  he  was  not  perfectly  rieht; 
but  in  principle  he  was  right,  and  if  there 
is  a  denial  In  this  House,  that  the  indivi- 
dual is  not  connected  with  that  paper,  the 
moment  I  have  beard  that  denial,  I  shall 
never  again  say  a  word  oo  the  subject. 
But  he  is  right.  Let  there  be,  as  there 
ought  to  be,  in  this  House,  a  disclaimer  of 
any  connection  with  an  instrument  of 
falsehood,  foulness,  and  ealumny-^of  one 
that  aSbrds  an  iustance  of  the  most  aban- 
doned, and  certainly  the  greatest  degrad- 
ation of  talent — of  ona  that  has  lowered 
literature,  and  debased  the  character  of 
public  writers —that  has  shown  them  up  aa 
marketable  commodities — that  has  only 
done  this,  that  the  higher  they  rise  in  pub- 
lic estimation,  the  more  ready  are  tbey  to 
be  bought,  and  the  greater  roust  be  the 
price  paid  for  them.  If  there  be  any  human 
being,  out  of  this  House — recollect  I  speak 
of  a  man  not  in  this  House — who  continues 
to  earn  the  wages  of  public  prMtitotion  ; 
if  there  be  such  a  man  as  I  describe,  then 
I  say  he  is  too  despicable  for  further  no- 
tice. I  leave  him  to  pocket  a  portion  of 
the  wages  of  bis  pensioned  writers.  Those 
who  poison  the  waters  that  even  an  enemy 
in  a  hostile  country  drinks  of,  are  ac- 
counted guilty  of  a  crime  most  abhorrent 
to  cifiliied  life :  but  what  aro  we  to  aay  of 
tliOM  who  p<^n  the  fint  sources  of  liten- 


tore,  who  atigmatiM  tfaa  ahmteMr  of  « 
nation,  and  debauch  tha  inslrumenta  of 
learning— theira  is  the  went  mode  of  Mn- 
ing  the  wages  of  villainy,  for  thein  ia  the 
most  abominable  of  all  prostitutions.  Tbey 
are  those  who  argue  for  a  question,  and 
turn  against  it :  who  hope  (or  one  thing 
to-day,  and  hate  it  to-morrow.  Does  this 
touch  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  T  1 
hope  not.  I  really  hope  that  he  has  no 
connexion  with  an  instrument  of  that 
kind.  It  has  been  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Knaresborough  that  he  has 
not.  I  adopt  the  suggestion.  I  believe  at 
once  that  the  fact  is  as  the  hon.  Member 
has  slated,  aud  then  every  word  I  have 
said  is  merely  in  reply  to  that  base  instru- 
ment which  has  attacked  me  so  long.  But 
if  my  words  do  apply,  I  mention  no  name, 
1  Bay  qui  capit  ilie  feat.  Let  bim  who 
chooses  take  them  up^if  any  man  wishes 
to  find  them,  and  in  the  vulgar  phrase 
"  the  cap  fits  him,"  I  cannot  help  it.  The 
people  of  Ireland  are  not  so  degraded  at 
the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  has  sug- 
gested, that  they  are  incapable  of  managing 
their  own  afi'airs.  What  is  the  groand, 
what  is  the  pretest  for  saying  so  f  Is  it 
because  they  are  Catholics  ?  That  is  not  a 
topic  which  suits  thia  House,  though  it 
might  read  well  elsewhere.  It  is  as  British 
subjects  they  claim  their  rights.  Does  any 
man  contend  that  thia  measure  alone  will 
pacify  Ireland  ?  I  shall  not  do  so.  Refuse 
It,  and  vou  create  agitation,  because  yoa 
afford  additional  materials  to  tbegrievascca 
which  the  peo|de  already  endure:  grant  it, 
and  you  advance  another  atep,  for  I  adinit 
you  have  already  commenced,  in  giving  to 
the  people  of  Ireland  equal  rights  with 
every  other  part  of  the  empire.  Why 
should  not  a  measure  like  this  be  adopted 
towards  Ireland,  and  which  lends  so  much 
to  the  pacification  and  tranquillity  of  all. 
It  ia  for  these  reasons  I  have  risen  to  re- 
piidiate  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berkshire,  and  to  call  again  for  joMics  to 
Ireland. 

Mr.  Waller  Hoped  he  might  be  allowed 
to  say  a  few  words  in  answer  to  the  per. 
Bonal  charges  brought  against  him  by  the 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny.  In  the  first 
place  he  mieht  observe,  that  he  hod  not  In- 
tended to  tue  any  part  in  the  discussion  of 
thst  evening,  hut  the  hon.  Member  for  War* 
wickshire  having  risen  to  defend  his  vote, 
he  felt  it  right  to  say  a  few  words  in  defence 
of  tiiacourse  whidi  he  had  taken  on  the  BiU. 
With  respect  to  tlie  preii,  he  had  «a  ft  fatt^ 
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mn  oceuion  Mud  all  that  he  thought  it  ne- 
cenarjr  to  eaj,  and  all  that  he  should  saj, 
upon  that  subject.  With  regard  to  ahuse, 
the  most  maligtiant  nature  could  not  pcumpt 
the  most  voluble  tongue  to  heap  more  abuse 
upon  the  learned  Gentlemaii  than  he  himself 
Iwd  poured  out  upon  those  who  were  his 
prewnt  friendg.  In  answer  to  (he  accusa- 
tion of  inconsistency  upon  the  appropriation 
question,  that  inconsiatencji  he  said,  merely 
resolved  itself  into  the  inconaisCency  of 
others.  The  roost  extravagant  estimates  had 
been  made  by  some  hon.  Gentlemen  of  the 
amount  of  the  Irish  Church  revenues — one 
hon-  Member  had  at  one  time  estimated  them 
at  S,000,000i.  Now,  he  would  ask,  was 
there  no  difference  between  voting  for  the 
application  of  an  asserted  surplus,  and  when 
it  was  found  that  no  such  surplus  existed, 
voting  against  the  further  diminution  of  a 
moderate  Church  revenue  in  order  to  create 
R  surplus?  cries  of  ["SpcAe,  spoke,"  and 
■'  Order."] 

The  Speaker  said,  that  the  House  would 
hear  the  hon.  Member  in  explanation  of  any 
parts  of  bis  speech  on  which  other  hon. 
Sf  embers  might  have  commented  ;  but  hav. 
ing  already  delivered  his  Sentiments  on  the 
ques^n  before  it,  it  could  not  allow  him  to 
reply. 

Mr.  Waller  submitted,  that  by  the  cour- 
teay  of  the  House  he  was  entitled  to  reply  to 
the  personal  and  unfounded  charges  made 
against  him  by.  the  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny. One  of  the  most  extraordinary  of 
thote  charges  was  that  of  sitting  on  that 
(the  Ministerial)  side  of  the  House.  When 
he  (Mr.  Welter)  looked  round  and  saw  the 
numbers  of  Members  who  were  now  on  that 
(the  Ministerial)  side,  who  two  years  ago 
had  sat  on  the  opposite  ude,  he  thought  that 
the  Member  fur  Kilkenny,  iu  blaming  him, 
had  cast  an  imputation  an  many  of  his  own 
friends.  The  Ministry,  it  was  said,  was 
the  same ;  but  no  parties  had  abused  each 
other  more  than  those  who  now  appeared  to 
have  cast  their  lots  together.  He  retained 
his  original  seat,  because  his  opinions  were 
unchanged ;  hut  though  his  opinions  on 
things  were  unchanged,  those  on  persons 
were,  of  course,  affected  by  the  closer  oh- 
■ervation  he  was  able  to  make  of  their  pub- 
lic conduct ;  and  if,  on  such  nearer  obser- 
vation he  appeared  to  himself  to  have  dis- 
covered some  individuals  better  qualified  to 
conduct  the  business  of  the  country,  than 
others  of  whose  talents  he  had  for  a  time 
entenuned  an  undue  opinion,  be  was  of 
course  open  to  conviction,  and  preferred 
the  fthkc  itatomen.    He  would  m\j  fiir* 
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ther  assure  the  learned  Gentleman,  that  he 
would  pursue  his  own  course  in  that  House  ; 
having  neither  obtained  his  seat  in  it  in  the 
manner  the  learned  Gentleman  had  for- 
merly represented,  noi  receiving  hire  and 
pay  from  the  most  distressed  and  destitute 
class  of  his  countrymen,  kept  in  a  state  of 
excitement  only  to  be  rendered  more  easily 
the  dupes  of  false  pretences  and  the  victims 
of  ^under- 

The  Speaker,  said  it  would  perhaps  now 
be  convenient  to  the  House  if  be  stated  the 
question  which  was  before  it.  The  ques^ 
tion  was,  whether  Bandon  should  be  in- 
cluded in  schedule  C  or  not  ? 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  F.  Shaw, 
which  were  inaudible  to  us. 

Sir  John.  HMiouse  said,  there  had 
been  no  wish  or  intention  on  the  part  of 
himself  and  the  friends  of  the  Government 
to  disturb  the  House  by  a  debate  upon  the 
question  now  before  it,  which  was,  whether 
Bandon  should  be  included  in  the  schedule 
or  not  P  and  if  (he  hon,  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bandon  had  not  volunteered  bis 
services  in  that  way,  he  felt  convinced  that 
his  Hon,  Friend  behind  him  would  not 
have  found  a  seconder  to  his  proposition; 
He  regretted  to  see  that  there  seemed  to 
be  a  determination  on  the  part  of  Members 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  that 
whatever  business  might  he  doing,  on  any 
Irish  question,  nothing  should  be  done 
peaceably,  amicably,  and  according  to  the 
usual  parliamentary  course.  There  were 
many  Gendemen  on  the  ministerial  side  of 
the  House  who  thought  that  Ministers  had 
not  made  a  sufficiently  determined  stand 
upon  this  question.  He  could  only  assure 
the  House,  however,  that  whatever  had 
been  done  by  them,  had  been  resolved  upon 
after  the  best  consideration,  and  with  tbo 
firm  and  honest  conviction  that  they  were 
doiuK  the  best  which,  under  drcumstances, 
could  he  done  for  Ireland.  He  thought 
that  the  thanks  of  the  country  were  due  to 
the  Government  for  having  adopted  a 
course  which  was  likely  to  1e^  to  an  hon- 
ourable compromise,  and  afford  an  oppor- 
tunity of  brmging  this  great  question  to  r 
settlement.  He  regretted  extremely  that 
an)rthing  of  a  personal  nature  had  occurred 
in  the  course  of  the  debate.  He  would 
express  a  hope,  also,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
behind  him  would  see  the  importance  of 
not  continuing  the  discussion  further.  He 
trusted  his  hon.  Friend  would  see  the  great 
advantage  which  would  result  from  this 
Bin  being  sent  u^  to  the  other  House  in 
its  altered  foisij  without  vaj  diviiunt  upoa 
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it  whatever.  H«  b^^ged  his  hon.  Friend 
to  consider  this,  and  not  permit  himself  to 
"listen  to  the  voice  of  the  charmer,  charm 
l)e  never  so  wisely." 

Colonel  Buller  merely  rose  to  say,  that 
it  was  bis  intention  to  have  second^  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Mcmher  for  Dundalk, 
when  he  was  anticipated  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bandon  in  so  doing. 

Mr.  George  F,  Young,  in  reference  to 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ber^s,  that  the  proposed  measure  of  mu- 
nicipal reform  would  throw  all  the  political 
power  of  the  Corporations  into  the  hands 
of  one  party,  and  that  the  most  numerous 
one  in  the  place,  begged  to  make  one  ob. 
servation— namely,  that  the  political  power 
in  the  new  system  was  to  he  dititributed, 
not  amply  according  to  population,  but 
upon  the  basis  of  a  property  qualihcation. 
Now  it  happened  that  the  property  of 
Ireland  was  divided  amongst  the  Pro- 
testants and  Catholics,  nearly  in  the  in- 
verse ratio  of  their  numerical  force,  and 
there  were  at  least  two  millions  unfor- 
tunately in  a  state  of  beggary,  and  who,  of 
course  could  take  no  part  in  the  political 
powers  created  by  the  new  measure.  He 
Dad  only  one  other  observation  to  male 
upon  this  question.  He  would  be  one  of 
the  last  men  to  dispute  the  powers  and  the 
perfect  independence  of  the  other  branch  of 
the  Legislature,  but  at  the  same  time  be 
begged  the  House  to  consider  the  position 
in  which  this  question  stood.  The  original 
question  mooted  by  the  House  was  whether 
Ireland  should  have  Corporations  or  noL 
The  Houi^e  of  CoininoDii  declared  its  opi- 
nion that  she  ought,  but  the  House  of 
-Lords  hud  since  said  that  she  ought  not  to  ; 
have  these  institutions.  What  had  since 
been  done  was  this.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons, which  originally  set  down  the 
number  of  the  proposed  Corporations  at 
fifiy,  now  consented  to  reduce  them  to 
twelre,  and  so  showed  that  it  had  every 
disposition  to  effect  an  amicable  compromise 
on  the  subject  with  the  other  House.  If 
the  Lords  after  this  should  persist  in  re- 
jecting the  Bill  when  sent  back  to  them, 
they  would  show  that  they  were  not  dis- 
posed to  listen  to  any  terms  of  compromise 
with  the  Lower  House,  and  the  country 
would  behold  them  (the  Lords)  asserting 
the  principle  that  the  House  of  Commons 
had  nothing  to  do  but  to  yield  entire  and 
unconditional  submission  to  their  superior 
authori^.  He  hoped,  however,  that  this 
would  not  prove  to  be  the  case ;  he  hoped 
and  trusted  that  when  this  Bill  went  back 
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to  the  House  of  Lords  it  would  be  received 
by  them  in  the  spirit  of  fair  and  amicable 
compromise  with  which  it  had  been  treated 
in  this  House ;  so  would  this  great  ques- 
tioQ  eventually  be  settled  without  throwing 
this  great,  happy,  and  now  prosperous 
country  into  political  convulsions,  which 
under  different  circumstances  would  threat. 

Mr.  Walker  hoptd  his  hon.  Friend  near 
him  would  not  press  the  House  to  a  divi- 
sion on  Ibis  question. 

Mr.  &arteU  itiil  ool  deny  that  Irish- 
men were  fit  to  enjoy  political  liberty  and 
political  institutions;  but  he  thought  that 
these  must  be  given  tliem  by  different 
means  to  those  adopted  in  England,  on 
account  of  the  difference  in  the  social 
characteristics  of  the  two  nations.  He  did 
not  mean  to  say,  that  Irishmen  were 
inferior  to  EHglisbmen ;  on  the  contrary, 
he  thought  that,  in  many  particulars, 
they  were  their  superiors,  as  in  their  great 
vivacity  and  quickness  of  apprehension. 

Mr.  Wallace  I'elt  strongly  tho  inanlt 
which  was  offered  to  the  Irish  people  by 
the  House  of  Lords;  but  still  he  hoped 
that  his  hon.  Friend,  for  whom  he  enter- 
tained great  respect,  would  withdraw  bis 
motion. 

Dr.  Baldunn  said,  that  it  was  not  to  be 
supposed  thai  he  did  not  feel  strongly  the 
insult  which  was  offered  to  his  country  by 
the  House  of  Lords;  but  he  trustee]  his 
hon.  Friend  would  not  bring  division  into 
the  camp  of  the  reformers  by  pressing  a 
motion  which  was  calculated  to  embarrasi 
that  Administration  which  seemed  to  faim 
determined  to  do  justice  lo  his  conntry. 
He  would  not  argue  the  question ;  all 
argument  upon  it  was  exhausted  ;  but  he 
rose  merely  for  the  purpose  of  asking  bia 
hon.  Friend  not  to  persevere  in  his  propo- 

Mr.  S.  Crawford  said,  he  would  con- 
sent to  withdraw  it,  if  he  heard  anvjust 
reason  urged  for  his  doing  so ;  but  in  the 
absence  of  all  argument  in  favour  of  the 
course  which  he  was  pressed  to  adopt,  he 
must  persevere. 

The  House  divided  on  Mr.  Crawford's 
amendment: — Ayes  8;  NoesHB:— Ma- 
joriiy  140. 

On  the  motion  of  Lord  J.  Russell,  a 
Committee  was  appointed  to  draw  up  rea- 
sons to  ba  offered  to  the  Lords  at  a  con- 
ference for  disagreeing  with  the  unencl- 
ments  made  by.the  Loidt. 


1,  Google 


0M    Exdie  Limcet  ffnlmd),      {iJOKDS}  SirmiMglam^  Bristol Si^tteug.  Si/t 

BnunNOBAH  Am  BaiROL  Rjulwat.] 
Tba  MarqueM  of  ClaDiicarde  raored  that 
th»  BirmingiliBn],  Brigtol,  and  Tbamei 
Junction  Railway  Bill  be  read  a  third 

The  Dulie  of  WeUington  said,  he  bad  a 
clause  to  propose  for  the  purpose  of 
attaining  the  object  vhich  he  bad  or  a 
former  evening  explained  to  their  Lord- 
ehipe.  He  did  not  undentand  that  there 
was  anf  objection  on  the  jpart  of  their 
Lordships  to  some  measure  of  this  descrip' 
tion  being  adopted.  At  the  same  time  btt 
had  seen  in  drcnlatton  a  paper  signed  by 
certsia  persons  interested  in  railways,  in 
which  they  set  forth  their  objection  to  a 
clause  of  this  nature.  He  conceived  that 
it  tras  in  the  power  of  their  Lordships  to 
attach  an;  condition  they  might  think  it 
their  duty  to  impose  on  any  parties  who 
came  before  them  for  powers  to  construct 
a  railway  or  any  other  kind  of  work ;  and* 
as  railways  were  in  general  a  noralty  in 
this  country,  and  as  they  were  now  car- 
ried on  to  a  very  great  extent,  be  thought 
it  was  expedient  that  Parliament  should 
have  time  to  consider  the  subject,  in  order 
that  they  might  be  able  to  make  such 
regulations  as  might  be  found  neces- 
sary to  render  them  beneficial  to  the 
public,  and  prevent  their  becoming  mono- 
polies in  the  bands  of  particular  iadirU 
duals;  for  which  there  would  be  no 
remedy  whatever  except  the  constructioD 
of  other  railroads,  to  the  great  injury  of 

fcirate  property,  and  the  comfort  and 
appiness  of  those  living  in  the  line  of 
direction  of  these  worts.  Under  these 
circumstances,  understanding,  as  he  did, 
that  some  members  of  the  Governmenti 
and  gentlemen  in  the  other  House  H 
Parliament,  had  turned  their  attention  to 
the  subject,  and  intended  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  enable  Parliament  to  regulate  these 
works  to  a  greater  extent  than  it  at  pre. 
sent  had  the  power  to  do,  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  propose  to  their  Lordships  to  add 
a  clause  to  the  Bill  to  the  following  effect: 
— Provided  always,  and  be  it  further 
enacted,  that  nothing  herein  contained 
shall  extend,  or  he  construed  to  extend, 
to  the  exemption  of  this  or  any  other 
railroad  ftom  the  provisions  of  any  general 
Act  or  general  Acta  for  the  regulaiion  of 
railroads,  which  may  he  passed  with  a 
view  to  the  advantage,  protection,  and 
security  of  the  public,  befiire  the  expira- 
tion of  one  year  fiom  the  passing  of  this 
Act,  if  Parliament  sliall  be  sitting  at  the 
expintton  of  luch  period  of  one  year,  or 


MiaBiAOXS-l  On  the  motion  of  Lord 
J.  Russell,  the  Hoase  went  into  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Marriages  Bill, 

On  Clause  30  being  put, 

Hr.  Pryme  objected  to  it,  as  creating 
doubts  as  to  the  validity  of  marriages,  ana 
imposing  difficulties  in  the  way  of  estab- 
lisliing  the  legitimacy  of  children. 

"Dt,  Lushington  thought  his  hon.  Friend 
misconceived  the  scope  of  the  clause,  the 
object  of  which  was  to  confine  the  operation 
of  the  law  (concerning  invalid  marriages) 
to  as  narrow  a  circle  of  cases  as  posaible. 

Dr.  Nkhotls  thought  the  present  law  as 
to  annnlling  marriages  very  objectionable, 
but  he  did  not  think  it  possible  to  omit 
the  clause.  It  might, however,  be  advan- 
tageously modified,  and  he  would  lend  his 
assistance  to  improve  it  on  bringing  up 
the  Report. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  remaining  clauses  were  also  agreed 
to,  and  the  House  resumed. 

Bill  to  be  reported. 

Excise  Licekces  (Ireland).^  The 
House  went  into  a  Committee  on  the  Ex- 
cise Licences  (Ireland)  Bill. 

On  Clause  3,  shntting  all  houses  for 
retailing  spirits  from  10  o'clock  at  night 
on  Sunday,  until  9  on  Monday  morning. 

Sir  Robert  Batemn  regretted  that  the 
clause,  which  originally  closed  retail 
houses  the  whole  of  Sunday,  had  been 
altered.  In  that  shape,  it  gave  universal 
saiisfacllon  in  Ireland. 

Viscount  Morpelh  would  have  been 
pleased,  if  he  could  have  retained  the 
clause  in  its  original  shape ;.  but  the  repre- 
sentations of  the  magistrates  and  the  police 
officers  had  convinced  him  that  it  was  im- 
possible, and  he hadbeenreluctantly obliged 
to  alter  it. 

Mr.  Buckingham  wished  that,  at  least, 
an  attempt  should  be  made  lo  close  retail 
spiiil  shops  in  Ireland,  as  they  were  closed 
in  England  and  Scotland. 

The  clause,  with  amendment,  was 
agreed  to ;  as  were  the  remaining  clauses 
of  the  Bill. 

The  House  rtsumed ;  the  Bill  to  be  re- 
ported, 

HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
ThuTiday,  June  16.  1636, 

MnsTm]  rMUof  pnMSMd.  By  Loid  Otam.  Hub 
SIIH^,  te  iha  AMiaiia  of  ChordHitii.— B;  Kul 
duv.  ftoa  KncMd^npea-TriH.  a*  fitb  Lotiihlft  to 
nn^dtfflHllulalpdCotpcntSon^(InlBid1BU1t  wd 
ftW  KhMnI,  IR  a*  AMMw  e(  C1w*«M 
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if  Parliament  shoaM  nnt  be  tben  Bitting, 
before  the  eod  of  the  then  nest  sesdnn. 
The  nohle  Duke  conctnded  by  moring  that 
this  clause  be  added  to  the  Bill. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  objected 
to  the  clause,  not  with  reference  to  Uiis 
particular  Bill,  hut  he  objected  to  it 
Decause  he  thought  it  vas  inexpedient  and 
niijost  for  Parliament  to  introduce  snch  a 
clause  in  any  of  the  Railfffty  Bills  that 
were  now  in  progress  through  Parliament. 
If  it  WUB  necessary  to  adopt  any  measure 
whatever  for  the  future  regulation  of 
railwRys,  it  ought  to  be  made  retrospec- 
tive, and  should  appl^  to  all  Bills  that  Iiad 
been  passed  by  Parliament.  It  was  ridi- 
culous to  say,  that  because  certain  Bills 
luppened  to  be  a  few  days  later  than 
others  in  their  passa|;e  through  the  two 
Houses,  therefore  certain  reatrictire  pro- 
visiona  should  be  applied  to  tbeui,  from 
which  all  other  Bills  were  excepted.  In 
point  of  justice,  he  contended  that  the 
caae  was  aa  strong  in  bvour  of  the  Bills 
DOW  pending,  as  if  they  had  actually  passed 
through  PBrliument.  If  (heir  Lordships 
vould  turn  to  the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee,  which  sat  on  the  standing 
orders,  with  respect  to  Railway  Billa,  they 
would  tee  that  the  Committee  directly 
rtated,  that  although,  on  esamination  <h 
the  standing  orders,  they  deeply  felt  that 
some  change  was  neceseary,  ret  coorider- 
iog  that  all  the  Bilb  whicB  were  then 
pending  had  been  introduced  on  the  faith 
of  those  orders,  they  thought  it  adrisable 
to  make  as  little  change  as  possible  in  any 
regulations  by  which  those  Bills  might  be 
BBected.  Large  sums  had  bern  subMribed 
upon  the  ^th  of  Parliament  requiring 
ouIt  their  standing  orders  to  be  otMerred, 
and  it  would  be  unjust  now  to  turn  round 
upon  the  parties  and  take  adrantage  of 
tDe  meie  drcumstance  of  their  Bills  not 
baring  actually  passed  into  a  law.  If  their 
Lordhnips  adopted  the  clause  now  proposed 
by  the  noble  Duke,  they  would  hold  out 
to  the  country  the  assurance  that  they 
were  about  to  pass  some  new  law  respect- 
ing railroads.  Whenever  any  such  mea- 
sure should  be  proposed,  he  should  give  it 
full  consideration ;  but  he  must  remark, 
thut  no  plan  had  yet  been  so  matured  as 
to  be  fit  lo  be  nroposed  to  Parliament. 
In  the  speech  of  Mr.  Morrison,  published 
in  the  shape  of  a  pamphlet,  he  found  a 
plan  niggeHted,  to  which  he  (the  Marquess 
of  Clanricarde)  had  the  very  greatest  ob- 
jectiin.  He  would  not,  however,  discusa 
tfaut  plan  Kt  preseot,  but  would  content 
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bimselP  with   Baylug,  that  it  wu  BOMt 
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:pedient  to  pledge  the  House  to  tAt 

any  fntnre  steps  on  the  subject,  at  n  tinw 
when  they  were  not  able  to  say  in  what 
manner  ther  could  do  so  upon  nfi) 
grounds.  The  consequence  of  so  pledging 
themselves  would  be  the  putting  a  stop  to 
all  these  undertakings  for  one  or  two  years. 
That  mig^t  be  a  good,  or  it  might  be  an 
evil ;  but  he  would  contend  that  it  would 
be  of  the  greatest  disservice  to  the  capi- 
talist. There  was  a  great  mass  of  capiral 
in  this  country  that  must  be  employed.aod 
if  it  had  no  fair  means  of  being  employed 
here, it  would  beemployed  abroad.  Nodouht 
some  of  the  speculations  that  were  now  on 
foot  had  been  rashly  and  foolishly  entered 
into ;  but  all  those  great  and  useful  works 
which  were  undertaken  in  other  countries 
were  undertaken  by  the  Government  of 
the  country,  and  therefore  the  Govern- 
ment had  a  right  to  place  what  reatrunts 
they  pleased  on  the  mode  of  conducting 
those  works ;  but  in  this  country  the  case 
was  quite  different,  joint-stock  companies 
managed  all  such  undertakings,  and  as 
a  general  proposition,  those  companies 
might  be  said  to  be  most  useful  to  the 
nation.  He  did  not,  however,  mean  to 
deny  that  every  scheme  to  which  Parlia- 
ment lent  its  sanction  ought  to  be  well 
scrutinized  ;  hut  he  would  repeat,  that  it 
was  unjust  to  those  who  had  embariied  in 
these  undertakings,  and  had  entered  into 
large  contracts  on  the  fiiith  of  Parliament, 
to  subject  them  to  restrictions  beyond 
what  the  standing  orders  imposed  ;  while 
it  would  be  most  unwise  for  Parliament  to 
pledge'  itself  to  the  adoption  of  a  new 
course  of  legislation,  without  being  capable 
of  determining  what  that  course  should  be. 
The  Eari  of  Mansfidd  confeoaed,  that 
the  clause  of  the  noble  Duke  was  not, 
in  his  opinion,  satts&ctory.  It  was  not 
sufficiently  definite  in  its  objecL  Con- 
sidering the  great  number  of  projected 
railways.  >nd  the  vast  auras  ■rf'  money 
embarked  in  them,  he  tboui^Iit  it  verf 
important  that  bis  Majesty's  Ministers 
should  take  the  matter  into  consiileration 
with  a  view  to  bringing  forward  some  plan 
for  the  regulation  of  these  undertakings; 
and  he  hoped,  if  they  were  not  able  to  do 
so  this  session,  that  they  would  be  pre- 
pared to  propose  some  measure  for  that 
purpose  early  in  the  next.  If,  however, 
any  restrictions  should  be  iuipoeed  that 
were  too  severe,  the  spirit  and  snterpriM 
of  the  public  would  be  cheeked,  and  tbb 
country,  instead  of  being  pre^tiniBent  for 
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the  accumul&tioQ  of  capital,  and  the  judi. 
ciouB  empIoymeDt  of  it,  would  be  deserted 
by  the  capitnliBta,  who  would  resort  to 
other  countries  where  they  would  be  at 
liberty  to  embark  unfettered  in  their  ape- 
CulatioDB.  But  while  he  deprecated  aov 
unoecesBory  Teilraittt  od  the  one  bana, 
still  tome  regulation  was  abeolutely  neces- 
ury  for  the  protection  of  tlie  public  on 
the  other  )  nor  could  any  moderate  restric- 
tiooi  be  fairly  or  reaaooably  opposed  by 
the  joint-stock  companiea  ineraselFes. 
Those  persons  claimed  a  monopoly  upon 
grounds  that  the  undertaking  would  not 
only  be  beneficial  to  themselves,  but  would 
be  for  the  interest  of  the  public.  If  so, 
then  unquestionably  the  public  had  a 
right  to  have  their  interests  protected,  as 
well  as  the  iaterests  of  the  companies  in 
tiiese  undertakings.  He  perfectly  agreed 
with  the  noble  Marquess,  that  the  standi 
ing  orders  of  the  House  were  aloue  the 
guide  to  parties  who  brought  forward 
these  Bills;  but  he  was  also  of  opinion 
that  those  standing  orders  required  to  be 
modified,  so  that  pulit-s  might  hereafter 
l(DOW  what  restrictions  and  conditions 
would  be  required  of  them,  and  what  were 
the  terms  upon  which  they  eould  apply 
to  Parliament  with  any  hope  of  success. 
This  was  ibe  more  necessary  in  conse- 

auence  of  the  manner  in  which  Bills  were 
isposed  of  in  Committee.  Things  might 
be  introduced  into  private  Bills  in  Com- 
mtttees,  which  if  proposed  in  the  House 
would  not  be  sanctioned.  The  nobie 
Duke  endeavoured  last  year  to  provide  for 
tbe  better  attendance  in  Committees  ;  but 
bis  exertions  had  failed  to  produce  any 
material  improvement ;  wiih  respect  lo  the 
preteiit  clause,  be  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  wait  for  the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee  that  was  now  sitting  on  the 
subject,  before  they  adopted  it.  There 
was  one  otber  point  to  which  he  wished  to 
advert.  Many  of  these  undertakings,  do 
doubt,  might  be  attended  with  benefit  to 
the  public,  though  of  no  benefit  to  the 
individuals  embarking  in  them.  Still 
when  persons  bad  obUined  legidetive  pro- 
tection for  their  monopoly,  and  had  made 
an  acquisition  of  properly  by  it,  tbe  pub- 
lic had  a  right  to  insist  that  the  commu- 
nications which  were  proposal  to  be  made 
■hould  be  effected  within  a  certain  period, 
lo  be  fixed  by  Parliament.      He  knew 
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the  six  miles  of  the  canal  was  randered 
totally  useless,  exceptbeing  converted  into 
a  fish-pond-  Some  security  ought,  there- 
fore, to  be  given  to  the  public,  that  those 
communications  from  one  part  of  the 
country  to  another,  which  was  the  ground 
of  the  monopoly  asked  for,  and  of  the  pro- 
tection given,  should  be  established  and 
maintaiaed,  whatever  might  be  the  loss  to 
the  projectors;  and  this  only  could  be 
done  by  making  the  subscribers  respon- 
sible for  a  sum  in  addition  to  tbe  amount 
of  their  own  shares.  He  agreed  with  the 
loble  Marquess,  that  it  was  perfectly  im- 
possible to  apply  this  clause  to  Bills  that 
had  already  been  passed.  Those  com- 
panies had  obtained  a  freehold,  and  their 
LordBhips  could  not  convert  that  freehold 
into  a  leasehold.  It  was  an  inconvenience 
certainly,  but  it  was  one  to  which  they 
must  submit.  With  regard  to  other  Bills 
which  might  hereafter  be  introduced,  it 
was  perfectly  Irue  that  there  was  a  degree 
of  hardship  in  having  additional  restric- 
tions imposed  on  them,  but  it  was,  he  be- 
lieved, inevitable.  One  party  might  say. 
How  fortunate  it  was  for  us  that  these 
matters  did  not  occur  to  their  Lordships 
before  our  Bill  was  passed ;"  while  the 
other  party  might  exclaim,  "How  unfor- 
tunate it  was  that  their  Lordships  did  not 
slumber  on  for  a  few  days  more  until  our 
Bill  had  passed."  What  he  would  submit 
lo  tbe  noble  Duke  was,  that  it  would  be 
better  to  postpone  this  clause,  in  order  that 
ihey  might  apply  to  these  Bills  a  positive 
ither  than  an  unsettled  and  uncertain 
regulation.  By  the  Bill  as  it  was  now 
framed,  it  would  not  apply  in  positive  and 
express  terms  any  greater  obligation  tbaa 
was  imposed  upon  the  parties  by  the 
standing  orders.  But  they  accompanied 
it  with  a  clause  that  held  forth  the  threat 
of  some  future  restrictions.  They,  in  fact, 
made  the  measure  like  a  pair  of  scales- 
In  the  one  scale  all  the  advantages  were 
given  to  the  projector,  which  were  contem- 
plated as  the  result  of  the  speculation ; 
while  in  the  other  scale  they  reserved  to 
themselves  the  right  of  putting  in  a  great 
additional  weight,  such  as  might  counter- 
balance all  those  advanUges.  Because, 
after  reading  this  clause,  it  as  impossible 
for  any  one  to  say  what  it  was  their  Ijord- 
ships  might  hereafter  ba  disposed  to  do. 

I  This  clause  would  not  give  to  the  projec- 
tors of  these  undertakings  the  opportunity 
which  tbey  now  had,  under  the  positive 
tegulations  of  the  standing;  orders,  of  with- 
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lid  be  committiag  an  act  of  folly  to 


dnving  from  tbe  concern  altogether,  and 
of  weighing  in  their  minds  whether  it 
would  not  be  better  for  them  to  Bubmit  to 
the  expense  which  they  had  elrendyiQCur- 
Ted.and  abandon  the  utidertaking  alto- 
gether, than  go  on  with  it.  But  by  this 
clause  the  parties  would  be  variously  in- 
fluenced. Some  would  be  induced  to 
helieve,  that  the  further  restrictions  that 
would  be  imposed  on  them  would  be 
so  trifling  as   not  to  discoura{;e  them  in 

Jirosecuting  their  work,  while  others, 
ess  sanguine,  would  apprehend  that 
the  restrictions  would  be  so  extensive, 
that  ihey  had  better  abandon  the 
speculation       altogether.  Upon      the 

whole,  therefore,  whether  their  Lordships 
should  think  it  right  at  this  moment  to 
interfere  with  these  companies,  by  any 
positive  enactment  or  not,  he  thought  it 
Would,  at  alt  events,  be  improper  to  adopt 
this  clause. 

Lord  /faMer/on  said, Ihateven  ifit  were 
admitted  that  their  Lordships  had  authority 
to  introduce  a  clause  of  this  Icind  into  the 
Bill,  still  be  would  submit  to  the  noble 
Duke,  that  this  was  not  the  proper  time 
fbr  effecting  his  object.  It  was  clearly 
desirable  that  all  parties  who  were  now 
prosecuting  Railway  Bills  through  Parlia- 
ment should  have  notice  that  a  simili 
clause  would  be  applied  to  them,  The_ 
were  arrived,  it  was  true,  at  a  late  period 
of  the  session,  but  it  was  equally  certain 
that  the  session  must  last  sufficiently  long 
to  allow  the  subscribers  to  these  difierent 
prnjects  to  hold  meetings,  in  order 
sider  whether  it  would  be  for  their  interest 
to  accept  their  Bills  oo  the  terms  proposed 
fay  this  clause.  To  be  sure,  that  propo- 
sition was  open  to  one  objection — narnely, 
that  even  if  they  agreed  to  accept  the  Bill 
with  this  clause,  they  would  still  be  kept 
in  a  state  of  uncertainly  as  to  what  mea- 
sure of  restriction  they  would  be  subjected 
to.  The  question  then  was,  whether  it 
was  right  or  fair,  at  this  period,  to  insert 
any  such  clause.  He  was  of  opinion  that 
their  Lordships  could  not,  with  justice, 
insert  a  clause  of  this  description.  There 
was  no  precedent  in  the  case  of  private 
Bills,  where  the  House  bad  enforced  on  the 
parties  any  regulation  or  restriction  of 
which  they  had  not  been  given  full  notice 
in  the  course  of  the  previous  session.  It 
was  impossible  to  entertain  this  Clause 
without  adverting  to  the  principle  of  the 
measure  to  which  the  Clause  itself  had 
reference.  He  thought  their  Lordships 
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support  a  Clause  of  this  descHptior . 
cause  they  would  be  supporting  thatwbich' 
could  have  no  effect.  He  did  not  agree 
with  the  noble  Earl  (Mansfield)  that  Rail- 
way  Companies  were  likely  to  become 
monopolies.  Forhisownparthesawnodif-  , 
ference  between  a  Railway  Company  and' 
a  Canal  Company  ;  and  heshould  beglad' 
to  know  from  the  noble  Duke  why  he  did' 
not  propose  to  apply  this  principle  to* 
canals  as  well  as  lo  railways?  It  was, no 
doubt,  true  that  seventy  or  eighty  years 
ago,  when  branch  canals  were  beginning 
to  be  formed  in  different  parts  of  the 
country,  persons  opposed  them  as  being 
monopolies.  The  road  trustees  and  the 
mortgagees  of  lolls  opposed  them  with  the 
greatest  violence,  and  denounced  them  as 
monopolies.  He  would  take,  for  instance,' 
the  Mersey  canal,  which  ran  lhrou(;h  a 
great  part  of  Derbyshire,  Staffordshire, 
and  Cheshire.  It  was  stated  in  another 
place  that  a  50/.  share  in  that  canal  now' 
sold  for  600/.  No  doubt  during  the  war 
the  profits  of  that  canal  were  very  great. 
But  at  the  conclusion  of  the  war,  when 
the  capital  of  the  country  was  necessarily 
applied  to  projects  of  domestic  enterprise, 
some  parties  suggested  a  railroad,  for  the 
purpose  of  competlnt;  with  that  canal. 
What  was  the  result?  The  parties  op< 
posed  it,  Bod  then  a  canal  was  cut  be- 
tween Liverpool  and  Manchester.  But 
that  was  not  all.  No  sooner  had  a  new 
canal  been  cut,  than  a  railroad  was  also 
formed,  and  thus  three  lines  of  communi- 
cation were  established  ;  and  yet  tfais  was 
called  a  monopoly.  By  these  means  the 
share  which  during  the  war  had  become 
worth  1,200J.,  had  been  actually  brought 
down  to  600/.  The  same  result  would 
happen  with  respect  to  railroads;  when 
they  had  been  established  fifteen  or  twenty 
years,  they  would  be  subject  to  a  like 
competition,  and  would  cease,  as  canals 
had  done,  being  monopolies.  The  pro- 
posal now  made  was  scarcely  a  new  ona 
When  the  Manchester  and  Liverpool  Rail- 
way Bill  was  first  introduced,  it  was  re- 
ind  Mr.  Huskisson  turned  the 
matter  in  his  mind  with  a  view  to 
conciliate  the  opposition  to  it.  It  was 
proposed  either  lo  limit  the  time  of  the 
Act  or  the  profits  of  the  Company.  Mr. 
Huskisson  immediately  felt  it  would  be 
most  unjust  to  check  a  speculation  of  this 
description  by  endeavouring  to  limit  the 
time  of  the  Act.    It  wai  a  perfectly  new 
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principlft.  He  therefore  proposed  to  re- 
•trict  ihe  amounl  of  the  dividendi,  and 
tbat  the  tn\U  should  be  reduced  when  the 
profila  yielded  more  than  10  per  cent. 
But  he  ( Lor  1  H^therton)  had  often  beard 
Mr.  HuakiHon  himielf  acknowledge  that 
that  wai  B  perfectly  fuiile  step,  and  must 
entirely  fail,  because  there  would  always 
be  means  found  for  disposing;  of  the  profits, 
wttiiout  the  owners  ever  dividing  more 
than  10  per  cent. ;  so  that,  in  point  of  fact, 
all  that  vra>  gained  by  the  measure  was 
the  passing  of  the  Bill  without  further 
esfienM  to  the  partiet.  It  was  a  proposi- 
tion for  taiinir  the  atock  of  the  railway 
companies.  If  they  did  so  capitalists 
would  go  to  Brussels,  and  even  to  Paris, 
and  invest  their  money  where  ihey  could 
do  so  without  having  It  taxed.  He  had 
heard  it  said,  ihat  lighthouKj  were  granted 
only  for  a  term  ;  but  ihere  was  no  analogy 
betweea  the  case  of  lighlhouies  and  the 
ease  of  railroads.  It  was  also  said,  thai 
the  interests  in  turnpike  roads  were  also 
limiled  ;  but  slill  there  was  no  analogy 
between  turnpike  roads  and  raili 
Turnpike  roads  were  made  by  gentlemen 
for  the  benefit  of  their  own  estales,  and 
who  did  not  mind  expending  1,000/.  i 
2,000f.  for  thut  purpose.  But,  unforti 
nately  for  the  noble  Duke,  there  wai 
complete  analogy  in  the  case  of  canals  ar 
railroads  ;  bui  it  never  had  been  attempted 
to  limit  ihe  profils  of  canals,  and  therefore 
tlit-y  oukthl  not  to  do  so  with  respect  to 
railroads.  References  had  also  been  made 
to  the  railways  in  the  United  States  of 
North  America;  but  then,  again,  there 
was  no  analogy  between  the  two  cases. 
The  railways  in  America  were  not  of  the 
wme  descriplioD  as  this  country.  They 
were  not  conntfucted  on  the  nicest  regard 
to  the  gradients  as  they  were  here,  nnr 
were  they  attended  with  that  enormous 
eipense  to  obtain  levels  as  in  England. 
They  were  worked  principally  by  horie 
power.  They  could  never  induce  persons 
in  thia  country  to  incur  expense  on  these 
great  undertakings,  unless  tbey  gave  them 
the  fullest  aecurity  for  any  profit  that 
might  reiult  from  them.  Re  believed 
tbat  the  n^hi  plan  for  their  Lordships  to 
adopt  would  be,  to  scrutinise  with  great 
care  all  the  projects  that  came  before 
(ham,  and  unceremoniously  Id  reject  those 
which  did  not  promise  to  confer  some  sub- 
tantijl  advantage  on  the  public.  He  lhou|cht 
^eir  Lordihip*  would  do  only  that  which 
wai  prudent  and  right,  if  tbey  rejected  at 
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once  all  projects  of  this  description  vbidi 
were  not  strongly  recommended  by  con- 
vincing evidence  of  public  utility.  By 
udopting  this  course  the  public  would  be 
fully  protected,  whilst  the  parties  more 
immediately  engaged  in  the  enterprise 
would  only  undergo  the  inconvenience  of 
a  year's  delay  ;  it  being  perfectly  compe- 
tent  to  them  to  bring  the  subject  forward 
in  another  session  of  Parliament, 
other  hand,  if  their  Lordships  in- 
1  clause  of  this  description  in  every 
before  them,  they  would  ba 
blic  of  all  that  advantage 
<m  competition.  He.  there- 
fore, was  disposed  to  think,  that  theclauia 
proposed  by  the  noble  Duke,  having  refer- 
ence to  a  measure  not  yet  before  Parlia- 
ment, and  of  the  provisions  of  which  it 
was  as  yet  impossible  to  form  any  judg- 
ment, waa  a  Clause  which  could  not  ha 
supported  on  the  ground  either  of  principle 
or  sound  policy. 

The  E^tI  of  Wiclelow,  without  any 
knowledge  of  the  different  Railway  Bitla 
which  then  lay  upon  their  Lordships' 
table,  thought  that  the  effect  of  such  a 
clause  as  that  proposed  by  the  noble 
Duke  would  be  to  paralyse  the  eiertiooi 
of  those  who  had  embarked  in  those  great 
enterprises  from  which,  under  proper  regu- 
lations, so  much  national  benefit  was  to  be 
expected.  At  all  eventa  he  felt  convinced, 
that  this  must  be  the  efTect  of  the  clause  aa 
long  as  the  nature  and  character  of  the 
measure  to  which  it  was  ultimately  to  apply, 
remained  unknown.  By  adopting  such  a 
resolution,  too,  their  Lordships  must  re- 
member that  they  would  be  frustrating 
one  of  the  great  objects  of  their  own 
Standing  Orders,  of  which  it  was  declared, 
that  before  any  Bill  in  the  nature  of  a 
Railway  Bill  sfaould  be  allowed  to  pata 
through  Committee,  it  should  first  be 
clearly  ascertained,  that  there  waa  a 
sufficient  number  of  bond  fide  subscribera 
to  complete  the  undertaking.  As  it  waa 
impossible  that  any  one  could  know  tha 
nature  of  the  Bill  to  which  this  reaolulioa 
would  faeieafter  apply,  persona,  howcrer 
much  ihey  mi^ht  otherwise  be  disposed  tft 
embark  in  enterprises  of  this  description, 
would,  whilst  Ihe  uncertainty  remained, 
be  shy  of  becoming  subtcriben  to  any 
project  of  the  kind.  He,  besidea,  con- 
ceived that  nothing  could  be  more  unjust 
than  to  attach  a  condition  of  thia  kind  to 
all  Bills  before  the  House,  unlesi  it  weca 
alao  nude  to  have  a  retrospective  affict. 
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and  to  tpply  eqatlljr  to  all  Bills  whicli 
bad  alreany  patsed.  The  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Maaafield)  who  spoke  from  the 
table,  taid,  that  he  thoaght  a  Committee 
of  their  Lordships  ought  to  be  appoiaCed 
(0  gtTC  a  full  and  fair  consideration  to  the 
matter.  He  agreed  with  the  noble  Earl 
in  that  opinion.  He  tfaooght  that  their 
Lotdihips  should  appoint,  at  a  very  early 
period,  a  Committee  for  the  purpose  of 
consideriog  how,  coDsisteutly  wit^  the 
vell-being  of  the  couoiry,  with  the  main- 
tenance of  private  property,  and  the 
interest  of  the  public,  they  could  so  frame 
and  model  their  Standing  Orders  as  to 
meet  the  pressing  demands  which  at  pre- 
sent arose  OQt  of  questions  of  this  descrip- 
tion. Uoleas  this  were  done,  he  thought 
their  Lordihipg  would  incur  the  blame  of 
throwing  great  impediments  in  the  way  of 
those  useful  measures  which  were  now  ia 
progress  through  the  country.  He  was 
moat  anxious  that  that  House  should  not 
be  supposed  to  throw  unnecessary  obatscles 
in  the  way  of  such  measures. 

The  Duke  of  WeUington  was  of  opinion, 
that  if  their  Lordships  appointed  a  Com- 
niittee  for  the  purpose  of  considering  their 
standing  orders,  and  of  applying  the  result 
of  that  consideration  to  the  Railway  Bills 
than  before  the  Honse,  they  would  be 
adopting  a  much  harsher  measure  towards 
tbem.tfaAa  if  they  ae<miesced  in  the  clause 
which  ha  proposed.  The  consequence  of 
adopting  the  mode  of  proceeding  su^ested 
by  the  noble  Earl,  would  be  to  stop  all 
the  Railroad  Bills  then  before  the  House, 
vntil  the  result  of  the  Committees'  consi- 
deration of  the  standing  orders  should  ba 
made  known.  That  which  ha  proposed  to 
their  Lordships  was,  that  they  should 
insert  into  each  of  these  Bills  a  clause, 
which  should  render  the  works  proposed 
to  be  accomplished  under  them  liable  to 
any  future  general  provision  which  Par- 
liament in  its  wisdom  should  think  6t  to 
adopt  for  the  regulation  of  ell  undertak- 
ings of  this  kind.  The  noble  Lord  (Ha- 
tberton)  who  spoke  from  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House,  contemplated  the  possibility 
of  rejecting  these  Bills,  and  of  postponing 
tb«  consideration  of  them  till  another 
aession  of  Parliament,  by  which  time  some 

reral  provision  might  be  adopted.  But 
did  not  desire  to  reject  these  Bills. 
He  desired  that  they  should  go  on  ;  but 
since  they  had  been  before  Parliament,  it 
had  beeo  the  univenal  opinion  that  some 
general  provision  should  be  made  for  their 


regnlatlon.  lliat  bad  been  the  expntied 
opinion  of  the  other  Honse  of  Parliament, 
and  it  appeared  from  what  had  been  stated 
by  his  noble  Friend  near  him,  that  it  wu 
the  opinion  of  their  Lordships'  House 
also.  Ha  asked  their  Lordship,  then,  to 
adopt  this  clause,  with  the  view  of  giving 
the  public  the  advantage  of  the  fuinr* 
consideration  of  Parliament,  with  lespeot 
to  all  those  vast  undertakings  in  the 
shape  of  railways  which  were  at  present 
advancing.  The  noble  Lord  (Hatherton) 
who  spoke  just  now,  said,  that  there  wu 
no  chance  of  these  establishments  becoming 
monopolies.  But  he  thouglit,  that  tba 
noble  Lord,  at  the  very  time  that  he  made 
that  asserttoo,  stated  enough  to  show  that 
where  successful  these  establishments 
were  likely  to  become  monopolies,  and, 
moreover,  that  the  remedy  for  the  mono- 
poly would  consist  ofthat  very  thing  to  which 
he  (the  Duke  of  WeUingiOD)had  objected, 
and  expressed  his  anxiety  to  avoid,  namely, 
the  construction  of  other  roads  of  the  same 
description  in  the  sams  parts  of  the  coun- 
try. This  was  the  very  thing  which  it  wu 
one  of  the  chief  objects  of  his  clause  to 
prevent.  He  had  no  objection  whatever 
to  the  con  St  ruction  of  these  works  whera- 
evar  it  could  be  proved  to  the  satisfaction 
of  both  Houses  of  Parliament  that  they 
would  be  useful ;  but  what  he  desired  was, 
that  tbey  might  not  have  the  country  cut 
up  in  all  directions  by  roads  of  this  da* 
scription,  merely  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
rid  of  monopolies,  tba  estsbli^ment  of 
which  it  should  be  the  care  of  Parliament 
to  prevent  in  the  flrst  inaUnce.  That 
was  all  that  he  wished  thelr^  Lordships  to 
provide  for.  He  did  not  ask  them  to  go 
into  a  long  inquiry,  or  to  frame  for  them- 
selves regalations  which  might  throw  impe- 
diments in  the  way  of  these  works,  Tnat 
which  he  asked  them  to  do  was,  to 
provide  the  means  of  applying  any 
regulation  which  Parliament,  after  due 
consideration,  might  think  proper  to  adopt. 
Was  it  not  belter  that  they  should  adopt 
such  a  course  than  follow  the  suggestion 
of  the  noble  Lord  (Hatherton)  opposite, 
and  throw  all  these  Bills  over  till  another 
session  of  Parliament.  That  noble  Lord 
had  adverted  to  the  case  of  the  Hanchetter 
and  Liverpool  Railway,  in  which  a 
limitation  of  profits  was  imposed  by  the 
Legislature.  He  (the  Duke  of  Wellington) 
did  not  now  recommend  any  such  measun 
to  their  Lordships.  In  point  of  fact,  he 
did  not  recommend  any  thing  to  them. 
T2 
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All  that  he  desired  was,  that  ParliameQl 
might  herenf^r  hav«  the  opportunitv 
of  applying  to  all  the  BUls  now  in 
progress  any  general  regulation  which  it 
might  think  proper  to  adopt.  He  said 
that  there  nas  a  growing  feeling  in  that 
Hou»e,  and  ID  the  other  House  of  ?ar- 
liiitnent,  that  the  Legislature  had  gone  too 
fast,  upon  this  subject,  and  that  the 
subject  did  require  further  and  more 
mature  consideration.  All  that  he  entreated 
their  Lordships  to  do  was,  to  enable  them- 
selves and  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
to  consider  the  subject  maturely  in  the 
course  of  thii  and  the  neit  session  of 
Parliament. 

Lord  Ashburlon  thought,  althongh  the 
matter  came  before  them  in  the  shape  of 
a  private  measure,  that  a  more  important 
suhject  could  not  occupjr  their  Lordships' 
attention.  As  r^arded  the  question  imme- 
diately before  them,  he  confessed  that  after 
baving  looked  at  it  with  the  best  attention 
be  could  bentow,  it  did  appear  to  him  to  be 
one  of  very  considerable  erabursssment, 
and  he  certainly  could  not  take  the  very 
positive  view  of  it  either  on  one  side  or  the 
other,  that  some  noble  Lords  seemed  dis- 
posed to  do.  The  Bills,  of  which  a  number 
were  then  -  on  their  Lordships' .  table,  had 
gone  thmugh  the  forms  of  both'  Houses, 
and  stood,  some  of  them,  for  a  third  reading 
that  night.  Of  their  Lordships'  right, 
even  in  that  last  stage,  to  insert  a  clause 
of  this  description,  he  had  not  the  smallest 
doubt.  .  llieir  Lordships  had  not  only  the 
ri)(ht,  but  it  was  their  duty,  before  these 
Bills  were  passed  into  laws,  to  adopt  any 
course  with  respect  to  them  which  they 
thought  would  be  just  to  the  parties,  and 
advaniegeous  to  the  public  Parties  engaged 
in  private  Bills  could  not  be  considered  as 
having  any  Parliamentary  pledge,  or  any 
^uiiable  pledge  of  any  kind  whatever, 
for  the  success  of  their  undertaking,  until 
those  Bills  had  been  read  a  third  bme  by 
both  Houses  of  Parliament.  It  would  in- 
deed be  a  bad  precedent  for  their  Lordships 
to  establish,  to  say  that  any  party  should 
have  a  right  to  speculate,  or  to  rely  on 
what  the  aecislnn  of  Parliament  should  be 
until  that  decision  was  finally  given.  Bui 
with  regard  to  the  present  subject.  Parlia- 
ment stood  in  this  portion — that  having 
passed  some  of  these  measures,  scruples 
came  over  the  other  branch  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, as  to  whether  the  public  were  suffi- 
dently  protected  against  monopoly,  oi 
something  else  which   might  operate  pre- 
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thrown  upon  their  Lordships  for  the  adm- 
tion  of  some  general  provision,  by  which 
those  anticipated  evils  might  be  avoided. 
He  apprehended,  therefore,  that,  if  their 
Lordships  read  these  Bills  a  third  time 
without  coming  to  some  conclusion  upon 
the  point,  the  Commons  would  think  that 
they  had  not  ^ven  to  the  subject  the  con- 
sideration which  its  great  importance  de- 
manded and  required.  He  totally  difiered 
from  the  noble  Lord  (Hatherton)  opposite, 
when  he  stated  that  there  was  no  precedent 
for  the  insertion  of  a  restrictive  clause  in 
measures  of  this  description.  He  thought 
that  a  precedent  was  to  be  found  in  the 
very  Bill  to  which  the  noble  Lord  had  re- 
ferred— that  under  which  the  Liverpool 
and  Manchester  Railway  was  constructed. 
In  that  Bill  Mr.  Huskisson  introduced  a 
clause  to  limit  the  profits.  ^Loid  Uather. 
ton :  With  the  consent  of  the  Company.^ 
The  Company  were  not  brought  very 
voluntarily  to  give  their  consent  to  a  re- 
striction of  that  kind.  The  Company  cer- 
tainly would  not  desire  a  clause  of  that 
description ;  and  if  they  were  induced  to 
give  their  consent  to  it,  he  fancied  there 
must  have  been  exercised  some  strong  pep- 
suanoQi  or  perhaps  even  a  little  gentle 
enforcement.  He  thought,  therefore,  he- 
might  take  the  Manchester  and  Liverpool 
RaUway  as  an  instance  in  which  a  prece- 
dent was  established  for  the  insertion  of  s  - 
restrictive  clause.  The  question  for  their 
Lordships  to  consider  was,  whether  it  were 
wise  and  prudent  to  insert  into  all  Bills  a 
clause  of  that  description.  He  (Lord  Ash- 
burton)  had  a  very  strong  feelins,  not  only 
that  it  was  not  the  duty  of  ParTiament  to 
check  the  spirit  of  adventure  in  works  of 
this  nature,  hut  that  it  should  give  every 
encouragement  that  a  Legielature  could 
give  to  the  enterprise  of  the  country,  con- 
sisteut  with  a  due  regard  to  the  security  of 
private  property,  when  he  first,  read  the 
clause  proposed  by  the  noble  Duke,  it  ai>- 
peared  to  him  to  be  most  unobjectionable  ; 
but  the  difficulty  attending  it  was  this,  that 
it  would  create  uncertainty  and  douht  in 
the  minds  of  those  who  had  embarked  in 
works  in  which  the  whole  country  might 
now  be  said  to  be  interested.  The  clause 
imposed  no  specific  restriction  which  the 
adventurers  could  know  and  imderstand  be- 
fore their  works  were  commenced ;  but 
rendered  them  liable  to  any  restraint  which 
Parliament,  in  the  course  of  another  year, 
might  think  fit  to  impose.  This  would 
have  the  effect  of  deterring  psitiei  fram 
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inTCiHng  their  capital  in  works  of  this  de- 
(cription  until  the  ultimate  determination 
of  Parliament  were  made  known.  He 
Aerefore  thought  that  their  Ixirdshipi 
■hould  appoint  a  Committee  to  clear  the 
matter  up)  and  to  heai  the  opinions  of  the 
parties  who  had  Buggealed  the  necesuty  of 
thia  precaution.     He  thought  that  a  Com- 

.  mittee,  litting  eight  or  ten  dajs,  would  as 
ratisfoctorily  settle  the  question  as  their 
Lordships  could  possibly  do,  by  leaving  it 
to  be  bandied  ahout  from  this  time  till  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament.  He  thought 
it  would  be  fairer  to  the  parties,  and  more 

.heneficial  to  the  country,  to  give  eight  or 
ten  days  to  a  thorough  sifting  of  the  matter, 
than  to  leave  it  in  a  state  of  uncertainty 
for  another  year.  To  any  limitation  of 
time,  he  thought  there  would  be  many 
objections,  hut  he  saw  none  of  the  same 
reasons  for  objecting  to  a  limitation  of  pro- 
fits. The  noble  Lord  (Hatherton)  had 
stated,  that  the  provision  for  liriiiting  the 
profits  of  the  Company  in  tbe  case  of  the 
Liverpool  and  Manchester  railway  had  been 
constantly  evaded;  but  ibat  must  have 
been  from  the  awkwardness  of  the  manner 
in  which  tbe  clause  was  framed.  Any 
person  of  ordinary  capacity,  he  thought, 
would  be  able  to  frame  a  clause  which 
should  be  effectual.  This,  he  thought 
would  be  a  fit  matter  of  consideration  be- 
fore ft  Committee.  Then  the  noble  Duke 
had  stated  a  difficulty,  and  a  very  serious 
one  it  was— namely,  that  of  having  the 
country  cut  up  hy  a  variety  of  railroads 
running  between  the  same  places.     Tfab, 

'  again,  was  a  fit  subject  for  inquiry  and 
consideration.  Under  all  the  circumstances, 
therefore,  he  thought  it  would  be  their 
Lordships  Itest  course  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee, whicbwould  not  sit  more  than  eight 
or  ten  days,  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
upon  some  general  regulation  which  should 
be  applicabte  to  all  Bills  of  this  description. 

:  By  adopting  that  course  their  Lordships 
would  remove  all  the  doubt  or  apprehen- 
non  which  would   natuially  exist    in  the 

.  minds   of  the   parties  engaged    in    these 

.  undertakings  as  long  as  they  were  rendered 
liable  to  some  ulterior  measure,  with  the 
provisions  of  which  they  were  wholly  un- 
acquainted. 

Lord  Kenyan  thought  it  would  be  most 
ungnst  that  their  Lordships  should  apply 
any  restrictive  clause  to  the  Bills  now  in 
-  progress  which  was  not  made  equally  sppli- 
,  catde  to  ell  Bills  of  the  same  description 
'Which  had  already  passed.  He  had  oreat 
'  dmta  H  to  tli«  good  pDU(7  of  tlw  wiuse 
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proposed  by  the  noble  Duke.  The  mibiect 
was  one  which  undoubtedly  ought  not  to 
he  hastily  determined  upon,  and  he  tbera- 
fore  trusted  that  the  Government  would 
take  it  into  their  serious  consideration. 

The  Marquess  of  Lantdawne  would 
endeavour,  in  as  few  words  as  possible,  to 
slate  the  grounds  on  which  he  did  not  feel 
inclined  to  oppose  the  motion  of  the  noble 
Duke.  Alihou^h  the  matter  came  before 
ihem  in  the  shape  of  a  private  Bill,  he  was 
not  surpiised,  seeing  the  important  view 
in  which  it  hud  been  taken  up  by  the 
noble  Duke,  that  it  had  attracted  the 
general  attention  of  the  House,  and  been 
considered,  as  indeed  it  was,  a  public 
qoestton  of  the  first  magnitude.  He 
tlierefore  was  extremely  glad  to  percdve 
the  general  attention  which  had  been  paid 
to  it.  Although  tbe  resolution  proposed 
by  the  noble  Duke  contained  some  few 
words  which  he  {ihe  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe)  would  rather  see  omitted,  yet  he 
must  say  that,  looking  at  the  general  terras 
in  which  that  resolution  was  framed,  he  did 
not  perceive  a  design  on  the  part  of  thenoble 
Duke  (nor  did  he  think  that  there  ought 
at  that  moment  to  be  a  design  entertained 
by  Parliament)  to  limit  the  parties  eogBged 
in  these  undertakings,  in  any  one  respeol, 
with  a  view  to  any  future  enactment  tm 
this  subject.  He  did  not  understand  that 
the  noble  Duke  wished  even  to  prejudge 
so  much  of  the  question  as  might  apply 
to  the  Bills  which  had  not  yet  passed  into 
a  law.  If  there  were  any  adrantage  to 
be  gained  by  undertakings  of  this  kind, 
which  had  already  been  completed,  not 
being  subject  to  any  proposed  new  law 
which  might  be  enacted  upon  tbe  subject, 
he  confessed  he  should  not  grudge  to  them 
any  advantages  they  might  gain  from  the 
eMmption.  He  regarded  these  eariy 
undertakings  as  pioneers  in  the  march  of 
improvement,  and  in  the  advances  of 
measures  of  public  utility,  necessarily  en- 
countering  risks  greater  than  any  that 
could  attach  to  those  which  followed  after 
them,  and  consequently  well  enlilled  to 
any  advantage  which  the  comparatively 
different  state  of  the  law  at  the  time  they 
were  undertaken  might  afford  them.  But 
when  he  said,  that  he  did  not  gnid|ie  to 
those  earlier  undertakings  any  advantage 
they  might  possess,  he  did  not  mpan  to 
admit  that  by  any  new  law  that  Parlia- 
ment might  adopt,  any  material  disadvan- 
tage would  be  thrown  on  the  nadertakings 
now  in  progieur  or  under  tbe  couident> 
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tioD  of  the  LemlnttiK,  or  evsn  tbat  they 
■night  not  den?«  i  dUtinct  adrantage  from 
the  new  reflations  which  the  Le^iUture 
Might  adopt.  It  iraa  on  that  account  that 
he  confened  he  ihoald  rather  bm  lome  of 
the  wnda  Introduced  by  the  noble  Duke 
in  fail  motion  omitted,  and  that  the  clauie 
■honld  confine  ItKlf  merely  to  thig — that 
the  parties  should  continue  subject  to  any 
general  Act  or  Acts  for  the  regulation  of 
railroads,  &c.,  omittinK  the  words,  "  with 
a  view  to  the  protection,  advantage,  and 
security  of  the  public."  It  was  possible, 
he  thought,  that  these  words  might  be  io* 
terpreted  out  of  the  House  in  a  way  to 
create  alarm  in  the  minds  of  persons  about 
to  embark  in  sucb  undertakings :  and  this 
assertion  applied  particularly  to  the  word 
"  adTantage,"  because  it  might  be  staled 
that  it  would  be  for  the  advantage  of  the 
public  that  the  tolls  on  railroads  should 
be  reduced  to  a  degree  which  would 
entirely  deprive  the  proprietors  of  the  fair 
and  just  remuneration  which  they  would 
have  a  right  to  eipect.  But  to  make  all 
railwaya  subject  to  any  provision  or  regula- 
tion which  the  interests  of  the  public  might 
demand,  and  which,  in  fact,  might  be 
taken  as  including  iha  interests  of  the 
.  Company  also,  he  could  not  conceive  the 
alighteat  objection.  He  was  well  aware  of 
the  immense  advantage  which  the  rapid 
mode  of  transit  |H«sented  by  railways 
aflforded  to  commerce  and  manufactures; 
and  he  was  sure  Parliament  would  pause 
before  it  did  anything  to  deprive  (he 
public  of  the  advantage  to  be  gained  from 
such  undertakings.  He  did  not  see  that 
a  railroad  could  in  any  way  be  compared 
with  a  turnpike  road  ;  they  were,  in  fact, 
entirely  different.  The  public  could  enter 
apon  a  turnpike  road,  and  take  possession 
oritatooce;  but  how  could  the  public  take 
noaiession  or  make  use  of  a  railroad  7 
Rwlroada  were  also  different  in  their 
nature  from  canals;  for  on  the  latter 
Ibe  pnblia  were  their  own  carriers.  Still 
ha  thought  it  desirable  that  Parliament 
ahould  take  precautions  to  prevent  the 
locking-ap  of  a  railroad,  which  might 
happen  to  be,  in  ths  particular  district 
where  it  was  placed,  the  best  possible 
meana  of  intercourse.  He  did  not  mean 
to  discuss  the  measure,  which,  it  was 
understood,  would  be  introduced  in 
another  placet  but  he  was  glad  to  have 
the  oppoKunity  of  stating  that,  in  his 
iHwnion,  such  an  enactment  should  not  in- 
•at  on  ctrtain  periodical  nTJaiou  beisg 
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It  would  be  unjust  to  throw  apon 
the  parties  engaged  in.  railroad  nndw- 
takinga  the  burden  of  getting  Aotl  of  aoch 
a  nature  passed  into  law.  The  Acts 
ought  to  be  considered  as  public  iosteftd 
of  private,  and  there  ought  to  be  soom 
competent  authority  to  ^udge  whether 
within  a  given  lime  a  revision  ought  to  be 
instituted  with  reference  to  tha  pubbo  in- 
terest. 

Lord  Whanelift  trusted,  that  what- 
ever general  measure  might  be  passed,  it 
would  apply  to  the  railroads  which  had 
already  been  sanctioned  by  the  L^slatnie, 
otherwise  great  injustice  would  be  done  to 
those  who  had  eng^ed  in  new  under 
takings. 

The  Eail  of  WinchUua  thought  the 
House  ought  to  feel  indebted  to  the 
noble  Duke  for  the  proposition  be  bad 
made.  The  subject  was  a  most  imprntant 
one,  for  not  less  than  60,000,000/.  was 
embarked  in  railroad  speculations.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  some  steps  should  be 
taken  to  protect  the  interests  of  those 
Gentlemen  who  were  obliged  to  give  up 
their  property  to  enable  these  railroads  to 
be  formed,  and  who  sometimes  suffered 
considerably  in  consequence  of  the  under- 
taking  not  being  completed. 

The  MarauesB  of  Ltmdonderry  thooght 
that  railroaos  forming  under  Bills  which 
had  already  passed,  ought  to  be  subject 
to  the  operation  of  any  general  measure 
which  might  be  introduced.  The  object 
of  the  present  Bill  was  to  extend  the  Bir- 
mingham and  London  Railroad  into  the 
heart  of  the  city,  and  unless  the  general 
measure  which  bad  been  alluded  to  had  a 
retrospective  effect,  the  consequence 
would  lie,  that  one  portion  of  the  railroad 
would  be  subject  to  its  operation,  while 
the  remainder  of  the  line  would  be  entiidy 
exempt  from  it. 

The  Duke  of  iBicAmoMtt  took  the  present 
opportunity  of  observing,  that  one  of  the 
great  grievances  of  which  Ibe  public  had 
a  right  to  complain  was  tha  maniwr  in 
which  railroads  were  first  undNtakan, 
The  House  could  not  but  be  aware  that 
the  first  step  taken  by  the  promoters  of 
any  railway  was  to  apply  to  the  great 
landed  proprietors,  and  if  tbey  0|^>sed 
the  undertaking,  their  lands  were  par- 
chased  at  more  than  ten  Umea  the  value, 
and  they  then  became  supporters  of  the 
proposed  railroad,  while  the  •mall  occupien 
were  compelled  to  take  (he  promotaia' 
pnce.    Ht  thought  tbat  wo*  «U«i*Uw 
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o^ht  to  be  made  in  the  itandiag  ordm,  ferred  wu  to  bo  BCCOinpaDied  by  Kftric- 
to  tbe  effect  that,  previous  to  the  third 
reading  ofauch  Billi,  the  promoter!  ought 
to  state  to  the  Houte  the  agreements 
entered  ioto  between  ihem  and  the  tand- 
owneri  whose  property  was  affected.  If 
this  were  done,  it  would  be  seen  that 
agreements  for  purchases  had  been  made 
by  them  at  sixty  and  seventy  yeara*  pur- 
chase. White  he  did  not  think  it  right 
now  to  interfere  with  purtiei  who  had 
expended  between  50,000/.  and  60,000/. 
on  the  faith  of  the  stHnding  orders  ami 
practice  of  Parliament,  he  should  support 
the  propoiilion  of  the  noble  Duke,  and 
he  should  at  ihe  proper  time  also  giv 
■  n  of  the  nobfe  1 


his 
support  to  the  motion  of  the  nobfe  Mar- 
quesB  (Salisbury)  for  tbe  appointment  of  a 
Committee  on  the  subject. 

Lord  EUenborougk  trusted,  that  he  never 
should  give  a  vote  that  was  not  founded 
on  equity,  and  he  felt  satisfied  that  he  was 
not  acting  contrary  to  ctjiiitj  in  giving  his 
support  to  the  proposition  of  the  oohle 
Duke  near  him  (the  Duke  of  Wellington). 
He  saw  a  great  distinction  between  Bills 
which  had  passed,  and  Bills  which  were 
to  be  passed,  and  he  was  convinced  that  it 
was  infinitely  better  for  the  country  that 
compensation — monstrous  in  amount  as  it 
might  be — should  be  given,  rather  than 
that  the  fnilh  of  Parhament  should  be 
compromised.  Noble  Lords  seemed  to 
forget  that  there  were  always  two  parties 
to  measnres  like  the  present — the  promo- 
ters of  the  work,  and  the  parlies  whose 
property  was  to  be  affected  and  injured, 
and  it  was  for  the  protection  of  their  in- 
leietts  and  those  of  the  public  that  he 
(Lord  Ellenbocough)  acquiesced  in  the 
proposition  of  the  noble  Duke.  It  was 
said,  that  railroads  had  been  most  bene- 
ficial in  manufacturing  and  commercial 
districts.  He  would  notattempt  to  ques- 
tion that  assertion,  hut  umply  ask  what 
would  be  their  effect  in  agricultural  dis- 
tricts f  There  they  would  cut  off  the 
present  easy  means  of  communication; 
they  would  form  an  impassable  torrent,  an 
Alpine  mountain  of  difficulty  in  that  re- 
■pect,  and  tbe  parties  whose  lands  were 
intersected  would  be  compelled  to  come  to 
Parliament  for  private  Bills  to  enable  them 
to  construct  and  open  new  means  of  com- 
.  manication  to  the  various  parU  of  their 
lands.  The  promotera  of  this  Bill  re- 
edved  a  boon  by  its  becoming  law,  and 
the  clause  proposed  did  nothing  more 
llutn  inUnuite  to  ihem  that  tbe  booB  con- 


tions. 

The  Harqnessof  Clanricarde  said,  he 
would  not  withdraw  his  opposition  to  the' 
clause  proposed  by  the  noble  Duke.  He 
stood  upon  the  faith  of  tlie  staoding 
orders,  upon  which  the  promoters  bad 
relied. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
"  the  clause  be  inserted,"  when  there  ap- 
peared. Content  33;  Not  Content  15: 
Majority  l8. 

Lilt    qf  the    NOT-CoSTENTl. 
Dukes.  Rodney, 

Richmond.  Scarboroagh. 

Marquesses.  Wicklow. 

Clauricacdfl,       (Lord  Lords. 


SomerhiU.) 

Glenelg, 

Earl*. 

Halhenoa. 

Burlington. 

Kenjon. 

TevDham. 

Dartmouth. 

Bishop 

Mansfield. 

Exatar. 

Radnor. 

Clause  added. 

BiU  read  a  third 

and  passed. 

HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 

Thuriday,  Jvne  16,  1836. 

Himnbl    BiUk    n  ^rt  ■  tliiri  tlmi  t    Tlihlwi  ftifM 
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puni  by  IhBiL — By  NTtnl  Km.  Maii>u«,(laiinftoui 
nttm,  a*  AtdUtbB  at  TIU»  (Inlud)^-By  mnd 
Hoi.  Hmnn,  from  miOM  nni.  •■•iMt  Oh  VaiWj 
Act  Aamtmmt  BUU-ay  Mi.  W.  J.  Data-  - — 
Doikliv,  ta  ■  MlUsitlaa  of  Dv  Crf    '    '  ' 


of  CtianS  n\m — By  tka  ATTowm-aaniBu,  In* 
BdlBboisli,  fix  Ihi  jUottUoa  at  Am^tr  Th.— By  Hr. 
BnEU-L,  fnmi  llipMoB.  In  bTn      *  ~  ~*  — 


Idw^-By  Hi.  Bxnrii,  ftm 


KvioaTLav,  A 

Tunflk*  TnM  O^aUdMhin  BUL— By  Ml.  8.  CUM. 

rou>i  hon  DtuibIm,  i^dHt  tb*  Silt  oT  Sflriu  by 

OiHin  (InlBd).— By  mtmtl    Dos.  MauHU.   (Tom 

nrtiHB  PlHSi 

BUL— By  Hi.  I 

tbf  Dutyrai  S 

Cotanin,  In  bTdorar  ibf  WbhIoW  CnpcntkM' BOl  te 


LtouT-HoDSEs  (Scotland).]  Mr. 
Cullar  fgrgvnon  rose  to  present  Petitions 
from  the  landholdera  and  commissionen  of 
supply  of  the  atewartry,  and  from  the  mer- 
chants, ahipownera,  and  mariners  of  tbe 
port  of  Kirkcudbright,  complaining  of  the 
want  of  lighthouses  on  the  Scotch  side  of 
tbe  Sotway  Frith,  whereby  numerous  ship* 
wrecks  and  great  loss  «l  Ufa  wan  fia* 
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^ueotly  occasioned  on  that  coast.  Tbe 
matter  complalced  of  was  a  great  and 
crfJDg  grievance  in  that  pert  of  tbe  country. 
There  nai  only  a  single  lighthouse  frora 
the  Mall  of  Cantyre  to  the  coast  of  Dura- 
fries,  aod  the  whole  of  that  navigation  was 
of  the  most  perilous  description,  being 
along  a  rocky  shore,  upon  which  ship- 
wrecks were  extremely  frequent.  For  the 
last  thirty-five  years  those  who  were  in- 
terested in  tbe  stewartry  had  endeavoured 
to  obtain  tbe  erection  of  a  lighthouse  on 
the  island  of  Little  Ross,-  and  since  he  had 
come  into  Parliament,  he  had  made  repre- 
sentatioBS  for  that  purpose  to  the  Com- 
missionen  of  Northern  Lights,  on  grounds 
that  be  conceived  it  impossible  to  resist. 
They  were  resisted,  however,  and  on 
grounds  that  it  appeared  to  him  impos- 
sible to  sustain.  The  Commissioners  took 
great  credit  to  themselves  for  having  estab- 
lished a  lighthouse  at  the  Mull  of  Gal- 
loway, but  in  consequence  of  an  interven- 
ing headland,  that  light  was  not  of  any 
use  to  vessels  navigating  along  the  coast  of 
Kirkcudbright.  During  the  last  year  four 
vessels  had  been  lost  there,  two  of  ibem 
with  all  hands  on  board,  and  of  the  crews 
of  the  other  two  a  considerable  portion 
w«re  drowned.  Ifthere  bad  been  a  light  on 
XiitlleRoBs  Island,  this  loss  of  life  would  not 
have  occurred.  There  had  been  aiity-six 
vessels  altogether  lost  on  that  part  of  the 
coast  during  the  last  thirty  years,  and  he 
could  state,  on  the  best  authority,  that  tbe 
establishment  of  a  lighthouse  on  the  spot 
be  had  named  might  have  averted  to  s 
great  extent,  if  not  entirely,  such  a  deslruc- 
tiOD  of  life  and  property.  A  lighthouse 
conld  be  constructed  there  for  1,4001. 
which  was  scarcely  one-tenth  ofthe  tmoun 
of  tbe  cargoes  of  some  of  the  ships  loit 
.  there.  He  did  not  desire  to  cast  any 
reflections  on  tbe  Commissioners  of  the 
Northern  Lights — they  were  all  moat  re- 
spectable gentlemen  ;  but  he  must  ques- 
tion the  constitution  of  that  Board.  O 
course  the  House  supposed  that  it  was 
mainly  composed  of  sctentiGc  persons 
■nd  of  mariners.  There  was  not,  how- 
ever, a  single  individnal  of  either  clasi 
upon  it.  It  was  composed  of  Edinburgh 
lawyers,  and  of  tbe  sheriffs  of  certaii 
maritime  connties  in  Scotland,  and  tbi 
Commissioners  were  entirely  led  by  the 
judgment  of  their  engineer.  That  gentle- 
man bad  not  done  his  duty  towards  the 
county  which  he  (Mr.  Fergusson)  repre- 
HBtad.  From  1630  up  to  the  preseut  time 
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his  consttuents  had  never  been  able  to  ob^ 
tain  an  answer  to  their  request  that  a  lights 


house  should  be  established  on  Little  Rosa 
Island.  The  reply  to  them  now  was,  that 
the  harbour  there  had  been  surveyed  by 
the  engineer  of  the  Board,  and  that  be 
bad  reported  that  it  was  dry  at  low  water. 
Now  what  was  the  fact?  In  this  very 
harbour  King  William  rode  for  several 
days,  with  allhis  fleet,  on  bis  way  to  raise 
the  siege  of  Drogheda.  Hundreds  of 
vessels  have  been  seen  riding  there  in  safety, 
and  if  tbe  engineer  had  consulted  any 
mariner  on  the  spot,  he  would  have  told 
bim  that  at  the  lowest  ebb  there  were 
from  three  and  a  half  to  four  fathoma 
water  in  the  harbour.  He  had  been  in- 
formed by  a  most  respectable  resident  in 
Kirkcudbright,  that  the  engineer  arrived 
there  on  a  Sunday,  went  to  Little  Ross 
Island,  merely  looked  at  tbe  harbour, 
and  without  asking  a  question  of  a  single 
mariner  there,  and  without  taking  sound- 
ings, left  the  place.  The  harbonr  was, 
in  fact,  one  where  vessels  coasting  from 
Ireland  to  Cumberland,  Dumfries,  and 
Kirkcudbrightshire,  conld  ride  with  perfect 
safely,  and  the  light  was  asked  for  it  as  a 
harbour  of  refuge.  He  might  be  asked 
what  could  the  House  do?  It  could 
legislate  on  the  subject,  and  by  a  Bill 
compel  the  Commissionets  to  do  their 
duty. 

The  Speaker  interrupted  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman,  and  reminded  him  that  it  was 
one  of  tbe  regulations  of  the  House  not 
to  go  into  a  discussion  on  a  Petition  re- 
lating to  a  matter  that  had  been,  or  would 
be,  made  the  subject  of  a  specific  motion. 

Mr.  Cuttar  Fergjuitm  said,  that  in  that 
respect  tbe  regulations  of  tbe  House  were 
changed  since  he  had  come  into  it.  He 
still  thought  that  petitioners  had  a  right 
to  have  their  case  stated,  though  they 
might  not  have  a  right  to  have  a  debate 
upon  it.  He  now  gave  notice,  that  on 
Thursday  nevt  he  would  present  these 
petitions,  and  move  for  papers  on  the 
subject. 

The  Speaker  said,  that  he  wai  bound 
in  duty  to  enforce  that  which  had  been 
laid  down  aa  tbe  general  understand ii^ 
of  the  House. 

Petition  withdravpn. 

Improvehekt  of  the  Hetbopokib.1 
Mr.  Atderaian  Wood,  in  introducing  bis 
,  motion  for  a  Committee,  to  consider  of 
tfaa  improrement  of  tb«  metropolb,  nid 
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that  he  undentood  there  were  many 
■tre«tB  in  the  ctty  of  London,  and  oiher 
quarters  of  the  metropolrs,  which  were 
almoat  impatsable  from  their  confined 
breadth,  and  the  crowd  of  carriages  which 
blocked  them  np,  and  that  it  was  ab- 
•ohitely  necesaary  to  widen  ihem  in 
■everel  places.  One  of  the  principal 
objecta  of  the  Committee  wonia  be,  to 
ooDiider  of  the  best  meani  of  procuring  a 
remission  of  the  tolls  at  Waterloo  and 
Southwark  bridges.  These  tolls  were  a 
•onrce  of  great  annoyance  and  expense  to 
many  labouring  men  who  were  obliged  to 
aeek  employment  in  Southwark.  He  cal- 
culated, that  to  carry  into  effect  the 
rarious  imprOTcments  which  he  proposed, 
wonld  require  not  less  than  1,000,000^ 
To  repay  this  sum,  he  would  propose  to 
levy  an  impost  of  6d.  a  Ion  on  coals, 
which  would  bring  a  Tetum  of  more  than 
50,000/.  a  year.  He  proposed  to  form  a 
new  street  from  South  nark -bridge  to  the 
Bank  of  England,  which  would  be  very 
ConvenieDt  for  persons  coming  from  the 
west-end  into  the  city;  another  from 
Waterloo -bridge  to  the  North-road  ;  ano- 
ther from  the  Bank  through  Lotbbury  to 
the  Post-office  ;  another  from  the  Post- 
office  to  SmithBeld;  another  from  St.  Paul's 
to  B lac kfri a rs- bridge  ;  another  from  Hol- 
born  to  the  Strand ;  another  from  West- 
mi  nster-abbey  to  Be Ig rave-square ;  and 
also  one  of  considerable  size  passing 
through  Southwark.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  moving  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  consider  of  the  most  effectual 
plan  for  raising  of  money  to  carry  into 
effect  the  necessary  improTements  re- 
quired in  the  cities  of  London  and  West- 
minster, borough  of  Southwark,  and  coun- 
ties of  Middlesex  and  Surrey,  and  for 
the  purchasing  of  the  interest  of  the 
proprietors  of  the  Waterloo  and  South- 
wark bridges,  Uiat  they  may  be  thrown 
open  for  the  use  of  the  public,  free  from 
toll. 

'  Mr.  Hvme  hoped,  that  when  he  se- 
conded, the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member, 
he  might  not  be  understood  as  consenting 
to  his  proposal  for  raising  the  money  bj 
a  continuance  of  the  duty  on  coals.  No 
one  could  visit  the  city  of  London  without 
being  made  aware  of  the  great  importance 
t>f  the  communications  being  facilitated, 
'as  the  loss  of  time  aud  annoyance  expe- 
rienced from  the  present  condition  of  the 
streets  was  incredible.  He  diought  the 
racceat  iriiich  had  attended  the  plans  of 
th«  hon.  Membei  ob  fonnei  occasioDa, 
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entitled  his  projects  to  be  fairly  considered 
at  present. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  \ratil»A 
that  the  hon.  Member  did  not  contem- 
plate drawing  upon  the  public  purse  in 
aid  of  the  objects  he  had  in  view. 

Mr.  Alderman  Wood  replied,  that  that 
formed  no  part  of  his  plan. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  hoped  that  a  very  en- 
larged and  comprehensive  view  of  the 
subject  would  be  taken.  They  were  now 
in  the  same  situation  with  respect  to  im- 
provements in  the  Metropolis  in  which 
they  had  been  placed  with  regard  to  rail- 
ways when  those  great  national  under- 
takings were  6rst  projected.  When  rail- 
ways were  first  planned,  perhaps  the  fittest 
course  would  have  been  to  appoint  a 
commission  of  able  practical  men,  to 
survey  the  whole  of  ihe  country  adjoining 
the  proposed  railway,  and  lay  down  the 
course  of  the  main  Itne  of  road ;  but  now 
they  were  so  far  advanced,  that  it  was 
almost  too  late  to  legislate  on  comprehen- 
sive principles  with  respect  to  them.  He 
hoped  that  nothing  would  be  done  with 
respect  to  the  remaining  improvements  of 
the  Metropolis  till  the  various  plans  pro- 
posed had  been  irapartially  considered,  that 
due  foresight  would  be  used  as  to  the  pro- 
bable extension  of  the  Metropolis,  and 
that  not  only  the  present,  but  the  future, 
convenience  of  the  public  would  be  con- 
sulted. It  was  manifest  that  very  great 
improvements  might  be  effected,  a&3  he 
hoped  that  Government  would  not  hesi- 
tate to  consent  to  a  temporary  advance  of 
the  public  money,  if  that  should  be  ne- 
cessary. He  did  not  mean  to  say,  that 
the  public  should  sustain  any  loss;  he 
had  always  maintained  that  the  Metropo- 
lis had  no  greater  claim  on  the  public 
funds  than  the  rest  of  the  empire;  but  if 
great  benefit  could  be  secured  to  the 
Metropolis  by  a  temporary  advance  on 
adequate  security,  he  thought  that  would 
be  a  perfectly  legitimate  application  of  the 
public  money.  He  thought  that  ifitwere 
possible  to  appoint  a  commission  in  which 
the  public  might  have  confidence,  to  take 
an  entailed  view  of  the  question,  such  a 
step  would  be  very  desirable. 

Mr.  O'Connell  moved,  as  an  amend* 
ment  to  the  motion,  that  the  said  Select 
Committee  do  inquire  into  the  state  of  the 
law  relative  to  Lotteries,  foreign  or  other- 
wise, in  which  schemes  have  been  adver- 
tised or  circulated,  or  tickets  or  shares 
disposed  of,  in  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
to  report  tb«r  opinioa  therean  to  tht 
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HouMi  and  wbether  any  and  whit  altera- 
tioo  in  the  law  b«  deiirable,  or  if  the 
Kiumption  of  State  LotUries  for  national 
purpoMi,  under  the  control  of  Gov  em  meat, 
tM  sdrjiable.  Every  bon.  Member,  he 
Mid,  ma«t  be  aware,  that  notwithitanding; 
the  UwcondemnedLotteTJes.such  schemes, 
both  foreign  and  British,  were  openly  car- 
liedon,aod  advertised  in  every  newspaper. 
The  law  prohibited  the  sale  or  tickets,  but 
not  the  purchase  of  them.  It  was  noto- 
riouf  that  a  inia  of  money  from  the 
country  to  the  amount  of  at  least  200,000/. 
yearly  took  place  owing  to  these  specula- 
tions.  If  there  was  any  necesaary  im- 
aoralityio  Lotteries,  the  House  ougtitnot 
to  permit  them  for  one  moment,  and  when 
he  considered  that  no  Member  of  that 
House  could  move  from  his  residence  at 
aigbt  without  meeting  twenty  or  thirty 
gambling-bouses  open  in  his  way,  be 
thought  there  were  ample  grounds  to  in- 
duce them  to  entertain  this  question. 

Sir  E-Codrington  seconded  the  atnend* 
ment. 

Mr.  Uumt  submitted  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny,  that  thii 
was  a  proper  subject  for  the  investigation 
of  a  separate  Committee.  There  was  no 
sort  of  connenion  between  the  two  objects 
proposed  [Aear],  and  he  thought  the  two 
inquiriei  might  easily  be  conducted  ao  as 
not  to  interfere  with  each  other. 

The  Chancellor  qf  the  Exchequar  was 
very  glad  that  the  subject  of  Foreign  Lot* 
teries  had  been  introduced.  His  attention 
had  been  lately  directed  to  the  question, 
and  he  waa  engaged  in  preparing  a  Bill, 
which  he  believed  was  calculated,  in  its 
operation,  to  redress  some  portion  of  the 
erils  which  were  complainea  of  regarding 
them.  He  should  introduce  it  in  the  course 
of  a  few  daya,  and  the  House  would  see 
whether  it  answered  that  purpose.  If 
it  did  not,  be  should  support  the  reference 
of  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  Un< 
doubledly,  the  evils  to  which  these  specu- 
latioDk  gave  rise  called  far  an  immediate 
jemedy. 

Mr.  O'CoDDell  would  sot  preu  bis 
amend  DWDt. 

Origmal  motion  agreed  to, 

RtauTaATioR  or  Votzbb  Bill.] 
On  the  motion  of  Lord  J,  Riatelt,  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  further  considera- 
tion of  the  Report  on  the  Registration  of 
Voters  Bill  was  read,  and  the  Bill  re- 
6010  mi  tied. 
ClauMi  1  aod  2  were  Offmi  to. 
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Od  ClMie  4,  for  establishing  a  Coort 
for  the  Revision  of  ibe  List  of  Voters,  tha 
Court  to  consist  of  not  leas  than  tweln 
Barristers,  to  be  appointed  by  the  Speaker, 
vacancies  to  be  filled  np  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor, 

Mr.  H''aj(/eymoved,thattbewords"His 
Majesty"  be  substituted  for  the  words 
"  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons," 
and  "  Lord  High  Chancellor," 

The  Commiitee  divided  on  the  original 
clause— Ayes  58;  Noes  38:  Majority  SO, 

Mr.  Maclean  moved,  that  the  Barriilert 
be  required  to  have  practised  three  years 
below  the  bar,  and  three  at  the  bar. 

The  Committee  divided  oo  tha  amend- 
ment, Ayes  113 ;  Noes2:  Majority  111. 

On  the  question  that  the  clause  u 
amended  stand  part  of  the  Bill, 

Lord  Oranville  Somerut  observed,  that 
there  was  a  very  important  matter  to  be 
taken  into  consideration,  namely,  the  time 
which  would  be  taken  up  in  effecting  the 
registration.  The  Bill  propoMd  that  every 
district  should  have  the  registration  effected 
once  in  each  year.  Now,  he  had  found 
that  last  year  475  days  were  Uken  up  in 
completing  the  regislration.  The  lion. 
Member  opposite  might  reply  that  that  waa 
an  eiLtraordtnary  year :  but  he  would  take 
the  two  years  preceding,  which  were  not 
extraordinary,  and  the  average  number  of 
days  occupied  in  the  registration  was  333, 
in  which  computation  Sundays  were  not 
included.  It  was  evidently  a  physical 
impotsibility  that  the  number  of  BarristerB 
to  he  appointed  could  perform  this  duty, 
and  he  should  therefore  divide  the  Com- 
mittee against  the  clause. 

Mr.  Warburton  contended,  that  every 
quettion  must  be  decided  by  the  balance 
which  appeared  between  conveniences  am) 
iacooveniences.  He  did  not  agree  widi 
the  noble  Lord  in  thinking  that  so  much 
lime  would  be  consumed  in  the  regislration 
as  had  been  wasted  under  the  old  system, 
owing  to  the  incompetency  of  the  tribunal 
which  had  to  decide  on  questions  relating 
to  that  subject. 

Sir  W.  Follett  said,  that  in  his  judg- 
roent,  it  was  not  so  much  a  matter  of 
importance  whether  the  number  of  Bar- 
risters was  large  or  imal),  as  whether  the 
appointment  should  be  vested  in  the  Oo- 
vernment.  He  had  a  strong  objection 
that  the  Revising  Barristers  should  be 
creatures  and  nominees  of  any  Qovarn- 
ment.  It  waa  objectionable  in  tJie  hi^ett 
degree  to  invest  the  Mintstan  of  the  day 
Wiu)  the  powu  of  appointing  oScen  £lliD| 
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neb  important  iUUods  u  tbeuBBrrutera, 

nho  hka  ■  power  of  decidiog  od  tht  vali- 
ditjr  of  kII  the  voten  in  every  town  and 
county  in  the  United  KiDKOom.  This 
waa  too  dangerou  a  power  to  be  thus  flip- 
pantly bestowed.  Tbe  House,  in  adopliog 
tlie  claute,  would  be  aclin^  witb  gross 
inconiistencT-  In  cues  of  petiUoDi  against 
tbe  return  of  Memben  at  contested  elec- 
tions Ibey  did  not  leave  tbe  matter  to  the 
deciuon  of  the  Ministry,  nor  even  to  the 
decision  of  a  majority  of  that  House;  but 
they  required  ft  Select  Committee  appointed 
by  tbe  Ballot.  Tbe  proposition  of  invest- 
ing the  Ministers  witb  so  tremendous  a 
power  as  the  uominatioo  of  Commissioners, 
00  whose  decision  tbe  elective  franchise 
all  over  the  Kingdom  was  to  be  in  most 
cases  decided,  was  so  objectionable  and 
unconatiiuttonal,  that  be  should  support 
the  proposition  of  tba  noble  Lord  if  be 
piewed  for  a  division. 

The  Comrailtee  divided  on  tbe  clause,— 
Ayes  88  ;  Noes  55  :  Majority  33, 

Clause  as  apended  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  Clause  7  stand 
part  of  the  BUI, 

Mr.  GotJbur»wd,  that  by  this  clause, 
if  the  Revising  Barrister  should  be  Ulcen 
ill,  a  Deputy  was  lo  be  appointed.  Now, 
was  it  intended  that  they,  having  enacted 
that  the  Revising  Barrister  himself  should 
be  prevented  from  sitting  in  Parliament 
for  any  borough,  city,  or  county,  for  which 
he  bad  revised  the  list,  that  the  Deputy  to 
be  appointed  ^ould  be  placed  under  the 
■ame  restriction  i 

The  Attonuy-Otneral  considered  that 
they  ought  to  be  placed  on  tbe  same  foot- 
ing with  tbe  Revising  B  arris  ten  themselves, 
and  it  would  be  necessary  to  introduce  a 
proviso  to  that  effect. 

Sir  Japut  GroAom  begged  to  enter  hi* 
protest  against  tbe  propriety  of  vesting  the 
appointment  of  Revising  Banisters  in  tbe 
oMcers  of  the  Crown. 

Ur.  Jervia  cited,  in  justification  of  the 
proposal,  the  case  of  the  Welsh  J  udgea,  who, 
until  within  a  &w  years,  had  always  been 
apjKUuted  by  the  Crown,  upon  the  same 
pf  iDciple  that  it  was  proposea  now  to  adopt 
witb  reference  to  tbe  Revising  Barristers. 

Sir  Jatntt  Qrakam  ramarked,  that  the 
piicedent  pnt  forward  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Chester  was  an  unfortunate  one, 
inasmuch  as  the  manner  of  appointing  the 
Welch  Jad«ee  bad  long  been  a  theme  of 
fuwtl  MM  dowrred  reprgbntioo,  ud  in 


consequence  of  the  olyeotioM  that  have 
been  raised,  the  practice  in  that  reapest 
had  been  altered. 

The  ^^/ontey-GeneroZ  begged  to  remind 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  (hat  there  wm  a 
wide  difference  between  the  cases  of  the 
Welch  Judges,  as  formerly  appointed,  and 
that  of  the  Revising  Barristers  to  be  ap* 
pointed  under  this  Bill — namely,  that  the 
Welch  Judges  did  sit  in  Parliament,  which 
gave  rise  to  the  charge  of  political  jobbing 
as  against  ibem,  while  the  Revising  Bar- 
risters were  expressly  incapacitated  from 
holding  seats  in  Parliament,  not  only  for 
the  time  being,  but  far  a  period  of  eighteen 
months,  after  being  employed  in  that 
capacity,  in  respect  of  the  places  for  which 
they  had  revised  the  lists,  whsthcT  city, 
borough,  or  county. 

Sir  Fredtrick  Pollock  be^^ed  to  ask  if 
no  jobbing  could  be  done  unless  tbe  par- 
ties had  seals  in  that  House?  ]f  it  was 
considerod  necessary  to  eiempt  certain 
individuals  from  sitting  in  that  House,  was 
it  not  sanctioning  a  much  worse  principle, 
to  say  that  persons  under  ihe  inauence  of 
the  Crown  snould  have  the  power  ministe- 
rially to  decide  the  question  as  to  who 
should  sit  in  that  House  ? 

Mr.  Charles  BuUer  was  atnnigly  dis- 
posed to  join  in  the  objections  that  were 
taken  to  this  clause.  It  certainty  was  • 
most  extraordinary  principle  that  the  Re- 
vising Barristers  were  to  be  appointed  by 
one  person,  while  the  substitutes  for  the 
Revising  Barristers,  when  a  necessity  arose 
for  their  appointmeot,  was  to  be  appointed 
by  another,  who  could  not  be  so  well  ac- 
quainted with  their  fitness  as  he  wbon 
they  had  excluded. 

Mr.  Afacleoii  contended  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  might  appoint  a  person  as  a 
supernumerary  Revising  Barrister,  who 
might  not  be  of  more  than  two  or  three 
years  standing ;  and  the  scale  of  payment 
of  these  individuals  was  to  be  determined 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  i  be  was  to  award 
wnat  he  should  deem  meet.  He  had  greet 
objection  lo  lodging  this  power  in  die 
hands  of  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Mr.  Warburton  had  no  objection  to 
postpone  the  clause. 

clause  postponed. 

On  the  question  that  Clause  11  stand 
part  of  the  Bill,  the  Committee  again  di- 
vided—Ayes 107 ;  Noes  67  :  Majority  40, 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  its  being  proposed  to  eonsider  Clenie 
18,  there  wet*  caU*  f«  *■  Mr.  Brothertoa,* 
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Mr,  6rathMrton  rose,  and  said  that  he 
owed  BO  apolo^  to  the  House  for  not 
peraisting  on  a  former  night  in  his  motioa 
for  an  adjournment  of  the  House  at  twelve 
o'cloclc.  He  had  submitted,  however,  on 
that  occasion,  to  a  power  which  he  felt 
that  he  was  not  able  to  reiist.  He  had 
not  undertaken  the  task  of  moTiog  the 
adJDUrnmeut  at  tweire  o'clock  at  night 
from  any  unworthy  motive — from  any  mor- 
bid love  of  notoriety — he  had  undertaken 
it  because  he  felt  that  the  system  of  mid- 
night legislation  was  not  only  injurious  to 
the  health  of  hon.  Members,  but  was  also 
highly  prejudicial  to  the  interests  of  the 
country,  and  to  the  sober  and  deliberate 
judgment  which  those  interests  impera- 
tirely  required.  He  desired  on  all  occa- 
sions to  act  impartially,  and  he  hoped  that 
he  had  done  so.  He  was  sorry,  however, 
to  observe  that  there  seetned  in  certain 
quarters  to  be  a  desire  to  break  through 
tke  very  wholesome  regulation  on  this  sub- 
ject, to  which  the  House  agreed  at  the 
commencement  of  thisSes^ion.  He  there- 
lore  felt  himself  called  upon  not  to  give 
way  to-night,  and  he  should  therefore 
move,  that  the  Chairman  do  now  report 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Mr.  Wa'rburton  thought,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Salford  bad  not  fairly  stated 
the  regulation  to  which  the  House  as- 
sented at  the  commencement  of  the  Ses- 
sion. Tbe  understanding  then  was,  that 
no  new  matter  shotild  be  commenced  after 
twelve  o'clock,  but  that  was  not  to  pre- 
vent the  matter  in  hand  at  that  hour  from 
being  brought  to  a  conclusbn.  He  con- 
■idered  that  the  hon.  Member,  in  making 
bis  present  motion,  was  guilty  of  a  decided 
breach  of  the  understanding  which  had 
fiirmerly  been  made  between  him  and  the 
House. 

Mr.  Shavi  said,  that  he  had  never  un- 
derstood that  the  hon.  Member  for  Sal- 
ford  had  consented  to  let  business  go  on 
till  three  or  four  o'clock  in  the  morning, 
because  it  had  commenced  before  twelve 
o'clock  at  night. 

Mr.  Praed  expected  the  hon.  Member 
for  ^Iford  to  persevere  in  his  Motion 
and  reminded  him  that  he  had  frequently 
nOTed  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 
"when  a  new  Speaker  loas  at  five  minutes 
-  ptst  twelve  o'clock. 

Colonel  S^thorp  said,  that  if  the  hon, 
Member  for  Salford  felt  any  hesitation  in 
pressing  bis  motion,  after  what  had  fallen 
mm  the  hon,  Homber  for  Bridport,  ho 


would  take  upon  hia  own  shoulders  tho 
responsibility  which  the  hon.  Member  de- 
clined, and  would  move  that  the  Chair- 
man do  now  report  progress. 

Mr.  Aglionby  was  not  aware  that  the 
House  had  ever  come  to  any  understand- 
ing on  this  subject  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford.  For  himself,  he  had  not 
been  a  party  to  any  such  understanding, 
nor  would  he  now.  He  would  not  let 
the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  be  the  sole 
judge  whether  the  House  ought  or  ought 
not  to  sit  after  twelve  o'cloclc.  He  should 
certainly  divide  the  Committee  on  tbs 
question  of  reporting  progress. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  motion 
for  reporting  progress.— A jes  39;  Noes 
85— Majority  46. 

Colonel  Sihthorp  moved  that  the  Hoata 
do  adjourn.  ' 

Sir  John  Hobkoute'  hoped  that  this 
motion  would  be  rewsled.  If  the  Houaa 
determined  not  to  sit  later  than  twelve 
o'clock  at  night,  hon.  Members  muat 
make  up  their  minds  to  continue  silting  to 
ihnt  hour  till  the  middle  of  September. 
He,  therefore,  hoped  that  hon.  Members 
would  not  obstruct  the  public  business  by 
making  motions  of  this  kind.  He  denied 
that  Government  had  ever  come  to  any 
understanding  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  on  this  question.    - 

Mr.  Wallace  said,  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  himself  spoke 
frequently  fifteen  or  twenty  tiroes  after 
twelve.  For  his  part  he  never  did  and  never 
should  adhere  to  the  rule  of  adjourning 
at  that  hour.  It  was  departed  from  al- 
most every  night.  He  did  not  wish  to 
make  any  harsh  observations  upon  the 
course  pursued  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford.  No  hon.  Member  ooght  to 
be  permitted  to  dictate  to  the  House 
what  was  or  what  was  not  impor- 
tant business,  or  prescribe  a  lime  for 
closing  their  discussions.  They  were  sent 
there  to  do  the  public  business  with  the 
greatest  possible  speed.  He  must  remind 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  University  6t 
Dublin,  that  while  that  hon.  Member  was 
absent  in  Dublin,  in  the  discharge  of  his 
doty,  he  and  others  must  be  in  that  House 
at  all  times  during  the  Session.  It  might 
be  very  convenient  for  hon.  Members  to 
concur  in  a  motion  for  adjournment,  who 
were  not  in  their  places  all  day  watching 
the  public  business.  Were  they,  after 
proceeding  so  far  with  this  important  Bif], 
to  givo  it  up  at  to  early  an  hour  an  iwetTtff 
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If  thh  rule  were  to  be  obierved-,  they  must 
meet  at  twelve  at  noon,  or  the  business  of 
the  SeasioD  could  not  be  gone  through. 

Mr.  Srotherton  would  Uke  with  calm- 
ness the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Greenock.  He  had  never  pretended 
to  make  himself  a  judge  on  this  matter, 
and  as  a  proof  of  it,  he  would  appeal  to 
the  House  whether  he  had  ever  divided  it 
before  to-night  on  the  question  of  ad- 
journ meat. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  observed,  that  though 
the  hon.  Member  for  Greenock  had  al- 
luded to  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  as 
"  the  guardian  of  the  night,"  he  had 
never  yet  been  under  his  control;  and  if 
the  hoD.  Member  for  Salfoid  intended 
to  vacate  his  present  post,  he  was  pre- 
pared to  take  possession  of  it.  He  was 
determined  to  take  the  sense  of  the  Com- 
mittee again  on  the  question  of  adjourn- 
ment, and  he  hoped  that  hon.  Members 
would  support  him  in  so  doing. 

Mr.  Shaw  reminded  the  House  that  the 
nndeistandlng  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford,  v>hich  his  Majesty's  Government 
now  repudiated,  was  a  compromise  made 
with  a  certain,  parly  in  that  House.  He 
was  sure  that  non.  Members  could  not 
have  forgotten  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  had  given  notice 
that  he  should  move  the  edjournmeDt 
every  night  at  ten  o'clock,  but  that  pro- 
mise, like  several  others  from  the  same 
quarter,  had  never  been  performed. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
it  was  quite  clear  that  the  continuance  of 
luch  desultory  conversation  tended  only 
to  exhaust  the  patience  of  the  House,  with- 
out advancing  the  business  of  it  in  the 
least  degree.  That  the  Bill  before  them 
was  of  importance  no  one  denied,  and 
that  it  was  one  of  exigency,  in  point  of 
time,  was  equally  admitted.  It  had  been 
re-committed  a  third  time,  and,  therefore, 
it  remained  to  be  shown  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  knew  that  they  were  a 
minority,  whether  they  would  interrupt 
public  business,  not  for  the  purpose  of 
reserving  points  upon  which  a  difference 
of  opinion  was  likely  to  arise — because  he 
was  willing  to  reserve  any  such  points — but 
for  the  purpose  of  retarding  the  business 
of  the  House.  We  say,  that  with  a  view 
to  give  the  people  of  England  a  remedy 
f9r  admitted  evils,  let  us  proceed  with  the 
points  upon  which  we  are  all  agreed. 

Mr,  George  F.  Young  did  not  wish 
to  impede  the  business  of  the  Heuse,  but 
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his  experience  had  conrinced  bim  that 
the  business  .was  always  nnsatisfiictorily 
conducted  at  late  hous. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  questioo 
of  adjournment — Ayes  30;  Noes  83 — 
Majority  53 

Clauie  18  wns  then  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  19  being  put. 

Colonel  Perceval  ngged  leave  again  to 
move,  that  the  Commiitee  do  adjourn. 

The  Chancellor  tj/"  the  Exchequer  en- 
treated  the  House  to  go  through  those 
clauses  to  which  no  objections  were  taken, 
and  postpone  the  rest  to  another  evening. 
It  was  not  wished  to  entrap  hon.  Gentle- 
men into  an  acquiescence  loclausts  against 
which  they  cntertBined  any  oljeclion, 
But  if  they  would  oppose  clauses  now,  to 
which  they  would  at  another  hour  assent, 
why  then  let  the  country  understand  (hat 
such  was  the  spirit  in  which  these  lion, 
Gentlemea  were  prepared  to  legislate. 

Colonel  Perceval  said,  that  a  great 
number  of  Gentlemen,  who  were  the  best 
informed  upon  the  subject  of  this  Bill, 
and  on  whose  judgment  be  and  his  ftiends 
placed  implicit  reliance,  were  gone  home, 
upon  the  understanding,  that  the  propo- 
sition which  was  made  at  the  early  part 
of  the  Session  for  adjourning  the  House 
at  twelve  o'clock,  would  be  adhered  to. 
He  did,  therefore,  feel  it  bis  duty,  under 
those  circumstances,  to  persevere  in  bis 
endeavour  to  prevent  the  Bill  going  on 
any  further  tii-night. 

Sir  Jnhtt  Hobhouse  would  ask,  whether 
anybody  could  deny  that  the  oopositioa 
now  offered  by  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  was  not  a  most  fruitless, 
injudicious — be  would  not  call  it  unfair, 
becaiisenothingwas  unfair  in  that  House, — 
and  most  unfounded  opposition.  If  those 
respectable  Gentlemen,  who  so  well  under- 
stood the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  were  gone 
away,  stilt  he  begged  leave  to  say,  that 
many  Members  who  had  taken  part  in 
the  debates  upon  the  Bill,  and  who 
seemed  to  understand  its  details  were  still 
present.  There  were  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oxford,  the  hon.  Member  for  Yarmouth, 
and  the  hon,  and  gallant  Member  for 
Lincoln — a  wise  gcnilemin  in  his  gene- 
ration — all  those  who  seemed  to  under- 
stand the  subject  best,  still  remained.  If 
public  business  was  to  be  impeded,  let  it 
be  understood  by  whom  it  was  so  impeded, 
[laughter,  amidit  which,  the  laugh  of 
CoLSibthorp mat distinguithabU}  "There 
is  a  well-knowQ  Latin  proverb,"  contianed 
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the  right  hon.  Baronet,  "  whicli  rendered 
into  Eagliih,  sigiii6et,  that  '  aothing  li  lo 
foolish  as  &  Tooliah  laugh.'  It  is  more 
foolish,  I  think  than  agitatioD  is.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  has  been 
kind  enough  to  sa;  something  of  its  being 
the  wiah  of  the  GoTemment  lo  postpone 
public  business.  He  must,  on  consider- 
ation, know,  that  that  is  not  our  inten- 
tion." 

Colonel  Siblhorp:  As  what  passes  in 
this  Houae  afterwards  finds  its  way  out  of 
the  House,  nothing  ought  lo  pass  within 
it  vhich  would  not  be  suffered  to  pass 
unnoticed  out  of  it.  If  the  tight  hon. 
Gentleman  wished  to  say  anything  which 
was  penonalW  offensive  to  me— I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  state  whether 
•uch  is  his  intention  ?  After  a  few  more 
words,  which  were  not  heard,  the  hon. 
Member  resumed  his  seat,and  immediately 
afterwards  left  the  House. 

Mr.  Maclian ;  The  right  hoa.  Gentle- 
man, in  the  course  of  his  address  to  Ibe 
House,  was  good  enough  to  use  my  name. 
Before  he  did  that,  he  said  that  those  re- 
•pectable  Gentlemen  who'  understood  this 
(Question  had  left  the  House,  laying  some 
little  emphasis  on  the  word  respectable.  I 
presume  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
mean  to  imply  that  those  whose  names  he 
mentioned  were  not  properly  designated 
by  that  term  ? 

Sir  John  HobhovK  begged  to  deny,  in 
the  most  eipress  manner,  any  intention  to 
make  ihe  slightest  possible  reflection  on 
the  hon.  Gentleman  ;  and  if  he  had  said 
anything  which  was  the  least  injurious  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  or  which  in  any 
degree  was  hurtful  to  his  feelings,  he 
begged  to  express  his  sincere  regret  that 
any  such  unintentional  circumstance 
should  have  happened. 

Mr.  Rigby  tVaion  said,  that  the  only 
way  to  put  an  end  to  this  discussion  was 
by  forty  members  putting  down  their 
names,  and  declaring  that  they  would 
remain  there  till  six  o'clock  in  the  morning, 
in  order  to  go  through  Ihe  business  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  Bonham  hoped  the  House  would 
not  be  deterred  by  any  threat  from  doing 
iu  duty. 

The  CfianeeUor  of  the  JExchequer  said, 
it  was  an  iropurlani  question  and  ought  to 
be  treated  with  calmness.  If  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  not  allow  the  business  to  go 
on,  undoubtedly  they  had  the  power  to 
prwmt  iu    He  bad  noped  that  tbe  mod« 


that  he  hftd  before  suggested  would  hava 
been  adopted,  but  as  ihatwasAot  the  cai* 
he  could  only  advise  his  hon.  Friends  not 
to  waste  their  time  by  raising  their  voices 
any  longer  against  adjourning  the  further 
consideration  of  the  Bill,  by  using  their 
power  of  resisting,  as  hon.  Gentlemea 
opposite  did  of  proposing,  that  course. 
All  the  gain  would  be  on  the  side  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite;  therefore  he  was 
not  disposed  to  enter  into  a  contest  which 
must  end  unproGtably,  He  should  ac- 
cordingly move  that  the  Chairman  report 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  ait  again. 

Question    agreedlo. 

The  House  resumed. 

Mr.  ^ernaZ  (Tbe  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mKtee)  begged  to  acquaint  the  Chair,  that 
certain  words  had  passed  between  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  (Col,  Sibthorp) 
and  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Notling> 
ham  (Sir  John  Hobhouse),  in  the  prograsi 
of  the  Committee  whose  proceedings  ha 
had  just  reported,on  which  false  construc- 
tions might  be  put;  he  therefore  con- 
ridered  it  his  duty  to  report  the  fact  to 
the  House,  h  would  be  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  Chair  to  take  that 
notice  of  it  which  he  thonld  deem  ne- 
cessary. 

The  ^Miker .-  Are  the  hon,  Members  in 
the  House  ? 

Mr.  Bemat:  No,  Sir. 

Mr.  A^niry  Gratlan  said,  I  rauat  My, 
Sir,  that  I  did  not  hear  anv  words  used  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Nottinghtm, 
which  any  man  in  his  common  sense* 
could  take  offence  at. 

Mr.  Watm  begged  to  suggest  the 
propriety  of  both  the  hon.  Members  beii^ 
taken  into  custody  forthwith. 

The  CkanceBor  of  the  Exchequer  sob- 
mitted,  that  Ihe  proper  course  of  pro- 
ceeding would  be,  to  move  that  both  th« 
hoD.  Members  be  ordered  to  attend  tba 
House,  This  would  bring  them  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  House,  and  they  could 
then  proceed  as  they  thought  proper.  Ha 
be^ed  to  make  the  motion. 

The  Speaker  put  the  quest  Q  ,  that  Sir 
Joho  Hobhouse  and  Colonel  Sibthorp 
be  ordered  to  attend  is  their  places. — 

Ordered. 

After  a  short  interval,  Colonel  Sibthorp 
entered  the  House. 

The  remaining  orders  being  disposed  df. 

The  Speaker  said,  that  seeing  the  bon. 
Member  for  Lincoln  in  his  place,  it  became 
his  duty^  acquaint  him  that  the  Chair- 
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iDBD  of  ComnitteeB  hud  reported  to  h'lta 
that  certain  words  had  pasted  between  the 
hon.  Member  and  the  right  bon.  Member 
for  Nottingham,  which  had  been,  in  his 
(ihe  Speaker's)  opinion,  muapprehencied 
and  understood  Id  an  offensive  sense  by 
the  hon.  Member.  He,  thererore,  re- 
quired to  be  iaformed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber whether  or  no  any  such  feeling  existed 
in  his  mind?. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  :  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  saying,  Sir,  that  I  have  entertained,  and 
most  continue  to  entertain,  snch  an  im- 
pression, until  I  find  an  inclination  on  the 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Not- 
tingham to  diiiavow  snch  an  intention.  I 
have  but  one  couru  to  pnrsne.  Sir;  I  de- 
temiiDed  upon  that  course.  Sir,  when  I 
first  entered  public  life ;  and  1  hope  the 
course  !  have  nnitbnnly  pursued,  both  as 
a  militaty  man  and  a  civilian,  has  never 
been  irreconcileabis  with  the  course  I 
ought  to  pursue.  Sir,  I  have  but  one 
course  to  pursue ;  it  is  the  maintenance  of, 
I  bope,  unimpeachable  honour,  and,  I 
tmn  unimpeachable  courage.  I  have  no 
beailation  m  saying,  Sir,  that  I  did  receive 
those  words,  and  that  I  shall  continue  to 
receive  them,  in  a  manner  offensive  to  me. 
As  a  man  of  honour,  I  have  but  this  course 
to  pursue!  and  this  being  the  case,  it  is 
iny  indexible  deurmination  to  pursue  no 
other. 

Tbe  Chaticellor  qf  Ike  Exchequer  was 
quite  certain  that  the  general  expression  of 
opinion  which  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member,  contained  those  principles  by 
which  every  other  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  most  anxious  to  regulate  bis  own  con- 
duct For  the  moment,  however — he 
meant  no  offence  in  this — he  wished  to 
leave  the  hon.  Gentleman  entirely  out  of 
the  question,  and  to  appeal  to  the  per- 
sonal and  political  frienus  who  sat  around 
him.  He  appealed  to  them  for  the  ac- 
curacy of  his  interpretation  of  what  had 
taken  place.  He  really  did  not  apprehend 
that  any  circumstance  had  occurred  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  in  Committee,  of 
wbieh  any  hon.  Gentleman  had  a  right  to 
take  personal  notice.  He  wished  it  to  be 
understood  that  he  was  not  now  arguing 
the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoio, 
because  he  wished  to  remove  him  alto- 
gether  from  the  scene.  The  occunence 
was  linply  this :  a  laugh  took  place  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House;  it 
might  have  occurred  on  the  Ministerial 
aide.     Upon  tbis,  his  right  bon.  Friend, 


tranalating  «  Latin  proverb,  nid,  "fiwr 
things  are  more  fboltsh  than  a  foolish 
laugh,"  Now,  he  put  it  to  hon.  Members 
whether  if  an  hon.  Gentleman  took  such  ■ 
remark  as  this  to  himself,  he  might  not 
ith  equal  propriety  construe  almost  every 
remark  which  was  made  to  that  House 
into  a  very  serious  personal  affront.  No 
personal  offence  could  have  been  intended. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  laughed  certainly, 
but  so  did  other  hon.  Members.  He  would 

Cut  it  to  the  hon,  and  good-humoured 
lughere  opposite,  whether  tbey  had  felt 
affronted  by  the  observation  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  ?  Well,  ther  had  not  felt  it 
any  very  heavy  personal  offence.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  should  remem- 
ber,  too,  that  he  had  deprived  his  right 
'ion.  Friend  of  a  reply,  by  leaving  the 
riouse  first.  In  his  absence,  however,  bii 
ight  hon.  Friend  had  replied  ;  and  in  that 
eply  he  had  unequivocally  stated  that  he 
had  meant  no  offence  whatever  to  any  one. 
Under  these  circuip stances,  he  put  it  to 
the  judgment  and  good  sense  of  the  hon. 
Members  around  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
whether  it  would  not  be  misapplying  the 
powers  of  the  House  and  the  functions  of 
Its  Speaker  to  interfere  at  all  in  the  present 
case. 

Mr.  Eaton  felt  boand  to  state,  for  the 
information  of  the  House,  and  the  sati»* 
faction  of  the  gallant  Colonel,  that  lie  had 
been  informed  by  the  right  hon.  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Poulett  Thom- 
son), that  he  was  quite  sure  no  personal 
offence  had  been  intended  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Nottingham. 

Colonel  Sibthorp,  being  loudly  called 
for,  said  that  so  long  as  he  was  under  the 
Speaker's  authority,  he  was  bound  to 
abide  by  big  decision  ;  but  he  would  rather 
vacate  his  seat  in  Parliament  than  bend  to 
anything  which  was  contrary  to  his  feelings, 
or  yield  to  anything  which  he  considered 
an  affront,  or,  be  would  add,  an  insult. 
If  the  communication  he  had  heard,  how- 
ever, came  from  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Nottingham,  himself,  he  bad  no  other 
course  to  pursue  but  to  say  that  be  «u 
perfectly  satisfied  with  it. 
Subject  dropped. 
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MotioQ  agreed  to. 

The  Duke  of  RKhmmd  said,  that  that 
vote  bein^  carried,  lie  would  now  move 
that  it  be  an  instruction  to  the  Library 
Committee  to  send  forthwith  to  (he  French 
Chamber  of  Peers  the  remaining  Journala 


HEMT.BiLL.]  The  Home  proceeded  with  !  and  papers  of  the  House  of  Lord*,  from 
the  eiamiuation  of  vitnesses  ia  support  of  the  date  of  the  last  presentation  of  them 
this  BilL  I  up  to  the  present  time. — Ag;reed  to. 


The  Fkeitch  Ciia>]ber  of  Peers.] 
A  Report  was  presented  from  the  Library 
Committee  of  their  Lordships,  stating  that 
the  librarian  had  received,  and  had  in  his 
possession,  1,872  volumes  presented  by 
the  French  Chamber  of  Peers  to  the  House 
of  Lords.  The  Committee  recommended 
the  appointment  of  an  assielant  librarian. 

T^e  Duke  of  Richmond  said,  that  the 
French  Chamber  of  Peers  had  not  only 
sent  copies  of  their  own  Journals  and 
valuable  papers,  but  also  copies  of  some 
of  the  most  valuable  works  in  France.  He 
thought  that  their  Lordships  ought  to 
place  on  their  Journals  an  acknowledg- 
ment of  the  gift.  He  would  therefore 
move  that  the  House  had  heard  with  great 
pleasure  the  Report  of  the  Library  Com- 
rotttee,  and  that  they  felt  grateful  for  the 
valuable  accession  thus  made  to  their 
library. 

The  Earl  of  Devon  could  state  from  his 
own  obterration,  that  the  Chamber  of  Peers 
had  endeavoured  to  make  the  gift  in  every 
way    worthy   of  the  acceptance    of  this 

The  Marquess  of  tansdoume  fully  con- 
curred in  what  had  failen  from  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Duke  of  Richmond),  whose 
motion  he  cordially  seconded. 

Lord  Askburfon  asked,  if  there  was  any 
precedent  for  tbe  House  communicating 
as  a  body  with  any  foreign  body  ? 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  said,  the  noble 
Baron  had  mistaken  him.  He  had  not 
nade  any  motion  to  the  effect  which  the 
noble  Baron  had  supposed.  All  he  had 
moved  was,  that  the  House  received  with 
pleasure  the  Report  of  the  Committee, 
and  fett  grateful  for  so  valuable  an  acces- 
sion to  their  library.  He  was  aware  that 
there  was  another  mode  of  conveying  the 
fcetings  of  the  House  without  a  direct 
GOmmunicalion  from  it  as  a  body. 

The  Marquess  of  Lantdowne  said,  the 
expression  of  the  feelings  of  the  House 
would  be  communicated,  thrangh  the 
ForeigQ  Secretary,  to  the  French  Govetn- 


MusiciPAL  Corporations'  Bill 
(Ireland  )CoiiFERENCE.]TheCAance{/or 
of  the  Exchequer,  accompanied  by  a  con- 
siderable number  of  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  appeared  at  the  Bar,  and 
desired  a  conference  with  their  Lord- 
ships, on  the  subject-matter  of  tbe  Amend- 
ments made  by  their  Lordships  to  the 
Bill  entitled,  "  An  Act  for  the  Regulation 
of  Boroughs  Corporate  in  Ireland." 

The  Conference  was  held  as  requested  ; 
and  on  the  return  of  tbe  Peers  appointed 
to  confer  with  the  Commons,  the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne  read  tbe  reasons 
stated  by  the  Commons  for  disagreeing  to 
their  Lordships'  amendmenti,  to  the  fol- 
lowing effect : — ■ 

"  In  discharge  of  the  high  trust  committed 
to  them  by  the  Conititutioii  of  this  realm,  the 
Commons  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  feel  it  to  be  their  duty  to 
guard  Bgainat  the  establishment  of  any  prin- 
ciple inconsistent  with  the  maintenance  of  the 
good  correspondence  and  underslanding  be-' 
Iween  the  two  Houecb  of  Parliament,  which  is 
essenlinl  to  the  due  administralioo  of  the  laws, 
and  the  settlement  of  all  classes  of  the  King's 
subjects,  and  the  security,  honour,  Rnd  dignity 
of  his  Majesty's  Crown. 

"  In  twTtsideriiig  the  amendments  made  by 
the  Lords  in  the  Bill  for  the  regalstlon  of 
Municipal  Corporations  in  Ireland,  the  Com- 
mons are  bound  to  advert  to  the  mode  of  pro- 
cedure adopted  by  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 

"  The  Bill  passed  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons provided  for  the  regulation  of  Municipal 
Corporations  in  borough  towns  in  Ireland, 
and  was  framed  upon  the  principle  of  reform- 
ing eiisting  abuses,  but  of  preserving  within 
certain  cities  and  towns  in  Ireland  a  system 
of  municipal  ^veramant. 

"  It  appears  from  the  Minutes  of  the  House 
of  Lords  that,  in  pursuance  of  an  instruction 
from  the  House,  .the  principle  of  the  Bill  has 
been  altogether  altered  in  Committee,  and  a 
change  of  title  has  been  consequently  ten- 
dered iodispeniable. 

"  By  the  Bill  returned  trom  the  Lords,  it  is 
proposed  to  abolish  Municipal  Corporations 
throughout  all  Ireland,  and  to  place  the  ma- 
nagement of  all  corporate  property  under 
Commissioners  appointed  bj  tbe  LcM-Liau- 
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Unant  of  Iiriand,  and  holdiuB  their  otScei 
dmriire  kii  pleBinre. 

"  'Die  Bill,  ta  ameaded,  founded  on  a  new 
principle,  bearing  a  nen  title,  and  Tarying  in 
Its  enactments  from  the  Bill  sent  to  ihe  other 
House  of  Farliaraeni,  must,  therefore,  be  con- 
sidered as  an  original  measure.  The  Com- 
mooa  are  far  from  questioning  the  andonbted 
right  of  the  Lord*  to  exercise  their  ondiiputed 
power*  and  priTilegea  in  modifjiinB  or  reject' 
>ng  legislativB  measures  sabmiiled  to  them  ; 
but  a*  the  due  and  careful  examinalion  in 
eaeh  House  of  Parlininent,  of  the  principle 
and  detail*  of  all  legislative  enactments  pass- 
ing thnwgh  Ihe  variout  stages  as  prescribed 
by  the  ordera,  ancient  ugages,  and  constilution 
of  Pariiament,  ia  essential  to  the  making  of 
just  law*,  and  as  such  due  and  careful  con- 
sideration is  rendered  difficult,  if  not  wholly 
impossible,  if  original  Bills  are  transmitted  in 
the  form  of  amendment*  fVom  one  House  of 
Parliament  to  the  other,  the  Commotis  trust 
that  the  course  nursued  on  the  present  occa- 
*ion  l^  the  Loias  may  not  be  drawn  into  pre- 

"  But  while  the  Commons  have  felt  it  to  be 
ihair  duty  to  state  the  reasons  which  preclude 
them  from  agreeing  to  the  Bill  a*  amended, 
yet,  from  an  earnest  desire  to  maintain  un- 
distnrbed  that  good  nnderatanding  and  cor- 
respondence between  the  two  Houses,  which 
(hey  consider  a*  essential  to  the  well-being  of 
Ihe  British  monarchy,  and  from  a  conviction 
of  the  evil  consequences  of  leaving  great  and 
admitted  grievances  without  present  and  ade- 
quate remedy,  they  have  proceeded  to  take 
into  their  consideration  the  Lords'  amend- 
ment*, in  an  earnest  hope  that  such  a  measure 
may  he  thereon  founded,  as  shall  meet  the 
concurrence  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
aa  shall  be  eoniislent  with  the  principles  of 
legislation  adopted  in  Ihe  reform  of  the  Mu- 
nicipal Corporations  of  Great  Britain,  satisfy- 
ing the  ja*t  expeclatioD*  of  his  Majesty's 
■iibjecta  in  Ireland,  and  thereby  maintaining 
and  atrengtbening  the  Union  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland. 

"  Beaause  the  Commons  cannot  consent  lo 
abolish  a  branch  of  the  institutions  of  this  free 
country,  which  is  coeval  with  the  earliest  con- 
nexion between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
which  is  founded  upon  charters  granted  by 
hji  Majesty's  royal  predecessors,  and  is  recog- 
nised by  the  Statute  law  of  the  realm,  al  vari- 
ous periods,  more  parlieularly  in  the  Act  of 
Settlement  and  the  Act  of  Union  between 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 

"  Becanse,  as  the  Imperial  Parliament  has 
passed  laws  for  Great  Britain,  reforming  Ihe 
Misting  Corporations,  but  prdviding  a  perma- 
nent system  of  municipal  government,  the 
Common*  are  not  prepared  to  consent  to  any 
enactments  for  Ireland,  irreconcileable  with 
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and  hare  bean  condoeiTB  to  the  cobmod  IvmA. 
"  Becanse  it  appears  to  the  Common*  ea- 
senlially  necessary  to  the  beat  interests  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  to  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Legislative  Union  between  the 
two  countries,  that  the  same  general  principle* 
of  legislation  should  be  applied  to  both  part) 
of  the  empire,  sobjeet  to  such  modifications  aa 
local  circnmstanoe*  may  render  indispenaable 

"  Because,  if  the  rights,  immunities,  and 
franchises,  granted  and  continued  lo  Munici- 
pal Corporations  in  Great  Britain,  are  in  Ire- 
land abolished  or  vuithheld,  the  Commons  are 
apprehensive  that  a  spirit  of  distrust  and  dis- 
content will  be  produced  in  Ireland,  lessening 
the  confidence  reposed  in  the  decision*  <rf 
Parliament,  endangering  the  public  tranquil- 
lity, and  thereby  impairing  ine  strength,  iba 
~"   and  the  security  of  the  Briliah  em- 


"  Because  the  Commons  consider  the  dis- 
charge of  local  duties  and  the  enjoyment  of 
local  privileges,  under  a  system  of  self-goveni- 
ment,  a*  estahliihed  in  the  Acts  for  Ihe  reform 
of  the  Municipal  Corporations  of  Great  Bri- 
tain, to  be  among  Ihe  most  efficient  guarantees 
and  securities  for  peace,  good  order,  and  cod- 
tenimenl,  and  to  afford  the.  surest  means  of 
directing  the  active  ambition  of  the  free  sub- 
jects of  a  constitutional  monarchy  to  inst  end 
legitimate  objects,  thus  insuring  obedience  to 
the  law*  and  an  attachment  lo  the  cooatitution 
of  the  realm. 

"  Because  the  conduct  of  the  aeveral  CorpcK 
ralions  in  Ireland,  as  set  forth  in  the  Repoct* 
presented  lo  Parliament,  has  been  such  as  to 
render  it  wholly  inexpedient  to  continue  in 
office,  by  one  general  enactment,  all  the  aer- 
vant*  of  such  Corporations,  intrusted  as  they 
are  with  the  performance  of  duties  highly  im- 
portant to  the  mercantile  and  commeicialin- 
teresU  of  the  seveial  cities  and  towns  in  Irft- 

"  The  Commons  disagree  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Lords,  by  which  members  of  the 
Corporations  other  than  Ihe  officers  of  such 
Coiporaiiofts  rosy  claim  to  receive  compensa- 


"  Because  the  grant  of  inch  compensation, 
without  reference  to  the  dimes  of  oBice  per- 
formed by  the  party  claiming  compensation,  ii 
unprecedented,  and  likely  lo  lead  to  injurious 

"  Because  the  payment  of  pennons^  allow- 
ances,  and  annaal  anms,  withont  referenm 
either  to  the  time  at  which  soch  pensions,  al- 
lowances, or  annual  sums  were  granted,  or 
to  any  public  services  rendered  by  the  persona 
lo  whom  such  grants  have  been  made,  whether 
supported  by  an  alleged  established  usage  or 
a  previous  resolution,  may  entail  on  the  cities 
arid  towns  of  Ireland  charges  created  contrary 
to  law,  unsopported  by  any  just  authority,  and 
may  thus  continne  and  sanction  dnises  of 
trusts,  augmenting  the  local  burtbana,  and 
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4<MiniihinB  th«  icTMuet  tpplteabU  to  the 
coroiBon  Kood. 

**  Becauie  theM  anactBiRnii  of  the  Lord*,  if 
not  emended,  are  wholly  et  varience  and  irre- 
concileiible  wiib  the  facts  of  the  case,  as  eppear- 
ing  tin  lUe  face  of  the  Report  of  the  Commie- 
■ionen  preieniad  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament . 

"  DecNuie,  if  the  met  versa  tie  ns  end  abuse  of 
Irosl  by  existing  Corporations  be  such  its  to 
impose  an  obliijaiion  upon  the  Legislature  to 
•Klinguish  or  remodel  all  such  Corporations,  a 
con'inuance  of  ilie  eiisling  corporators  in  the 
discharge  of  their  duties  is  inexpedient  and 

"  Because  the  properly  of  many  of  the  ex- 
isting Corporations  has  been  granted  in  trust 
for  paving  anri  improving  several  of  the  cities 
■nd  tovrne  in  Ireland,  and  for  other  public 
uses,  and  consequently  these  enacimenli  would 
eoDliDue  the  powers  of  the  existing  Corpora- 
lions,  or  of  the  governing  bodies  and  leading 
members  lliereof,  by  a  law  which  proposed  to 
provitle  for  their  absolute  abolition  and  eii- 
tinctinn, 

'*  Because  these  enactnienii  would,  in  some 
cases,  have  the  effect  of  converting  a  termina- 
Ue  trust  or  oCBce  into  an  office  or  trust  for 
tlw  lir*  of  (he  party,  and  that  not  in  the  case 
of  persons  appointed  or  elei;ted  with  such  in- 
Itni,  but  for  the  benefit  of  such  u  are  casually 
in  office  on  a  ^rea  day. 

"  Because  such  enactments  might  create  an 
inpression,  that  whilst  the  legislature  proposed 
to  abolish  the  existit)g  Corporations,  care  was 
tahen  10  continue  and  to  sanction  the  powers 
and  authority  of  the  exiitinK  corporators, 

"  Because  the  estates  and  personal  property 
of  Corporations   being  tiranted  for  local  p 
poses,  will  he  moil  adraniagenusly  admii 
tared   by   ihose  who   are  at  once  locally 
lerested  and  locully  reaponsihle. 

"  Because  in  *o  far  as  these  corporate  funds 
are  applicable  to  the  purpose*  of  pavinii, 
watching,  and  lighiini,  and  other  analogous 
public  services,  which  must  olherwiae  be  pro- 
vided For  by  local  taxation,  it  is  just  that  Ihe 
pa--lies  authorii'd  and  empowered  to  impose 
ihce  local  ta^es  should  also  he  intrusted  with 
the  maiiSEament  and  application  of  the  corpo- 

"  Bec>t<ise'the  effect  of  plaining  the  maniga- 
meni  of  lhe*e  otates  end  fund«  in  the  binds 
of  Conimi«'doner«,  ho'ding  office  during  the 
pleniiirf  iiF  ihe  L'ird-Lixiiipn  mt,  would  he  the 
oreati'm  of  an  undue  influence  in  the  sevei 
ciiiei  end  lowns  ■neomi'iirnt  with  their  fre 
dom  «»  I  pulitic>i1  independence. 

"  llecause  the  iraixfer  of  the  right  of  non 
naiins  T.inoMS    pii<>lic   reri-anis   and    ofhcf 


ing  ortice  du'iiiir  the  plcaiure  of  the  Lord- 
l.lFiitrnHnt.  will  increase  the  patronage  of  the 
Crow'i,  nnsupportnl  hy  ihe  !>uKi»iiinn  of  any 
Md>^uaie  grimnds   either   of  necessity  or   nf 


ofth«sa*aral  towns,  ii  Taguewad 

nate,  and  leaves  too  wide  a  diserattDS  to  tfa« 

DOiainees  of  (he'  Lord-Xieutenaat. 

"  Because  it  is  proposed  iri  this  euactmeiit 
to  sanction  the  appropriation  of  oorponte  i«< 
venues  to  the  uses  oF  local  boards  or  «! 
trustees,  acting  under  a  statutable  Bolhoritf, 
and  the  public  reventiasof  thetntiea  andtowaa 
may  thus  be  applied  to  purposes  of  limsisd 
usefulness,  by  which  the  general  inlenato  at 
the  inhabitants  may  not  be  promoted. 

"  Because  this  enactment  may  sanctioD  m 
misapplication  of  the  corporate  funds  from  tlM 
public  purposes  to  which  they  were  originaUy 
destined,  end  to  nhich,  for  the  benefit  erf  ifa* 
counti7,lheyshould  still  continue  lo  be  a;q>1i«d. 

"  Because,  if  the  conduct  of  the  exiitios 
Corporations  in  Ireland  has  been  such  »a  U> 
render  their  abolition  not  only  expedient  but 
indispensable,  the  continuance  in  office  of  tha 
nominees  of  such  Corporations,  without  refer- 
ence to  ilieir  character  or(]uahBcatiDUS,caiii>ol 
be  justified. 

"  Because  such  offices  are  connected  with 
the  administration  of  justice  in  Ireland,  and 
should  iheiebie  be  removed  from  local  influ- 
ence, and  placed  under  the  immediata  autbtt- 
rily  of  Ihe  Crown. 

"  Because  the  effects  of  the  Lords'  Baend* 
ments  would  be  to  give  to  several  of  their  of< 
ficera  a  more  permanent  title  in  their  eeveral 
offices  than  that  which  they  now  possess. 

"  Because  the  effect  of  such  an  enacltnml 
would  be,  to  give  to  the  officers  in  question  a 
more  aitended  interest  in  thair  office*  than 
that  which  they  now  enjoy. 

"  Because  the  officers  uppoinled  by  or  undaf 
the  authority  of  the  existing  Corporations  of 
Ireland  are  not  in  all  cases  the  best  qnaliftad 
persons  to  be  continued  in  the  exertrise  of 
functions  connected  with  the  ad minist ration  of 

"  Because  such  officers  have  been  appointeil 
by  the  corporate  bodies,  whose  abuse  oF  trust 
ii  proved  by  the  Report  of  the  lloyal  Com- 
mission, and  is  admitted  hy  both  branches  of 
the  l.Pgiih1ure. 

"  Bt-CBuse  lucb  offices  relating  to  the  adrai- 
niitratin  oF  justice  oi>ght  not  to  be  expotad 
to  animadversion  or  sunpicion. 

••  Because  the  effect  of  the  Lords' amend • 
ments  will  be,  in  some  cases,  tn  convert  aa 
office  held  during  pleasure,  or  by  annual  ap- 
pointment, into  an  office  held  durlnv  good  bN 
haviour,  thereby  creHting  a  new  ana  extended 
title,  for  the  bene6t  of  the  officers  of  euetiDf 

"  The  CnmnioDs  have  felt  it  to  be  incatn- 
ben>.  on  them  10  state  the  foregoing  rseaoat 
for  their  disaRreetnent  with  certain  of  the 
amendments  neul  to  them  hy  the  Lords. 

"  In  the  Bill,  as  now  amended,  the  Com- 
mons hnTe  consented  (0  confine  the  establish- 
ment nf  town-councils  to  twelve  eon^iderabt* 
ciiie!>  and  towns,  of  which  the  wealth  and  h»« 
portance  render  them  well-tuitcd  to  mtA  I 
system  of  local  govemmnU.    Tto  ( 
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hmm  JbrlhcT  pnxidfd  for  the  local  loveramesl 
of  iwmtj  ciliw  aad  lowtu  of  leuer  extent  and 
populutiOD,  by  tpplying  lo  tbern  liie  eoaci- 
inents  of  a  statute  especially  relied  upon  in 
the  am  end  men  19  of  the  Lords.  Within  these 
■eteral  cities  and  towns  it  cannot  be  doubted 
bat  thai  the  wealth,  the  intelligence,  and  the 
pnUJc  spirit  of  the  inhabitanis,  will  lupply 
Mth  A  conMiluent  and  a  repraientalive  body 
(nllT  qualified  for  the  perforniance  of  local 
duttai.  The  Commons  have  excluded  fram 
the  immediate  operation  of  the  Bill,  as  re- 
lumed from  the  Lovds,  eighteen  towns  in 
ifhich  the  necessity  of  legislative  interference 
ii  lets  apparent. 

"  The  Commons  hare  thus  endeavoured  to 
maintain  a  good  understanding  between  the  two 
Books,  by  not  insisting  on  many  prorisions 
contained  in  the  Bill  at  it  originally  pasied 
tbeir  Ilou«a, 

**  The  ■roendments  lo  which  the  Commons 
have  slill  felt  it  their dutyloreiiise  theirconeoi> 
rence  are  such  ni  appear  to  them  to  be  wholly 
Irreconcileable  with  the  priocipla  of  the  Bill  as 
introduced,  and  no  leia  at  variance  with  the 

£rinctples  adopted  in  reforming  the  Municipal 
orporalions  of  Great  Britain. 
"  From  these  leading  principles,  the  Com- 
mons  think  it  would  be  inexpedient,  unwise, 
and  unjust  to  depart.  In  an  Address  carried  by 
both  Houses  to  the  fool  of  the  Throne,  a  deter- 
mination was  expressed  to  preserve  inviolale 
the  legislative  Union ;  but,  at  the  same  time. 
Id  nmota  all  just  causes  of  complaint,  end  to 
promote  all  well-considered  measures  of  im- 
provement.  Were  the  present  Corporations 
of  Ireland,  or  the  governing  bodies  thereof,  lo 
be  continued  in  the  exercise  of  their  functions, 

S roved  and  admitted,  as  has  been,  their  scan- 
alous  abuse  of  trust,  the  Comrnons  feel  that  a 
juit  cause  of  complaint  would  remain  unre- 
moved;. and  if  aBill  were  permitted  to  become 
law,  eitingaisbing  in  Ireland  all  traces  of  tliese 
Uunicipal  Institutions,  which  hare  existed  for 
upwards  of  six  centuries,  and  which  at  no 
former  period,  even  during  internal  commotion 
and  civil  war  it  was  ever  proposed  lo  abolish, 
the  Commons  do  not  conceive  that  enactments 
of  such  nn  unprecedented  nature  would  come 
wilhin  iha  description  of  those  well-considered 
measures  of  improvement  which  Parliament 
hw  pledged  itself  to  promote." 

On  the  Motion  of  Viaeontit  Melbourne, 
ilwn  agreed  that  the  Municipal  Corpora- 
Ikma  (Ireland)  Bill,  aa  returned  from  the 
Common!  should  be  taken  into  conaldera- 
lion  on  Friday  next. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  Bald,  he  wbi 
preient  in  the  Commillee-room  during 
the  Conference  ;  and  it  appeared  to  him, 
that  the  Conference  was  not  conducted 
after  the  uiual  manner,  or  according  to  the 
Standing  Orders  of  their  Lordships'  House, 
ITie  Lordi  appointed  to  manage  the  Con- 
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firence  itood  tincovered,  inilMd  of  uttuf 
covered  during  the  ceremony. 

The  Marquess  of  Lamdetone  admitted 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Earl  to  he  cor- 
rect; but  said,  it  was  from  inadvertence 
only  that  the  customary  form  had  been 
departed  from.  During  a  great  part  of 
the  Conference,  the  Lords  stood  up  with 
their  bats  off;  but,  in  the  first  instance, 
when  the  Commons  entered  the  room, 
they  were  seated.  He  apprehended  that 
no  advantage  would  be  taken  of  th«  cir- 
cumstance. 

Subject  dropped. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  June  17,  1836. 

Umimiu]  BIHl  Nfod  ■  Keaoi  Ume>-OnnS  Juri*  • 
(Intsidj  I  Chultdda  TruKm  i  Soolu  JuMkan  |Tnk 
and  E)y|  AtulilioD. 

PaUOcnu  pmenud.     By  Hr.  COSKT  ud  Lord  Auliv. 

AbolllioD  of  church  luux,— By  Mr.  W.  S.  O'Bbkh  mi 
Ml.  SBini^  from  culoui  PIhs,  tor  AlioUIJon  of  TlUxa 
(Ircknd).— DjpHt.  t 


Mlbg  CorponUo^  ([iMBal)Hn 

East-India  Maritime  jServicb.] 
Mr.  George  F.  Young  said,  that  he  now 
rose  to  present  the  petition  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  from  Captains  Newall,  Baritiw 
and  Olasspoole,  of  the  late  maritime  service 
of  the  East-India  Company,  complafntng 
that  the  compensation  to  which  they  were 
entitledunderthe  ActSrd  and  4th  William 
4lh.,  c.  85,  was  withheld  from  them. 
While  candour  obliged  him  to  say,  that  he 
thought  great  injustice  had  been  done  to 
these  petitioners,  he  was  sure  at  the  same 
time  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  Board  of  Control  had  only 
Bcted  in  accordance  with  the  dictates  of 
hJB  conscience  and  judgment  in  deciding 
against  their  claim.  He  was  also  certain 
that  no  one  would  be  more  rejoiced  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  if  he 
should  find,  that  he  had  been  mistaken  in 
arriving  at  that  decision.  He  thought  it 
right  to  say  thus  much  at  the  outset,  and 
to  disclaim  all  paiticipalion  in  those 
attacks  which  he  had  seen  with  great 
regret  made  upon  the  part  ofthe  Govern- 
ment with  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  connected,  in  reference  to  this  subject. 
The  case  of  the  petitioners  was  briefly 
told.  They  were  Gentlemen  of  great 
respectability,  character,  and  station,  and 
they  had  been  commanders  of  ships  in  the 
East-India  Company's  service.  In  the 
year  IS33,  at  the  termination  of  the 
late  charter  ofthe  company,  it  was  deemed 

U2 


588 


Etul'Tndia 


(COMMONS} 


Mari^mB'Serviei. 


£84 


expedient  (hat  the  China  trade  sbould  be 
ihrowD  open.  If  that  aTran|:ement  had 
not  gone  fuTtheT,  there  would  have  been 
no  clatmB  Tor  compentalion  on  the  part  of 
any  individuali  ;  but  It  wai  also  deemed 
accordant  with  public  policy  to  exclude 
the  Ea»t-India  Company  from  any  parlici- 
pation  in  that  trade  for  the  future.  The 
reiuli  was,  to  throw  out  of  employment  a 
connidprable  number  of  moit  meritorioui 
individuala,  who  derived  their  aubsittence 
fromemployment  in  the  Company'i  service, 
and  whose  situation  jiislly  excited  the 
sympathy  of  the  Court  of  Directors,  of 
Parliament,  and  the  public.  The  prinri- 
ple  of  compensation  was  adopted,  and  the 
greatest  anxiety  was  evinced  that  it 
should  be  extended  as  far  as  a  just  liber, 
aliiy  called  for.  It  would  be  recol- 
lected, that  when  the  clause  in  the  Act 
was  under  diaciisdion,  care  was  taken  so  to 
frame  it  that  all  maritime  oificera  entitled 
to  compensation  should  be  brought  within 
the  termt  of  it.  In  the  rules  and  regiila- 
tioni,  however,  which  were  afterwards 
framed  by  the  Court  of  Directors,  and 
approved  of  by  the  Board  ofTrade,  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  the  compensation, 
clause  into  effect,  in  his  opinion  the  line 
was  drawn  too  closely,  and  many  indivi- 
dnals  were  excluded  from  compensation 
who,  he  thought,  were  entitled  to  it. 
The  case  of  such  individuals  had  already 
been  brought  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Worcester  before  the  House :  and  be 
believed  that  that  hon.  Member  had  a 
notice  on  the  notice-boolc  on  the  subject. 
The  present  petitioners,  however,  com* 
plained  of  a  peculiar  hardship,  and  he 
confessed,  that  until  he  heard  the  reasons 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
he  could  not  conceive  why  their  claims  for 
compensation  had  been  disallowed.  These 
Gentlemen  had  commanded  ships  belong- 
ing to  the  East-India  Company  itself. 
Now  a  regulation  had  been  adopted  by 
the  East-India  Company,  that  of  any  of 
the  ships  of  which  the  Company  itself  was 
owner  no  one  should  have  the  command 
for  more  than  five  voyages.  This  arrange- 
ment bad  been  adapted  for  two  reasons — 
first,  because  it  was  understood  that  in 
that  period  a  competent  fortune  might  be 
acquired ;  and  secondly,  because  the  num- 
ber of  ships  belonginj;  to  the  Company 
was  so  smAll  that  but  for  such  an  arrange- 
ment the  junior  officers  would  have  little 
prospect  of  ever  being  in  command  of  one 
of  tbem.     After  making  five  voyages  in 


Company's  shint  eommanden  could  coa- 
raand  freight  snips  employed  by  the  com- 
pany. These  three  Gentlemen  not  ha- 
ving made  a  sufficient  fortune  for  their 
families  while  in  the  command  of  the 
Company's  ships,  had  felt  it  their  duly, 
and  had  actually  made  arrangementa  to 
lake  the  command  of  ships  freighted  by 
the  Company,  when  the  Company's  trade 
was  stopped  by  the  interference  of  the 
Legislature.  Under  such  circumstances, 
they  submitted  their  claims  for  compen- 
sation to  the  East-India  Company,  when 
to  their  great  surprise,  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee of  the  Company  reported  that — 

"Ctaims  having  been  preferred  to  maritiine 
compensation  by  commanders  who  have  com- 
pleted the  full  number  of  five  voyages  in  the 
Company's  own  service,  your  Committee  sat>- 
mil  that  it  never  could  have  been  inteodad  to 
grant  the  compensition  to  such  commandera, 
they  having  had  the  peculiar  benefits  of  the 
Company's  own  service  fat  the  whole  tern 
allowed  by  the  Re«;ulalioQ9,  and  there  not  be- 
ing a  single  case  in  which  a  commander  so 
circumstanced  has  again  gone  in  the  com- 
mand of  a  ship.  Ynur  Committee,  therefore^ 
recommend  that,  subject  to  the  ipprobaiion  of 
the  Board  of  Commissi  □□en,  cUima  forlhii  clan 
of  commanders  be  deemed  inadmissible." 

On  this  Report  of  the  Finance  CoinniiU 
tee  being:  presented,  the  Court  of  Direclora 
disclaimed  it,  and  recommended  that  the 
claims  of  the  petitioners  to  compensation 
should  be  allowed.  Application,  however, 
being  made  to  the  Boanl  of  Control,  it  was 
found  that  that  board  concurred  with  the 
Finance  Committee  of  the  East- India 
Company  in  refusing  the  rigbt  of  the  pe- 
titioners to  compensation.  The  Court  of 
Directors  bad  recommended  the  case  of 
the  petitioners  to  the  Board  of  Contnd  for 
compensatiun,  and  that  board  having  re- 
fused to  grant  it,  the  petitioners  had  no 
other  remedy  but  an  appeal  to  that  House. 
The  mun  objection  made  to  the  claim  of 
the  petitioners  was,  that  no  one  who  had 
commanded  a  Company's  ship  for  five  toj- 
ages  bad  ever  continued  to  pursue  bis  pro- 
feasion  afterwards.  But  such  was  not  the 
fact ;  and  ibe  rule  laid  down  by  the  act  of 
Parliament  was,  that  all  persons  who  »£• 
fered  injury  by  the  terminaticm  of  the 
Company's  trade,  should  be  liberally  com- 
pensated. The  petitinnen  in  their  caae, 
as  laid  before  the  Board  of  Control,  de< 
tailed  facts  to  show  that  there  weie  several 


Company's  ships,  continuing 
tneir    profession ;    they  gave    goqv 
proofs  that  they  had  thenielTet  in) 
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to  do  K,  and  that  they  had  made  urange- 
menta  for  that  purpoae ;  tbey  aubjoined  the 
certificates  of  most  respectahle  merchants 
that  thej  intended  to  present  them  to  ships 
to  be  freighted  by  the  Company,  and  to 
ciown  all,  thej  had  subscribed  the  solemn 
declaration  required  from  alt  penoas  claim- 
ng  compensation  that  it  had  been  their  in- 
tention to  pursue  their  profession.  In  the 
teeth  ofsuchfactSithe  Board  of  Control  de- 
cided ^jainst  their  claims.  He  should  hare 
mentioned  that  at  a  meeting  of  the  Court  of 
Proprietors,  the  following  resolution  had 
been  unanimously  carried — 

"At  a  general  Conn  of  the  EaBC-India 
Company,  (he  16lb  of  December,  1635— Re- 
iOlTed  unanimously— That  according  to  the 
intention  of  this  Court  in  Ihe  scheme  of  com- 
ptniation  proposed  by  Ihem  for  their  maritime 
officers,  Captaias  Newall,  Barrow  and  Glasv 
poole,  are  enlilled  to  llie  pension  of  aool.  per 
annam,  granted  by  this  Court  to  connnanders 
generally  of  the  late  maritime  service,  who 
bad  been  in  actual  serrice  between  the  38th 
of  August,  1628,  and  the  38lh  of  August, 
1833,  and  tbal  the  Court  of  Directors  be  re- 

Saetted  to  lake  the  necessary  steps  for  paying 
le  same  accordingly." 

■  He  trusted,  that  even  should  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  it  his  duty  to  ad- 
here to  the  decision  already  made  on  the 
subject  by  the  Board  of  Control,  he  would 
gire  way,  should  the  feeling  of  the  House 
■ppear  to  be  that  the  regulation  should  not 
he  drann  go  strictly,  but  that  it  should  be 
velazed  a  little  in  order  to  do  justice  to  the 
petitioners. 

Mr.  Geor^  Palmer,  after  pronouncing  a 
warm  eulogtum  on  the  East-India  Com- 
pany's maritime  service,  gave  his  cardial 
■uppoTt  to  the  petition. 

Sir  John  Hobhoutt  said,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  could 
not  rate  that  service  higher  than  be  did. 
He  also  begged  to  assure  his  hon.  Friend 
who  had  presented  the  petition,  that  it  was 
not  until  he  had  gone  through  all  the  facts 
of  the  case  most  minutely,  that  he  had  ar- 
rived at  the  conclusion  of  which  the  peti- 
tioners complained  — ■  that  they  were  not 
entitled  to  the  compensation  which  they 
claimed.  Having  had  notice  of  this  peti- 
tion, he  had  again  gone  over  the  details  of 
the  case,  and  he  was  again  painfully  com- 
pelled to  ptonouoce  the  game  decision.  He 
could  assure  the  Hoti^  that  of  all  the 
labours  which  devolved  on  the  department 
with  which  he  was  connected,  none  were 
so  painful  as  those  which  related  to  the 
consideration  of  claims  of  this  kind  [hear], 
and  it  was  with  the  greatest  regret  he  found 


himself  compelled  by  a  sense  of  public  duty 
to  resist  the  claims  at  these  gentlemen. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  was  mistaken  in  sup- 
posing that  the  Court  of  Directors  hod 
always  regarded  the  claims  of  these  gentle- 
men favourably.  In  the  first  instance,  they 
took  the  same  view  of  the  subject  as  their 
Finance  Committee  —  namely,  that  the 
claims  of  these  gentlemen  were  inadmis- 
dble.  The  Court  of  Directors  came  to  a 
resolution  to  that  effect  on  the  4th  of 
March,  18S&.  It  was  true  that  in  a  few 
days  afterwards  they  changed  that  opinion, 
and  they  thought  fit  to  rect^mmend  to  the 
then  Commissioners  for  managing  the  sflaira 
of  India,  of  whom  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Praed)  was  one,  to  consider  the 
case  of  those  officers.  The  then  Commit. 
!rs  did  so,  and  Ijird  EUenborougb,  after 
a  most  careful  examination  of  the  ease, 
thought  fit  to  decide  that  the  claims  of 
these  officers  were  inadmissible.  Ho 
would  briefly  slate  his  reasons  for  con- 
curring in  that  decision.  The  hon.  Gentle, 
man  had  referred  to  the  decision  of  the 
Court  of  Proprietors,  hut  that  decinon 
did  not  carry,  in  his  opinion,  much  weight 
with  it.  Tfaey  were  not  a  fit  body  to  enter> 
tain  a  question  of  the  kind.  They  had  now 
oopowerover  the  revenuesof  the  Indian  eni> 
pire,  and  the  amount  of  their  incomes  would 
not  be  at  all  affected  by  the  decision  of  such 
claims  as  this  one  way  or  the  other.  He 
doubted  very  much  that  the  interpretation 
put  by  bis  hon.  colleague  (Lord  Glenetg)  on 
the  actofParliamentwascorrect.  He  thought 
that  the  Court  of  Proprietors,  strictly  speak- 
ing, had  no  right  to  discuss  questions  of 
this  kind.  He  begged  to  assure  the  bolt. 
Gentleman  oppoute  that  there  was  not  a 
single  instance  where  commanders  who  bad 
gone  in  Companj^'s  ships  five  voyages  had 
afterwards  taken  up  freighted  ships.  Wbat 
the  act  of  Parliament  intended  to  guard 
against  was,  the  infliction  of  prospective 
loss  on  any  individuals.  I'bey  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  former  circum- 
stances of  these  gentlemen ;  all  that  the 
Board  of  Control  had  to  inquire  was,  whe- 
ther their  claim  could  have  a  prospective 
force.  It  was  just  |KWsib[e  that  they  might 
have  again  been  called  into  nervice ;  but  he 
had  no  control  over  that.  They  had  derived 
all  the  advantage  they  had  a  right  to  ex- 
pect from  employment  in  the  Com- 
[nny's  service,  and  being  In  possession  of 
that,  they  had  no  right  to  attempt  to  prove 
a  prospective  Itns,  on  which  gruund  alone 
they  had  any  claim  to  compensation.  He 
couteodeJ  that  the  Bi';giiitienti  advoncad  in 
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right  bon.  Baianet  that  tha  Board  of 
Control  would  atlow  no  proof  to  be 
adduced.  The  Court  of  Proprietor!  had 
admitted  the  Justice  of  their  claim,  and 
that  by  an  unanimoua  vote.  Under  theae 
circumstance*  ha  wii  bound  to  lay  that 
he  considered  this  a  cau  of  extreme 
hardchip,  and  even  injuBtice.  They  nere 
driven  lo  petition  Parliament  to  interfere 
in  their  favour,  and  he  hoped  that  the 
House  would  see  the  justice  of  their 
claim.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  de- 
nied the  right  of  the  Court  of  Proprietors 
to  interfere ;  but  he  differed  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  on  this  point,  because 
that  Court  was  one  of  the  parties  to  the 
contract  entered  into  with  the  naval 
officers  of  the  Company.  There  were 
three  parties  to  that  contract — the  Com- 
pany, the  public,  and  the  Company's  ma* 
ritime  oFGceri.  He  was  aware  that  tbia 
was  not  the  time  to  ar^ue  the  question  at 
length,  but  he  did  not  very  well  know 
what  remedy  would  be  left  to  the  officers, 
if  the  Board  of  Control,  atiei  the  favour- 
able conclusion  come  to  by  the  Court  of 
Directors  which  was  confirmed  by  an 
unanimous  vote  of  the  Court  of  Proprie- 
tors, were  to  annul  those  decisions  with- 
out assigning  any  deHnite  reason.  Par- 
liament having  delegated  the  distribution 
of  the  compensation  fund  to  the  Court  of 
Directiirs  and  the  Board  of  Control  acting^ 
with  them,  those  bodies  had  exercised 
their  right  in  n  perfectly  fair  and  equit- 
able manner,  and  he  did  not  think  it  just 
that  their  sentence  should  be  reversed. 

Mr.  Praed  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  that  the  Act  of  Parliament  war- 
I  ranted  the  awarding  compensation  under 


lUpport  of  the  daim  were  founded  on  « 
total  misapprehension  of  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament. His  hoB.  Friend  was  quite  mit- 
talten  if  he  auppoaed  that  Parliament  could 
exsroise  any  power  in  granting  compensa- 
tion, or  in  say  particular  except  in  distri- 
ijiuting  it.  If  they  were  to  undertake  the 
iettlwient  of  the  various  daima  which 
were  urged  by  individuals,  the  time  of  the 
House  would  be  entirelj  taken  up  in  con- 
(idering  them.  He  had  given  the  most 
careful  attention  to  this  case,  as  well  as  to 
all  that  bad  come  before  him,  and  if  be  could 
fancy  for  a  moment  that  injustice  had  been 
done,  he  would  not  beutate  to  reconsider  it. 
But  ha  conceived  that  Iiord  Ellenborough 
was  right — that  the  gentlemen  concerned 
had  not  proved  a  prospective  loss,  and  that 
not  having  provea  it,  they  had  no  right  to 
claim  outnpensation.  The  argument  pressed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  in 
favour  of  the  claim  was,  that  other  parties 
had  received  sums  of  mone^i  not  as  pen- 
lions,  but  aratuities,  larger  perha^  than 
those  genttemen  would  think  it  just  to 
olaliB.  He  replied,  that  he  was  not  re- 
q>onsihla  for  the  scale  on  which  those  gra- 
tuities were  granted.  It  was,  in  his  opinion, 
an  extremelj  improvident  one.  Any  Gen- 
tleman who  could  prove  that  there  would 
liave  been  a  certainty  of  his  being  employed 
U  captun  of  a  Company's  ship,  not  hav- 
iog  been  so  previously,  was  entitled  to  a 
gratuity  of  5,000/.,  and  a  pension  of  900/. 
^year,  that  is,  for  giving  up  his  chance  of 
ttie  advantage  to  be  derived  from  five  voy- 
ages he  was  entitled  to  what  was  equivalent 
to  7,000/.  His  hon.  Friend  admitted  that 
the  profits,  on  an  average  of  five  voyages, 
did  not  amount  to  a  great  deal  more  than 
7,000/.  He  thought  the  compensation  was 
tinneceswrily  large ;  but,  comparing  it  with     certain    regulations   laid    down    to   some 


the  alleged  amount  of  profit,  certainly  ___ 
Btvund  air  complaint  could  be  advanced  by 
the  parties  He  had  to  apologue  to  the 
House  for  entering  into  this  detail ;  but  he 
thought  he  had  made  out  such  a  case  as 
proved  he  had  come  to  a  correct  decision, 
and  that  this  was  not  a  case  which  Parlia- 
niMit  should  consider,  or  in  which  the 
House  of  Commons  oueht  in  any  way  to 
reverea  the  deeiiion  to  wnich  the  Commis- 
uonen  for  Managing  the  Aflkirs  of  India 
had,  after  due  dehberation,  anived. 

Mr.  RaHniiM  said,  that  (he  only  qt)es- 
tion  was  whether  these  oHiccrB  were  or 
were  not  injured  by  the  opening  of  the 
trade  to  China.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
•aid,  that  they  had  brought  forward  no 
proof  of  this;  but  be  vould  remind  the 


classes  of  the  ofiicera  of  the  East-India 
Company.  He  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  scale  of  compensation 
adopted  was  needlessly  profuse;  but  be 
thought  the  restriction  of  it  to  those  who 
had  served  within  the  last  fire  years  was 
very  inexpedient  and  impolitic.  Bat  these 
regulations  were  made  before  Lord  Ellen- 
borough  came  into  office.  He  thought 
there  was  astrongprimjyacie  appearance, 
that  a  captain  who  had  made  five  voyages  in 
theserviceof  iheEast-IndiaCompanycoutd 
have  no  prospcctire  loss  lo  complain  of, 
and  such  a  person  could  not  be  regarded 
as  entitled  to  compensation  within  the 
restriction  made  by  Mr.  Charles  Grant, 
now  Lord  Glenelg.  It  had,  however, 
been  the  opinion  of  Lord  Ellenborough, 
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and  he  aotlrel;  concurred  in  it,  that  ibe 
ruir,  though  strong  ai  to  the  inclusion, 
was  not  airong  as  to  the  exclusion,  and 
that  it  might  be  relaxed  if  there  were  »ny 
circumttBiicei  afiecling  a  pBrlicular  case, 
which  gave  the  individual  special  cliims 
to  compensation.  His  view  of  the  opinion 
held  by  Mr.  Grint  on  tli.s  suljeit  was 
thia,— he  bdicved  that  Mr.  Grant  c^me 
to  a  resolution  to  compeiisate  all  ofGcers 
who  miglit  sustain  injuiy  by  the  ntw 
arrangements  entered  into  respecling  the 
trade  to  China;  but  he  fuond  ihxt  it'  ull 
those  who  consiiierfd  them->eives  injured 
weie  called  un  to  make  out  their  claiinB, 
the  property  of  the  Compciny  would  be 
wasted  to  an  iiidetiniie  amount,  and  was 
thereroie  induced  to  rertriit  cumpensa- 
tion  to  those  uho  hud  served  a  ceilain 
period.  It  was  cert-<iiily  his  opinioa  thai 
the  petitioners  had  made  out  a  cLim 
found«d  on  ptuspective  loss. 

Mr.  Vernon  Smith  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  allow  him  to  set  hiii  right 
CD  one  point.  They  had  Imagined  that 
in  all  they  had  done,  with  regard  to  cliiiins 
for  compensation,  tiiey  had  acted  in  com- 
plete accordance  with  the  precedfols  luiil 
down  by  Lord  EMenboiough.  He  contended 
that  the  Board  of  Conirul  had  offered  no 
objection  to  the  production  of  evidence 
in  support  of  the  claim  of  the  petitioners  ; 
bat  the  proof)  they  produced  were  of  a 
very  unsatisfaclory  character.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Worcester  said,  that  the 
Board  of  Control  had  thrown  obstacles  in 
the  way  of  the  petitioners.  He  admitted 
this;  but  he  did  not  agree  with  him  in 
thinking  that  they  were  not  entitled  to 
throw  obstacles  in  the  way  of  a  claim 
which  they  considered  did  not  test  on  any 
Bufficient  ground.  He  thought  that  one 
of  the  priucipal  nses  of  the  Board  of 
Control  was  to  prevent  the  eitravagaDt 
expenditure  of  the  property  of  the  East- 
India  Company.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
thought  they  had  acted  improperly,  he 
might  bring  their  conduct  before  Parlia- 
ment, or  be  might,  if  he  thought  proper, 
introduce  a  Bill  for  altering  the  functions 
of  the  Board. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  table, 

MuKIOIPSL  CoRPOaATIOKI  (Irb- 
Land) — LoBDs'  Ahbhdments — Con- 
PEKiNCE.]  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer stated,  that  a  Committee  had  been 
appointed  to  draw  tip  reasons,  to  be  com- 
raaaicaud  to  th«  Loids  at  a  canfereoce, 


for  disa|[reeing  to  certain  amendments 
introduced  by  the  House  of  Lord^i  in  the 
Municipal  Corpor»tioi)s  B>ll  for  liehnd. 
He  begged  to  move  that  ihcy  be  repoited. 
Th.-y  w,re  ri^ad  HccoiHinjrlv.  F..rtlnm. 
see  the  Lords,  atilt  p.  ^.TGfl.seqi/. 

Oiiihe  quest  oi>  ihul  ihev  licngrted  to. 

Sir  Roberl  Peel  Kaid,  t:  at  be  hoped  it 

would  be  tiisiiiicily  iindeistnud,  ilmi  tliOAie 

whii  d.d  not  wish  to  pruvuke  any  disiiis- 

not  to  be  considered  as  (-uinriciini;  »ith 
ihe  rrasons.  Il  »hs  impoa-iblt-  lo  iiriiG 
any  grouiiJi>  of  disanieeni'  nt  lo  the 
HuiendnieiitB  lo  lUr  Bui  u  ade  bv  ihe 
CumniDiis,  withuut  provoking  u  genital 
debate  on  the  point  uiidir  disc<i!-i'i''n  the 
other  night.  A  divisiun  mi|-hi  ihLi'  piiioe 
on  t'ai'h  of  ihesu  an>eiiiln>cnls,  espi'i-ntUy 
a^tlieifHson^li.d  not  been  iea<i  atUntith, 
and  hetn-stnl  th;u  il  n>i.;hl  be  niider-1<i<Ml. 
ihiit  ihry  the  (Op|iositiuii)  diss>  nied  i  that 


of 


lest,  and    with   a  distinct    res 
their  own  opitiion*. 

The  Chancellor  of  ihe  I'.xcheijuer  siid. 
that  a  similar  course  hail  been  pursued  last 
year  on  the  English  Municipal  Re  orni  Bill, 
and  it  was  then  distinctly  understood  and 
expressly  stated,  that  the  rCdsons  for  dit- 
agreeinif  to  the  Lords'  Amendinenls  weie 
only  the  reasons  of  ihe  majority,  and,  there* 
fore,  the  minority,  could  not  stand  in  the 
slightest  degree  pledged  to  abide  by  them. 
Many  clauses  of  the  reasons  were  not  very 
intelligible,  without  refereni'e  to  the  Bill; 
it  was  not  necessary  to  read  them  at  full 
length,  and  they  could  only  be  regarded 
as  the  reasons  of  those  who  agreed  to  the 
Bill  in  its  present  shape.  That  was  the 
course  pursued  on  a  former  occasion,  and 
the  bne  which  would  prove  most  condu- 
cive to  the  public  convenience. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  remarked,  that  consi- 
dering the  important  chai^  intrusted  to  a 
Committee,  in  drawing  up  reasons  whe- 
ther they  were  such  as  had  no  reference  at 
all  to  the  opinions  of  the  minority  or  nnt, 
he  doubted,  where  that  was  the  case,  if  it 
would  be  a  good  precedent  to  establish 
that  such  a  Report  should  be  received 
without  objection.  U  was  not  right  that 
the  House,  as  a  House,  should  saoctiua 
such  a  proceeding,  and  it  might  mate- 
rially  increase  the  weight  of  the  reasons 
assigned,  if  it  were  known  that  they 
paased  as  those  of  the  whole  House,  and 
that  no  objection  was  offered  to  the  Report. 

Report  agre«d  to ;  and  the  Cbaacellor 
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of  the  Exchequer,  with  other  hon.  Meni' 
bers  were  deputed  to  demand  a  confer- 
CDce  with  the  Lords.  Tbeconference  was 
held  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
reported  that  the  managers  for  the  Coin- 
mona  had  delivered  to  the  managers  foi 
the  Peers  the  reetions  of  the  Commoni  for 
disagreeing  from  the  Peers'  amendments, 
aad  had  left  with  them  the  Bill  and  its 
amendments. 


(England). 


COMMBTATIOM      OF     TiTHES       (EWO- 

lamd).]  Lord  J.  Rnssell  moved,  that  the 
order  of  the  day  be  now  read  for  taking 
into  farther  consideration  the  Report  on 
this  Bill. 

Sir  George  Sinclair  observed,  that  in 
the  orriers  of  the  day  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land  Bill  stood  at  the  very  head  of  the  list. 
Why  then  was  it  postponed  ?  The  House 
had  now  sat  four  months,  and  he  really 
did  think  that  a  Bill  purporting  to  be  one 
tar  the  relief  of  the  Church  of  Ireland,  one 
of  the  most  important  measures  that  could 

tiossiblybe  submitted  to  the  House,  should 
ong  since  have  been  carried  to  a  conclu- 
sion, h  seemed  to  him  that  the  conduct 
of  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  now  that  they 
were  in  power,  was  very  diflerent  from 
what  it  had  been  when  they  sat  on  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House;  for 
while  there  a  great  deal  had  been  said  by 
them  about  the  impossibility  of  tranquil- 
lizing Ireland  without  a  settlement  of  the 
question  relating  to  the  Church  of  Ireland: 
yet  week  afler  week,  and  month 
month,  was  now  allowed  to  elapse  without 
the  measure  being  brought  to  a  cooclu 
This  he  could  not  reconcile  with  his  ideas 
of  what  ought  to  be  a  manly,  straight- 
forward, and  statesmanlike  conduct.  The 
only  reason,  indeed,  that  be  could  possibly 
discover  as  probably  actuating  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  in  the  course  of  proceed- 
ing they  had  adopted,  was  the  fear  they 
must  necessarily  entertain  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  appropriation  clause  of  that 
measure  was  likely  to  be  received  in 
another  place.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
they  hid  thought  the  appropriation  clause 
B  very  convenient  millstone  to  be  launched 
from  their  catapulta  to  break  down  the 
rampart  which  kept  them  from  the 
Treasury  benches,  but  that  they  had  at  last 
fbund  it  a  heavy  millstone  round  their  own 
necki.  He  trusted  that  some  day  would 
be  fixed,  on  which  the  discussion  might 
really  and  fairly  be  entered  ioto,  so  that 
it  might  be  BKeitained  whether  the  Bill 


should  he  carried  on  or  not.  Tie  conduct 
of  Ministers  was  the  same  as  it  bad  been 
during;  the  former  session  when  they  caiu 
ried  the  appropriation  clause,  did  nothing 
whatever  in  it  until  June,  but  brought 
forward  onany  other  questions,  although 
that  was  the  question  on  which  they  took 
office.  He  would  be  glad  to  know  from 
the  noble  Lord  why  the  question  had  not 
been  brought  forwaid,  and  when  it  wat 
likely  to  be  gone  into  ? 

Lord /oAn  Ruuell:  The  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  been  dreaming 
away  his  existence,  without  paying  the 
least  attention  to  the  events  of  the  last  few 
years.  The  hon.  Member  had  said,  that 
when  out  of  office  hii  Majesty's  Minislen 
had  pretended  great  anxiety  to  obtain  a 
settlement  of  the  tithe  question  in  Ireland, 
To  that  it  was  almost  superfluous  in  him 
to  reply,  that  they  had  really  felt,  and 
had  not  pretended,  that  anxiety.  For  his 
own  part,  he  had  felt  it  for  aorae  time  poat, 
and  had  shown  it  in  18;j4,  when,  as  one 
of  the  King's  Ministers,  he  had  assisted 
preparing  a  Bill  for  that  purpose  which 
had  been  thrown  out  by  the  House  of 
Lords,  even  though  it  did  not  contain  any 
objectionable  clause  of  appropriation. 
Again,  in  1S35,  Ministers,  as  soon  as  they 
had  time  to  consider  this  question,  bad 
propounded  another  Bill  for  the  same 
object,  and  that  Bill  too  had  been  thrown 
out  by  the  House  of  Lords.  Thoae  facta 
appeared  to  have  escaped  the  attention  of 
the  hon.  Member  who  seemed  to  be  in 
complete  ignorance  of  the  fate  of  those 
two  bills.  He  (Lord  J.Rus»e11),bowever, 
could  not  exclude  the  past  from  his 
memory,  and  the  consequence  waa,  that 
he  did  not  entertain  the  same  hopes  which 
he  formerly  entertained,  that  the  Bill 
which  he  had  proposed  for  the  settlement 
of  tithes  in  Ireland  would  be  suffered  by 
the  other  House  to  pass  into  lew.'  With 
regard  to  the  Bill  to  be  debated  that 
evening,  be  had  only  to  observe  that  the 
Tithe  Commutation  Bill  for  England  was 
brought  into  that  House  early  in  February 
last,  that  it  had  since  then  been  freqaently 
discussed,  that  it  was  a  Bill  of  great  im- 
portance, that  it  was  a  measure  in  which 
the  interests  of  many  parties  were  mate- 
rially  concerned,  and  that  it  was  one  on 
which  he  entertained  hopes  that  Parlia- 
ment would  agree,  there  being  no  luch 
question  involved  in  it  as  was  involved  in 
the  Irish  Church  Bill.  He  therefore 
coold  not  see  any  reasoD  why  Uiu  Btllf 
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whkh  wu  iatToduced  in  February  [aet, 
•hoold  be  poXponed  to  make  way  for  the 
Church  of  iTeland  Bill,  which  was  not  in- 
troduced till  a  month  later.  It  might 
perhaps  init  the  convenience  of  the  hon. 
Member  better  to  have  the  Irish  Bill  dis- 
mned  that  night.  Perhaps  he  had  flome 
ipeech  ready  cut  and  dried  for  that  Bill, 
of  which  be  was  aniious  to  deliver  him- 
■elf.  If  that  were  the  case,  he  would 
make  no  objection  to  the  hon.  Member's 
delivering  it  upon  the  English  Tithe  Bill, 
■s  it  would  probably  be  just  as  appro- 
priate to  one  Bill  as  to  the  other. 

The  order  of  the  day  was  read. 

I^>rd  John  Rutsell  said,  before  the  Bill 
waa  lecommitted  he  wished  to  make  a  few 
lemarks  to  the  House.  He  would  remind 
the  Hoase  that  when  this  subject  was  last 
under  consideration,  he  had  stated,  that  al- 
though they  had  been  some  time  in  Com- 
mittee apon  it,  Btill  the  attendance  had 
not  been  bo  numerous,  nor  had  tlie  sense 
of  the  House  been  so  fairly  taken  on  the 
34th  Clauae,  as  to  justify  him  in  proposing 
that  the  Bill  should  pass,  without  aSbrding 
them  an  opportunity  of  pronouncing  some 
more  deemed  judgment  upon  that  par- 
ticular provision.  The  effect  of  that 
clause  waa,  that  if  it  should  be  found  in 
certain  caaes  that  the  amoiinl  of  tithe 
paid,  or  the  amount  of  the  composition  for 
tithe,  waa  above  seventy-fire  per  cent,  on 
the  gross  value,  ik  should  be  reduced  to 
Mventr;  that,  in  cases  where  it  fell  below 
sixty,  it  should  be  ratted  to  seventy ;  and 
that  in  special  and  peculiar  cases  it  might 
be  fixed  at  between  sixty  and  seventy.  He 
had  since  conudercd  the  subject  with  a 
view  to  meet,  if  possible,  the  objections  of 
those  who  had  spoken  and  voted  a^iost 
this  clause  as  one  which,  in  their  opinion, 
would  commit  a  very  P^^^  injustice 
against  the  landowners.  The  result  of 
that  consideration  was,  that  he  gave  notice 
of  a  motion  for  the  recommittal  of  the 
Bill,  for  the  purpose  of  efiectiog  a  very 
considerable  change  in  this  enactment. 
That  change  would  be  a  modification  of 
this  dause,  as  the  former  clause  was  a 
modification  of  the  33rd  Clause  originally 
proposed.  It  was  essentially  neceasary 
that  that  clause  should  undergo  some  modi- 
fication, because  it  was  evident  that  in 
many  cases  the  sum  of  money  taken  as 
composition  fell  rery  much  below  what 
ought  to  he  taken  as  its  fair  amount ;  and 
it  was  represented— with  great  justice,  as 
b^  thought— that  it  would  be  very  uo&tr 
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if  persons  who  from  their  own  leniency,  er 
other  creditable  motives,  had  taken  a  small 
amount  of  compomtion  for  a  certain  period, 
were  to  be  fixed  for  ever  to  that  pre- 
cise amount ;  while  others,  who  had  got 
as  high  a  rate  of  composition  as  they  pos- 
sibly could,  were  benefitted  in  proportion 
to  the  tenacity  with  which  they  had  in- 
sisted on  exacting  the  utmost  brthing. 
However,  so  much  alarm  having  been 
created  by  the  principle  he  originally  pro- 
poKd  to  adopt  in  the  31th  Clause,  he  now 
proposed  to  modify  it  in  a  di&rent  man. 
ner,  and  to  fix  a  limit,  beyond  which  the 
tithe  should  not  be  raried  by  the  Commis* 
sioners.  He  now  propoaed  that  the  Com- 
missioners, upon  a  consideration  of  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  should  ascertain 
the  gross  value  of  the  tithe,  and  should 
have  the  power  of  raising  or  diminishing 
the  sum  to  be  paid  in  future,  with  tfaii 
limitation — that  they  should  not  raise  or 
diminish  it  more  than  one-fifth  beyond  the 
amount  paid  ita  the  last  seven  yrars.  He 
pnpoaea,  likewise,  that  the  CommisaicHiers 
should,  by  the  1st  of  May  next,  make  a 
report  to  his  Majesty,  which  diould  be 
laid  before  Parliament,  stating  what  rules 
and  regulations  they  thought  fit  to  adopt, 
according  to  which  this  amount — never 
exceeding  the  one-fifth — should  be  esti- 
mated. This  would  the  better  enable  Par- 
liament to  dedde  upon  the  rule  they 
would  lay  down,  which  would  naturally  be 
founded  partly  on  the  state  of  thedifierent 
districts,  and  partly  on  the  proportion 
which  they  should  be  told  the  sum  taken 
bore  to  the  actual  tithe.  He  had  thought 
it  necessary  to  give  notice  that  he  should 
propose  this  clause  in  lieu  of  the  35th  :  at 
the  same  time  he  must  express  his  opinion, 
that  the  clause  be  originally  proposed  was 
founded  on  the  principles  of  justice,  and 
his  regret  that  it  had  met  with  so  little 
support  when  first  brought  forward.  The 
noble  Lord  in  conclusion  moved,  that  the 
Bill  be  recommitted. 

Mr.  Goiilbum  did  not  know  whether 
the  noble  Lord  would  prefer,  that  he  should 
enter  into  the  auestion  now  or  in  Com- 
mittee ;  but  in  his  opinion  the  alteration 
now  proposed  waa  so  completely  a  substitu- 
tion of  one  principle  for  another,  that  he 
did  not  conceive  himself,  or  any  other  hon. 
Member,  called  upon  to  enter  into  the 
merits  of  the  proposition  withont  time 
for  consideration.  The  proposition  ap- 
peared to  him  to  contain  an  entirely  new 
principle.  The  noble  Lord  said,  that  tithe 
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dwHild  ID  fnturs  banted  upon  tbatvanga  j      Sir  Eotert  IngUt  u\A,  that  if  he 

of  Um  lut  Mven  jean ;  but,  utd  he,  that    stt>od  the  plan  of  the  ooble  Lord  correctly, 

would  opente  unjustly — it  would  be  a  tax    it  was  quite  contrary  to  the  priociple  on 

on    the  libend  and  a    premiuia    to   the    which  he  had  previously  proposed  to  actj 


illiberal.  He  a^ecd  with  the  noble  IjOtA 
on  thig.  The  Bill,  howerer,  already  pro- 
vided against  this  objection,  by  ipecifying 
a  euni  i*hich  might  be  suppowd  to  meet 
the  exigences  of  every  case  ;  hut  the  noble 
Lord  now  abandoned  that  principle  in  hi. 
Bubaidiary  clause.  He  proposed,  that  thi 
compoaition  should  be  estimated  from  thi 
actual  value  of  the  tithe,  yet  he  now  went 
back  to  the  coottary  principle,  and  actually 
did  that  which  he  proposed  tu  avoid,  en. 
couraging  the  illiberal  and  taxing  the 
liberal.  This  mode  of  proceediufc  over- 
lo[4ed  entirely  the  value  of  the  tithe,  and 
went  only  upon  the  amount  actually 
oaired  by  the  incumbeot.  This  he  < 
ceived  to  be  a  very  great  variation  from 
the  avowed  principle.  Indeed,  the  noble 
I.Md  himself  seemed  to  be  sensible  of  the 
inoonvenieace  it  might  occasion,  and  to 
diatmst  the  operation  of  the  clause  be 
about  to  introduce,  for  he  proposed  to  call 
on  the  CooimissioDers  to  report  the  rules 
aad  principles  uptm  which  they  proposed 
to  iBake  the  additions  or  deduiiions.  He 
ceofaBsad,  that  he  could  not  see  how  the 
Commisaioners  could  possibly  make  such 
a  report.  The  subject-matter  of  it  must 
depend  npon  the  knowledge  the  Com- 
——'"—■  might  have  of  the  nature  of  the 
ita  for  composititw  in  indiridual 
d  tfaey  oould  have  no  better  means 
of  judging  than  the  noble  Lord  himself  or 
the  House.  The  noUe  Lord  said,  that  the 
amngement  was  neceasary,  because  per- 
sons bad  entered  into  compositions  with 
the  existiiig  ioctunbeBts,  on  the  faith  of 
which  thay  had  commenced  a  course  of 
impnivements.  This  be  could  understand 
as  a  reason  why  existing  engagements 
should  not  be  interfered  wiUi ;  but  it  must 
be  remembered  that  a  party  nuking  such 
an  agreement  would  make  it  fiff  a  £f]nita 
period,  either  for  the  life  of  the  incumbent 
or  fw  a  certain  number  of  years,  and  that 
it,  would  be  most  unjust  to  m^e  that 
which  was  originally  the  basis  of  a  tern, 
porary  airangemeDt  the  foundation  for  a 
permanoDt  one.  He  begged  not  to  be 
undentood  as  either  supporting  or  op- 
poaing  the  clause;  but  if  the  noble  Lord 
did  not  afford  the  country  time  to  ooDsider 
it  he  would  not  be  doing  justice  to  his 
own  measure,  to  the  landowner,  the  tithe- 
ovnar,  or  to  any  of  the  interests  involved 
is  ita  operation. 


that  was,  to  take  the  past  receipts  as  the 
basis  of  future  paympots.  Now,  on  the 
contrary,  the  noble  Lord  proposed  to  take 
the  gross  amount  of  the  tithe,  and  to 
reduce  them  on  aoother  scale.  He  thought 
that  they  should  bare  a  valuation  of  the 
enrire  tithe-property  of  England,  as  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Ciimberland  pro- 
posed, until  which  time  the  noble  Lord 
could  scarcely  have  a  clear  idea  of  the 
subject.  When  that  was  doiie  it  would  be 
quite  time  enough  for  the  hon.  Member 
ior  Sourhwark  to  move  its  anpropriation 
according  to  his  sense  of  justice  and  pro- 
priety. For  his  (Sir  R.  Inglis's)  part,  he 
thought  it  should  be  kept  as  much  as  pos- 
sible ill  the  hands  of  its  present  owners, 
and  especially  nut  be  given  up  as  a  bonus 
to  the  landowners. 

The  House  went  into  a  Committee  on 
the  Bill. 

The  clause  proposed  to  be  substituted 
for  the  S5th  having  been  read, 

Mr.  Hodges  suggested,  that  as  the  clause 
iornlFed  matters  of  a  cmpltcated  nature 
it  would  be  much  better  to  postpone  the 
consideration  of  it  uotil  ft  had  been 
printed.  He  rrcoromended  that  the  det»te 
on  it  should  be  postponed. 

Mr.  Goulbiim  was  quite  incapable  of 
discussing  the  clause  with  anything  like 
satisfaction  to  himself  till  he  had  seen  it 
in  print,  and  had  had  time  to  consider 
the  probable  effect  of  it. 

Mr.  Sham  Lefevre  thought,  that  the 
adoption  of  this  clause  would  be  a  decided 
improvement  of  the  Bill,  sad  would  ma- 
tenally  assist  the  workinj;  of  it  He  fcit 
obliged  to  the  noble  Lord  for  adopting  it. 
He  aid  not  see  the  necessity  Ibr  postponing 
the  diiicussion  of  it,  as  there  could  be  no 
objection  to  tAoptiog  it. 

Mr.  Aytkford  Sanfard  approved  of  the 
principle  of  the  clause,  because  it  gave  a 
greater  discretiooary  power  to  the  Com- 
mission en. 

Mr.  QouBivm  observed,  that  it  was  pro- 
bable that  the  hon.  Member  for  Hamp- 
shire (Mr.  Shavr  Lefevre)  had  seen  the 
clause,  ss  he  had  expressed  so  strong  an 
opinion  in  favour  of  it;  but  this  was  not 
case  with  the  rest  of  the  Committee. 
ODce  more  suggested  the  necessity  of 
putting  the  Committee  in  possession  of 
the  clause  with  which  they  had  to  deal. 
I  He  wu]d  not  GOQceiT«  Uut  bit  propo- 
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■ition  woald  ba  ragtrdtd  u  DDreuon- 

Mr.  Blamirt  lud,  that  he  did  not  per- 
ceive that  tlwre  was  any  diflcnlty  in  uii> 
deretauding  the  clause,  although  he  had 
net  teen  it.  He  thought  that  it  was 
highly  advantageous  that  it  had  been 
brought  forward.  By  means  of  it  tliev 
wonU  be  enabled  to  guard  against  much 
injuBtioe,  which  otherwise  would  bare 
been  inflicted. 

Viscount  Ebrington  hoped  the  clause 
would  be  agreed  to.  Hon.  Members  could 
State  any  ebjection  to  it  on  bringing  up 
the  Report. 

Mr.  EftcoHtl  objected  to  the  clause 
being  inserted  in  the  Bill  without  the 
fullest  discussion. 

Mr.  BenM  had  no  objection  to  give 
large  powers  to  the  Commissioners.  In- 
deed, he  thought  the  clause  did  not  go  far 
enough  in  this  respect,  for  there  were 
many  came  in  whicn  the  Commissioners 
ought  to  have  the  power  of  lowering  the 
commutation  beyond  the  twenty  per  cent. 
Although  most  Bnzious  for  the  die. 
posal  M  this  Bill,  which  he  considered  as 
calculated  to  do  much  good  in  the  country, 
he  certainly  thought  this  clause  ought 
to  be  maturely  considered  before  it  was 
adopted. 

Mr.  Cayley  looked  upon  tlie  clause  as  a 
great  improrement. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed. 

Rboistration  of  Births  avd  Mab- 
MlABSB.'J  Lord  John  Russell  moved  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  bringing  up  the  Re- 
port on  the  Registration  of  Births  and 
Marriages  Bills.  The  noble  Lord  observed 
that  several  amendments  had  been  made 
in  these  Bills.  The  right  hon.  Gentle, 
man  opposite  (Mr.  Goulburn)  opjected  to 
the  provisions  of  the.  Bill.  Pernaps  the 
right  hoa,  Ge^t)emB)^^wouId  consent  to 
tale  the  sense  of  the  House  upon  those 
objections  on  the  third  reading. 

Mr.  Goalbum  was  understood  to  say 
that,  if  ecmaidered  more  o^ivenieot,  he 
should  dicnss  the  provisions  to  which  he 
objected  on  the  third  reading. 

Lord  StanUy  thought  the  House  was 
bound  to  take  into  its  conatderation  the 
dtQation  in  whidi  a  class  of  persons,  the 
parish  clerks,  would  be  placed  by  this 
Bill.  Some  of  those  persons  received  in 
fees  from  lOOi  to  150/.  Now,  although  he 
cegjd  easily  imsgine  it  might  not  te  de- 
ldl«h)«  tknt  those  persons  riiould  11)1  tbe 


olBoa  of  nglstnrs,  yet  it  nririit  be  pro- 
per, when  it  could  be  eoavenMntly  done, 
that  those  persons  should  fill  those  offices. 
He  withed  to  know  whether  means  couM 
not  be  taken  to  afford  compensatioD  to 
those  persons  ^ 

Lord  John  Ru»»tU  thought  that  there 
would  be  very  great  difficulty  in  providing 
a  remedy  for  the  grievances  referred  to 
by  the  noble  Lord.  Until  the  Bill  was  in 
(deration  they  could  not  say  what  loss 
those    persona    would    sustain.      *'      ** ' 


He  did 

bow    clauses    for    eou. 
introduced   into  the 


not    well 
pensatioD   could 
Bill. 

Report  received- 
time. 


Chubcb  op  Eholanp.]  Lord  JtJm 
Rutsell  moved  the  second  reading  of  tbt 
Established  Church  Bill, 

Sir  Robert  JnglU  said,  his  (Mectien  t« 
the  Bill  was,  that  it  made  the  Binb<^  of 
the  Church  of  Englimd,  instead  of  being 
great  proprietors,  stipendiaries  of  the  SuXb, 
The  apportionmeDt  of  the  salaries  he  con- 
sidered of  minor  importance.  As  he  bea 
lieved  that  any  opposition  which  he  could 
ofier  to  the  present  motion  would  not  ba 
in  the  slightest  degree  successful,  be 
should  content  himself  with  entering  hii 
protest  aguust  the  principle  of  the  ^L 

Mr.  Paulttr  said,  that  this  was  a  ques- 
tion which  ought  to  be  completely  di»> 
cussed  and  receive  the  fiiUest  consider- 
ation. The  object  to  be  obtained  was  ob« 
of  no  less  importance  than  the  real  effi<^ 
ency  of  the  Establisbed  Church.  He 
should  not  wpoae  the  motbn,  byt  b* 
must  ex[»ess  bss  hope  that  the  noUe  Lord 
would  fix  some  day  on  whidt  the  queatioN 
mi^t  be  discussed  fully. 

Mr.  Prase  considered  it  his  duty  to 
states  that  it  vras  iateoded,  when  this  Bill 
came  into  the  Comiaittee,  to  propose  « 
provision  for  the  See  of  Durham,  preriena 
to  any  portion  of  tlie  fynda  beiag  s^  f^ 
for  klaachester  and  athat  plans,  which 
were  in  a  situation  to  provide  toi  tiwir 
own  wants  without  abetracting  uyUiing 
from  the  poor  See  of  Darfaam. 
Bill  read  a  sectuid  tise. 


RKatSTBATIOH  OP  VoTBHS.!  On  the 
MotiDn  of  the  Attorney-General,  the  Re- 
gistration of  Voters'  Bill  was  committed. 

On  the  49th  aause, 

Mr.  IT.  M.  Praed  proposed,  an 
amMdment  fto  t&e  purpose    01  allowing 
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Cooiml  to  appear  in  support  of  votes  be- 
fore the  revittng  barristera. 

The  Attornef'Geiiera]  opposed  the 
aniendineiits. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  origioal 
clause  Ayes  68 ;  Noes  SS  :— Majority  46. 

Ori};inal  Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  50,  nhich  gives  the  right  of 
rotiog  to  charitable  trustees, 

Mr.  George  F.  Young  proposed  as  aa 
amendment,  that  no  t^u^>tee  sliould  be  al- 
lowed to  vote  who  was  not  a  trustee  for 
property  of  the  amount  of  30^  a  year,  and 
who  was  not  in  actual  possfssion  of  the 
rents  and  profits. 

Mr.  C.  Jlott  objected  to  the  clause,  on 
the  ground  that  it  gave  the  power  of  rating 
to  charitable  trustees. 

The  Atlomeif-GenFral  supported  the 
clause.  It  was  but  just  that  all  property 
should  be  represented. 

Mr.  George  F.  Young  said,  that  ac- 
cording to  the  piindple  laid  down  by  the 
right  Ron.  Gentleman  (the  Attorney-Ge- 
neral), the  property  owned  by  females 
should  be  represented. 
-  The  Attorney-General  obserred,  thi 
the  priiperty  possessed  by  females  was  de< 
prired  of  representation,  precisely  for  the 
reason  that  property  belonging  to  minors 
and  lunatics  could  not  be  represented — 
uamely,  that  from  its  very  nature  it  was 
unfit  to  hare  the  privilege  of  representation 
granledtoit.  Thepropertyunderthesuper- 
inteodenre  of  trustees,  however,  was  capa- 
ble of  being  represented,  and  therefore  it 
was  the  abject  of  the  present  clause  that  it 
should  be  represented. 

Lord  Stanley  thanlced  the  right  hon. ' 
Gentleman  for  his  illustnition  respecting 
minors  and  lunatics,  as  it  appeared  to  him 
to  bear  precisely  on  the  present  clause ; 
for  he  was  pen-uaded  that,  on  the  rery 
sune  ground  on  which  the  guardians  oiF 
the  property  of  minora  aod  lunatics  should 
not  hare  votes,  trustees,  to  whom  it  was 
intended  by  the  present  clause  to  give  the 
rf^t  of  representation,  should  be  excluded 
— namely,  because  they  have  no  beneficial 
interest  whatever  to  entitle  them  to  vote. 

The  SolicUor-Getteral  said,  that  if  the 
poble  Lord  would  look  at  the  words  of  the 
clause,  he  would  see  that  those  trustees 
only  who  exercised  a  controlling  power 
over  the  property  of  which  they  were  ap- 
pointed guardians  vere  emtKiivered  to  vote. 

Mr.  C.  Bott  said,  that  the  effect  of  this 
clause  would  be,  that  uorainal  charities 
VDuld  be  created  in  every  part  of  the 
country,  in  order  to  ^ve  a  ficiitiouB  right 
pf  rotiog. 


Mr.  FtaUr  was  in  favour  of  Bome  amend- 
ment of  the  Reform  Act,  as  it  stood  at 
present,  with  reference  to  trustees,  for  he 
I — y,  jQntances  in  which  men  having  a 
iteeship,  without  any  benefict^  interest 
whatever,  were  allowed  to  vote,  though  he, 
was  similarly  circumstanced,  had  his 
claim  disallowed. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  original 
question.  Ayes  44;  Noes  S3:— Ma- 
jority 21. 

On  the  qneslion  being  again  put,  that 
the  clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill, 

Lord  Stanley  objected  to  it,  as  being  op- 
poeed  to  the  provisions  of  the  Reform  Bill. 
By  die  statute  of  William,  trustees  in 
actual  poMession  were  allowed  to  vote; 
but  by  the  statute  of  Anne  which  followed, 
no  trustees  were  allowed  to  vote  unless 
they  were  in  actual  possession  of  the  rents 
and  profits  for  their  use  and  benefit.  In 
the  Reform  Bill  there  was  one  clause  with 
regard  to  trustees  which  declared  nega- 
tively that  no  person  who  was  not  in  pos- 
session of  the  rents  and  profits  Aould  be 
allowed  to  vote.  This  clause  did  not  cer- 
tainly aay,  that  they  should  be  in  possession 
of  the  rents  and  profiis  for  their  own  use 
and  benefit ;  but  by  a  subsequent  clause 
it  was  distinctly  declared,  in  conformity 
with  the  statute  of  Anne,  that  no  trustee 
should  be  allowed  to  vote,  unless  he  were 
in  possesi-ion  for  his  own  use  and  benefit. 
It  was  rather  extraordinary  that  the  latter 
restrictive  clause  was  that  relied  on  by  the 
Attorney- General  as  a  justification  for  the 
change  now  proposed,  which  must  have  the 
effect  of  materially  enlarging  this  class  of 
voters.  He  asked  the  Committee  whether 
they  would,  in  the  fiice  of  the  statute  of 
Anne,  in  the  face  of  the  abuses  which  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  C.  Ross)  had  alluded  to, 
as  the  inevitable  result  of  their  sanctioning 
bis  proposal : — he  asked  them  whether  they 
would  in  the  face  of  common  sense  and  the 
plain  meaning  of  the  Reform  Act,  consent 
to  the  creation  of  a  number  of  faggot  votes 
grounded  on  no  beneficial  interest  what- 
ever ?  If  this  clause  passed,  a  man  having 
6(V.  a  year  out  of  a  school  would  hare 
nothing  to  do  bat  to  make  two  or  three 
trustees,  and  they  would  thereby  be  en- 
titled to  vote  for  Members  of  counties,  they 
having  no  direct  beneficial  interest  in  the 
property.  He  called  upon  the  Committee 
to  reject  the  clause. 

The  Attorney-  Omeral  said,that  the  noble 
Lord  happened  to  differ  in  his  opinion  of 
the  right  of  a  trustee  to  vote  under  the 
Betbrm  Bill  from  the  Chief  Justice  of  th« 
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parisli  of  Mar7-la-:boDiie,inirhich  aqneatioD 
u  to  the  ristit  of  trostees  to  vote  aroee, 
tiat  under  the  Itefbrm  Bill  a  trustee  had 
the  right  of  voting.  And  any  judge 
Eaglud  migbt,  lie  thought,  hare  expremed 
the  tame  opinion.  Before  the  B«fonn  Bill 
papsed  trustees  in  possession  had,  under 
tJie  Act  of  Wil)iani,lbe  right  of  voting. 
^Lord  Slanlef/:  But  what  do  you  say  to 
the  statute  of  Anne^J  He  did  not 
mean  to  pass  over  the  statute  of  Anne. 
But  under  the  statute  of  William  trus- 
tees in  possession  were  considered  to  be 
entitled  to  vote,  'llien  came  the  sta- 
tute of  Anne,  which  declared  nobody 
entitled  to  vote  unless  he  were  in 
possession  of  the  rents  and  profits  Jot  his 
own  use  and  benefit.  A  doubt  existed 
whether  the  statute  of  Williani  was 
pealed  by. that  of  Anne;  and  then  came 
the  Heform  Bill,  in  which  was  inserted  the 
statuteofWilltsm  tntofKJnniierfitf.  Wfai 
tberefore,  that  statute  was  expresslv  re- 
enacted  in  law,  how  could  the  noble  Lord 
argue  that  it  was  repealed  bv  the  Reform 
Act?  By  a  subsequent  clause  of  the 
Reform  Act,  bowevei,  it  was  declared  that 
trustees  were  not  entitled  to  vote  unless 
they  held  for  their  own  use  and  beoefit. 
Taking  this  clause  by  itself,  trustees  cer- 
taialy  appeared  to  be  excluded  from  the 
right  of  voting ;  but  considering  the  two 
clauses  together,  it  did  appear  to  be  a 
reasonable  construction,  that  when  the 
trustee  was  in  possession  as  a  mere  receiver 
he  should  not  bare  the  power  of  voting; 
but  that,  where  he  was  intrusted  with  a  dis- 
cretionary power  over  the  rents  and  profits, 
his  olaim  should  be  admitted,  because  mb 
modo  he  had  a  beneficial  interest  in  the 
property.  That  interpretation  of  the  Act 
appearing  to  receive  the  most  general  ap' 
proval  he  had  embodied  it  in  the  present 
clause,  which  he  trusted  would  be  approved 
of  by  the  Committee. 

Mr.  Praed  contended,  that  unless,  as 
argued  by  the  Attorney- General,  the 
words  "  for  bis  own  use  "  included  trustees 
having  a  regulation  or  control  over  the 
trast  funds,  the  objection  taken  by  the 
noble  Lord  was  not  removed.  He  should 
certainly  take  the  opinion  of  the  Commit- 
tee upon  the  point. 

Lord  John  Ruiutl  obseivcd,  that  the 
o^€ct  of  the  26tb  Clause  of  the  Refonn 
Bill  was  to  place  the  law  in  regard  to  trns- 
tees  in  the  same  state  aa  it  was  placed  by 
theActofWilUamSid. 


Mr.  W.  Milei  was  of  opinion  that  the 
bondjide  administrator  of  a  charitable  be- 
quest had  a  valid  claim  to  vote. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  questioii 
that  the  clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill — ' 
Ayes  90  ;  Noes  50 ;  Majority  40. 

Clause  tosUnd  part  of  the  Bill. 

On  Clause  52. 

Mr.  Praed  moved,  that  it  be  omitted. 
He  objected  to  it  on  two  groundii ;  first, 
as  an  infringement  of  the  pravisionaof  the 
Reform  Bill  :  and,  secondly,  as  a  dis- 
franchising clause  introduced  into  a  Bill 
of  which  the  title  and  preamble  were  of  an 
enfranchising  nature.  The  dause  of  the 
Refoim  Bill  which  the  clause  before  the 
Committee  went  to  repeal,  was  one  intro- 
duced by  the  House  of  Lords,  and  on  its 
being  sent  down  from  thut  House,  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kilkenny  both  expressed  their  approval  of 
it.  Unless,  therefore,  it  could  be  shown 
that  it  had  operated  prejudicially,  the 
House  would  be  stultifying  its  own  pro- 
ceedings by  repealing  the  clause,  llie 
only  ground  of  objection  which,  he  be- 
lieved, could  be  found  to  the  class  of  ro- 
ters  now  proposed  to  be  disfranchised  was, 
that  they  were  unfavourable  to  the  present 
Government.  That,  however,  WHS  not  a  valid 
ground,  or  one  whrch  the  Legislature  could 
entertain.  His  objection,  however,  ex- 
tended as  well  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
clause  was  introduced,  as  to  the  matter 
it  contained.  If  it  was  found  necessary 
to  meddle  with  the  Reform  Bill,  it  ought 
to  be  done  openly,  and  the  necessity  ought 
to  be  stated  in  the  preamble.  The  mea- 
sure before  the  House  was  entitled,  "  A 
Bill  for  the  more  eSectual  registration  of 
persons  entitled  to  vote  in  the  election  of 
Members  to  serve  in  Parliament,  and  ita 
preamble  was  of  a  similar  enfranchising 
character.  How,  then,  was  a  voter  to 
know  that,  by  a  disfranchising  clause 
smuggled  into  the  centre  of  it,  his  right  of 
voting  was  taken  away!  He  should  cer-^ 
tainly  take  the  sense  of  the  CommittM 
upon  the  question. 

Sir  Harry  Vemay  expressed  his  con- 
viction that  the  clause  of  the  Refonn  Bill 
proposed  to  be  repealed  was  introdocad 
into  it  by  mistake,  and  Ministers  had  pro- 
perly arailed  themselves  of  the  present 
opportunity  to  destroy  its  operation. 

Mr.  Ewarl  considered,  that  the  clause 
proposed  to  be  omitted,  so  far  from  being 
an  infringement  of  the  Refonn  Bill,  was 
in  Birkt  conformity  with  its  principles. 
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The  Committea  divided  on  the  quutEon 
thit  the  ci&uK  Hand  part  of  the  Bill. 
Ayes  86  ;  Noet  44 ;  Majority  42. 

Claoie  toatmndpartofthaBill.  Clausei 
to  the  67th  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed  :  Committee  to  ait 
again. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Mondaj/i  Jvne  20,  1836. 
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PtOTCM  nd  lU(Mnl(ia  d  KdJnbuish,  iitiiiit  ttv  Unl- 


Thb  Pmt-Opfic«.]  The  Duke  of 
Siehmcnd  vrould  commence  the  very  Tew 
obaervations  with  which  he  had  to  trouble 
(keif  Lordabipi  on  the  inbject  of  the  Poit 
Office,  ia  purauance  of  his  notice,  by 
UinTing  them  that  itwai  not  his  intentioo 
to  make  the  alightest  atUck  either  upot 
the  prcMiit  ComroiHioDen,  the  former 
CommiiuDDen,  or  any  of  the  persooB  to 
whom  they  might  at  any  time  have  dele- 
fated  their  authority.  He  brought  forward 
the  question  now,  becauaa  he  felt  that  if  he 
delayed  it  UDtil  the  measure  for  the  new 
Kguiation  of  the  Post  Office  came  before 
their  Lordships,  and  then  moved  that  the 
Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  he 
ihould  lay  himself  open  lo  ihe  iraputatioo 
of  wisliing  lo  get  rid  of  the  measure  by  a 
side-wind.  He  now  gave  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  the  power,  before  (hey  piocceded 
with  a  measure  which  he  was  persuaded 
would  be  most  prejudicial  to  the  beat  inter- 
vals of  llie  country,  of  moving  that  it  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  If  they 
would  do  so,  and  if  before  that  Select  Com- 
mittee [hey  could  prove  lo  him  that  it 
would  not  be  attended  with  dang:er  to  the 
manufacturing,  commercial,  and  agricul- 
tural interests  of  Ihe  country,  he  would 
withdraw  bis  opposition.  Ever  since  he 
first  became  acquainted  with  the  details  of 
the  Post  Office  he  had  always  held  the 
opinion  that  the  idea  of  abolishing  the 
QCBce  of  Postmaster-General,  and  appoint- 
ing Conmissioatra  iahiaatead,  was  wild 
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and  visionuy.  It  was  due  to  the  pobUe 
that  they  should  have  some  person  at  the 
head  of  that  departineat,  who  was  raapon- 
sible  for  the  discharge  of  the  fuDoiioni 
intrusted  to  him,  What  said  the  Commia- 
sionen  on  this  point?  What  reasons  did 
they  assign  for  the  change?  Why  they 
set  out  by  aaying,  "  We  have  had  oader 
our  consideration  the  general  manage- 
ment of  the  Post  Office,  and  we  feel  con- 
vinced that  it  would  be  impossible  for  iis 
to  propose  any  substantive  alteration  in 
the  Dumbei  of  clerks,  the  present  mode  of 
conducting  the  business,  or  any  of  the 
complicated  machinery  of  the  department, 
without  in  fact  placing  ourselves  in  the 
situation  of  the  Postmaster  -  General." 
The  Commissioners,  in  fact,  acknowledged 
that  they  were  ignorant  of  the  whole  de* 
tails  of  the  establishment,  and  because 
they  were  so,  they  recommended  the  de- 
struction of  the  present  mode,  and  a  sub- 
stitution of  another  mode  of  management. 
One  of  their  grounds  for  recommending 
the  abolition  of  the  office  of  Postmaster- 
General  was,  that  the  duties  of  it  generally 
devolved  on  the  Secretary.  Well,  but 
whose  fault  was  that  ?  When  the  Govern- 
ment appointed  a  Post  master- General,  let 
them  take  a  pledge  from  him  thai  he  would 
discharge  the  duties  of  his  o£3ce  in  person, 
and  if  he  did  not,  let  them  do  their  duty 
and  recommend  his  Majesty  to  dischBi|[e 
a  person  who  disgraced  the  office  he  held. 
Their  Lordships  must  feel  themselves  justi- 
fied in  demanding  some  evidence  on  thia 
point,  before  consenting  to  the  abolition  of 
the  ofBce  of  Postmaster- General.  Thera 
were  sixty  pagesof  evidence  certainly,  butof 
those  sixty,  forty  had  been  taken  prior  to  the 
year  1827,  and  the  whole  departoient  wae 
remodelled  in  1630.  In  addition  to  which 
there  was  throughout  Ihe  whole  this  singu- 
lar inadvertency — no  one  witness  was  asked 
bis  opinion  of  the  proposed  change,  or 
even  whether  he  thought  any  change  na- 
cessary.  If  the  Commissioners  could  not 
inquire  into  the  details  of  the  office  without 
putting  themselves  in  the  aitustion  of  the 
Postmaster-General,  why,  at  least,  could 
they  not  Lave  given  the  House  the  Post- 
master-General's evidence?  There  wu 
not  a  word  from  him  ;  there  waa  no  know- 
ing from  the  Report  whether  he  concurred 
in  Ihe  propriety  of  the  proposed  change  or 
not.  He  submitted,  that  the  Honse  had  « 
right  to  call  for  the  evidence  of  the  Post* 
master- General  before  they  proceeded  fur- 
ther.   The  CommitsioMra  leoonneDdwl 
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ft  Bowd  of  two  perpetual  CoinniiMioaen, 
■od  ona  reaponiible  chief  in  Parliament. 
Tb«7  thea  aaid,  that  all  lelten  of  great 
importance  were  to  be  ligned  by  the  whole 
lhr«t.  He  (the  Duke  of  Richmoad)  did 
not  olMect  to  the  three  CommtMioners 
being  foiced  to  »i%a  every  letter,  bat  at 
the  Mme  time  he  thought  it  would  be  jutt 
ai  Mtiafactorj  to  the  public  to  have  the 
tifQBtuTe  of  the  Poetmaiter-General.  The 
CommiaBionerB  did  oot  ssf  ia  what  respect 
the  appoiotment  of  the  CommiMioDers 
would  benefit  the  department,  but  be 
could  tell  hia  noble  Friend  in  one  moment 
bow  to  make  the  department  popular. 
The  Mcret  was  this.  It  ought  potto  be 
considered  so  much  i»  the  light  of  a 
rennue  board,  but  the  Postmaster- Gene- 
nl  ought  10  be  allowed  to  spend  more 
money  in  increasing  the  advantages  de- 
rivable from  the  Post-office.  In  the  evi- 
dence he  had  given  before  the  Commis- 
simers,  he  had  told  ihem,  that  if  the  rates 
of  postage  were  reduced,  he  had  no  doubt 
the  revenue  of  the  Post-office  would  be 
increased.  There  were  msny  other  points 
la  which  the  Postmaster- General  might 
make  a  sa^fice  with  the  greatest  advan- 
tage to  the  pobhc.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
EscfaeifueT,  however,  would  not  allow  him 
to  do  so,  becftuse  he  wanted  the  money. 
Was  there  any  reason  lo  suppose  that  he 
would  be  a  whit  more  good-natured  lo  the 
three  Commissioners,  than  to  the  Post- 
master-Genera  I  f  Supposing  the  propoaed 
Board  were  constituted,  the  chief  would 
have  lo  go  out  of  office  with  every  Admi- 
nistraiion.  The  Poitm  aster -General  at 
least  had  the  power  of  ordering  things  to 
be  done,  even  (apposing  he  delegated  his 
aathority  to  the  Secretary,  which  he  {the 
Duka  of  Richmond)  dented,  while  this  new 
ebief  would  be  under  the  complete  control 
of  the  two  perpetual  Commissioners,  from 
whom  he  mipht  always  disagree.  He 
meat  assert  that  there  was  no  authority 
for  the  proposed  change.  The  Finance 
Committee  of  1827  had  merely  said  it  was 
^oestionable  whether  some  such  Board 
might  oot  be  advantageously  constituted  ; 
buttlie  Finance  Committee  of  1817  was 
dneidedly  opposed  to  any  such  Board.  He 
agreed  with  that  Committee  that  it  would 
bo  dangerous  to  remodel  this  office  without 
inquiry;  and  he  contended  that  there  was 
no  ground  whatever  to  justify  their  Lord- 
•btps  in  effecting  a  change  of  this  import- 
ance. Whenbereraioded  their  Lordships 
th«t  a  gnat  mncbina  likt  the  Post-office 
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affected   every   inlareat,    mkiui&etafjiig, 

agricultaral,  and  commercial,  and  waa  lo. 
limately  connected  with  the  comforts,  the 
feeliogs,  and  the  well-being  of  every  man 
in  the  community,  he  need  not  recommend 
them  to  proceed  with  caution  and  delibe- 
ration. He  would  give  bis  noble  Friends 
notice,  that  when  the  Bill  for  the  regulation 
of  the  Post-office  reached  that  House,  he 
should  move,  that  it  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  wholly  dissatisfied  as  he  was 
with  the  evidence  on  which  it  was  foooded. 
Viscount  Duncantton  would  oppose  any 
such  motion,  even  if  he  stood  alone  in 
doing  so.  Three  Commissions  on  the  sob- 
ject  bed  been  already  appointed,  and  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  referring  it  to 
a  Select  Committee  now,  would  only  be  in 
efiect  postponing  any  measure  for  the  re- 
construction of  the  Pott-office  for  en  inde- 
finite period.  AFter  taking  the  evidence 
of  the  Secretary,  the  Coramissiooers  had 
come  to  the  conclusion,  that  if  they  bad 
entered  further  into  the  details  of  the 
Post-office,  they  would  have  neglected 
objects  of  the  utmost  importance,  such  as 
the  mail-coach  contracts,  the  steam-packet 
establishment,  the  communication  by  lettei 
with  other  cnnntries,  and  other  pomta 
which  they  had  now  under  their  considera- 
tion. For  himself,  he  must  say,  that  the 
opinion  he  entertained  on  this  subject  in 
July  last  was  strengthened  in  a  tenfold 
degree  by  the  evidence  which  the  Commis- 
sioners had  appended  to  their  last  Report, 
The  evidence  given  by  the  Secretary  tiim- 
self,  proved  that  he  was  the  only  person 
who  had  discharged  the  functions  of  the 
Postmaster-General  up  to  the  noble  Duke's 
time.  He  staled,  that  he  always  exercised 
his  judgment  as  to  the  business  which  ha 
should  Isy  before  the  Postmaster- General, 
and  that  during  his  absence  he  was  the 
responsible  parly.  Hia  noble  Friend  had 
said,  that  the  chief  would  chenga  with 
every  Administration,  and  would  be  ont- 
voied  by  the  other  Commissioners,  He 
could  only  say,  that  this  was  not  the  cue 
in  other  Boards,  eimilsrly  constituted,  of 
which  he  wns  a  member.  The  eiamina- 
tion  before  the  Commissioners  had  been 
carried  on  with  the  most  anxiooi  wish  t« 
obtain  every  information  on  the  snt^eet. 
Their  Lordships  would  perceive  by  tk« 
statement  contained  in  the  Sixth  Report, 
that  every  packet  on  the  Holyhead  station 
had  been  on  fire  in  the  conrta  of  the  laat 
year  in  Ibcir  passage  across — some  mora 
than  once,  and  that  tb«f«  wera  no  meuM 
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to  the  traniference  of  the  packet*  to  tba 
Admiralty.  The  Commiflsiotien  in  their 
Report  stated,  that  the  Lords  of  the  Ad- 
miralty ought  to  regulate  the  salaries  of 
the  officera  in  the  Post-office  steam-patket 
service.  It  was  also  his  opinion  that  they 
ought  lo  do  BO.  At  preient  the  pay  of 
those  officera  was  not  on  a  footing  exacdy 
such  as  their  Lordships  would  approve. 
The  capUins  had  145/.  a-year  orarnaiy 
pay:  but  then  they  were  allowed  fraight, 
and  what  profit  they  could  make  by  en- 
tertaining the  paisengetB.  He  did  not 
think  it  was  a  good  aysteni  to  make  officers 
of  the  navy  keepers  of  hotels ;  and  one 
great  benefit  which  would  be  demed  rrom 
putting  the  Post-ofBce  packets  under  the 
Admiralty,  he  expected,  would  be  a  change 
in  this  respect,  by  calling  the  attention  of 
the  Admiralty  to  the  matter. 

Viscount  iluncanxm  repeated  his  opin- 
ion, that  no  further  inquiry  was  noKMary 
as  to  the  charge  of  peculation.  The  per> 
son  who  had  made  the  inquiry  had  taken 
the  best  meana  he  could  to  ascertain  the 
fact,  not  only  with  respect  to  the  charge  of 
peculatkin  in  coals,  but  also  with  ropect 
to  iron  and  to  oil.  This  person  was  con* 
tradicted  by  the  resident  at  Holyhead,  but 
in  every  case  he  made  good  his  charge. 

The  Martjuesa  of  Watmeaik  tbongfat 
that  a  case  of  miiconduct  and  peculation 
had  been  made  out,  with  regard  lo  the 
Hoiybead  station  alone,  lufficientto  make 
the  public  anziouato  have  at  least  as  much 
efficiency  displayed  in  that  department,  aa 
nat  (he  case  when  the  noble  Dake  (Rtcb- 
mond)  was  Poatmaeter-Oeneral.  Ha 
could  corroborate  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Viscount  as  to  the  facts  aruing  out 
of  the  evidence ;  and  ifaCommittee  should 
be  applied  for,  by  which  another  delay 
would  occur  in  remedying  the  present  d»< 
fective  system,  he  certainly  abould  oppose 
He  wiihed  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  op- 


fbr  eKtinguishing  the  fire.  On  the  whole, 
he  fe:t  that  their  Lordahips  would  consider 
it  to  be  most  uawite  to  poalpone  any 
legislative  measure  on  this  subject,  by  the 
intervention  of  a  Committee  of  Inquiry. 

The  Duke  of  Bichmond  wished  to  ask 
his  noble  Friend,  whether  he  did  not  know 
tba  at  tha  moment  the  packets  were 
tra  sferredto  the  Admiralty?  Did  not 
his^noble  Friend  know,  that  it  might  be 
donewithout  a  Bill ;  that  it  required  only 
an  order  of  the  Treasury  to  make  the 
transfer ;  and  he  should  not  be  surpriscr) 
if  the  transfer  had  alreudy  been  made.  Ii 
was  objected  that  this  country  had  lost 
4,000i.  a-year  by  the  packets  sailing  too 
early  for  the  passenger*.  He  remembered 
telling  his  noble  Friend,  the  then  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Excliequer,  ihut  if  he  agreed 
to  the  treaty  with  France,  there  would  be 
a  loss  of  4,0DDI.  a-year;  hut  his  Rnawer 
waa,  that  he  (the  Duke  of  Richmond) 
ought  to  look  to  the  great  advantage  which 
would  accrue  to  the  commerce  of  thii 
country  by  the  merchants  obtaining  their 
letters  at  a  much  earlier  period  ;  and 
therefore  the  Government  ought  not  to 
compete  with  private  packets  in  conveying 
passengers.  His  noble  Friend  had  spoken 
of  the  great  losB  sustained  by  this  change; 
but  be  ought  on  the  other  hand  to  take 
into  aEx;aunl  the  gain  by  accelerating  our 
commercial  intercourse.  But  what  did  his 
noble  Friend  mean  by  loss  ?  It  appeared 
by  the  Appendin  A.,  No.  37,  that  the  total 
gain  in  one  year  previous  to  the  alteration 
was  316/.  lis.,  and  that  the  total  loss 
durine;  the  first  thre?  after  the  treaty  was 
IS5,272/.5t.,being  an  average  loss  of  about 
45,0001.  a-year.  Now  suppose  they  had 
taken  Ihe  packets  by  contract,  what  would 
have  been  the  lots?  During  the  three 
years  of  his  experience  of  the  change  of 
■jrsteta,  the  loss  had  been  for  the  first  year 
18,9591.1  the  neat  year,  iXfiXIl;  and 
the  third  year,  17,000/,  making  an  average 
loss  of  19,000^  a-year.  But  could  his 
noble  Friend  eapect  that  his  letters  could 
be  carried  for  nothing?  With  respect  to 
the  charge  of  peculation  at  Holyhead,  the 
Poatmaster-Genieral  or  the  Admiralty  ought 
to  institute  an  inquiry  who  were  the  guilty 
parties,  and  when  discovered,  they  ought 
to  be  punished.  When  he  was  in  office 
h«  had  intended  to  have  gone  to  Holyhead 
■nd  made  an  inspection  there ;  but  tbe 
leasoo  he  deferred  doing  so  was,  that  it 
was  every  day  expected  tbe  Government 
would  come  to  loine  decUiOD  with  respect 


Bevii  was  not  a: 
of  the  Treasury. 

The  Earl  of  MMa  knew  nothing  of  the 
circumstance  mentioned  by  the  nobU 
Marquess. 

The  Earl  of  Lichfield  said,  that  he  ap- 
pointed Captain  Befis  from  the  Milford 
station  to  Holyhead,  previous  to  any  re- 
commendation from  the  Treasury.  He 
did  BO,  because  the  Post-office  would 
otherwise  have  been  without  an  agent  at 
tbe  latter  station.  Captain  fieria  was  an 
officer  of  ejperieDca  ia  Uie  Q«¥y,  wi  OM 
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*hom  he  thosg^t «  moat  pnperpenon  for 
the  appointment  ia  question.  On  receiv- 
in;  ifae  racommendBtioD  of  tho  Chancellor 
of  tba  Exchequer,  he  informed  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  of  the  appointment  he  had 
made,  at  the  same  lime  expressing  his 
entire  convicUon  of  Captain  Devil's  perfect 
competency  to  fill  tlte  litaation.  .  The  ex- 
perience he  bad  since  had  of  the  conduct 
of  Captain  Bevis  at  Holyhead  fully  satis- 
fied him  that  he  was  perfectly  right  in 
making  that  appointment. 

Lord  Aihburton  had  long  had  a  strong 
Irapresiion  on  his  mind  that  some  altera- 
tion in  the  system  of  the  Post-office  de- 
partment was  necessary.  He  believed 
that  the  noble  Dake  (Richmond)  was 
almost  the  first  Postmaster- General  who 
coold  be  said  to  have  looked  into  the  de- 
tails of  that  department.  If  any  measure 
should  be  brought  forward  for  altering  the 
organisation  of  the  system,  he  should  cer- 
tainly give  it  bis  support.  The  great  and 
leading  error  in  the  Poat-oflSce  establish- 
ment of  this  country  was,  that  it  was  made 
a  source  of  revenne  to  the  State.  This 
was  Uie  only  country  in  Europe  where 
impediment!  were  thrown  in  the  way  of 
commercial  intercommunication  by  finan- 
cial exactions.  He  was  perfectly  well 
aware  that  daring  the  war  the  Minister 
required  every  means  by  which  to  obtain  a 
revenue,  and  that  since  the  war,  the  de- 
mands for  a  reduction  of  taxes  of  various 
descriptions  had  been  so  pressing,  that  it 
was  not  to  be  expected  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  voluntarily  relinquish 
a  tax  aeainst  which  no  serious  and  earnest 
Gomplamt  had  been  raised.  But  what 
surprised  him  was,  that  in  a  commercial 
coanlry  like  this,  and  in  a  country  too 
where  the  diffusion  of  knowledge  was  so 
strongly  advocated,  such  a  serious  check 
upon  the  intercourse  between  this  country 
and  foreign  nations  should  have  been 
suSsred  so  long  to  exist.  It  was  a  perfect 
uiomaly,  that  on  an  expenditure  of  not 
more  than  500,OflOZ.  a-year,  a  lax  should 
be  raised  to  the  amount  of  upwards  of  a 
miUknandafaalf.  What  would  bethought 
of  a  tax  upon  verbal  commnni  cations,  or 
corauercial  transactions  in  the  same  town  7 
and  yet  in  principle,  a  tax  upon  the  cor- 
respondence between  commercial  men  in 
dinarent  parts  of  the  world,  beyond  the 
necessary  revenue  to  defray  the  expense  of 
conveyaoGe,  was  precisely  the  same  thing. 

Lsnl  JVallaee  concurred  most  cordially 
in  the  prindnle  of  the  measure  intended  to 
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be  brought  forward  by  the  noUe  Viscount 
(Duncannon).  He  anticipated  great  advan- 
tages from  the  substitution  of  a  Board  of 
Commissinners  for  a  single  Postmaster-Oe- 
neral.  He  did  not  see  any  reason  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  to  make  further 
inquiry  on  this  subject.  They  had  the  Re- 
ports of  several  Coinmissiona,  composed  of 
persons  connected  with  all  parties;  and  every 
one  coming  to  the  same  conclusion  as  to  the 
desirableness  of  substituting  aBoardofCom- 
missioners  for  the  present  system.  For.not- 
withstanding  what  the  noble  Duke  bad  said 
upon  the  su^ect  of  the  Finance  Committee 
of  lS17.be  (Lord  Wallace)  still  must  claim 
the  authority  of  that  Report  in  favour  of 
the  view  which  he  took  of  the  subject.  It 
was  true,  that  Committee  did  not  recommend 
the  appointment  of  a  Board  of  Coramisnon- 
ers  to  be  constituted  like  the  existing'  reve- 
nue boards,  hut  tbey  were  of  opinion  that 
it  would  not  be  advisable  permanently  to 
leave  the  office  of  Postmaster-General  in 
the  possesBion  of  a  single  individual.  If 
tbere  ever  was  a  question  on  which  it  did 
not  seem  necessary  that  there  should  be  any 
further  inquiry,  it  was  the  very  one  whicn 
their  Lordships  were  then  discussing. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  said,  that  it  cer- 
tfunly  appeared  by  the  evidence  that  there 
had  been  great  negligence  and  carelesimess 
on  the  part  of  the  agents  at  the  Dover  and 
Holyhead  stations,  and  that  if  he  had  been 
Postmaster- General,  he  should  have  re- 
moved those  parties.  But  that  was  not  a 
sufficient  around  for  altering  the  present 
system,  ft  was  quite  clear  that  the  pack- 
ets were  to  be  transferred  to  the  Admiralty, 
therefore  all  the  arguments  deduced  from 
the  sixth  Report  in  mvour  of  the  intended 
measure  must  go  for  nothing.  In  conclu- 
sion, he  thought  it  but  fair  to  give  his 
noble  Friend  notice,  that  when  the  Bill  he 
was  about  to  introduce  should  come  before 
their  Lordships,  he  (the  Duke  of  Richmond) 
should  move,  as  an  amendment,  that  the 
fiflh  Report  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  and  he  should  rartainly  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  upon  it. 

The  conversation  terounated. 

HOUSE  OFCOMMONS, 
Mmdai/,  June  30, 1836. 


luat  OfWAU,  tram  Um  Bikan  udnArt 

ftW  UuBldpil  Corpontienf  (Scotlud)  Bill:  i 
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»  IiMmd By  Mr.  ItACBmiai,  i 


Church  Rates. 1  \.otA Stanley  hesgei 
to  ask  Ihe  noble  Si^crelary  for  the  Home 
Sfpaitment  whether  it  was  (tie  intention  or 
Ministers  to  bring  forward  ihis  Session  a 
meaiitre  on  ihe  subject  of  Cborch-ratei  ? 

Lord  John  Raised  replied,  that  it  must 
dtpend  upon  the  progress  of  other  Bills, 
and  upon  the  decision  the  House  should 
come  to  on  the  plan  proposed  by  the 
Church  Commissioners  for  appropriating 
part  of  the  Church  revanue  not  absolutely 
wanted,  and  now  devoted  to  sinecures. 
The  Report  of  the  Com  mission  era  had  not 
yet  been  presented,  and  ha  would  take 
this  opportunity  of  sayinf ,  that  he  did  not 
think  ho  should  be  able  to  introduce  a 
measure  on  the  important  question  of 
church-rates  in  the  present  Session.  At 
the  same  time  he  begiged  to  declare  that 
hli  opinion  remained  unchanged;  that  by 
tnelni  of  Church-rates,  or  in  some  other 
way,  it  WBi  expedient  that  the  State 
ibould  provide  for  the  maintenaDce  and 
repair  of  churches.  If  a  Bill  were  not 
brought  in  this  Session  it  would  be  abio- 
Intelf  necessary  not  to  delay  it  beyond 
neil  Session,  ftttd  if  it  could  be  proceeded 
with  instantly  it  would  not  be  very  possible 
to  vote  any  sum  fbr  the  purpose  in  this 
Session,  so  that  a  remedy  would  not  be 
much,  if  at  all,  delayed  by  deferring  it  to 
another  year. 

Mr.  Hume  referred  to  the  aniiety  felt 
out  of  doors,  especially  by  Ihe  Dissenters 
in  all  parts  of  the  kingdom,  on  this  ques- 
tion. Although  they  did  not  wish  incon- 
veniently to  hurry  the  Oovernment,  they 
expected  to  be  told  frankly  and  clearly 
what  course  was  intended  to  be  taken. 

t9fd  /oAn  Ruuttl,  added  that  whaum 
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migbrbe  the  tnicitty  of  the  DlwePfW, 
they  could  not  bit*  been  in  doubt  M  W 
the  opinions  of  the  QovernBent.  Two 
years  ago  Lord  Althorp  brought  Ift  a  Bill 
on  the  subject,  in  which  the  prinotpla  w»m 
declared  that  Gburch-retas  ahauld  not 
be  abolished  unless  the  Stata  prpvidod  m 
substitute.  He  bad  never  said  Bnythsag 
inconsistent  with  that  prindiple,  or  at  InMt 
anything  to  lead  the  DissenUn  to  ssppOH 
that  Ministers  meant  to  abolbh  ChHreh- 
rates  without  an  equiraleni,  or  that  sMib 
an  equivalent  was  to  be  found  ib  the  re- 
venues of  the  Cfaorcb.  To  that  prindfrft 
he  had  adhered,  and  to  it  he  intended  to 
adhere.  On  varioos  occasions  he  bad  cx' 
plained  his  views  to  the  Dissenter*,  oad 
they  were  satisfied  that  he  did  not  nwaa 
to  bring  forward  any  Bill  that  wonld  ao* 
complish  their  wishes.  Ha  did  not  belion, 
therefore,  that  they  were  at  all  aaaioHt 
that  any  measure  should  be  intfadnaed. 

Mr.  Htnnt  said,  that  as  far  h  fa«  «m 
acquainted  with  the  wishes  of  the  Di^ 
ssiiters,  they  never  would  flgrea  thM 
Church-rates  should  ba  paid  imt  of  tk» 
general  rsvcnues  of  the  country.  He«M 
to  pay  them  ought  to  be  found  in  tba 
sinecure  rerenneaof  aomeof  the  datnatiid 
chapters. 

Lord  Joht  Stmell  remarlnd,  (bit  tbct 
was  a  queaiion  upon  which  the  Homa  htd 
not  yet  come  to  any  decision. 

Stamp  DtiTTOir  NiwsvATtRt.]  Tha 
ChaneelloT  of  the  Exchequer  moved  tb* 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  lo  rewin 
itself  into  a  Committet  on  the  Stamp  wid 
Excise  Acts. 
The  Speaker  having  quitted  the  Chair, 
The  Chancellor  of  Ihe  Exchequer  itid, 
that  on  a  former  day  he  had  generally 
stated  his  views  as  to  the  raduction  of  the 
dtity  on  newspaper  stamps;  lubseqiieBtly 
Ihe  bon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  North- 
amptonshire,  bad  expressed  his  intantkui 
to  substitute  a  partial  raduction  of  tko 
duty  on  soap.  He  had  then  pKimii«d 
that  the  discussion  should  be  taken  is 
such  a  shape  as  to  enable  the  hon.  BaioMt 
fairly  and  fully  to  present  his  ntntim,  and 
accordingly  the  House  had  now  roielvd 
itself  into  a  Cominitleei  not  only  on  iha 
Stamp  Act,  but  on  the  Eioiae  Acts. 
What  he  meant  to  do  this  night  was  to 
submit  a  single  resolution,  ibat  it  is  sxpa- 
dient  that  the  duty  on  newspapera  aboiikl 
be  reduced  from  4(1.,  leas  the  discount,  to 
Id.    If  tbii  vrere  carried,  it  mnild  ba 
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BMda  u  iMtractioa  to  ibe  Committra  on  tbey  vera  told  that    it   could    not  b« 


Ibe  Sump  Bill  to  miter  iha  proviiions  of 
it  Kcordingly.  He  bad  already  taken 
good  care  that  no  Member  should  be 
commiltid  in  tbe  former  atagea  thi 
which  that  Bill  bad  poated,  and  ii 
•chodul*  Ihe  tUmp'duly  on  newapapen 
waa  apeciAcd  to  be  4d.  He  would  reacrve 
to  a  later  period  of  the  evening  the  ques- 
tiona  coDtroverted  batwaea  the  rig;ht  hon. 
Hamber  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Goulburn) 
•ad  himaelf  reapeciing  the  size  of  newt- 
papcn,  double  aheeta,  and  matten  of  ihat 
oeacription.  First,  it  would  be  more  con- 
veniant  to  lettle  the  point  in  dispute  be- 
tween the  hon.  Baronet  and  himself  upon 
Ihe  plain  and  intelligible  priDcipJe  whe- 
ther It  Waa  fit  that  the  duty  on  newspapers 
or  OD  Boap  should  be  reduced.  The  right 
hon.  Oentleman  moTcd,  "  That  it  is  ei- 
fMdient  that  the  duty  now  payable  be 
reduced,  tod  that  tbe  duly  paid  and 
payable  upon  every  ihoat  or  piece  of  paper 
whereon  a  newspaper  ii  printed  ahati  in 
future  be  Id.,  subject  to  such  provisions 
Napeotiog  the  aiie  of  nawspapera,  and  the 
printing  of  aupplemenU,  at  may  hereafter 
be  deemed  adviaable." 

Sir  Ckarla  Knightby  roM  to  move  the 
amendment  of  which  he  had  given  prc- 
vIoDs  notice.  His  proposition  was,  to 
reduce  the  duty  on  sosp.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Lincolnshire  had  tome  time  ego 
brought  fbrward  a  motion  to  abolish  allo- 
gether  the  duty  on  aoap ;  and  the  only 
argument  with  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  bad  resisted  that  motion 
wai,  that  it  could  not  be  granted  with  a  due 
regard  to  the  public  revenue.  He  only 
propoaed  to  take  off  a  small  portion  of 
that  duty;  and  it  was  only  necessary  for 
him  to  prove  that  the  reduction  of  the 
dutiei  on  loap  would  be  more  beneficial 
than  the  reduction  of  the  duties  on  news- 
papers. First  of  all,  the  reduction  of  the 
ouiiei  on  aoap  would  be  a  bene6t  to  the 
fttmei.  The  reduction  of  the  duty  would 
increaae  the  consumption  of  the  article 
•n  wbich  it  was  imposed,  and  that  would 
jnoreaae  the  demand  for  home  produce, 
by  iocreaaing  the  demand  for  fat  of  ani- 
mala.  It  bad  been  aaid  that  the  farmers 
did  not  at  present  stand  in  need  of  relief. 
He  admitted  that  they  were  now  better 
•ff  than  they  were  formerly  ;  but  he  was 
afraid  that  their  preienl  prosperity  wat 
only  a  letting  dream,  a  gleam  of  sunshine 
whioh  would  soon  disappear.  When  the 
AiriMn  asked  relief  to  a  large  amount, 


granted ;  and  now,  when  they  asked  only 
for  a  small  boon,  he  trusted  that  it  would 
not  be  refused  to  them.  He  believed 
there  was  no  instance  of  a  farmer  com- 
plaining of  the  high  price  of  newspaper! ; 
but  he  knew  of  many  inslancet  in  which 
they  had  espressed  the  delight  which  they 
would  feel  in  obtaining  a  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  soap.  If  he  were  to  vole  for  th« 
reduction  of  the  duty  on  newspapers,. in- 
stead of  voting  for  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  toap,  he  did  not  know  how  he 
rould  face  the  farmers  and  ask  them  for 
their  votes.  How  could  ha  ask  a  man 
for  his  vote,  who  was  enabled  to  say  (a 
him,  "  Instead  of  giving  me  the  oppor- 
tunity of  getting  clean  hands  for  myself, 
and  clean  garments  for  my  wife  and 
daughters  on  a  Sunday,  you  give  me  at  a 
low  price  a  parcel  of  dirty  newspapers?" 
It  flat  quite  absurd  to  say,  that  the  stamp 
duties  on  newspapert  debarred  the  poor 
from  reading  them.  In  London,  newi- 
papers  were  abundant  enough,  for  co{fee> 
shops  which  took  them  io  were  to  be 
fouod  in  every  street.  He  had  fram 
curiosity  tent  a  person  to  visit  one  of 
those  coffee-shops,  and  that  pergon  in> 
formed  him,  that  for  l\d,  he  had  obtained 
a  good  cup  of  coffee  and  a  sight  of  every 
newspaper  published  in  London.  And 
these  papers,  after  they  were  read  ia  the 
coffee-shopa  in  London,  were  sent  to  alt 
parts  of  England,  ha  fancied  al  a  greatly 
reduced  price-^less,  it  might  be,  than  one- 
half.  To  be  sure  tiiey  did  look  as  if  the 
thumbs  of  their  leaciera  wanted  a  little 
soap.  He  believed  that  the  boo.  Member 
for  Fintbury  would  not  be  able  to  sell 
newspapera  to  his  conatiluents  for  lata 
tlian^Sif.  a-piece,  even  if  the  stamp  dutiea 
were  taken  off;  and  now  it  appeared  that 
they  could  be  read  and  enjoyed  with  a 
good  cup  of  coffee  for  just  half  the  money. 
Did  the  newspaper  proprietors  call  for 
any  reduction  of  these  stamp  dutiea  ? 
Had  the  House  had  any  application  front 
the  proprietori  of  the  Timu,  the  Standard, 
the  Morning  Pott,  and  the  Morning 
ffff-o/d  papers  on  our  side  of  the  question? 
Had  they  had  any  epplicatioua  from  the 
proprietors  of  the  paperi  on  tbe  Mioi^ 
terial  side  ?  No :  one  of  them  had  abtO' 
lulely  deprecated  the  removal-  of  those 
stamp  dutiet,.  The  Globe,  which  alwsya 
supported  the  Government,  and  was  gene* 
rally  supposed  to  be  its  organ,  said,  "  The 
amouat  of  miicbicf  which  might,  or  might 
X2 
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right  in  saying  that  the  Id.  atstnp  wovld 
prodoce  quite  as  much  as  the  preieot 
Biamp,  then  the  qaantit?  of  newgpupen 
must  be  more  than  trebled  ;  and  if  bo, 
there  must  be  a  tax  raited  tor  their  con- 
veyance. Hi>  reason  for  preferriDg  bit 
own  proposition  to  that  of  the  Chancetlor 
of  the  £xehequer  was,  that  the  tax  on 
soap  pressed  with  undue  severity  on  the 
poorer  classes.  The  poor  man  had  his  soap 
taxed  seventy-Gve  per  cent.,  whilst  the 
rich  man's  soap  was  only  taxed  thirty  per 
cent.  The  reduction  of  the  duty  on  soap 
would  not  only  promote  the  health  and 
comfort  of  the  poor,  but  would  also  in- 
Grease  the  demand  for  agricultural  pro- 
duce. The  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
nenspsper  stamps  would   do  nothing  of 


not  be  done  be  done  by  a  sudden  supply 
of  nnch  writings,  diffused  through  every 
hamlet,  we  cannot  see  far  enough  through 
R  milUstone  lo  prophesy.  It  would  de- 
pend on  a  variety  of  circumstances  beyond 
calculation.  Sure  we  are,  the  first  fruits 
of  the  measure  would  be  anything  but  thi 
diffusion  of  knowledge,  whatever  might  be 
its  ultimate  consequences;  at  least,  thi 
knowledge  would  not  be  of  that  pure  an< 
calm  kind  which  is  commonly  deemed  to 
merit  the  name.  Political  speculstiont 
on  ignorance  always  deal  in  invective  anc 
violence;  in  appeals  to  anger,  envy,  dis- 
trust,— aa  other  fanatics  deal  in  damna- 
tion. Wholesomer  wares  are  not  half 
aaleable;  and  if  Brummagem  knowledge 
were  suddenly  encouraged  by  the  totul 
removal  of  6)<cal  restrictions,  as  well  as  by 
furnishing  belter  organized  means  of  trans- 
Riis-iion  through  the  medium  of  his  " 
jesly's  post,  we  do  not  say  it  would  be 
destructive,  but  we  say  it  would  be 
exceedingly  troublesome,  and  very  apt  to 
find  work  for  his  Majesty's  Attorney- 
General,  treading,  like  Nemesis,  on  the 
rash  web  oF  his  Majesty's  Postmaster. 
It  would  require  continual  legaVrepres- 
sion ;  (hat  is  to  say,  if  incitements  to 
turbulence  are  meant  to  be  lepreBsed  at 
al!. 

On  the  other  band,  what  was  the  opi' 
nion  of  those  who  were  engaged  in  th( 
aoap  trade  ?  At  a  meeting  held  by  them 
at  the  George  and  Vulture  they  had  una- 
nimously agreed  to  a  long  string  of  reso- 
lutions, calling  upon  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  for  a  reduction  of  the  soap 
duties.  After  reading  those  resolutions 
the  Hon.  Member  proceeded  to  observe, 
that  one  of  the  arguments  employed  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  sup- 
port of  his  proposition  for  reducing  the 
itamp  duties  on  newspapers  was,  that  the 
Id.  duty,  from  the  increase  it  would  pro- 
duce in  ibe  sale  of  newspapers,  would 
produce  as  much  as  the  present  duty  of 
3}d.  Now,  if  there  was  anything  in  that 
argument,  it  was  just  as  good  for  soap  aa 
it  was  for  the  newspapeife.  He  had  gone 
to  the  Post-office  last  Saturday  night,  out 
of  curiosity  to  see  the  mails,  and  he 
found  them  so  heavily  laden  that  it  was 
hardly  safe  to  travel  by  them.  He  asked 
one  of  tb"  guards  what  was  the  reason  of 
it,  and  the  guard  told  him  it  was  owing 
to  the  quantity  of  newspapers,  which  dis- 
tressed the  hones  exceedingly.  Now,  if 
tha  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer   was 
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the  kind — it  would  not  benefit  the  farmer 
or  the  poor,  and  the  rich  did  not  waul  it. 
He  therefore  called  upon  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  accede  to  his  moiioa, 
and  upon  the  House  to  improve  the  minds 
of  the  people  by  purifying  their  bodies.  If 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  reduced 
the  duty  on  soap,  he  would  benefit  tha 
country  ;  if  he  reduced  the  duly  on  news- 
paper stamps,  he  would  inflict  upon  it,  in 
the  shape  of  a  cheap  profligate  press,  one 
of  the  greatest  curses  which  could  deso- 
late humanity.  The  hon.  Member  then 
moved  a  resolution,  that  the  duty  on  hard 
soap  be  reduced  from  \\d,  to  \d.,  and  on 
soft  soap  from  Id,  to  jd.  a  pound. 

Mr.  Chartet  Barclay  seconded  'tba 
amendment.  The  amount  of  revenua 
obtained  by  the  soap  duties  was  799,000/i, 
deducting  the  drawback  and  the  expense 
of  collection.  If  his  hon.  Friend's  reduc- 
tion were  acceded  to,  the  amount  of  re- 
venue obtained  by  the  soap  duties  would 
be  555,000'. ;  so  that  his  reduction  would 
create  a  loss  of  244,000^.,  supposing  that 
only  the  same  quantity  of  soap  was  con- 
sumed after  the  reduction  as  before.    But 

the  reduction  of  duty  in  general  pro- 
duced an  increase  of  consumption,  he  did 
not  anticipate  that  the  loss  to  the  revenne 
would  be  more  than  half  that  aroount,  or 
122,O00i.  Now,  the  Chancellor  of  (ha 
Exchequer  had  estimated  the  loss  which 
the  revenue  would  sustain  in  consequence 
of  the  reduction  on  neinpaper  stamps  at 
125,000/.  He  had  the  authority  of  the 
Excise  Commissioners,  with  Sir  Henry 
Pamell  at  their  head,  for  saying  that  no 
trade  saSered  so  much  as  the  soap  trade, 
from  the  great  number  of  onerous  regU' 
lationk  to  which  they  w«e  tabject  ife 
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Older  to  preveot  fnnd  and  illicit  mana- 
fkctore,  but  which  it,  iied  become  altoge- 
ther inpouible  to  act  on  in  practice. 
The  eSect  of  redacing  the  duty  ia 
1833  had  been  coniiderable,  the  increaied 
raanufactUTe  of  loap  In  the  country 
having  ml  ready  exceeded  seventy  per 
cent. ;  while  it  was  a  curious  fact,  that  in 
Ijondon  and  in  Scotland  there  had  been  a 
reduction.  He  did  not  believe  that  the 
reduction  of  the  duty  on  «oap  would  be 
■ay  great  relief  to  the  agriculturiits ;  he 
believed  that  no  tax  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  could  give  up  would  be 
r^arded  as  an  adequate  boon  to  the  landed 
interest ;  and  he  very  much  feared  any  great 
reduction  could  not  be  made  without  Lead- 
ing very  sooa  to  an  alteration  in  the  corn- 
laws,  which,  having  been  in  that  House, 
and  consented  to  their  imposition  in  1615 
and  1836,  he  still  believed  to  be  essen- 
tially necessary  for  the  protection  of  the 
landed  interest.  But  he  would  support 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  be- 
cause it  would  relieve  the  honest  trader 
from  the  unfair  competition  of  the  illicit 
menu  fee  turers.  It  was  of  the  utmost  con- 
sequence that  the  contraband  trade  should 
be  pot  an  end  to,  because  the  House 
should  know  that  Wales  was  supplied 
with  soap  entirely  from  Ireland,  where  no 
duty  was  paid,  and  it  was  well  known  the 
drawback  was  allowed  to  a  much  larger 
extent  on  the  export  trade  of  Liverpool, 
than  had  originally  been  paid  by  the 
manufactarers.  Much  good  would  there- 
fore necessarily  result  from  the  suppres- 
aion  of  smuggling,  and  especially  if  con 
joined  with  the  adoption  of  the  hon,  fisro 
net's  proposition,  But,  apart  altogethe 
from  this  view  of  the  subject,  he  had  i 
decided  objection  to  the  reduction  of  thi 
duty  on  newspapers.  One  of  the  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  that  reduction  made 
use  of  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  difficulty,  if  not  the  impossibility, 
enforcing  the  penally  against  those  who 
evaded  the  present  state  of  the  law, 
Now,  in  his  (Mr.  Barclay's)  opinion,  no 
duty  could  be  more  easily  enforced  ;  be- 
OBuse  at  the  bottom  of  every  sheet  the 
printer's  t)aiae  was  uniformly  to  be  found, 
MSid  wasnpt  the  printer  liable?  He  firmly 
believed  the  duty  might  be  enforced,  but 
nafbctunately  a  spirit  of  opposition  had 
been  raised  to  those  duties  as  unpopular  ; 
and    wheta  he    recollected    the    example 
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which  had  been  set  by  a  noble  lord  (Earl 
fitawiUiam),  during  the  discussions   on 


the  Reform  Bill,  refusing  to  pay  all  taxei> 
and  the  threat  held  oat  by  another  hon* 
Member  in  that  Honse,  if  the  Chancellor 
the  Exchequer  refused  to  reduce  the 
particular  duty  on  newspapers,  be  did  not 
wonder  when  such  a  course  had  been  taken 
by  those  in  responsible  situations,  the  poor 
and  ignorant  had  been  deluded  by  their 
pernicious  example.  The  hon.  Baronet 
who  preceded  him  had  already  informed 
the  House  that  there  was  no  want  what- 
of  newspapers.  Every  individual, 
:  could  be  no  doubt,  to  whom  Parlia- 
ment had  given  the  elective  franchise,  had 
'ready  ample  opportunities  of  possessing 
id  reading  the  newspapers  of  the  day, 
whether  at  the  public-houie,  beer-shops, 
31  coifee  or  public  reading-rooms ;  and 
de  was  confirmed  in  that  opinion  by  the 
increase  which  had  of  Iste  years  taken 
place,  estimated  at  sisteen  per  cent.,  in 
the  papers  which  paid  the  stamp  duty. 
He  was  persuaded,  under  these  circum- 
stances, that  the  country  would  not  be  & 
whit  wiser,  belter,  or  happier  by  the  re- 
mission of  any  portion  of  such  a  tax.  He 
could  not  well  conceive  on  what  grounds 
the  Cluincellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
justify  his  present  course;  indeed,  he  be- 
lieved he  never  could  have  adopted  it  had 
it  not  been  unwillincly  forced  upon  him. 
If  left  to  himself,  he  firmly  believed  ihe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  selected 
a  tax  much  more  important  in  itself,  and 
in  its  remission  much  more  likely  to  prove 
generally  beneficiql ;  but  he  found  it  im- 
possible to  resist  the  persuasion  of  thirty 
Members  of  Parliament  who  had  interviews 
with  him  at  the  Treasury,  and  some  of 
whom  were  represented  to  have  used  lan- 
guage which  he  (Mr.  Barclay)  did  not 
believe  could  have  come  from  any  Member 
of  that  House.  As  he  had  already  stated, 
those  individuals  whom  Parliament  had 
intrusted  with  political  power  had  suffi- 
cient opportunities  of  consulting  the  public 
newspapeis  as  at  present  piihli»herl ;  hut 
the  cheap  papers,  with  all  the  lra»h  they 
purveyed,  were  diiecied  to  those  who  had 
had  not  been  invested  with  poliiiral  power, 
but  to  whose  pbysleal  forre  su  manv  ap- 
peals were  made  in  ihat  House,  II'  Ihe 
plan  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were 
adopted,  they  would  soon  hear  of 
14,000,000  in  this  rountry  demanding 
new  rights  and  privileges,  ns  they  were 
now  accustomed  to  hear  of  the  8,000,000 
elsewhere  and  justice  for  Ireland.  Yes, 
justice  for  England,  and  justice  for  lie- 
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)tone  !  The  ^eatest  benefit  had  ariten 
from  the  reduction  which  had  taken  place 
in  the  beer-tax,  both  nith  reipcct  to  in- 
creaied  coniumptioa  and  improvement 
in  the  quality  of  the  article:  •■milar  ad- 
vantages had  already  Blteiided  the  partial 
remission  of  the  duty  on  soap,  and,  believ- 
ine  that  greater  good  would  flow  from  the 
adoption  of  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  than  from  the  plan  of  the  right 
hon-  Gentleman,  he  should  cordially  aup- 
port  the  amendment. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  laid, 
tbat  in  replying  to  the  observations  made 
bj  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Northamptonshire,  he  should  not  only 
•tate  his  objecttona  to  the  amendment, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  should  also  give 
the  reasons  which  induced  him  to  prefer 
his  own  proposiiion  and  to  recommend 
it  to  the  House,  and  which  he  trusted 
would  induce  the  House  to  sanction  it. 
Before,  however,  he  went  Into  the  observa- 
tions which  he  intended  to  make  on  this 
iiart  of  the  subject,  he  would  make  a 
ew  remarks  in  reply  to  what  had  fallen 
from  hii  hon.  Friend  who  had  just  sat 
down.  The  hon,  Member  had  asserted 
tbat  he  did  not  bring  forward  the  proposi- 
tion which  he  had  submitted  to  the  House, 
in  consequence  of  preferring  it,  but  be- 
cause it  had  been  forced  on  him  by  a  cer- 
tain number  of  Members  of  Parliament 
who  sst  behind  him,  and  who  generally 
gave  their  support  to  the  Government. 
Jn  reply  to  this  assertion,  he  would  only 
lay,  that  he  never  would  make  a  proposi- 
tion in  that  House  which  he  did  not  con- 
scientiously think  would  be  for  the  benefit 
of  the  country.  l>et  there  be  a  confederacy 
OD  one  side  for  obtaining  the  total  abolition 
of  the  stamp  duly  on  newspapers,  and  on 
the  other  aide  for  the  continuance  of  the 
present  duty,  and  instead  of  it  a  reduction 
of  the  soap  duty,  he  would  merely  say 
tbat  it  waa  his  duty  to  do  that  which  be 
believed  to  be  most  beneficial,  without  re- 
gard to  the  consideration,  whether  bis 
proposition  would  be  successful  or  not,  on 
this  aide  of  the  House  or  the  other.  The 
boR.  Gentleman  hod  very  slightly  observed 
what  had  been  going  on,  if  ha  thought 
that  the  proposition  bad  been  forced  on 
bim.  During  the  sixteen  years  that  he 
bad  been  in  Parliament,  he  had  never  met 
with  to  much  abuse  and  obloquy,  both 
•pokcn  tod  writteo,  as  bad  recently  been 
bwped  upon  bim  t>;  certtia  hon.  Gentle- 


he  had  proposed,  and  thus  either  le 
lade  htm  from  bringing  it  forward,  m 
iduce  him  to  withdraw  it,  and  make  • 

Eroposition  of  a  very  different  kind.  The 
on.  Member  for  Surrey  had  at  leut  ren- 
dered it  less  necessary  that  he  dioald 
make  any  observations  on  one  part  of  tb* 
speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet;  for  the  bon. 
Member  had  said,  with  perfect  truth,  tbtt 
if  he  were  asked  whether  the  adoption  of 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Baronet  coald 
be  regardeil  as  a  boon  to  the  agricultural 
interests,  that  he  would  reply  that  he  did 
not,  for  one  moment,  suppose  that  there 
was  any  ground  for  such  an  assump- 
tion: for  that  he,  as  «  practical  man 
did  not  believe  that  it  would  ^iva  ihtm 
~  ~  ~  relief.  The  hon  Baronet,  u  propoe- 
a  reduction  of  the  duty  on  soft  soap, 
most  liberal,  for  no  portion  of  the 
agricultural  interest  could  in  the  sligbttat 
degree,  be  benefitted  by  it ;  for  nearly  nil 
the  soft  sosp  that  was  manufactured  in 
this  country  was  made  froos  oila  whieh 
were  the  produce  of  other  countries,  and 
which  were  imported  for  the  parpoae. 
But  the  proposition  which  the  boo.  Baro- 
net had  brought  forward  was  iuespedient 
as  a  financial  measure.  He  objected  to  Itt 
on  grouoils  which  be  would  very  shortly 
stats  to  the  Committee.  In  the  first  place 
the  soap  duty  was  a  gradually  incraaaing 
duiy,whilethestampdutyonnewBpap«rswae 
a  diminishing  duty.  He  contended,  then- 
fore,  that  he  was  justified  on  every  aoand 
principle  of  finance  in  punning  iheooerae 
which  he  proposed,  when  be  found  from 
the  finance  statement  on  the  table  that  tbo 
duty  on  soap  was  increasing,  while  tbe 
productive  amount  of  the  new^wper 
duty  was  diminishing.  He  would  not  de. 
tain  the  House  very  long  with  this  part  of 
the  subject,  but  be  would  direct  the  atten> 
tiofl  of  hon,  Qentleineo  to  the  comparative 
duties  on  sosp  and  newspapers  within  the 
last  few  years.  He  would  take  the  years 
1831  and  1835.  In  the  year  1831  the 
quantity  of  hard  aoap  on  which  duty  wM 
paid  was  10g,OOO.OOOlbs.  In  1835  the 
quantity  had  increased  to  1 35,000,0001bs. 
With  respect  to  soft  soap,  which  appeared 
to  have  been  selected  by  the  hon.  Member 
am  a  special  object  for  bis  protection,  there 
hsd  been  a  grest  inereaae  in  tbeeouump* 
lion.  In  1831  the  qeanlity  of  soft  toap 
on  which  duty  was  paid  wee  9,600,000  tte.. 
and  in  1 835  the  quonlitTwaa  13,1  (}3,OO0Hm.. 
•bowing  an  inorenie  «  ncnrl;  ft  fontth  in  n 
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^tryitwrtiMemlof  tkn*.  Tbtrtuapdnty 
«n  nawapaptridid  notihowtbauma  result. 
In  1831  tfaeanonnlofdutjon  newspaper! 
«u  483,0001.,  white  ia  1835  it  had  dimi- 
Btthed  to  455,000/.  This  was  a  nry  con- 
•i^rabla  Ndtiction.  ThenextelettiBniror 
oomid«Tation  wat,  whether  they  ihould 
^e  reliaf  in  ooa  qnarter  or  the  other — 
wbetber  the;  aboald  give  something  to 
tbat  to  which  a  considerable  share  of  re- 
lief had  already  been  aEForded,  or  to  an 
article  which  wis  placed  uoder  a  dispro- 
poftiooate  duty,  and  which  was  siruggling 
under  a  heafy  lax.  It  happened  with  re- 
spect to  the  soap  duty  that  it  was  reduced 
one>half  a  faw  years  ago,  on  the  proposal 
of  his  noUe  Friend,  Lord  Spencer,  who 
was  then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
The  soap  duty  was  then  reduced  to  the 
rate  which  was  paid  during  the  reign  of 
Queen  Anne.  The  stamp  duty  on  news- 
papara  was  kept  up  to  the  highest  amount 
or  duty  aver  imposed.  He,  thererore, 
woald  not  add  to  the  relier  already  given 
Id  the  soap  trade,  but  would  give  relief 
where  it  bad  not  previously  been  afibrded. 
The  hon.  Oeatleman  had  alluded  to  the 
very  great  increase  that  woold  take  place 
in  the  consumption  of  soap,  if  his  proposi- 
tion was  oarried.  But  he  was  prepared  to 
■bow,  that  no  very  great  increase  would 
take  place  in  the  consumption  of  that 
artiole,  if  the  resolation  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
wa>  carried  ;  but  that  a  loss  to  the  public 
revenue  would  be  occasioned,  of  not  less 
than  260,000/.  a  year.  The  hon.  Bsrooet, 
in  order  to  prove  nis  statement,  referred  to 
the  aathority  of  the  Commissioners  ap- 
pointad  to  inquire  into  the  operation  of 
the  Eseise  laws,  and  which  he  bad  point- 
edly urged,  had  been  appointed  by  the 
preient  Oovemment,  which,  therefore, 
•hould  attend  lo  their  recommendation. 
But  he  would  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  was  prepared  to  assent  to 
carrying  all  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commissioners  into  effect  ?  and  mor 
especially  with  respect  to  the  soap  trade 
For  instance,  would  he  propose,  as  they 
recommended  tbat  the  soap  duty  should 
be  extended  to  Ireland  t  The  hon.  Baronet 
called  upon  the  House  to  vote  for  a  pro- 
poiition  which,  ba  said,  was  recommended 
by  the  Commiesioners ;  but  from  fear  of 
not  obtaining  the  support  of  certain  Irish 
Membera  to  this  proposition,  be  abstained 
ftom  aaying  tbat  be  would  snpport  the 
ioit»  tbat  the  Kwp^uty 


shonld  ba  estandad  to  Inland.  Ha  had, 
however,  on  this  subject,  in  his  possession, 
documents  which  he  thought  would  ba 
conclusive  to  the  mind  of  even  the 
hon.  Member,  who  might  be  supposad 
wedded  to  his  own  proposition.  Ther 
had  already  made  a  reduction  of  one-baff 
of  the  soap  duty-'namely,  from  id.  to 
1^.  per  lb.  He  would  aik  Uie  House  to 
consider  what  effect  this  reduction  bad 
had  as  regarded  the  increase  in  (he  con- 
sumption  of  soap,  and  then  judge  what 
would  be  the  efiect  in  making  a  fitriher 
reduction.  Since  the  duty  had  beeq  ra- 
duced  to  l^d.  per  lb.,  there  had  been  an 
increase  in  the  consumption  of  soap  of 
about  10,000,000  lbs.  To  malLe  out  the 
case,  then,  which  had  been  stated  hy  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  must  show  that  al- 
though the  reduction  of  1^.  a  lb.  duty 
had  produced  an  increased  conaumptian 
of  10,000,000  lbs.,  that  a  reduction  of  ft 
halfpenny  a  lb.  would  produce  an  increased 
consumption  of  tiO,000,001bB.  a  year. 
He  had  already  said  that  the  soap  duty  had 
been  reduced  to  the  ninrnvm  which  waa 
pad  when  the  tax  was  first  imposed, 
namely  by  the  7th  of  Anne.  In  1782,  the 
lax  was  increased  two-pence  farthing  a  lb.; 
in  1816,  it  was  increased  to  twopence  half- 
penny  ;  and  in  1818,  it  was  increased  to 
three  pence ;  and  in  1834  it  was  reduced 
to  three-halfpence  a  lb.,  the  same  amount 
of  duty  that  was  paid  in  the  reign  of  Queen 
Anne.  With  respect  to  the  impediment* 
which  [be  excise  regulations  threw  in  the 
way  of  the  soap  manufacturers,  he  had  a 
few  remarks  la  make.  He  should  be 
sorry  if  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Surrey,  supposed  that  he  thought  the  laws 
regolating  the  soap  trade  required  no  al- 
teration. He  admitted  that  they  did,  and 
he  felt  satisGed  that  if  they  could  be 
altered,  it  would  give  great  relief  to  the 
trade.  These  regulations  were  only  justi- 
fiable on  the  score  of  affording  security  to 
the  revenue,  and  if  these  reslriclions  could 
he  removed  without  injury  to  the  revenue, 
it  would  he  the  duty  of  Government 
to  remove  them.  He  hoped  that,  if  not 
during  [he  present  session,  at  least  at  the 
commencement  of  the  next  session,  he 
should  be  able  to  introduce  a  Bill  lo  make 
certain  alterations  in  the  law  as  regarded 
the  restrictions  in  this  trade,  so  as  [o  af- 
ford relief  to  the  soap  manufucturers. 
There  was  nothing,  however,  in  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  justify  the 
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clasi  that  objected  to  anj  redactioa  ra 
the  tax  of  newipapera,  and  to  thow  who 
demanded  the  abolitioa  of  the  whole  tax 
and  who  objected  to  any  duty.  First, 
then,  to  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  objected 
to  any  reduction.  He  had  already  laid 
that  the  amount  of  duty  on  newspapers 
bad  been  in  a  gradual  course  of  diminution 
since  1831.  Id  that  year  the  amount  of 
duty  was  483,000/.:  in  1832  it  wai 
473,000;.;  in  1833  it  was  445,000^;  in 
1834  it  was  441,0002.;  and  in  1835  there 
bad  been  an  increase  in  a  trifling  degree, 
for  the  duty  was  155,0001.  So  that  there 
had  been  a  gradual  reduction  in  the 
amount  of  duty  for  some  years  ;  and  that 
under  circumstances  which  he  beliered 
that  any  hon.  Geutleman  would  admit 
warranted  the  supposition  that  there  would 
have  been  an  increase.  He  would  ask 
whether  the  education  of  the  people  had 
diminished,  their  anxiety  for  mforroalion 
lessened  ?  There  could  he  no  doubt  as 
to  the  facts  of  the  case.  It  was  a  matter 
of  regret  on  one  side,  it  was  a  subject  of 
rejoicing  on  the  other,  that  the  thirst  for 
political  information  had  been  greatly  in- 
creased by  the  political  changes  which 
had  recently  been  made.  If  something 
did  not  impede  this  species  of  knowledge, 
the  amount  of  the  tax,  instead  of  showing 
a  diniinutioD,  would  exhibit  a  great  in- 
crease. In  this,  as  in  other  cases,  the 
revenue  had  sustained  a  loss  in  conss- 
quence  of  the  duty  having  been  raised 
beyond  the  legitimate  amount  which 
should  have  been  imposed.  Gentlemen 
were  aware  that  the  stamp-duty  was  fint 
imposed  in  1712,  and  was  at  the  time 
strongly  opposed  by  some  great  authori- 
ties. The  opponents  to  the  newspaper- 
tax  which  he  alluded  to  were  not  great 
Radicals  or  ianovators,  or  in  any  way 
hostile  to  the  institutions  of  the  country. 
The  great  opponent  of  the  tax  was  Mr. 
Addison,  who  then  filled  the  office  of 
Secretary  of  State,  He  anticipated  what 
was  soon  realised — that  the  duty  which  it 
was  proposed  to  impose,  and  which  was 
comparatively  a  high  one,  would  lead  to  a 
decay  of  this  branch  of  literature.  In  a 
paper  in  The  Spectator,  of  the  date  of  lb« 
1st  of  August,  1712,  the  day  the  tax  came 
into  operation,  he  makes  the  following  ob- 
seivationg : — 


reduction  of  the  duly  in  the  esstimption 
that  there  would  be  an  increase  of  con- 
sumption, and  above  all,  when  there  was 
Baothei  and  more  pressing  object  which 
nqnired  the  alteotion  of  the  House,  So 
■nuch  for  soap — he  would  next  proceed  to 
the  more  material  question  before  the 
House.  He  believed  that  they  would 
then  have  heard  little  respecting  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  soap  duty,  if  it  had  not  hap- 
pened that  both  in  that  House  and  out  of 
It  there  were  gentlemen  who  were  alto- 
gether opposed  to  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  newspapers.  The  hon.  Member 
fur  Surrey  probably  entertained  that  opi- 
nion, as  he  cheered  the  observation.  He 
believed  that  the  fact  was,  that  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  soap  duty  bad  been  started 
against  that  of  the  newspaper  duly ;  and 
if  the  latter  had  not  been  proposed,  they 
would  not  have  heard  a  word  from  Gentle- 
men opposite  respecting  the  former.  The 
real  question  they  had  to  ask  was,  whe- 
ther the  House  was  prepared  to  agree  to  a 
reduction  of  the  stamp  duty  on  news- 
papers ?  He  asked  for  the  deliberate 
judgment  of  the  House  on  this  subject— 
ne  asked  them  to  weigh  well  the  arguments 
which  he  should  adduce  on  the  subject, 
and  he  trusted  that  he  should  be  able  to 
induce  each  party  to  give  up  something 
by  showing  that  the  public  interest  re- 
quired it.  He  had  to  contend  against  two 
classes  of  opponents.  He  did  not  bring 
forward  his  proposition  as  a  means  of 
gelling  popularity,  for  be  had  only  met 
with  vituperation  and  attack  for  having 
brought  it  forward,  and  with  the  strongest 
opposition  from  those  who  on  former  oc- 
casions originated  motioas  similar  to  that 
which  he  now  submitted  to  the  House, 
The  proposition  he  made  did  not  originate 
with  the  view  of  gaining  popularity,  but 
was  a  grant .  and  concession  to  public 
necessity  and  expediency.  He  thought 
that  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  show- 
ing that  if  they  left  the  duty  on  news- 
papers as  it  was,  they  would  run  the 
risk  of  finding  the  opposition  to  that  duty 
carried  much  further  than  at  present. 
It  might  lead  to  a  general  violation  of 
the  law,  and  a  general  disposllioD  to  encou- 
rage those  illegal  publications.  It  also 
should  be  recollected,  that  allowing  things 
to  remain  as  they  were  would  be  a  want 
of  justice  on  the  part  of  the  Legislature 
towards  those  parties  who  paid  the  duly. 
He  would  address  one  argument  on  this 
part  of  the  labject  to  both  paitieE— to  the 


"This  is  the  day  on  which  many  eminent 
anlfaors  will  probably  publish  their  last  words, 
I  am  afnid  tiiat  few  of  our  weekly  bist(inan|^ 
who  are  men  that,  above  alt  Olhsn,  dol^t  in 
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■  wir,  will  be  able  to  eabBisl  under  the  wdgbt  of  knowledge,  and  he  had  heard  that  it 
of  ■  stamp,  and  an  approadiiog  peace."  •  'had  been  stated  by  parties  out  of  doore, 
In  Bhort,  thenecestity  of  caniyin^aitanip  thai  the  diffusion  of  all  useful  knowledge 
and  the  improbability  of'^aotifying  a'wai  confioed  to  newspapers.  This  vat 
bloody  battle,  will,  I  am  afraid,  both  con-  !  an  exaggeration  as  great  as  that  on  the 
car  to  the  sinking  of  those  thin  folios  other  side,  which  said  that  no  useful 
vhich  have  every  other  day  retailed  to  us  knowledge  could  be  obtained  from  newi- 
the  history  o\  Europe  for  several  years '  papers.  Newspapers  afforded  the  ineani 
last  past.  A  facetious  friend  of  mine,  who  '  of  diffusing  political  knowledge,  and  that 
loves  a  pun,  calls  this  present  mortality  of  a  very  important  character,  but  he  de> 
among  authors,  "The  fall  of  the  leaf."|  nied  that  theyconstituted  the  chief  means. 
There  was  itill  the  same  effect  which  Mr.  There  was  knowledge  of  a  higher  charac 
Addison  complained  would  flow  from  tlie '  ter  than  could  be  conveyed  in  this  way, 
tax.  It  might  easily  be  shown  that  but  |  There  was  a  deGnition  of  knowledge  by 
for  this  tax  there  would  be  a  much  greater .  one  whose  word  would  carry  much  greater 
number  of  newspapers  printed  and  sold, '  influence  and  authority  than  he  could 
and  Mr.  Addison  had  shown  in  the  first   command — he  meant  Lord  Bacon — which 


instance  it  had  led  to  the  tame  result. 
But  did  bon.  Gentlemen  entertain  doubts 
as  to  whether  the  people  were  anxious 
for  the  species  of  knowledge  diffused  by 
newspapers  7  Ifhon.  Gentlemen  did,  let 
them  boldly  own  it.  But  the  truth  was, 
that  they  were  afraid  to  trust  the  people 
with  this  species  of  information.  But  he 
would  not  be  a  party  to  withhold  it  from 
them.  The  hon.  Member  said,  that  the 
people  had  already  the  means  of  obtaining 
the  species  of  knowledge  conveyed  in 
newapapers,  and  he  said,  let  them  go  to 
the  public-house  or  the  coffee-shop,  and 
they  would  see  a  great  number  of  news- 
papen  of  all  parties  for  a  very  trifling 
sum.  The  hon.  Member  had  read  a  list 
of  papers  which  were  famished  to  a  coffee 
shop.  There  was  The  Standard  for  one 
party,  and  The  Morning  Chronicle  for  the 
Qthei ;  and  he  heard  The  Lancet  mentioned 
in  the  list  of  papers  read.  For  his  part, 
however,  he  would  rather  that  the  poor 
man  should  have  the  newspaper  in  his 
cottage  than  that  he  should  be  sent  to 
the  public  house  to  read  it.  He  knew 
that  at  present  the  newspaper  was  one 
of  tbe  great  attractions  to  take  the  poor 
man  from  home  to  visit  the  public  house. 
If,  therefore,  the  adoption  of  this  proposi- 
tion tended  to  keep  the  poor  man  at  home 
it  would  afibrd  a  great  moral  aid  to  the 
Uoprorement  of  the  people.  He  had  the  i 
authority  of  Dr.  Johnson  for  saying,  that 
the  diffusion  of  knowledge  amongst  the 
people  by  means  of  newspapers  was  one 
of  the  most  efficient  modes  by  which 
knowledge  could  be  imparted.  He  be- 
lieved, howevert  that  there  had  been  a 
Eeat  deal  of  exaggeration  on  this  subject, 
e  was  of  opinion,  that  newspapers  were 
pot  MMolutely  necessary  for  the  diffusioo 


showed  that  it  was  of  a  higher  nature  than 
could  be  conveyed  by  means  of  the 
columns  of  a  newspaper  : — "  Knowledge," 
said  Lord  Bacon,  "is  not  a  couch  where- 
upon to  rest  a  searching  and  restless 
spirit :  or  a  terrace,  for  a  wandering  and 
variable  mind  to  walk  up  and  down  with 
a  fair  prospect ;  or  a  tower  of  state 
for  a  proud  mind  to  raise  itself  upon  ;  or 
a  fort  or  commanding  ground  for  strife 
and  contention  1  or  a  shop  for  profit  or 
sale  ;  but  a  rich  storehouse  for  the  glory 
of  the  Creator,  and  the  relief  of  man's 
estate."  Suppose  that  he  were  for  a  mo> 
ment,  for  argument's  sake,  merely  to 
assent  to  the  proposition  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite — suppose  that  he  were  for 
argument's  sake,  to  assume  that  the  free 
circulation  of  political  knowledge,  by 
means  of  newspapers,  was  an  evil,  and 
that  restrictions  ought  to  be  put  on  this 
extended  promulgation  of  that  species  of 
knowledge  ; — assuming  this,  he  would  still 
ask  hon.  Members — looking  at  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law,  and  the  practices 
which  went  on  in  spite  of  it — whether 
they  thought  it  would  be  possible  to  keep 
up  the  exclusive  circulation  of  what  they 
were  pleased  to  consider  as  the  only  sound 
political  knowledge,  by  the  means  of  high- 
priced  newspapers.  Certainly  not.  On 
the  contrary,  it  was  well  known  that  in 
the  metropolis,  and  through  all  the  rami- 
fications of  trade  throughout  the  country, 
an  active  agency  was  constantly  and  ne- 
cessarily kept  in  operation  for  the  purpose 
of  violating  the  law,  and  of  extending 
throughout  the  community,  not  new^Mpera 
snch  as  he  contemplated,  paying  a  stamp 
duty  to  Government,  but  newspapers 
paying  no  stamp  duty,  got  up,  printed, 
published,  and  distnbitt«d  upon 
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gftniMd  pUn,  by  parti«  who  ut  cut  with 
the  ezpTCH  purpose  or  violating  the  law, 
tod  who  in  conBequence  of  the  cheapnen 
«f  their  comraoditir  Bucceeded  but  too 
gensrally,  in  usurping  the  place  of  news- 
papers payingr  the  stamp  duty.  He  was 
far  from  being  opposed  to  the  principle  or 
cheap  newspapers  ;  bat  he  was  decidedly 
oppowd  to  illegal  newspapers,  and  to  all 
Tiolattoos  of  the  law.  He  was  opposed  to 
them,  in  the  first  place,  because  the  par- 
ties who  were  engsged  in  such  practices 
were,  necessarily,  not  persons  lit  or  quali- 
fied to  diffuse  sound  instruction  amon  j>  the 
people  1  for  no  man  of  honest  principles 
could  lend  himself  to  practices  invoWing 
the  direct  violation  of  the  laws  of  his 
ootintry.  It  was,  however,  a  matter  of 
eertaiaty,  that  to  a  very  lai^  eitteDt  in* 
deed,  cheap  publications  of  that  charac- 
ter were  diffused  throughout  the  country, 
con6ded  to  the  management  of  [persons 
who  approached  the  subject  with  a  full 
knowledge  that  thev  were  violating  the 
law,  and  subjecting  trtemselves  to  fine  and 
fanprisontnent ;  and,  moreover,  addressed 
to  a  market  confined  to  a  class  of  persons 
who  were  fully  aware  that  the  commodity 
purchased  by  them  was  an  illegal  one. 
This  was  a  state  of  things  which  those 
who  desired  to  keep  up  the  character  of 
the  press  must  be  most  anxious  to  put 
in  end  to,  but  which  was  not  to  be  put 
an  end  to,  by  retaining  high-priced  news- 
pspen.  He  would  just  state  to  the  House 
the  extent  to  which  this  system  had  already 
gone.  The  total  number  of  stamps  taken 
out  for  English  newspapers  in  the  twelve 
months  appeared  from  the  returns  to  be 
thirty-six  millions.  Now,  upon  one  single 
occasion,  when  the  officers  connected  with 
the  Stamp-office  effected  a  seizure,  they 
found,  on  the  Thursday,  an  ipcomplete 
puMicstion  of  an  unstamped  newspaper, 
which  was  to  be  given  out  on  the  Satur- 
day,  but  which  even  on  the  Thursday, 
when  incomplete,  amounted  to  not  fewei 
than  forty  thousand  in  number,  Thns  it 
appeared  that  one  single  unstamped 
newspaper  had  created  for  itself  an 
•nnnal  circulation  of  upwards  of  two 
millioni,  being  equal  to  one-eighteenth 
part  of  tho  whole  circulation  of 
all  the  stamped  newspapers  of  the 
country.  Such  was  the  present  condhion 
of  the  nnstamped  press,  and  it  was 
understood  that  the  parties  engaged 
in  the  traffic  entertained  Bveiy  pros- 
pect of   grcstlj    nttendiog;  tbo  tnde. 


he  had  been  placed  In  a  sinsnlaHf 
unfortunate  position,  between  the  fires  of 
two  parties,  one  of  which  abused  him  fer 
going  too  far,  the  other  attacking  him  for 
not  going  far  enough  in  his  endeavours  to 
-^press  this  illegal  traffic.  Whenever  the 
iDJect  had  been  mooted  he  had  been 
charged,  and  justly  charged,  if  it  were  t 
chai^,  by  Members  on  his  own  side  of 
the  House,  with  enforcing  the  law  to  the 
utmost  extent  against  the  violators  of  the 
Stamp  Acts,  and  with  having  dealt  out 
fine  and  imprisonment  with  too  harsh  a 
hand  ;  while  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House  he  had  been  violently  iurerghed 
against  for  not  enforcing  the  law  to  the 
utmost  extent,  and  for  not  dealing  oqt 
fine  and  imprisonment.  He  could  only 
•ay,  that  it  had  been  his  endeavour  l^ 
every  possible  means  to  assert  the  law 
and  protect  the  honest  trader,  by  putting 
in  force  all  the  enacttnenls  against  the 
dishonest  trader  ;  but  he  bad  found  it 
quite  impossible  effectually  to  put  down 
the  contraband  trade.  In  addition  loihese 
he  had  had  another  party  to  deal  with — 
a  party  most  vigilant  in  their  observation 
of  the  proceedings  of  Government — he 
alluded  to  the  stamped  press  itself,  who 
had  every  right  to  come  to  Government 
and  say,  "  We  pay  all  the  daties  imposed 
on  us  by  the  law,  and  thereby  contribote 
largely  to  the  financial  resources  of  the 
country,  and  we  therefore  require  of  you 
that  you  equally  enforce  obedience  to  the 
law  upon  all  our  competitors."  WiA 
these  parties  he  had  been  in  constant 
communication ;  end  upon  the  first  occa- 
sion they  had  complained  that  the  efforts 
of  Qovemment  to  check  the  evil  had  not 
been  sufficiently  strenuous,  he  had  put 
to  them  to  suggest  any  mode  conformable 
to  law,  by  which  they  conceived  the 
proceedings  of  the  unstamped  press  coutd 
be  checked  both  in  town  and  country,  bqt 
nothing  had  been  pointed  out  adequate 
to  the  emergency.  Again,  after  exerting 
every  means  in  their  power  to  repress 
this  illegal  trade  Government  applied  to 
the  law-officers  of  the  Crown,  stating  what 
had  been  done,  and  asking  their  directions 
as  to  any  farther  proceedings  and  worn 
informed  by  these  functionaries  that  they 
had  already  resorted  to  all  the  means 
afforded  by  the  existing  lawfor  preventing 
the  publication  of  unstamped  nevrspapers, 
Tlie  law-officers  of  the  Crown  at  the  Bamn 
time  ttatcd  tbat  th«  nistio;  Uv  wt^ 
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ilMg«lWt  iiwfiMlual  to  tkd  .  , 
of  puUiog  ux  end  U  th«  unitimpod 
ptj^n,  On«  of  the  gmleat  diSouliiot 
to  wbioh  thsy  were,  exposed  wis  ■■  to 
the  proof  of  tht  prioting,  Tbe  lav 
CMtunly  laid  it  down  tbat  tite  namei  of 
die  prill  tar  and  publiiher  ahould  be 
•ttsed  to  everj  paper,  but  there  wee  no 
fiiard  ag«iQit  luoh  namei  being  forgeriee 
or  altogetber  ficlitioui,  and  tbis  apeciei 
of  fraud  was  committed  every  day. 
£iery  law  which  bora  upon  the  printing, 
the  pabiitbing,  end  the  diitribuling  of 
Vnataroped  newipapera  had  been  enforced 
flith  that  etrictneea  whiob  Government 
Donaidered  due  to  the  law  and  to  the 
honeit  trader,  but  though  many  iodividuala 
offendiDg  agaioBt  the  law  had  been 
BHniibed,aDd  many  leizures  mede  of  the 
iHegal  publiealione,  the  rrauduleut  ijatem 
had  not  been  materially  checked.  On 
the  contrery,  tbe  ayitem  had  been  eu- 
conraged  in  conaequeoea  of  the  lym- 
pathy  which  (he  peraoni  puniahed  auc- 
eeeded  in  creating  throughoat  the  country 
IB  their  behalf.  Mr.  Cleave,  for  instance, 
bad  been,  for  repeated  violatiooRof  (be 
law,  four  times  fined  and  twice  imprisoned, 
■nd  what  was  the  consequence?  Why, 
no  Booner  was  it  known  that  he  had  been 
Mnereed  in  tbe  penalties  laid  down  by 
ibe  Act,  then  throughout  the  country 
aubseriplicme  were  let  on  foot  for  the 
purpose  of  paying  them  off.  Thus,  at 
was  the  case  also  with  Mr.  Hctherington, 
Bot  only  was  tbe  law  violated,  but  the 
party  violating  it  wai  mads  the  ol^ct 
of  general  aympetby  and  support.  There 
had  been  prosccutione  for  printing,  pro- 
•eoutioBS  for  publishing,  proeeoutions  for 
■elting  in  the  shop,  and  prosecutions  for 
telling  in  tbe  street,  bat  all  these  efforta 
bkd  failed  to  effect  tbe  desired  result. 
ConvielianB  had  been  obtained,  impriaon- 
nent  had  been  indicted,  and  fines  imposed 
m  the  persons  convicted,  mach  individnal 
tuffering  had  been  the  result,  but  it 
had  attracted  public  sympathy  and  gave 
SMD  reward  for  violating  the  taw.  Within 
ft  few  nontha  not  less  than  ]10  persons 
had  been  coDvicted  and  punished  for  selling 
nnatamped  newspapers  in  shops,  and  300 
peraona  Cor  idling  them  in  the  atreete, 
hnt  all  witbont  prodocing  any  practical 
tiinonl  of  the  evil  ;  for  no  sooner  waa 
ene  man  pat  in  prison  for  tbne  illegal 
pcacticoi,  than  tDOlher  was  readily  fonnd 
M  sttpfdy  hie  place.  Tbe  hon.  Member 
^MnmybHlMi^toegmidt  tbtreooidi 
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of  Kingtlon  gaol  to  see  bow  the  evil  had 
been  felt  in  that  pert  of  the  country,  as 
well  aa  everywhere  else.  Indeed,  tbrou^ 
tbe  whole  of  the  country,  tbe  circnlalioil 
of  unstamped  newapapers  was  going 
rapidly  forward,  for  the  law,  as  it  at  preseat 
stood,  was  altogether  inadequate  to  reprcas 
the  practice.  The  question  was,  then, 
whether  that  slate  of  things  should  be 
suffered  to  continue?  Was  there  any  man 
who  would  Justify  it,orssy  that  newspapers 
ought  not  to  be  treated  like  other  commo- 
dities, the  high  duties  on  which  encoureged 
Bmuggling.  A  charge  of  remissnese  had 
been  brought  against  Government  by 
Members  on  the  other  aide  of  the  House  t 
he  might  mention  that  a  greater  number 
of  prosecutions  bad  been  brought  forward 
by  tbe  present  Government  for  violations 
of  tbe  law  in  this  respect,  than  had  been 
carried  into  effect  during  the  time  that 
ight  hon.  Member  opposite,  waa  at 
the  head  of  the  Administration.  He  did 
not  mention  this  with  any  view  to  assume 
greater  merit  in  this  respect  than  was  dna 
to  the  former  Administration,  but  merely 
in  answer  to  tbcne  who  asserted  that  it 
was  the  inefficient  endeavours  of  tbe  pre- 
sent  Government  to  repress  violations  of 
the  law  which  waa  ihe  cause  of  the  evil, 
and  not  the  inefficiency  of  the  law.  But 
it  might  be  said  "  We  admit  all  this,  we 
admit  that  the  law  is  not  sufficiently  strong 
to  meet  the  case  ;  we  admit  that  you  bavn 
done  ell  that  lay  in  you  for  the  purpoac 
of  enforcing  the  law;  we  admit  the  large 
accumulation  of  nnslamped  newapapers  ; 
but  we  tell  yon  tbe  remedy  will  not  be 
found  in  the  reduction  of  the  duty,  but  in 
the  inoreased  severity  of  new  enact* 
ments."  He  was  not  disposed  to  adopt 
that  doctrine.  He  would  not  consent  to 
take  any  steps  towards  increasing  the 
aevarity  of  the  law,  in  any  case  where  be 
believ^  it  would  be  altf^ther  inefibcluei 
(o  the  purpose  for  which  it  waa  intended, 
and  where  he  believed  the  aame  reralt 
would  be  obtained  by  other  and  betbir 
means.  If  they  continued  100  per  cent, 
duty  upon  newspapers,  increased  the  pro 
visions  of  the  law,  end  added  to  tbe 
severity  of  its  administration,  be  would 
fairly  tell  them,  that  with  the  syitem  now 
existing— with  tbe  rapid  power  of  printing 
-—with  tbe  greet  anxiety  oa  the  part  of 
the  people  to  obtein  the  description  of 
knowledge  circnlated  in  unstamped  publi- 
cotiona,  they  and  their  severe  laws  wo^A 
not  reowvo  the  aril  eoBfltiD«d  vt,  ao  lonf 
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■stfaeycontiDoed  by  a  high  tax  anindnce- 
nent  to  violate  the  law.  He  did  nol  meaa 
to  tay  he  waa  conient  nith  the  exiatiag 
law ;  neither  did  he  come  to  that  House 
nnder  the  falie  preteoce  of  ailciog  for  a 
teductioD  of  the  itamp-daty  to  Id.,  with- 
out having  adequate  means  to  propose  to 
collect  that  Id.  This  was  a  matter  they 
would  have  (o  diicusi  when  the  Bill  should 
be  more  imniediately  before  the  House. 
fint  fae  begged  to  lell  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  that  there  would  be  no  provision 
imerted  in  that  Bill  by  which  the  Press 
would  be  in  the  least  degree  fettered, 
though  care  was  taken  that,  if  Parliament 
agreed  to  reduce  the  duty  as  he  proposed, 
full  means  should  be  given  toQovernment 
of  enforcing  the  duly  which  remained. 
Was  it  not  their  duty  to  protect  the  Press 
of  ths  country,  which  paid  io  large  an 
amount  of  contribution  to  the  revenue, 
against  the  invasion  of  those  parties  who  paid 
ndne,  and  continued  to  maintain  this  un- 
equal and  unjust  advantage?  Heahouldlike 
to  know,  if  in  a  questiou  of  revenue  of  an 
ordinary  character,  it  were  stated,  that  the 
existence  of  such  a  high  duty  as  that  upon 
Dewspapera  wu  most  unjust,  and  that  a 
diminution  of  il  was  absalutely  necessary 
to  protect  existing  interests  and  prevent  a 
violation  of  the  law,  if  such  a  statement 
would  be  controverted.  Ha  was  sure 
DO  one  would  attempt  to  deny  that  such 
a  duty  ought  to  tie  repealed  ;  and  he 
thought  it  most  expedient  that  the  House 
should  pronounce  an  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject with  reference  to  the  threat  on  the  one 
band  of  the  absolute  neceuily  for  a  total 
Npeal  of  the  duly  ;  and,  on  the  other,  to 
die  threat  of  all  the  evil  consequences 
that  were  to  attend  the  opening  of  this 
branch  of  mercantile  speculation,  for  so 
he  considered  it.  He  appeared  there 
to  argue  against  the  maintenance  of  a 
Stamp-duty  of  4cj.,  and  io  justificstion  of 
ntaining  a  stamp-duty  of  \d;  and  he 
would  now  proceed  to  state  the  grounds 
upon  which  he  made  the  latter  proposition. 
In  the  first  place  he  was  maintaining  the 
old  duty — he  was  reducing  it  to  the  amount 
M  which  it  stood  so  long  back  as  the  reign 
of  Qaeon  Anne ;  and  the  progress  of  it  had 
been  thaa:— From  the  accession  of  George 
3td,  in  1760,  to  1776,  it  had  been  \d.\ 
from  that  period  to  1789,  Ijd.;  up  to 
1797,  2d.;  and  from  that  up  to  1815, 
3id. ;  in  which  year  it  waa  raised  to  iu 
pieaent  amount,  <d.  Now,  he  would  say, 
ifuX  if  tiia  propositiOD  were  to  be  more 
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enlarged,  it  would  be  impracticable.  H« 
believed  to  the  total  repeat  of  the  itamp- 
duty  OD  newspapers  the  majority  of  ibnt 
House  would  not  consent,  and  tberefon 
did  he  prefer  making  a  proposition  in 
which  he  had  been  led  to  hope  he  should 
he  supported  by  a  majority.  But,  beside* 
that,  he  held  they  had  a  right  to  I  d.  stamp, 
and  that  it  would  be  essential  for  the  best 
interests  of  the  Press  itself,  inasmuch  as  it 
would  afford  to  newspapers  a  free  circula- 
tion by  post.  He  would  observe,  in  pasa- 
iug,  that  no  proposition  he  had  ever  heard 
made  for  establishing  a  posting  duty  had 
appeared  to  him  more  desirable  in  itself, 
or  more  favourable  to  the  Press,  than  that 
whicli  he  now  made.  But  he  would  go 
further  in  reference  to  the  present  conjunc- 
ture of  affairs,  and  here  he  would  make  an 
appeal  to  hon.  Members  who  were  so  eager 
for  the  total  abolition  of  the  duty — bo 
would  go  further,  and  say,  that  if  he  wera 
to  propose  its  entire  abolition,  he  should 
give  up  his  proposal  for  a  reduction  of  tha 
duty  on  paper,  which  be  had  made,  not 
only  with  reference  to  newspapers,  bat 
literature  in  general.  He  considered  it 
infinitely  better  to  make  a  partial  reduction 
upon  the  newspaper  stamp-duty,  and  also 
to  reduce  the  duty  on  paper,  than  to  extend 
the  whole  amount  to  the  reduction  of 
the  stamp-duty  upon  newspapers.  With 
regard  to  the  general  argument,  that  tfaia 
waa  a  tax  upon  knowledge,  would  thoaa 
who  thought  10  deny  that  books  wert 
elements  ^  knowledge  as  well  as  newa- 
papers  ?  Would  they  deny  that  he  wu 
doing  justice  to  literature  generally  by 
making  a  reduction  upon  paper  ?  Tlier 
could  not  deny  that :  and  he  could  tell 
them,  that  unless  he  was  able  to  retain 
something  upon  newspapers,  he  would  not 
be  able  to  reduce  the  duty  upon  paper 
generally.  Now,  hia  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Middlesex,  whom  be  did  not 
see  in  his  place,  was  one  of  those  who 
objected  to  the  \d.  stamp,  and  yet  that 
hon.  Oentleman  was  the  very  individual 
who,  in  182£,  brought  forward  a  propo- 
sition for  reducing  the  stamp-duty  on 
newspapers,  not  to  Id.,  but  to  2d.  On 
that  occasion  he  entreated  the  attentkm  of 
the  then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
bis  proposal,  and  in  general  terms  said  to 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman,  "that  he 
would  guaraatee  him  against  any  loss  to 
the  revenue  by  a  reduction  of  the  duty 
from  id.  to  2d. ;  and  that  so  anxioas  wm 
he  on  the  subject,  fae  would  Rlnoat  becoioi 
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penoMlly'reBponiible,  ir  Bt  tbe  end  of  the 
jnr  ■!);  losi  hsd  accrued."  The  Chao- 
eellor  or  the  Exchequer  of  the  day  hov- 
0«eT  nid,  that  although  he  would  be  glad 
to  accept  of  the  hou.  Member's  guarantee, 
yet  that,  when  they  bad  to  deal  with 
460,000/.  of  the  public  revenue  he  ahould 
viah  to  have  a  lecnriiy  of  another  descrip- 
tion. The  proposition  of  the  hon.  Membei 
A>r  Middlesex  was  accordingly  resisted, 
On  a  later  occasion — in  (he  course  of  last 
Session — an  hon.  Friend  of  his,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Edward  Lytton 
Bolwer),  had  brought  forward  a  propo- 
silion,  which  he  very  powerfully  supported 
by  a  speech  which  those  who  heard  it 
would  not  soon  forget — the  arguments 
upon  the  subject  being  most  power- 
folly  stated.  Whet  was  the  proposition 
then  moved  by  the  hon.  Member,  seconded 
by  the  hoD.  Member  for  Middlesex, 
cheered  by  so  many  Members  of  '  the 
House  ?  That  proposition  was  to  reduce 
the  duty  to  Id.,  allowing  that  penny  for  the 
circulation  of  the  paper  by  the  post.  The 
proposition  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex' 
chequerl  had,  at  the  time,  expressed  hii 
regret,  that  he  could  not  accede  to,  by 
reason  of  the  then  state  of  the  fiaancea, 
but  be  had  also  stated,  that  he  would  take 
the  earliest  opportunity  himself  of  bringing 
forward  such  a  proposition.  He  trusted 
that  the  House  would  admit,  that  he  had 
now  redeemed  his  pledge.  He  had  brought 
forward  the  distinct  end  specific  propo- 
■ition  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln 
bad  expressed  his  desire  to  see  carried 
into  effect.  Yet  now,  becaase  he  took 
that  course — because  he  had  kept  hia  word 
~— because  he  had  done  that  which  the 
bon.  Member  had  endeavoured  to  do,  not 
only  the  hon.  Member,  but  many  of  those 
bon.  Members  who  had  supported  him  on 
the  occasion  alluded  to,  had  attacked  him 
in  a  most  undisguised,  in  a  most  unreroit- 
ing,  he  would  say,  in  a  most  cruel  mantier, 
had  charged  him  with  forgetting  every 
promise,  and  disregard  of  the  public 
mterest,  although  he  hsd  not  only  done  that 
which  he  was  expected  to  do,  hut  had 
proposed  a  considerable  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  paper.  He  bad  done  this,  not,  he 
might  without  offence  say,  because  they 
had  asked  hira  to  do  it,  but  because  he 
considered  it  just  and  right,  and  cal- 
culated to  promote  the  public  advantage ; 
because  be  consideted  it  due  to  the 
Mation  he  had  the  honour  of  filling! 
becaniei  bavbg  pledged  himielf  to  the 
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principle  last  year,  be  felt  it  rig^t  to  ac> 
upon  his  pledge  this  year,  and  that  lbs 
financial  circumstances  of  the  country 
were  sucb  as  to  admit  of  the  reduction. 
The  change  which  had  taken  place  in  the 
political  condirioii  of  the  country  made 
it  essential  to  communicate  to  the  people 
sound  political  knowledge  and  information. 
He  would  say,  that  the  security  of  that 
House,  living,  as  it  did,  in  the  affections 
of  the  people — of  the  Government,  pos- 
sessing, as  it  diii,  the  confidence  of  the 
people — and  of  the  Monarchy,  reigning, 
as  it  did,  and  as  be  trusted  it  ever  would, 
in  the  hearts  of  the  people,  depended 
upon  the  diffusion  of  sound  political  know- 
ledge. They  had  already  given  the  people 
a  1 01.  political  franchise ;  they  had  given, 
with  municipal  inatitutioos,  new  political 
rights  to  inhabitant  householders,  and 
would  they,  ought  they,  or  could  they, 
now  withhold  from  the  people  the  means 
of  judging  of  the  passing  events  of  the 
day?  He  had  now  an  authority,  by  the 
publication  of  the  votes  of  that  House,  in 
his  favour.  That  was  a  question  which 
had  been  much  discussed  and  argued 
against ;  and  yet  on  a  second  occasion, 
after  it  was  agreed  to,  it  was  thought 
right  to  carry  the  principle  further,  and 
publish  the  name  and  vote  of  every  hon. 
Member  on  the  minutes.  All  this  im- 
plied, that  it  was  good  and  safe  that  what 
was  known  there  should  also  be  known 
elsewhere,  and  that  what  concerned  the 
public  in  the  Government  of  the  country, 
should  be  judged  of  by  ihe  public  through 
the  medium  of  the  Press.  Admitting, 
then,  this  principle  to  he  just,  would  it  not 
be  better  to  communicate  knowledge  to 
the  people  through  the  medium  of  the 
stamped  Press,  which  was  responsible  to 
the  country  and  the  King,  than  to  trust 
to  the  construction  that  might  be  put  on 
all  public  proceedings  by  those  men  who 
were  not  reci^nised  by  the  law,  and  whose 
illegal  publications  were  largely  circulated 
because  easily  obtained  T  One  pennydoty 
was,  he  thought,  no  more  than  might  fairly 
be  charged  for  the  advantage  of  a  free 
circulation.  It  would  equalise  the  whole 
of  the  Press,  it  would  raise  its  character, 
and  it  would  enable  those  parties  who  wera 
ready  and  anxious  to  give  religious  in- 
struction to  the  people  to  combine  it  with 
knowledge  of  a  political  nature.  There 
had  been  many  pressing  applications  made 
to  him  on  the  subject  of  giving  religions 
and  moral  iDstiaclioa  to  the  people,  u4 
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In  tknat  b(  his  pnrpoiitton.  The  hot). 
Mtmber  for  Kent  wu  awtre  of  that. 
Penons  who  were  deiiroui  of  difTuiin^ 
knowledge  of  that  deBcription  had  hitherto 
been  deterred  by  the  enormous  tmount  of 
■tsmp-duty.  It  was  his  fate  10  read  niDch 
of  the  unstamped  Press;  indeed,  aome 
persons  were  kind  enough  frequently  to 
lead  hitn  packages  of  unstamped  papers, 
with  a  view  to  prove  to  him  the  extent 
at  which  the  smuggling  had  reached;  and 
this  he  could  say,  that  accordidg  as  it  had 
augmented  in  circulation,  it  had  improved 
in  quality.  Since  ihe  first  appearance  of 
tinslainped  publications  to  the  present 
moment  their  character  had  gradually 
altered,  the  reason  of  which  was  to  be 
fbund  in  the  fact  or  a  wide  circulation.  A 
publication  of  limited  circulation  would  be 
round  to  be  supported  by  a  particular  class, 
for  which  it  was  prepared  by  exciting  their 

Eaisions  and  flattering  their  prejudicei; 
ut  if  they  came  to  a  largely  circulated 
paper,  they  would  find  it  must  suit  itself  to 
the  taste  of  the  people,  under  restricted 
circumstances.  He  appealed  to  the  han. 
Members  who  had  supported  the  proposi* 
tlon  of  the  hon.  Memoer  for  Lincoln,  to 
asslBt  him  in  carrying  out  that  proposition. 
He  did  not  think  it  would  be  just  to  repeal 
the  whole  amount  of  the  duty,  and  be  was 
anxious  to  make  tbe  relief  at  general  ai 
possible  by  also  reducing  the  duty  on  paper. 
These  were  his  grounds  for  reducing  the 
•tamp-duty  to  Id.,  and  for  retaining  that 
Id.  He  hoped  aho  he  had  shown,  that 
the  reduction  of  duty  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northamptonshire  was  not 
one  which  would  lead  lo  the  good  conse- 

Jueneei  which  he  anticipated,  That  a  re- 
uction  on  sonp  would  give  relief  to  the 
agricultural  interests  he  was  sure  no  Gen- 
tleman in  his  senses  could  conceive.  As 
to  an  increase  in  the  consumption  of  that 
article,  he  had  reason,  by  experience  of  the 
paat,  to  knew  that  such  would  not  be  the 
result ;  and  from  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Surrey,  that  all  Excise  re- 
strictions would  be  removed  by  the  pro- 
position, he  entirely  dissented,  for  there 
should  be  an  Excise  law  to  collect  ]d., 
m  well  as  collect  to  a  larger  amonnt. 
He  therefore  asked  the  friends  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  protect  the  revenues  nf  the 
State— the  friends  of  the  tnw  to  assist  btm 
in  maintsining  its  authority,  atid  prevent- 
ing its  violation— and  the  friends  of  the 
institationa  of  the  country  to  put  an  end 
to  ladi  i  itate  of  thing*,  as  he  had  de> 


Mribed — sot  to  allow  the  moda  of  com- 
munioatioo  to  be  tbrough  those  who  had 
been  puaisbtd  as  the  violators  and  evaden 
oftbalaw,  hut  Uirough  a  legalised  medium. 
ProsecutionB  and  in  prison  men  ti  were  still 
going  on  day  after  day,  bringing  odium  on 
the  law  itself,  and  he  aaked  those  who 
were  desirous  of  protecting  tbe  due  ad- 
ministration of  justice  to  pat  an  end  to 
this  system  by  supporting  his  propoeitian. 
The  very  offenders  and  crinioali  to  whom 
lie  had  alluded  had  become  objects  of 
universal  syupslhy.  Subscriptions  had 
been  entered  into,  and  the  fines  which 
were  imposed  had  been  paid  by  thacontii* 
butioni  of  the  people  ;  so  that  it  was,  ia 
faoli  a  aystem  which  enlisted  the  tjm- 
pathtea  of  mankind  against  the  law,  and 
it  behoved  every  good  subject  to  endeavour 
to  put  an  end  to  it.  He  was  glad  that  be 
bid  an  opportunity  of  defending  bis  pro> 
position,  and  it  was  hit  deteimination  lo 
adhere  to  it, 

Mr.  Ooulbum  anid,  he  did  not  rise  in  a 
spirit  of  either  personal  or  puty  opposition 
to  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  but  nmply  to 
coBsldez  the  abstraot  merits  of  the  propa> 
•ilion  before  them  i  to  discuss  tbe  question 
whetha,  having  a  apedfic  amount  of  lur- 
plUB  revenue  to  diapose  of>  it  was  mora 
c<H)ustent  with  tbe  general  interesta  of  tbo 
country  to  spf^y  that  dispoaable  revenue 
to  reduction  of  the  du^  od  sbapt  or  in 
reduction  of  tlie  duly  on  newspapers.  To 
this  question  he  should  strictly  confine 
himsell;  without  entering  into  any  discus> 
stOD  as  to  the  proposed  penny  duty.  The 
simple  questioD  wu,  whether  they  should 
not  substitute  for  tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's proposition  to  r^uce  the  stamp 
duty  on  newspapers,  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
propoaition  to  reduce  that  on  sosp.  There 
was,  jwrhuw,  aomo  little  difficulty  in  ex- 

Elaining  clearly  why  a  preference  should 
e  given  to  the  reduction  of  one  duty 
instead  of  another,  but  there  were  certain 

JriDcipIea  which  ought  to  govern  the  re- 
uctioD,  and  these  principles  were  so  clear 
and  so  obviously  just  that  few  would 
venture  to  deny  them.  The  first  great 
principTewas,  that  In  effecting  your  reduc- 
tions you  should  reduce  that  duty  first,  a 
diminution  or  roped  of  which  would  effect 
the  greatest  proportion  of  benefit  to  the 
greatest  extent — to  constilt  tbe  advantage 
of  the  whole  community  in  preference  to 
the  advantage  of  a  part.  Another  prin- 
ciple was  this,  that  you  should  continue 
the  burden  as  much  as  poasible  upon  the 
liuuriea  antl  tUtntaiih  it  aa  mudi  aa  posii^ 
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■  of  liA.  Looking 
at  tbi  ^UMttoD  beton  tham,  and  bearing 
IB  mind  these  two  prineiplfli  of  IsglalatioD, 
ha  waK  preparad  to  >ay,  tbat  he  muat  gtra 
bia  opinion  in  hnar  of  tha  propoaitlon  of 
Ma  h<ai>  Friend  near  him,  Before  be  pro- 
oeadad  to  diaoBM  the  particular  question 
bafare  ihtto,  ha  wonld  just  adrert  to  a 
point  tmuhed  upon  by  the  right  bon. 
Oantlanan  opposite.  The  right  boa.  Gen- 
tteman  had  stated,  that  the  revenue  was 
oonjpetant  to  bear  the  charge  of  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  stamp  duties  on  bewapapers, 
but  DOtomnpeteDt  tobear  the  oharge  of  a 
raduction  oi  the  duties  on  soap,  because, 
aa  be  said,  ha  did  not  anticipate  from  a 
raducti^Hi  of  the  duty  on  soap  that  corre- 
sponding iacFsased  consumption  of  the 
artkda  which  was  aasentia]  to  make  up  for 
the  loss  derived  to  tlie  reveDue  from  the 
decreased  duty.  Now  the  Report  of  tha 
BzcisaCommuBionerBgarequiteacontnu'y 
tipininD,  for  they  distinctly  stated  that  any 
aaditioual  decraase  in  toe  duty  on  soap 
would  lead  to  a  correspondio^  increase  ia 
the  consumption  of  the  article,  putting 
Inland  out  of  the  question.  The  faon. 
Moinber  for  Surrey  had  accurately  stated, 
that  the  former  reduction  in  the  soap 
duties  had  not  been  sufficient  to  enable  the 
fair  dealer  to  cope  with  the  contraband 
dealer,butth>SDbiectwouId  be  fully  effected 
by  the  additional  reduction  now  proposed. 
The  consumption  of  soap  had  only  increas- 
ed since  that  reduction,  in  what  he  would 
call  the  rural  districts  of  England.  In 
London  it  had  decreased.  The  year  before 
the  reduction  took  place,  the  quantity  of 
soap  brought  to  charge  in  the  metropolis 
was  3,S90,O00lbs.  The  quantity  brought 
to  charge  the  year  after  the  reduction  had 
so  far  diminished  as  to  sbow  a  decrease  of 
half  a  million.  In  Scotland,  the  year  before 
the  reduction  took  place,  the  quantity 
ofsoapbrought  to  charge  wasn,SOO,OOOlba. 
The  year  after  the  reduction  the  quantity 
was  Oidy  10,400,000lb!t:  thus,  in  both 
cases,  clearly  showing,  that  the  reduction 
had  by  no  means  been  sufficient  to  defeat 
the  smuggler.  In  the  rural  districts  of 
England,  where  there  were  not  the  same 
fiinlitlefl  to  the  smuggler  to  obtain  fm- 
prored  material,  some  slight  increase  had 
taken  place.  An  additional  reduction  of 
the  duty  was  absolutely  necessary  in  order 
to  put  the  fair  trader  on  terms  at  least  of 
eqaalitvwith  the  fraudulent  trader.  Wlien 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  contended  tbat 
the  icdnctioB  of  the  duty  did  not  in 
Ma  isatHca  iocftaaa  tin  cobsuinpiiQii  he 


should  hne  takni  the  peculiar  dKoam- 

BiancM  of  the  case  into  coondentiM. 
Then  wis  no  occasion  to  go  bock  t«  tkm 
time  of  Queen  Anne  for  precedents.  Bine* 
then  ererythlog  connected  with  the  fflanti' 
facture  had  changed.  It  did  nut  now 
require  a  bulky  material  in  the  shape  ofaa 
alkali,  which  nuld  not  be  brought  into  the 
premirea  without  creating  the  suspicion  of 
the  neighbourhood  and  the  vigilance  of  the 
excise  officers.  The  improrements  whidi 
had  taken  place  in  chemical  science  had 
given  to  the  illicit  manufacturer  the  mean! 
of  introducing  into  his  premises  concen- 
trated alkalies,  in  forms  which  were  well 
calculated  to  elude  suspicion,  to  evade  the 
utmost  vigilance,  and  to  give  the  smuggler 
every  possible  facility  of  escaping  detection. 
On  the  erouod,  therefore,  of  justice  to  the 
fkir  trader,  and  the  maintenance  of  the 
integrity  of  the  law,  he  thought  the  House 
would  agree  with  him  that  a  further  reduo- 
tlnn  of  the  soap  duty  was  a  matter  of  the 
greatest  importance.  Now,  with  respect 
to  the  comparative  Merits  of  the  two 
reductions  proposed— the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  contended.  In  the  tfrtt 

Slace,  that  soap  yielded  an  increasing 
Uty  and  newspapers  a  decreasing  one, 
and,  therefore,  nt.-jrding  to  a  generally 
admitted  rale  in  financial  matters,  the  re-, 
ductlon  should  be  made  ou  the  decreasing 
duty  and  not  on  the  increasing  one.  With 
regard  to  the  increasing  duty  on  soap,  it 
had  already  been  shown  that  although 
there  Was  a  trifling  Increase  on  the  whole, 
vet  that  in  London,  Scotland,  and  the 
large  towns,  there  had  been  a  decrease. 
With  respect  to  the  duty  on  newspapers, 
what  had  the  right  hot).  Gentlemao  done  f 
Why,  he  had  taken  as  hia  standard  the 
stamp  duty  of  18S1,  and  with  that  he  had 
compared  the  stamp  duty  of  1 835.  "  The 
newspaper  stamp  duty  of  1831."  said  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  "yielded  a  net  ro' 
venue  of  483,000/.,  and  of  1S33,  only 
iSO.OOoL  I  and  therefore  It  was  a  decreas- 
ing dnty."  But  was  the  decrease  such  a 
continuing  decrease  as  to  justify  this  argu- 
ment? If  they  looked  to  the  average 
annual  duty  at  successive  periods  of  fire 
years  they  would  then  come  to  a  directly 
opposite  conclusion.  The  average  of  the 
five  years,  ending  1885,  was  SpS.OOOf. ; 
of  the  fire  Tears  ending  1830,  413,000/.; 
and  of  tne  five  years  ending  1S3J, 
464,000/. ;  blowing  a  continuing  and  a 
considerable  increase  of  duty.  But  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  selected  the 
yew  IMl  M  the  penod  fhm  which  the 
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stamps  had  in  some  degree  declined,  rtid  he  was,  Bt  the  present  mooient,  aa  ini 
not  recollect  the  degree  of  political  excite-  duty.  It  was  his  Grm  opinion,  that 
meat  which  then  prevailed  in  this  country?  newspaper  stamp  duiT  would  go  on  gr^ 
Did  he  forget  tlie  anxiety  of  all  men  at  dueller  rising.  His  right  hoD.  Friend  said, 
that  period  to  obtiiin  the  earliest  informa-  that  this  was  not  an  agricultural  question, 
tion  of  the  proceedings  of  that  House—  and  he  agreed  with  him,  that  It  was  not 
proceedings  of  the  highest  interest,  aud  purely  an  agricnltural  question ;  but  he 
which  continued  during  a  far  greater  por-  agreed  also  with  his  hon.  Friend  near  him, 
tion  of  this  year  than  was  ever  known  io  go  far  as  he  said  it  was  a  question  wbidi 
before?  Did  the  riKht  hon.  Gentleman  aSected  the  interest  of  every  man  engaged 
forget  that  events  of  the  greatest  impot-  in  agriculture  on  the  one  hand,  however 
tancewere  dwiy  occurring  on  the  Con ti-  humble  bis  station,  and,  on  the  other 
nent,  evenU  which  escited  the  strongrst  hand,  that  it  also  affected  every  man  who 
feelings  of  anxiety  in  the  breasts  of  men  of  ^as  a  manufacturer,  however  low  or  hum- 
all  parties;  and,  when,  consequently,  the  ble  his  station  might  be.  The  reduction 
iuAwmation  afforded  by  the  press  was  more  of  the  duty  on  soap  would  affect  everr 
eagerly  sought  after,  and  its  circulation  class  of  the  community.  Whatever  the 
necessarily  higher  than  at  any  other  period ;  station  of  the  parties,  whether  rich  «■  poor, 
and  was  it  fair  to  take  this  period  ot  un-  .  jt  ^^uld  afftct  them  all,  but  more  par- 
usual  excitement  as  a  fair  criterion  on  ticuiarlv  the  poor,  because  to  them  it  wai 
which  to  found  an  average.  It  was  a  great  nd  a  source  of  comfort  merely,  it  was  e«. 
mistake  to  imagine  tli»t  the  newspaper  g^^tial  to  their  health.  And  it  affected 
duty  was  a  decreasing  one.  Allowing  for  „^^  „„,  ^^ose  who  had  atUined  a  certaia 
the  extraordinary  circulation  of  the  time  ^^^^  ^^^^  f^^^gj  ^^„|^  ^^  f^H  „ 
alluded  to,  it  had  ever  «"«  been  an  m-  ^  ^^^^  ^jj^^j  ^^^  j^,^  youngest-it  i^  u 
cmisingduty.     In  the  year  I834the  gross  '  ^^^^^jj^,  ^^  -^^  ^J  ^^  ^       becauKit 

5^;i^,T    .^°^-^^^''     ""^    '"    '«f  I  was  necessary  to  health.   Every  red uerioo 
521,909/..  showing  an  inci^,  and  not  a  I  ^^  ((^    ^         >,  contributeS  to  the  in- 

dfcrease.      This   was  a  sufficient  proof  of  1  -  ;■         _t    >    .1,    i.     i.u   „   j  .1. 

,.         ,  .  r  •  I  ■  >       J-  crease  of  the  comfort,  the  health,  and  the 

the  nnfoirness  of  taking  an  extraordinary        '  .     r  '        l       «    l 

..  .     J    J       o-i         fi    enjoyment  of  every  member  of  the  com- 

year  as  an  ordinary  standard.       llievall  '      "*  f        u  -'u  .1.  .l 

' ■       ...  ,□,,,       J  .u       'ir      inunitv.     Now,  could  they  say  the  sama 

remembered  the  year  1813,  and  the  public  ,    »  ,l  '  ■   .    -.'... 


anxiety  to  obtain  the  earliest  information 


of  the  great  events  then  transacting  in  the  I  newspapers  li 
theatre  of  Europe.  Tn  that  year  the  nows-  |°"^^.  L}^'. 
paper  duty  rose  to  a  higher  amount  than  it 
ever  before  attained.  He  was  not  now 
stating  what  was  merely  his  own  opinion, 
but  be  ap)]ealed  to  what  had  happened  on 
former  occasions,  with  respect  to  the  stjimp- 
duty  on  newspapers,  in  support  of  his  argu- 
ment. The  history  of  the  year  I8[3must 
be  well  remembered — the  House  must 
know  how  the  anxiety  of  the  public  was 
kept  alive  by  the  great  events  which  oc- 
curred in  Europe  during  that  year.  Now 
what  was  the  fact  in  18IS?  The  new». 
naper  stamp  duty  rose  in  that  year  to  a 
height  that  it  had  never  before  attained. 
It  amounted  to  S94,000/. ;  tod  what  was 
the  consequence  ?  In  the  sun^eding  year, 
from  that  amount  it  fell  down  t.i  363,000/. 
—i  reduction  nearly  equivalent  to  that 
which  took  place  between  1831  an  i  1634, 
and  greater  than  that  which  took  place 
between  1831  and  I8S5.  The  right  hon. 
GeittlemaD  was  not  accurate  in  saying  that 
the  duty  was  a  continually  increasing  duty. 
He  trusted,  he  had  satisfactorily  Bccounted 
for  the  deciewe  up  to  the  Ust  year ;  it 


newspaper  stamp  duty?  Were  not 
ited  to  a  certain  class.'  He 
return  of  the  number  of 
stamps  issued,  that  there  were  not  more 
than  about  300,000  persona  who  look  in 
newspapers.  The  number,  then,  who  took 
in  newspapers,  was  the  number  who  would 
be  directly  affected  by  the  relief  resulting 
from  a  reduction  of  the  duty,  and  thus  the 
relief  would  be  limited  to  the  300,000. 
The  soap  duty,  he  had  said,  affected  every 
member  of  the  community:  a  reductioa 
in  (hat,  therefore,  instead  of  relieving  only 
300,000  persons,  would  give  relief  to  four- 
teen millions  of  the  population.  He  did 
not  mean  to  say,  inat  not  more  than 
300,000  persons  read  newspapers — he 
only  spoke  of  those  who  took  them  i 


and  he  contended,  that  only  they  would 
be  materially  affected  by  the  leductiOD. 
He  knew  very  well,  that  every  newspaper 
that  was  taken  was  read  by  a  considerable 
number,  and  viewing  the  subject  in  that 
way,  the  relief  would  be  equivalent  to  a 
twentieth  part  of  the  whole.  The  differ- 
ence was  between  the  twentieth  part  of  a 
fmny  aad  4jd.,  and  3d.  Hia  right  hon. 
tiead  said,  the  duty  oa  loap  bad  bwa 
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ftlreedy  reduced,  and  olhere  mnit  take  ,  then,  of  tbe  reduction  of  the  duty  would 
their  turn ;  therefore  be  now  proposed  to  be  to  relieve  the  master.  If  the  newspaper 
relieve  the  Denspapers.  It  was  true,  that  were  taken  in  at  a  public-house,  the  pub- 
tn  1833  there  was  repealed  half  the  duty  lican  would  gain  the  benefit,  and  no  al- 
on  soap,  but  was  nothing  done  for  news-  |  lowance  would  be  made  to  the  poor  man, 
papers  on  that  occasion?  Was  not  the  because  the  reduction  was  so  small  aa 
'  '  '  '  amount  that  it  would  not  be  divisible. 
The  greater  part  of  the  community,  then, 
would  derive  no  benefit  from  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  duly  on  newspapers.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  said,  that  his  proposition 
would  have  the  effect  of  putting  an  end 
to  a  species  of  smuggling.  On  this  part 
of  the  subject  he  would  appeal  to  the  Re- 
port of  [he  Excise  Commissioners.  "  Non 
mms  hie  sermo."  Speaking  of  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  duty  on  soap,  ihey  said,  they 
had  no  doubt  it  would  materially  reduce 
the  smuggling  that  went  on  in  that  article. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  applied  the  prin- 
ciple to  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
newspaper  stamps  as  a  cure  for  the  smug- 
gling, but  he  must  dispute  that  position. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  said,  that  there 
were  parties  who  managed  to  undersell 
ihe  daily  press,  by  evading  the  stamp- 
duty,  and  he  propowd  to  give  some  ad- 
ditional advantsge  to  the  daily  press  by 
reducing  the  amount  of  the  duty.  The 
duty,  however,  in  this  case,  did  not  ope- 
rate as  it  did  in  the  case  of  spirits,  where, 
if  they  repealed  the  duty,  they  put  an  end 
to  the  illicit  dealing  which  resulted  from 
the  power  of  the  smuggler  to  undersell 
the  fair  trader.  He  maintained  that  the 
power  to  undersell  would  continue  even 
when  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  repealed 
his  twopences  on  the  stamps.  What  was 
the  nature  of  the  contest  carried  on  with 
the  daily  press  ?  It  was  the  contest  of 
men  who  went  to  no  expense,  against  men 
who  went  to  great  expense,  in  providing 
the  arlicle  which  they  offered  to  the  pub- 
lic. The  editor  of  a  London  journal  went 
to  an  enormous  expense  to  procure  intelli- 
gence. He  incurred  a  very  great  expense, 
if  he  might  say  so  without  being  out  of 
order,  to  obtain  accurate  reports  of  what 
occurred  in  thrs  House.  He  went  to  a 
still  greater  expense  for  foreign  intelli- 
gence ;  he  had  to  establish  foreign  corre- 
spondeniE — expresses  anticipating  the  ar- 
rival of  the  post  brought  him  intelligence 
rom  abroad.  These  were  amongst  the 
expensive  arrangements  that  were  made 
rly  information  to  meet  the 


duty  on  advertisements  redi 
same  year  from  3i.  6d.  to  Is.  6d.  ?  That 
was  s  great  advantage  to  the  newspaper 
proprietors.  There  was  at  that  time  a 
great  deal  of  competition  in  advertise- 
ments in  other  channels,  and  the  reduc- 
tion enabled  the  proprietors  of  newspapers 
to  reduce  the  price  of  advertisements,  or 
to  obtain  more  extended  information  than 
they  obtained  before  the  reduction  of  the 
duty.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  told 
them,  that  in  the  present  Session,  for  the 
fiirther  relief  of  the  newspaper  proprie- 
tors, he  intended  to  repeal  half  the  duly 
on  paper,  and  the  amount  of  that  would 
be  something  considerable  on  every  news- 
paper. Was  that  no  relief^  Bearing  in 
mind  the  reduction'of  the  duty  on  adver- 
tisements, be  would  ask,  was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  justiBed  in  saying,  that 
newspapers  bad  had  no  indulgence  shown 
to  them?  Had  all  the  indulgence  been 
shown  to  the  manufacturers  of  soap?  He 
viewed  the  two  questions  as  standing 
equally  before  them,  and  he  would  ask 
the  House,  which  duty  ought  they  to  re- 
peal ?  He  approved  of  fhe  principle,  that 
they  should  reduce  first  the  taxes  on  the 
necessaries  of  life ;  but  newspapers,  in  his 
opinion,  came  more  properly  under  the 
head  of  luxuries.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
said,  he  wished  to  see  the  newspaper  in 
the  poorest  cottage,  and  he  was  himself 
one  of  those  who  would  not  withhold  from 
the  humbler  classes  the  instruction  which 
they  might  derive  from  newspapers.  But 
did  his  right  hon.  Friend  imagine,  that  the 
reduction  of  (he  price  of  the  newspaper 
firom  7d.  to  5d.  would  have  the  effect  he 
desired  ?  When  they  bore  in  mind  the 
amount  of  the  labourer's  wages,  did  they 
believe  that  he  would  afford  even  a  weekly 
nevrspaper,  though  the  price  should  be 
reduced  to  id.  That  class  of  individuals 
were  in  the  habit  of  associating  for  the 
purpose  of  reading  the  newspapers  in  com- 
mon. A  newspaper  was  generally  taken 
in  by  the  master  whom  they  served  ; 
having  been  used  by  him,  it  went  to  his 
servants,  and  from  them  it  found  its  way 
to  the  labourers ;  and  thus  the  informa- 
ttoD  which  newspapers  afforded  was  dif- 
fused amongst  the  population.  The  eflect, 
VOL.  XXXIV.  (S^j 


Such,  then,  constituted  the  real  tax  w 
the  morning  papers  had  to  pay.    Talk  of 
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the  twopenny  stamp  in  comparison  with 
these  expenses,  why,  it  was  as  nothing! 
And  the  man  who  edited  the  paper,  taking 
the  parts  and  information  which  his  con- 
temporary, who  paid  for  them,  had  been 
to  such  an  espenie  in  purchasing,  roust 
ever  come  into  the  marltet  on  terms  so 
adTSntegeoua,  that  as  a  set-off  against 
them  the  amount  of  the  stamp-duty  was 
insigoi^cant.  When  the  duty  was  re- 
pealed would  there  not  be  the  same  at- 
tempts to  get  information,  he  might  almost 
say,  at  no  charge  at  all  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  told  them  of  the  difficulty 
that  had  been  experienced  in  the  attempts 
vhich  had  been  made  to  repress  the  un- 
stamped newspapers.  Would  he  be  able 
to  protect  that  press  which  paid  for  iu. 
formation,  against  that  press  which  did 
not  ?  Would  he  be  able  to  prevent  infor- 
mation obtained  by  TAe  Morning  Chronicle 
or  The  Timet,  at  a  great  expense,  from 
being  made  available  by  the  publishers  of 
the  penny  newspapers,  while  the  others 
were  published  at  id.  or  5d.l  and  what 
would  be  the  result  if  he  could  not  pre- 
vent it?  He  would  not  say,  that  the  daily 
newspapers  would  be  ruined  by  the  cur- 
tailment of  their  profits;  but  he  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
tnore  fatal  consequences  that  would  ensue 
to  the  general  interests  of  the  country. 
The  editors  of  the  present  respectable  pa- 
pers, not  able  to  compete  with  their  an- 
tagouists,  would  be  compelled  to  forego 
obtaining  that  information  which  was  now 
80  accurately  given  ;  the  press  generally 
would  be  reduced  to  this — they  would  no 
longer  be  able  to  give  accurate  informa- 
tion of  what  fell  from  hon.  Members  in 
this  House,  or  of  other  events  of  great  in- 
terest with  the  public.  He  feared  that 
they  would  In  this  way  lower  the  general 
tone  of  the  press  of  the  country,  and  pre- 
vent it  from  being  the  channel  for  the 
dissemination  of  useful  inTormalion.  He 
begged  to  warn  the  friends  to  the  dissemi- 
nation of  knowledge  amongst  the  people 
against  lowering  the  tone  of  the  press  of 
this  country.  When  he  compared  the 
3aily  press  of  this  country  with  the  news- 
papers of  other  countries  that  came  before 
nim,  he  confessed  he  was  proud  of  its 
superiority.  He  saw  that  subjects  wcie 
diacusseil  in  it  on  one  side  and  the  other 
with  the  greatest  ability.  Sometimes,  il 
must  be  admitted,  the  daily  papers  yielded 
too  much  to  the  excitement  which  existed, 
but,  generally  speaking,  they  were  dietin- 


gulsbed  by  great  judgment  and  temper. 
When  he  looked  to  the  press  of  foreign 
countries,  he  found  it  occupied  with  long 
disquisitions  on  theatrical  exhibitions  and 
other  things  interesting  to  the  people  of 
those  countries  ;  but  such  matters  pos* 
sessed  comparatively  little  interest  for  the 
people  of  England.  When  he  looked  at 
the  newspapers  of  America,  which  were 
referred  to  as  a  moj^el  of  what  newspapers 
ought  to  be,  he  must  confess  he  saw  in  the 
newspapers  of  England  a  superiority  in 
the  character,  the  style,  and  the  manner 
of  discussing  political  questions,  which 
convinced  him  that  if  they  had  not  the 
advantage  of  a  low  amount  of  duty,  they 
had,  nevertheless,  some  other  advantages 
of  a  most  important  nature,  which  they 
derived  from  the  amount  of  the  duty,  and 
their  other  press  regulations.  Me  was 
sorry,  then,  to  6nd  a  measure  introduced, 
such  as,  in  his  opinion,  would  tend  mar 
terially  to  lower  the  character  of  the 
press,  by  causing  the  proprietors  of  the 
respectable  portion  to  forego  the  expenses 
for  jaformation,  which  he  believed  to  be 
essential  to  the  proper  instruction  of  the 
people  through  the  medium  of  tlie  news- 
papers. Looking  at  the  two  duties,  he 
would  say,  that  the  repeal  of  the  one 
would  confer  a  great  advantage  on  the 
mass  of  the  people,  whilst  the  other  would 
confer  only  a  limited  benefit  on  a  limited 
portion.  The  one  would  contribute  to 
the  health  and  add  to  the  domestic  enjoy- 
ments of  the  people,  the  other  would  give 
a  small  advantage  to  those  who  read 
newspapers.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  preferring  the  re- 
peal of  the  duty  on  soap  to  the  repeal  of 
the  duty  on  newspapers, 

Mr.  Charlu  Bulkr  thought,  that  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  had  shown  very  little 
acquuntance  with  the  press  of  other  couy- 
triea.  He  was  as  little  inclined  as  any 
man  to  give  the  palm  of  suneriority  to  any 
other  nation,  but  he  shoula  blush  for  out 
literature  if  he  thought  it  as  much  inferior 
as  he  considered  the  daily  press  of  this 
country  was  inferior  to  that  of  France.  H« 
would  say  that,  at  the  present  moment, 
there  was  no  persoa  of  high  political  and 
literary  character  connected  with  the  press 
of  this  country,  who  could  at  all  compare 
in  this  resiicct  with  that  distioKuisbed 
writer  M.  Chateaubriand.  The  rient  hou. 
Oentleman  opposite  feared  the  character 
of  the  press  of  this  country  would  be 
lowered,  lud  he  contended  that  there  would 
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ba  the  SHM  pintcf  m  heton.  H«  uid, 
tli«  question  wu  not  the  amonDt  of  duty, 
but  the  expense  oF  acquiring  informatioQ. 
Wbv,  WB8  th«  right  hon.  Oeutleidan  atrare 
of  the  existence  of  erentng  panere  ia  tliis 
tiountry,  and  that  those  evvnlog  papers 
eopied  almost  entirely  their  infiirmBtion 
from  the  morning  papers?  Those  who 
now  dealt  illicitly,  after  the  reduction  of 
the  du^  ToUld  no  longer  liave  the  sympa- 
thies of  the  whole  conntry  in  their  behalf, 
I'his  was  a  question  to  which  the  House 
should  giTe  its  best  atteDtion.  They  might 
enforce  what  stamp  duty  they  pleased  ;  but 
they  would  not  be  able  to  enforce  it  while 
the  feelings  and  opinions  of  the  people  con- 
tinued the  same  as  at  presenf.  Many  hon. 
Gentlemen,  it  appeared  to  him,  supposed 
tbat  those  who  were  aoxions  fbr  tlie  aboli- 
tion of  the  stamp  duty  on  newspapers, 
were  so  because  by  that  means  they  hoped 
they  mlsht  be  able  with  the  greater  faci- 
lity to  distribute  political  tracts  amongst 
the  people.  Those  who  supnosed  bo,  did 
btm  afad  others  rtry  great  injustice,  for 
their  object  waa  not  to  clrcnlate  political 
tracts,  not  to  drctdate  piollticsl  opinions, 
but  to  circulate  facts  connected  with  know- 
ledge. It  was  not  to  circulate  the  Whig, 
Radical,  or  Tory  doctrines,  but  to  put  the 

nle  in  possession  of  whatever  occurred 
liat  House,  or  in  any  other  arena,  of 
politics.  He  belieTod  that  none  bad  suf- 
fered more  than  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
f^om  the  Ignoranoe  of  the  people.  Ex- 
perience ought  to  hare  proved  to  them  that 
it  w(u  not  their  interest  to  keep  the  people 
in  darkness.  The  excitement  of  the  people 
wss  owing  frequently  to  the  exugerations 
of  falseboods,  and  which  were  only  credible 
on  account  of  the  ignorance  of  the  people. 
That  ignorance  was  to  be  attributed  to  the 
people  not  having  information  afforded  to 
them  on  cheaper  terms.  Now,  when  the 
people  decided  ratpecting  the  I{«fbrm  ques- 
tion, diere  woe  a  gnat  deal  of  exaggeration 
ncTailing  as  to  the  defects  of  the  system. 
He  gtsntfld  it— it  was  quite  true,  that 
there  was  that  exaggention,  One  reason, 
far  instance,  for  the  people  thinking  that 
Rofoim  was  necessary  was,  that  in  one  part 
of  tbe  country  they  believed  that  the 
Archbisbep  of  Canterbury  bad  80,000^, 
a-year.  Id  his  owDoouoty  it  was  believed 
that  the  Dowager  (^  a  Peer's  family,  who 
b»d  not  even  received  one  ^thing  of  the 
pBblic  money,  had  a  penaiou  of  IS, 000/. 
luyear.  Tlua  was  cousidered  to  be  another 
reason  far  reform.  These  were  tbe  exaggo 
rations  that  prevailed,    and  it  was   hoo.  | 
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Gntlcmw  i^iporite  who  produoad  the 
SUte  of  things.  Now  ke  ueuld  say  for 
himself  and  others,  tbat  RadicaJs  or  Be- 
formers,  or  whatever  else  they  aaif^t  be, 
they  knew  the  Acts  to  be  otherwise ;  th«y 
read  the  newspapers,  and  they  knew  how 
absurd  such  tales  were.  Those  who  op- 
posed the  cinnilatiou  of  cheap  knowledge, 
acted  most  inconsistently ;  for  they  trusted 
the  poor  man  with  the  fnnchise,  and  tliey 
would  not  give  to  him  tbe  knowledge  of 
how  he  ought  to  exercise  it.  And  yet  they 
said  those  men  were  stupid,  when  their 
minds  could  be  influenced  and  their  actions 
decided  by  such  arguments.  Why,  he  sard 
to  such  persons,  "  It  is  your  own  fiiult  if 
they  were  wrong,  and  decided  against  you." 
He  did  not  mean  that  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  could  gain  much  from  the 
information  of  the  people.  They  might 
depend  Upon  it,  that  the  power  of  public 
opinion  would  destroy  all  the  abuses  which 
those  hon.  Oentlemen  sought  to  sustain. 
The  question,  then,  was,  whether  them 
abuses  should  be  removed  by  a  wolUin- 
stnicted,  moderate,  and  virtuous  people ; 
or  whether  they  should  be  torn  down  by  a 
fanatical  and  ill-Instructed  mob.  The 
-ight  hon.  Gentleman  stated,  that  news- 
papers were  a  mere  luxury.  He  thou^t 
that  when  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  said 

>,  be  connected  them  with  all  the  agree- 
able associations  connected  with  the  break- 
fast-table. The  question  now  he  believed 
to  be  this — whether  knowledge  was  a 
luxury  or  a  necessary  for  the  people?  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  insisted  it  was  a 
luxury  ;  he,  OD  the  contrary,  said  there 
was  nothing  it  was  more  necessary  the 
people  should  bare ;  and  any  Oovemment 
would  find  to  its  cost  how  wrong  it  would 
act,  when  it  sought  to  deprive  the  people  of 
that  knowledge  which  they  deemed  to  be 
their  dearest  and  most  cherished  acquisi- 
tion. He  wished  now  to  say  a  few  words 
in  another  tax,  between  which  and  the 
stamp-tax  there  was  a  competition.  He 
must  say,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  other  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  did  him  extreme  iojustice,  if  they 
supposed  the  right  hon,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  were  about  to  take  a  por- 
tion from  the  soap  tax  that  he  should  op- 
pose that  proposition.  If  that  were  the 
only  question  before  the  House  he  would 
vote  for  it;  but  the  question  was,  which 
of  the  two  taxes  should  be  taken  off?  He 
never  had  been  Chancellor  of  the  Esrhc- 
quer,  and  did  not  know  how  a  genttcmun 
ill    that  situation  felt.      But,  if  be    were 
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Chancellor  of  tlie  Exchequer  he  shonM 
think  that  one  great  merit  in  a  tax  wouli' 
be  that  be  was  able  to  get  it.  That  siagli 
circumstance  would  be  superior  in  hii 
mind  tomanyimportantqueatinns.  Another 
tiling  was,  m  which  case  was  there  the 
moat  smuggling  ?  In  which  case  would  the 
alteration  be  the  most  beneficial  ? 
very  first  place,  he  did  not  see  that  there 
would  be  any  great  effect  from  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  soap  dutv.  Taking  the  state- 
ment of  the  ctianceflor  of  the  Exchequer 
upon  the  Excise  Report,  it  appeared  that 
the  number  of  pounds  of  soap  used  by 
each  person  was  six  and  a  half  a  year,  si 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  propositioi 
to  reduce  the  duty  a-halfpenny  a  pound 
would  be  to  give  Sid.  a  year  to  each  indi- 
vidual in  the  country. 

It  was  contended,  however,  that  this  re- 
dnction  of  one  halfpenny  would  put  down 
smuggling,  though  it  appeared  that  the  re- 
duction of  a  penny  halfpenny  which  bad 
taken  place  already  had  not  been  successful 
in  effecting  that  object.  The  reduction  of 
this  halfpenny,  it  was  said,  would  effect  won- 
ders, which  the  reduction  of  the  three  half- 
pence bad  not  been  able  to  accomplish. 
*'  Take  off  this  peculiar  halfpenny,'  said 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  in  show- 
inan's  phrase,  "  and  you  shall  see  what  you 
shall  see ;"  but,  as  he  was  not  in  the  show- 
man's box,  be  must  be  excused  for  not  be> 
lieving  in  the  marvels.  All  that  they  had 
to  judge  of  as  to  the  effect  of  the  reduction 
of  three-halfpence  which  had  already  taken 
place — all  they  could  judge  of  the  effect  of 
taking  offthe  halfpenny — was  by  the  words 
that  bad  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite.  As  it  became  expedient  to 
turn  out  one  Ministry  or  another  some  new 
plan  was  always  proposed  for  the  relief  of 
the  agricultural  interest.  They  now  pro- 
posed to  take  the  tax  off  soap,  hut  that  would 
turn  out  for  the  benefit  of  the  Russians. 
He  supposed  that  Russia  supplied  one-third 
of  the  tallow  that  was  consumed  in  this 
country,  and  that  was  always  sufficient  to 
reflate  the  market.  Now  if  they  took  off 
this  tax  without  imposing  a  tax  on  Russian 
tallow,  they  would  be  merely  reducing  the 
tax  for  the  benefit  of  the  Russians.  He 
was  told,  upon  good  authority,  that  when 
the  reduction  on  soap  and  candles  took  place, 
some  time  ago,  the  first  evidence  of  the  ef- 
fect of  it  was  in  a  letter  from  a  Rusuan 
broker,  advising  his  correspondent  to  keep 
back  bis  tallow,  for  the  effect  of  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  duty  would  be  to  cause  a  rise 
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contended  that  it  ought  to  be  taken  off  fbr 
the  benefit  of  the  English  agriculturist,  and 
it  should  be  taken  off  in  such  a  way  as  that 
every  class  of  agriculturists  would  hare  a 
participation  in  the  advantage  of  the  reduc- 
tion. If  the  questioo  was  to  be  between 
the  two  classes  of  agriculturists,  those  who 
represented  the  tillage  interest  would  have 
claims  far  beyond  those  who  represented  the 
pasture  lands.  He  did  not  support  the  re- 
peal of  stamp  duties  from  party  or  factious 
motives,  but  from  a  desire  to  promote  mo- 
rality and  order  amongst  the  people.  No- 
thing was  easier  than  to  answer  argument 
by  laughter,  and  it  was  a  species  of  discus, 
eion  in  which  those  on  the  opposite  ride 
were  eminently  felicitous.  Let  them  conoe 
forward,  and  show  that  it  was  for  the  inter- 
est of  a  gKaX  nation  like  this  to  keep  the 
people  in  ignorance,  and,  having  shown  this, 
then  it  would  be  incumbent  on  them  to 
show  how  theycould  reverse theproceedinss 
of  past  years,  and  again  reduce  the  peoj^ 
to  dieir  former  state  of  political  thraldom. 
Lord  Sandon  referred  to  the  report  of 
the  Excise  Commissioners  respecting  the 
reduction  of  the  dutv  on  soap,  to  show 
that  it  had  not  the  efiect  ascribed  to  it  by 
the  hon.  Member  foi  Liskeard.  In  tbe 
course  of  the  observations  made  by  tbe 
right  hoD.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, not  one  word  nas  said  by  that  right 
hon.  Geatleman  of  the  manner  in  whk:b 
his  plan  for  equalising  the  duties  on  Irish 
newspapers  was  received,  nor  was  the 
House  told  of  the  number  of  public  meet- 
ings called  in  that  country  to  exdaim 
against  it.  It  was  his  opinion  as  to  tbe 
soap  duty,  that  its  reduction  would  be 
beneficial  to  the  country  at  iai^.  hy 
repealing  that  duty  it  would  get  rid  of  a 
great  many  vexatious  Excise  regulalioni. 
With  respect  to  the  press  he  felt  bound 
to  say  this,  that  he  nas  greatly  surpriKd 
to  hear  tbe  hon.  and  learned  Geotleoiaa 
say,  that  newspapers  which  were  inferior 
in  price  to  the  English  newspapers  were 
superior  to  them  in  talent.  One  who  bad 
travelled  recently  in  America  did  not  con- 
cur nith  him  in  that  opinion,  for  he  de- 
clared Ihat  every  vulgar  fool  who  coald 
call  names,  might  set  himself  up  as  a 
newspaper  editor: — "  Our  newspaper  and 
periodical  press  is  bad  enough.  Ila  sins 
against  propriety  cannot  be  justified,  and 
ought  not  to  be  defended.  But  its  vio- 
lence is  weakness,  its  liberty  restraint,  and 
even  its  atrocities  are  virtues,  when  com- 
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outrages  which  distinguiglics  the 
press  in  America.  Newspapers  are  ho 
cheap  in  the  United  States,  that  the  gene- 
rality even  or  the  lowest  order  can  afford 
to  purchase  them.  They  therefore  depend 
for  support  on  the  most  ignorant  class 
of  the  people.  Everything  they  contain 
must  be  accommodated  to  the  taste  and 
apprehension  of  men  who  labour  daily  for 
their  bread,  and  are  of  course  indifferent 
to  refinement  either  of  language  or  rea- 
soning. With  such  readers,  whoever 
*  peppers  (he  highest  is  Barest  to  please.' 
Strung  words  take  place  of  strong  argu- 
ments, and  every  vulgar  booby  who  can 
call  names  and  procure  a  set  of  types 
upon  credit  may  set  up  as  an  editor,  with 
a  bir  prospect  of  success.  In  England 
it  is  fortunately  still  different.  News- 
'  papers  being  expeniive,  the  great  body  of 
their  supporters  are  to  be  found  among 
people  of  comparative  wealth  and  intelli- 
gence, though  they  practically  circulate 
among  the  poorer  classes  in  abundance 
sufficient  for  a1!  purposes  of  information. 
The  pulilic,  whose  taste  they  are  obliged 
to  consult,  is,  therefore,  of  a  higher  order; 
and  the  consequence  of  this  arrangement 
is  apparent  iu  the  vast  superiority  of  talent 
they  display,  and  in  the  wider  range  of 
knowledge  and  argument  which  they  bring 
to  beer  on  all  questions  of  public  interest. 
How  long  this  may  continue  it  is  impos- 
sible to  predict,  but  I  trust  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  will  weigh  well  the  con- 
sequences before  he  ventures  to  take  off, 
or  even  materially  to  diminish,  the  tax  on 
newspapers.  He  msy  rely  upon  it,  that 
bad  as  the  state  of  the  public  press  may 
be,  it  cannot  be  improved  by  any  legislative 
measure.  Remove  the  stamp  duty,  and 
the  consequences  will  inevitably  be,  that 
there  will  be  two  sets  of  newspapers— one 
for  the  rich  and  educated,  the  other  for 
the  poor  and  ignorant.  England,  like 
America,  will  be  inundated  by  produc- 
tions, contemptible  iu  point  of  talent,  but 
not  the  less  mischievous  on  that  account. 
The  check  of  enlightened  opinion — the 
only  efficient  one — on  the  press  will  be 
annihilated,  the  standard  of  knowledge 
and  morals  will  be  lowered ;  and  let  it, 
above  all,  he  remembered  that  this  tax,  if 
removed,  can  never  after  be  imposed." 
Such  was  the  testimony  of  the  author  of 
nd  Maonera  in  America  as  to  the 
state  of  the  American  press,  and  no  opinion 
would  be  more  decisive.  One  ai^ument 
Vsod  by  the  rig^t  bon.  OeiiUemaa  for  the 
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reduction  of  the  newspaper  stamp  duties 
was,  that  the  papers  shonld  be  protected 
against  smugglers.  It  vas  his  opinion 
that  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  would  have 
to  make  the  same  struggle  against  the 
smuggler  with  the  newspaper  that  cost 
5d,,  that  he  would  have  with  a  newspaper 
that  cost  Id.  This  was,  he  considered, 
made  as  one  of  the  many  already  made  in 
the  dangerous  course  of  concession  which 
Ministers  weie  pursning.  The  general 
feeling,  he  believed,  was  not  at  all  so 
occupied  upon  this  subject  as  some  sup- 
posed it  to  be.  It  was  like  many  others, 
in  which  petitions  were  procured,  as  they 
could  be  procured  upon  any  other  subject, 
they  showed  the  anxiety  of  some  indivi- 
duals, hut  not  the  feelings  of  the  people. 
He  believed  that  the  country  would  be 
more  gratified  if  the  manufacture  of  one  of 
the  first  necessaries  of  life  were  relieved, 
and  the  article  itself  could  be  procured  at 
a  cheaper  rate.  The  manufacture  of  that 
article  was  now  arrested  by  Excise  regu- 
lations, and  which  regulations  it  was 
necessary  to  maintain  against  smug^ers. 
The  reduction  of  the  duty  would  be  fol- 
lowed by  the  removal  of  these  oppressive 
Excise  regulations,  and  the  consequences 
would  be,  that  they  should  not  see  the 
article  sold  at  a  cheaper  rate,  hut  the 
foundation  would  be  laid  for  an  export 
trade  roost  advantageous  to  this  country. 

Mr.  Buckingham  observed,  that  a  great 
portion  of  the  crime  which  prevailed  in 
the  connliy  originated  in  ignorance.  The 
people  had  not  information,  and  although 
they  had  a  vast  body  of  laws,  the  people 
were  not  informed  of  them.  Another 
pregnant  evil  which  resulted  from  the 
present  system  was,  that  it  was  in  the 
beer-shop  and  the  gin-shop  only  that  the 
operative  could  obtain  the  perusal  of  a 
newspaper.  With  regard  to  the  counter- 
proposition  of  the  evening,  he  was  not 
disposed  to  deny  the  advantages  of  having 
a  cleanly  papulation,  but  he  thought  it 
much  more  important  that  they  should  be 
instructed,  for  they  would  then  soon  find 
out  the  value  of  cleanliness  themselves. 
As  long  as  the  present  heavy  tax  was 
imposed  upon  newspapers,  an  enormous 
circulation  was  requited  before  the  pub- 
lishers were  repaid,  and  the  consequence 
was,  that  they  had  to  pander  to  all  sorts 
of  tastes  in  order  to  find  sufficient  read- 
ers ;  there  was  foreign  nev^  for  one  class, 
scandal  for  another,  abuse  for  the  lliird. 
The  poorer  claiaes  of  penons  wera  per- 
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fectly  astonished  to  see  how  the  rich  could 
tolerate  the  abuie  and  private  scandal 
which  loaded  the  periodical  pages  of  ibe 
present  day.  With  respect  to  the  present 
proposal  for  the  reduction  of  the  newt- 
paper  stamp  duty,  he  must  be  permitted 
to  Bay,  that  for  bis  own  oart  be  should 
rather  prefer  a  graduated  ad  valorem 
duty,  extending  as  ton  at  a  farthing  on  a 
penny  paper,  which  of  course  should  be 
proportion  ably  amailer  and  lighter  than 
one  published  at  a  shilling,  and  rated  ac- 
cordingly. Under  such  an  arrangement 
as  this,  nenipapers  could  be  provided) 
adapted  to  the  means  of  every  class  of 
society,  and  the  postage  would  (w  paid 
upon  them  in  proportion  to  tbeir  bulk  and 
weight.  Having  thrown  out  this  sueges- 
lion,  he  must  admit,  that  under  all  cir- 
cumstances, the  proposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would, 
undoubtedly,  lead  to  much  good,  and  he 
should  support  It. 

Mr.  Handtejf  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
in  explanation  of  the  reasons  which  should 
induce  him  to  vole  against  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire 
( Sir  C.Kuigh  tley).  He  begged  to  assure  the 
Committee  that  he  did  not  cuniider  that 
proposition  as  confeFring  any  boon  upon 
the  farmer,  even  if  it  were  carried  to  the 
full  extent  recommended  by  that  hou. 
Member.  In  eaying  this,  be  mtglu,  he 
thought,  lay  claim  to  sincerity,  for  he  had 
always  been  a  friend  to  the  agricultural 
interest,  and  he  had  never  allowed  himself 
to  be  ioflaenced  by  party  or  political  con- 
siderations in  delaying  to  bring  forward 
any  motion,  which,  in  his  opinion,  would 
tend  to  its  relief.  Upon  a  former  occasion 
the  motion  which  he  (Mr.  Haudley)  had 
brought  forward  on  this  aut^ect,  was 
accompanied  with  a  proposilioa  for  an 
increased  duty  on  foreign  tallow  :  but 
while  it  was  his  object,  as  he  bad  frankly 
owned  at  the  time,  to  confer  relief  upon 
the  agricultural  interest,  be  did  not  con- 
sider himself  justified  in  taxing  the  whole 
ooinmuBity  for  the  benefit  of  a  particular 
interest  without  offering  them  swne  ed- 
va^lage  m  an  equivalent:  and  he  had 
therefore  proposed  the  R«peal  of  (he 
Soap  Tax — «  tax  which  he  considered 
exlieuely  objectjooable.  He  was  glad 
on  tfaat  occasion,  to  heftr  hii  right  Imb. 
Friend,  the  Cbaoccltor  of  the  Exchequer, 
give  him  a  promise  that  be  would,  as  soon 
BS  powible,  endeavour  to  relax  those 
ibackivi,  u>  nlucb,  «{ lU  muuftcturcTs, 


the  soap  mknufacturer  was  peculiarly  sub- 
jected.  But  the  hon.  Member  for  Noilh- 
amptonshire  appeared  in  his  (Mr,  Hand' 
ley  s)  opinion,  to  have  laVenonly,ifheniight 
use  the  expression,  the  husk  of  bis  (Mr. 
Handley's)  proposition,  and  to  have  l&flt 
the  kernel  behind:  he  had  adopted  that 
part  of  it  only  wbicb  offered  compensation 
to  ihe  public  for  the  relief  to  the  agri- 
cultural interest  coutemplaled  by  the 
other  part  of  it,  and  then  he  called  it  "  a 
boon  to  the  farmer."  Of  the  whole  amount 
of  tellow  manufactured  in  this  country, 
only  S5,000  tons  were  used  in  the  manu- 
facture of  soap.  It  might  indeed  be  said, 
that  the  quantity  would  increase.  It 
might  be  increased,  but  unquestionably 
not  by  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northamptonshire.  He  proposed 
to  reduce  the  duty  on  hard  soap  to  I'ti, 
and  on  sofl  soap  lo  a.  1^.  per  lb.  Did  he 
not  know,  that  into  the  composition  of  the 
latter  description  of  soap,  not  one  atom  of 
tallow  entered?  Since  the  reduction 
effected  by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  the  duty 
on  farm  oils,  they  had  formed  the  chief 
ingredient  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
cheaper  kind  of  soap.  With  reference  to 
the  tax  upon  newspapers,  he  (Mr.  Hand- 
ley)  had  unquestionably,  upon  a  former 
occasion,  said  it  was  not  the  tax  which  be 
should  have  selected  for  reduction  if  the 
choice  rested  with  him.  He  said  so  still. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  he  was  bound  to 
say,  that  bis  opinion  on  this  point  had 
been  somewhat  altered  of  late.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northamptonshire  had  uot 
shown  that  by  reducing  the  duty  on  Soap, 
ill  the  manner  he  proposed,  be  would  re- 
move auy  of  those  grievous  restrictions  of 
which  the  manufacturers  of  that  article 
so  much  complained  ;  and,  on  the  whole, 
be  (Mr.  Handley)  did  not  think,  that  for 
the  sacrifice  he  proposed  to  make  of  the 
revenue,  be  had  offered  any  equivalent 
either  to  the  public  or  the  Minister.  He 
should  vote  for  the  original  motion. 

Mr,  Roebueb  rose,  amidst  loud  cries  of 
'*  Divide,"  "  Divide,"  "  Withdraw."  The 
present  tjuestion,  said  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  was  not  a  question  of  revenue, 
but  a  qnestioo  of  party  politics.  It  was 
a  pact  of  the  politics  of  the  party  on  tbe 
other  aide  of  the  House  to  keep  up  that 
despotic  rule,  the  fruits  of  which  they  had 
so  long  enjoyed.  The  party  on  his  (ihe 
Mioisterial)  side  of  the  Hotwa  were  aaxioua 
U>  free  (be  pw^ls  pf  tbii  countrf  (ton  Uw 
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■backlefl  which  their  ignorance  had  so 
)ong  bound  upon  them.  Geotlemen  on 
the  opposite  aide  of  the  Houw  did  not 
care  one  farthing  whether  the  leveone  was 
diminisbed  a  few  tboiuands  or  not ;  the; 
only  pretended  to  be  the  farmera'  friend  on 
this  occaaitH),  in  order  to  keep  up  their  in- 
flueRce  oter  a  certain  claisof  the  people, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  perpetuate  the 
ignorance  which  had  hitherto  hung  about 
tbeot.  An  hon.  Member  on  the  oppoaile 
aide  of  the  House  had  said,  there  wai  no 
need  to  carry  pernicioas  knowledge  into 
the  cottage.  He(Mr.Ri>ebuck)con(ended 
that  knowledge  could  not  be  pernicious  ; 
he  did  not  care  what  opinions  might  be 
circulaled,  if  facts  w«%  also  circulated. 
Centlemeo  on  the  opposite  side  knew  very 
well,  that  as  soon  as  facts  were  generally 
and  clearly  understood,  their  power  would 
he  totally  at  an  end.  That  was  their  ob- 
ject in  coming  forward  on  the  present 
occasion,  though  masked  under  the  paltry 
pretence  of  friendship  to  the  farmer.  The 
country  was  not  to  be  deceived  by  such  a 
shallow  pretext,  the  only  parties  who  were 
deceived  were  the  hon.  Qentlemen  ihem- 
selves,  who  fancied  they  could  delude 
the  people  by  such  a  proceeding.  They 
however  were  easily  seen  through,  added 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member.  What 
was  it  pretended  that  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  soap  would  do  for  the  agri- 
culturist? why  simply  by  causing  an  in- 
creased demand  for  tallow,  and  conse- 
quently some  inciease  in  the  demand  for 
agricultural  produce.  But  whom  would 
this  benefit,  small  as  it  was,  go  to? — not 
the  agricultural  labourer— not  the  farmer 
—but  to  tlie  landowner,  if  to  anybody.  In 
opposing  the  reduction  of  the  newspaper 
X  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  aide 
had  racked  their  braina  for  arguments, 
but  why  need  they  go  to  America,  what 
had  Ametiea  to  do  with  the  case?  He 
held,  and  he  was  prepared  to  show  it  by 
s  compartion  of  the  stamped  newspapers 
with  the  unstamped,  that  the  latter  were 
the  superior,  both  in  respect  of  intelligence 
and  of  morality.  Ay,  superior — and  he 
challenged  hon.  Oentlemen  who  cheered, 
to  point  out  a  single  unstamped  newspa- 
per which  contained  a  tenth  of  the  scur- 
rillity,  the  obscenity,  and  the  downright 
hntnorality  which  was  to  be  found  in  the 
stamped  newspapers  of  the  day.  Had  any 
hon.  Member  dared  to  bring  down  in  his 
hand  a  copy  of  an  tmstamped  newspaper 
to  lupport  tbeii  argumeati  ai  to  the  fex- 
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nicious  nature  of  its  contenta.  No  one 
had  done  eo.  On  the  other  hand,  ha 
could  refer  them  to  an  article  in  T^ 
Timts,  where  it  was  stated,  that  a  certua 
individnal,  whom  it  was  pleased  to  atylc 
"  the  big  beggarman,"  was  going  to  be  ex- 
hibited as  a  show.  He  should  like  to 
know,  whether  the  hon.  Oentlemen  who 
cheered  this  did  so  to  show  their  accord- 
ance in  the  sentiment  which  pervaded  thia 
article.  He  could  go  on  with  many  in- 
stances  of  a  like  kind,  but  he  need  not 
trouble  the  House  with  them.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  had  read  a  state- 
ment printed  in  reference  to  the  late  Mr. 
Ronayne,  at  which  every  one  who  beard  it 
shuddered  with  horror  and  disgust.  And 
yet  people  talked  about  deluging  the 
country  with  the  pernicious  effusions  of 
(he  press.  What,  deluge  the  country 
with  John  Bulls  and  Aget  and  other 
papers  of  the  kind,  taken  exclusively 
by  the  higher  and  richer  classes.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  might  cry  "  Oh,  oh ! "  as  their 
only  reply  to  his  assertion —  "  oh,  oh  I " 
was  very  easily  said,  but  he  repeater!  it, 
and  he  challenged  a  denial  ofb  Is  assertion, 
that  the  higher  classes  delighted  in  printed 
obscenity — delighted  also  in  scandal  and 
personal  abuse.  They  would  not  6nd 
these  in  the  papers  circulated  in  the  pot- 
house; there  was  no  filthy  obscenity,  no 
disgusting  personal  scandal  in  these,  it 
was  in  the  rich  man's  paper,  in  the  pu'son's 
paper,  in  The  Age  fttti  The  John  Ball,  aad 
these  were  the  papers  which  pandered  to 
the  morbid  appetites  of  the  wealthiet 
classes.  They  paid  their  sevenpence  for 
it,  and  they  wished  to  have  a  monopoly  of 
it,  and  he  was  quite  willing  to  allow  them  ; 
and  sure  he  waB.'that  if  the  stamp  duty  were 
taken  oS*  newspapers  to-morrow,  theio 
would  be  no  increase  in  the  obscenity  cir- 
culated by  means  of  the  press.  On  the 
contrary,  he  maintained  that  the  voice 
of  the  great  body  of  the  people  would  bear 
down  the  obscenity  which  already  existed 
in  it,  and  that  the  aristocracy  would  at  last 
be  ashamed  to  foster  and  encourage  it. 
Again  he  denied  the  assertion,  and  be 
challenged  ban.  Members  who  put  it  for- 
ward to  prove  it,  that  immorality  vroold 
be  increased  by  throwing  open  the  news- 
paper press  ;  unless  indeed  it  were  immo- 
rality in  their  eyes  to  teach  the  people  to 
understand  their  rights,  to  stand  up  for 
what  they  ought  to  demand,  and  to  put 
dovm  the  aristocratical  domination  under 
which  they  had  too  long  laboured. 
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Mr.  Kearsley  begged  to  assure  tlie  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  that  he 
was  not  one  of  those  who  cried  out  "  oh  !" 
during  the  speech  of  the  lion,  and  learned 
Member.  He  (Mr.  Kearsley)  had  reaUy 
never  noted  anything  that  bod  fallen  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member;  he  had 
never  condescended  to  do  so.  He  would, 
however,  ask  the  noble  Lordj  the  Home 
Secretary,  and  the  right  bon.  tlie  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  with  what  pleasure 
they  hod  just  listened  to  the  disgusting 
speech  of  the  bon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath. 

The  Chairvtan  (Mr.  Bemal]  was  quite 
sure  the  hon.  Member  could  not  be  aware 
of  the  word  which   had  just  fallen  from 

Mr.  KeariUif  :  Sir,  I  am  quite  aware 
that  I  might  have  used  language  stronger 
than  the  rarcumstanccs  required.  I  admit 
that  the  language  was  strong;  but  I  must 
say,  that  a  more  disgusting  speech  I  never 
beard. 

The  Chairman :  I  ara  really  very  sorry 
to  call  the  hon.  Member's  attention  again 
to  the  words  which  he  made  use  of,  but  I 
must  beg  to  repeat  it,  and  in  doing  so  I  am 
in  the  hands  of  the  Committee,  to  be  cor- 
reeled  if  I  am  wrong,  that  the  language 
which  ff^  from  the  hon.  Member  was  such 
s«  was  never  permitted  to  be  used  in  this 
House. 

Mr.  KeartUv :  I  am  ve^  sorry  that  the 
hon.  Member  lor  Bath  having  charged  me 
with  what  is  not  true,  I  cannot  charac- 
terise his  speech  by  other  terms.  ["  Order/ 
Chair  !"2 

Mr.  Roeiuci:  t  trust  the  House  will 
permit  the  debate  to  proceed,  and  make 
allowance  for  what  must  be  looked  upon 
as  an  infirmity  of  the  hon.  Member  op- 
posite. 

Mr.  Pail  Methuen :  I  think  it  is  due 
not  only  to  this  House  but  to  the  country, 
that  the  Chairman  should  declare  whether 
the  language  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Kearsley)  is  such  as  should  be 
addressed  to  this  House,  or  such  as  it  is 
becoming  In  us  to  hear,  without  repre- 
hension. I  come  here  to  do  my  duty  to 
my  constituents,  end  not  for  the  purpose  of 
listening  to  language  which  is  unbecoming 
the  dignity  of  this  House. 

Mr.  Kearsley :  Sir,  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Wiltshire  (Mr.  Paul 
Methuen)  thinks  proper  so  precipitately  to 
interrupt  me,  I  am  tempted  to  exclaim, 
"  Paul !  Paul .'  why  persecutest  thou  me?' 
{The  bon.  Member  left  his  seat,  and  walked 
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down  to  the  floor  of  the  Mouse,  where, 
after  bowing  twice,  he  made  two  effbrla  to 
retire,  but  being  stopped  at  the  bar,  re- 
turned to  his  place.] 

Mr.  JVaUer  felt  it  his  duty  to  address 
the  House  on  a  subject  upon  which  h« 
could  give  some  practical  information. 

Mr.  Hume :  I  rise  to  order,  Sir,  I  wish 
to  ask  you.  Sir,  as  Cluurman,  whether  the 
proceedings  of  this  House  are  to  be  oon- 
duct«d  in  the  dlaorderly  manner  in  wbidi 
they  have  been  this  evening.  Again,  Sir, 
as  our  Chainoan,  you  have  declared,  (and 
we  are  prepared  to  support  you  in  the 
opinion,}  that  the  words  used  by  the  bon. 
Member  for  Wigan,  are  unbecoming  of 
him  in  his  present  utuation.  The  only 
course  left  you,  then.  Sir,  as  Chairman,  is 
I  apprehend,  to  call  upon  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  retract  the  words;  and  in  case  of 
bis  refusing  to  do  so,  I  tUnk  that  you  ate 
called  upon  to  put  in  force  the  authority 
vested  in  you  as  Chairman.  I  think  a  fur- 
ther apology  is  due  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  his  conduct  as  it  regards  the  House  ; 
for  since  1  have  had  a  seat  in  Parliament  I 
have  never  seen  an  hon.  Member  leave  his 
place,  and  behave  in  the  manner  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  behaved  this  night. 
Sir,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Chairman,  for  the 
sake  of  preserving  the  dignity  of  our  pro- 
ceedings, to  Call  upon  the  bon.  Member  to 
make  that  apology  which,  in  my  opinion, 
he  is  bound  to  give. 

The  Chairman :  In  answer  to  the  appeal 
which  has  been  made  to  me,  I  beg  to  oV 
serve,  that  the  Chairman  of  a  Commhtee 
has,  when  called  upon,  but  one  coune  to 
pursue  with  reference  to  such  a  question  as 
the  present,  and  that  is,  when  an  hon. 
Member  misconducts  or  misbehaves  him- 
self, the  Chairman  is  imperatively  bound 
by  hb  duty,  if  the  hon.  Member  refuses  to 
offer  any  explanation  of,  or  apology  for  his 
conduct,  to  report  the  matter  to  the  Speaker 
for  the  exercise  of  his  superior  authority, 
I  hope  I  shall  never  be  found  wanting  in 
the  performance  of  that  duty  whenever  I 
sec  the  necessity  of  applying  for  the  supe- 
rior jurisdiction  of  the  Speaker. 

Mr,  U,  Bulmer  il  think.  Sir,  under  tfa« 
circumstances  of  the  present  case,  yon  are 
colled  upon  to  exert  that  authority  which 
you  possess  of  reporting  these  proceeding 
(o  the  Speaker. 

Mr.  Hume :  I  move.  Sir,  that  you  F&< 


for  Middlesex  has  moved  that  1  should  re- 
port progtess,  and  as  he  has  mode  as  Uie 
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ground  cpf  his  motion,  a  complaint  against 
an  hon.  Member,  perbaps,  he  nill  be  good 
enougb  to  Btate  Bpedfically  what  it  is. 

Mr.  Hume:  I  bave  no  besitation  in 
saying,  that  my  complaint  refers  to  tbe 
observations  which  the  hon.  Member  made 
use  of  nith  respect  to  my  bon.  Fiiend,  the 
Member  for  Bath,  and  which  you  yourself 
strongly  reprobated.  I  did  not  hear  what 
the  boa.  Member  said  before  he  uttered 
tbe  objectionable  expression  to  which  I  re- 
fer; but  I  did  hear  him  male  use  of 
Ibe  pbnse  "  disgusting  speech,"  as  applied 
to  the  address  of  my  bon.  Friend.  Every 
bon.  Member  near  me  can,  I  believe,  say 
that  be  also  heard  it,  and  will  further  sup- 
pert  me,  I  am  sure,  in  the  assertion,  that 
the  ccmdtict  of  the  hon.  Member,  in  leav- 
ing his  seat  and  coming  to  tbe  floor  of  the 
House,  and,  in  fact,  behaving  himself  in  a 
maitner  in  which  I  have  never  yet  seen 
any  bon.  Member  behave  in  this  House, 
calls  for  some  apology. 

Tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Excheijver :  I  am 
sure.  Sir,  theremustbehut  one  f eebngpervade 
all  the  Members  of  this  House  with  regard 
to  tbe  mode  of  oiir  conducting  our  discuss- 
ions, and  that  is,  that  unless  our  ofunions 
and  views  are  expressed  in  proper  and  de- 
corous language,  we  shall  not  only  lose  the 
respect  of  society  at  large,  but  a  consider- 
able interruption  will  also  be  afibrded  to 
the  coune  of  public  business.  The  occur- 
rence which  has  taken  place  stands  thus : 
■n  observation  hag  been  mode  by  the  bon. 
Member  for  Wigan,  and  it  is  to  him  that 
I  wish  particularly  to  address  myself,  in 
reply  to  the  speech  delivered  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath,  which  was  such  as  to 
call  down  upon  him,  in  my  mind  justly, 
(and  I  believe  in  tbe  opinion  of  the  ma- 
jority justly  also,)  your  censure.  Sir,  and 
your  statement,  that  his  observation  was 
unparliamentary  and  unbecoming.  Un- 
doubledly,  then,  the  only  course  left  you, 
is  to  bring  it  under  the  connderation  of 
the  Speaker ;  that  is,  if  you  be  driven  to 
such  an  alternative.  But  when  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  has  heard  from  the 
Chairman  of  tbe  Committee  tbe  uncon- 
tradicted opinion,  which  I  may,  therefore, 
take  to  be  tbe  opinion  of  the  whole  Com- 
mittee, that  his  proceedings  and  observ- 
atioDS  have  been  unparliamentary,  and 
open  to  your  censure.  Sir,  I  do  trust  the 
hon.  Gentleman  wilt  do  that  which  will 
save  the  House  all  further  trouble  on  this 
queation,  that  which  I  venture  to  say  be 
will  himielf  feel  it  hb  duty  to  do — 
IHUnely,  by  nibmitting  to  the 
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authority  of  the  Chairman,  to  whom  we 
arc  all  bound  to  submit,  and  withdrawing 
the  expression  which  he  has  used.  1  do 
hope  that  the  excitement  into  which  tbe 
bon.  Member  may  have  been  betrayed  br 
the  previous  course  of  th  debate,  will  in- 
duce him  to  apologise  to  the  Committee  foe 
any  expressions  which  be  might  have  used, 
and  for  the  inadvertent  and  irregular  pro- 
ceedings into  which  he  may  have  been  led. 
Our  course  is  a  clear  one;  but  I  appeal  to 
the  bon.  Member  whether  he  will  impose 
on  the  House  ihe  necessity  of  adopting  it. 

Mr.  KearsUy  said,  if^  the  expression 
which  I  used  is  not  agreeable  to  the  taste 
of  tbe  Committee,  I  beg  leave  to  withdraw 
it,  But  I  presume.  Sir,  I  have  a  right  to 
say,  that  I  heard  that  speech  with  disgust. 

The  Chairmoa :  Really,  I  must  say  that 
the  repetition  of  these  terms  is  a  further 
trespass  on  the  decorum  which  should  be 
observed  in  the  proceedings  of  this  Housei 

Mr.  Keartley — Sir,  all  I  can  say  is, 
that  as  I  can't  swim  in  the  same  water  with 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  opporatc,  they  moy 
construe  the  expression  as  they  please. 

Lord  EbrtHglon  rose,  and  smd  :  The  apo- 
logy which  the  hon.  Member  has  given  is 
not  one  such  as  I  conceive  is  due  to  tbe 
House,  afWr  the  manner  in  which  the 
decorum  of  its  proceedings  has  been  in. 
fringed  upon,  I  must,  therefore.  Sir,  unlcKS 
the  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  proper  to  make 
a  more  satisfactory  apology  to  the  Com- 
mittee, beg  leave  to  move  that  you  report 
progress,  and  report  this  matter  to  tbe 
Speaker. 

Lord  /.  Rtuselt:  As  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  North  Devonshire,  has  moved 
that  the  Chairman  report  progress,  and  that 
the  expressions  used  by  the  hon.  Member 
be  'reported  to  the  House,  I  wish  to  state 
what  was  the  manner  in  which  I  conceive 
the  hon.  Member  received  tbe  opinion  ex- 

Eressed  by  the  Chairman.  1  understood 
im  to  have  said,  that  he  withdrew  entirely 
the  expression  which  was  complained  of. 
I  must  say,  however,  likewise,  that  I  don't 
think  it  was  mentioned  by  the  Chairman 
that  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Member,  after 
what  he  said  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Wiltshire,  was  disrespectful  to  the 
House.  But  tbe  bon.  Member  so  imme- 
diately vrithdrew  the  expresaon  which  has 
been  complained  of,  that  1  should  suppose 
he  will  not  hentate  to  express  his  regret  if 
his  conduct  should  be  conndered  disre- 
spectful to  the  House.  I  am  sure  it  will 
be  more  satisfactory  to  the  whole  House,  if 
the  hon.  Member  wiU  take  some  means  of 
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that  kind  for  explaining  h'la  conduct,  than 
that  BO  unpleasant  a  subject  should  be  re- 
ferred for  decUioD  to  the  Speaker. 

Mr.  KxaraUy  :  1  am  extremely  sotrj  if  I 
hare  done  anything  unpleasant  to  the 
Committee,  and  I  beg  leave  to  withdraw 
the  expreanon  which!  made.  But  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Wiltshire 
cries  out  at  my  mode  of  walking  over  the 
door — I  beg  to  assure  the  House  again, 
that  I  had  not  the  least  possible  intention 
of  giving  offence  by  my  conduct  on  this 
occasion. 

Mr.  Walter  said,  that  having,  from 
former  engagement*,  some  pr&cticaj  know- 
ledge upon  tlie  subject  under  discussion,  lie 
felt  it  bis  duty  to  give  an  opinion  to  the 
House.  First,  however,  he  might  be  ex- 
cused foi  saying  a  word  or  two  with  re- 
ference to  those  classes  of  the  people  who 
were  said  to  be  the  most  interested  in  the 
decision  of  the  House.  With  respect  to 
those  classes — namely,  the  working  classes 
>~^e  would  not  yield  to  any  one  in  feeling 
for  their  interests,  and  in  endeavoura  to  sup- 
port their  rights  and  ameliorate  their  con- 
dition ;  and  if,  ffa  the  present  occasion,  he 
might  be  thought  to  vote  against  them,  he 
was  sure  it  would  be  found  in  the  r^ult 
that  hii  vot«  and  opinion  were  not  given 
Bgainat  them,  but  against  those  who  were 
endeavouring  to  miSead  them.  With  re- 
spect to  the  removal  of  taxes  eenerally,  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  prended 
over  the  finances  of  the  country  could  spare 
any  one  or  more  of  the  taxei^  he  thought 
he  would  better  look  to  those  which 
pressed  upon  the  comforts  and  necessaries 
of  the  people,  rather  than  one  which  was 
laid  to  prew  upon  their  knowledge.  This, 
also,  was  veiv  clear,  that  if  they  were  dis- 
pwed  to  give  the  people  mote  political 
knowledge,  they  must  also  give  them  more 
time ;  that  is,  thay  mutt  to  a  degree  ex- 
empt them  ftom  their  daily  avocstions  to 
read  the  daily  press,  as  well  as  to  put  the 
productions  into  their  hands.  If  he  might 
be  allowed  to  give  his  tqiinioD,  the  cry  t^t 
bad  been  set  up  on  this  subject  by  no  means 
merited  that  attention  which  had  been 
paid  to  iu  Petitions  for  the  total  repeal  <£ 
what  were  called  taxes  on  knowl^ge  had 
been  profusely  transmitted  to  the  country 
for  signature,  by  societies  in  London;  but 
in  the  county  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
repieaeat  they  were  utterly  diareaarded. 
itu  recollected  hearing  a  plan  of  Lord 
Altlicvp'a  when  he^aa  finance  Misiatar, 
whu^  it  appeared  might  be  practically 
wefiil  t»  t^  puUiCj  witltQUt  being  rerj 


detrimental  to  the  Exchequer,  and  he 
thought  that  that  plan  ought  to  have  been 
adopted  in  reference  to  the  present  plan 
of  his  Lcnrduiip's  succesBo;.  But  if  he  had 
bad  any  doubt  whatever  upon  the  question, 
that  doubt  would  have  been  removed  W 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  speech 
upon  this  subject.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  told  them  frankly,  that  he 
repealed  or  gave  up  the  greatest  portion  of 
this  tax  because  he  was  unable  to  collect  it. 
It  was  not,  therefore,  now  so  much  matter 
of  debate  in  that  House  whether  the  suunp 
duty  upon  newspapers  should  be  partially 
repealed,  as  who  was  to  repeal  it — Uiey,  tli« 
Representatives  of  the  people,  by  whom  all 
taxes  bad  been  hitherto  imposed  and  re* 
pealed;  or  a  blind  authority  existing  they 
knew  not  where — a  secret  junta,  who  had 
been  long  encouraging  the  people  to  set  thQ 
Government  and  laws  at  defiance.  As  to 
there  being  no  means  of  stopping  the  auda- 
cious career  of  the  vendors  of  unstamped 
publioations,  wbat  vras  that  but  saying 
there  was  no  Government  capable  of  ful- 
filling its  duty,  which  duty  it  was  to  render 
the  law  supreme,  and  to  punish  its  viola- 
tion ?  If  the  contempt  c^  the  laws  had 
been  such  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  te- 
presented,  the  criminality  of  such  contempt 
rested  with  the  Administration  of  the 
country.  If  the  Adminiatratioii  had  had 
any  head— if  it  had  been  anything  but  a 
Government  of  d^Htrtments  without  head 
— such  head  or  chief  ought,  on  an  oocaaion 
like  that  described,  to  have  sent  for  hii 
Majesty's  law  officers  and  the  Chief  Com-- 
misdoner  of  Stamps,  and  said — Put  a  stop 
to  these  violations  of  the  law,  or  quit  your 
situations,  of  which  you  are  incompetent  to 
discharge  the  hitherto  acknowledged  con- 
stitutional functions.  He  again  said,  that 
he  thou^t  the  plan  suggested  four  or  five 
years  ago  of  a  looder&te  reduction  of  duty 
ought  to  have  taken  place;  but  for  th« 
Cbancellw  of  the  Exdiequer  to  talk  of  a 
diminution  now,  when  the  law  was  tram- 
pled under  foot,  what  was  it  but  exciting 
the  people  by  success  to  violate  every  other 
law  whidi  hfdd  tha  Monarchy  together  ? 
He  wmiM  further  bc^  leave  to  inquire  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  prt^ioied  to  gain 
by  thus  making  the  law  succumb  to  its  viola- 
tors ?  Would  he  satisfy  them  by  reducing 
the  tax  to  id?  He  held  in  his  band  a 
Journal  which  rejpreeented  their  opinions, 
and  therein  he  found  an  advertisemeat, 
fran  which  he  should  read  an  extiast:— 
"  It  is  now  nearly  six  yean  ainoe  a  Caw 
POMNU,  deoiTOaa  <tf  tiutnK^  thaii  bfatbi 
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ren,  resolu^y  detennined  to  break  tlirouoli 
nicl(  iofamoiu  and  unjuat  Iaw%  by  pub- 
liBbing  unatamped  newE^peis  and  pe- 
riodicals Thej  bsve  for  this  period  been 
at  war  with  powerful  opponente,  aud  their 
liberties,  peiBonB,  and  property  hare  suf- 
fered much  in  the  conflict.  They  have, 
however,  lucceeded  in  awakening  the  public 
voice  in  favour  of  cheap  politlcafknowledgc 
and  a  free  unstamped  press.  But,  not- 
withstanding the  numerous  petltibng  that 
have  been  presented  to  Parliament  on  the 
subject,  together  with  the.  itmng  mani- 
fcstHtions  of  public  opinion  otherwise  ex. 
pressed,  either  through  the  intrigues  of 
stamped  newspaper  monopolists,  or  the 
desire  of  Goveminent  to  perpetuate  igno- 
rance, those  odious  laws  are  stjll  continued. 
They  now,  however,  having  failed  to  crush 
the  unstamped,  seek  jesuilically  to  under- 
mine it.  It  is  reported  they  now  intend  to 
retain  a  penny  tax,  and  to  enact  more 
severe  taws  against  the  unstamped ;  this 
will  only  strengthen  the  monopoly  of  the 
press — make  it,  if  possible,  more  servile  and 
corrupt,  and  throw  us  more  at  the  mercy 
uf  tyrants,  by  preventing  us  from  reading 
or  receiving  any  knowledge  but  such  as  the 
monopolists  and  (Government  choose.  It 
then  becomes  your  imperatire  duty  to 
speak out^for  the  total  aboUtion  of  the  tax,  by 
rallying  round  the  unstamped,  before  your 
princiml  channels  of  information  be  ef- 
fectually cut  oET."  This  advertisement  was 
signed  by  a  Mr.  Lovett,  the  secretary,  and 
Dr.  Birkbeck  and  Mr.  Place,  the  treasurers 
of  the  society.  This  was  the  class  of  peo- 
ple whom  the  right  hon.  Gentl^un 
sought  to  conciliate;  and  this  was  the 
degree  to  which  he  would  conciliate  them, 
that  they  were  already  become  ten  times 
more  furious  agunst  the  remaining  penny 
than  they  were  a^nst  the  whole  tax ;  and 
in  this  mnriTifj-  would  his  hands  be 
streDgthcned  tocdJect  the  penny,  when  he 
had  shown  the  violators  of  the  law  that 
they  bad  alicMdy  forced  him  to  giro  np  the 
larger  mm.  He  oould  tell  the  rif^t  hon. 
Gentleman,  upon  every  principle  of  com- 
mon  sense,  that  by  confessing  himscdf 
unable  to  o^ect  one  portion  of  Oie  tax,  he 
bad  confesKd  hinr-lf  unable  to  collect  the 
last  lemoining  portion.  With  reelect  to 
the  details  of  Hm  question,  it  migbt  per- 
il^ be  difficult  to  wei^  the  motiTca 
which  induoed  Ae  Government  to  meiitre 
out  its  portion  erf  knowledge  to  the  country 
by  inches-^which  inches  came  so  limited 
in  number  as  just  to  let  out  some  papers 
into  £re«  cvoiMun,  and  lo  c«fim«  otoen 
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at  the  barrier.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
bad  no  doubt  been  obliged  to  widen  his 
bounds,  but  be  still  adhered  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  measurement  and  limitation.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  not  think  he  viap 
speaking  for  individuals  only ;  he  was  con- 
tending for  the  principles  of  a  free  trada- 
Let  houi  and  inLelligent  Gentlemen  coiv- 
Elder,  that  in  all  cases  an  expensive  ma- 
chinery must  be  got  together  and  estab:- 
lished,  on  the  Just  expectation,  without 
which  no  enterprise  could  be  entered  upon, 
that  tbe  owners  bbould  be  allowed  .to  cotir 
duct  their  business  in  the  way  which  their 
ingenuity  might  suggest  and  their  funds 
supply  the  means  ;  but  here  the  Legislature. 
suddenly  stepped  in,  and  rendered  their 
eSbrts  unavailing,  by  an  unforeseen  change 
in  those  fundamental  rules,  according  to 
which  tbeir  business  had  been  conducted, 
and  this  under  the  aSectation  of  liberality. 
Now,  surely,  the  greatest  liberality  to  the 
public  would  be,  to  interfere  as  little  as 
possible  with  the  internal  workings  of  tiad^ 
to  leave  its  operations  unfettered,  and,  ex- 
cept everythmg  was  to  be  beaten  down  to 
tbe  dead  level  of  mediocrity,  to  suffer 
talent,  and  energy,  and  industry,  to  work 
their  natural  way.  As  to  the  pretence  that 
a  larger  paper  ought  to  pay  an  additional 
postage,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
imposed  tbe  additional  tax  on  that  account 
—this  would  have  some  weight  if  the 
paper  were  printed  solely  for  tbe  purpose  of 
being  transmitted  by  tbe  post;  but  why 
tax  the  whole  of  the  circulation,  if  but  a 
part,  and  that  a  very  small  port,  was  sent 
into  the  country ;  and  even  of  that  small 
part,  by  far  the  greater  portion  was  traoi^ 
mitted  by  the  morning  coaches,  and  not  by 
the  post?  If  he  meant  to  tax  for  postage, 
let  huD  tax  at  tbe  Post-office ;  let  him  not  tax 
that  which  never  saw  the  post.  He  confes- 
sed that  the  comparison  which  tbe  right  boa. 
Gentleman  had  made  of  a  public  journal 
with  anjr  artide  capable  of  being  smug^a}, 
itrtidc  tim  as  a  very  singular  one.  Upoo 
the  latter  elaas  of  articles,  such  as  tea  aad 
spirits  for  example,  no  doubt  the  higber  tbe 
duty  tbe  gn»ter  w»  tbe  temptation  to  rut- 
port  OF  fabricate  tbe  artirle  secretly ;  but 
how  was  that  to  be  done  with  a  newspaper, 
the  sole  use  and  otijeGt  of  which  was  to  he 
in  the  bands  of  ail,  friends  or  fiw^  aad 
which  faore'upon  tlie  &ce  of  it,  by  tb«  ab- 
sence or  preaenee  of  a  stamp,  tha  \mtinitmf 
whether  it  vras  legal  or  the  uuBtwiy  t  Tbe 
ri^t  hon.  Gentleman,  too,  had  ^wkea  of 
nonopolifs;  he  probably  best  knew  wbat 
tbeaeaaii]^  of  th«t  w()(4  on|isal^wii^ 
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Bnd  what,  in  common  leiueimuBt  contiaue 
to  be  its  meaning.  Monopoly  was  a  pri- 
▼ilege  granted  excliisivelj  \>j  the  Crown 
for  particnlar  penonfl  or  bodiea  to  work 
one  specific  businass,  or  deal  in  one  fnecific 
article,  and  all  others  were  prohibited  from 
infringing  upon  this  privilege.  Now,  was 
the  trade  of  newspapers  thus  guarded? 
Were  others  besides  those  who  had  the 
chief  business  in  this  particular  branch  pro- 
Iritnted  from  entering  into  the  same  ?  If 
by  the  word  monopolLsts  was  meant  a  class 
of  persons  who,  through  particular  in- 
dustry, talent,  and  attention  to  business, 
bad  risen  to  distinction  in  their  peculiar 
profession,  whUe  that  profession  remained, 
and  always  had  remained,  open  to  all ;  and 
if  it  were  meant,  further,  that  that  class  of 
industrious  and  intelligent  people,  who  by 
these  qualities  alone  had  had  succeiu,  were 
now  to  be  assailed,  and  if  posuble  crushed, 
then  he  said,  that  instead  of  destroying 
a  monopoly  or  monopolists,  they  would 
destroy  or  impair  the  fairest  incitements  to 
industry  and  exertion  in  the  country;  they 
would  ruin,  as  far  as  in  them  lay,  the 
hopes  of  the  fair  tradesman,  and  invade 
property  in  an  unjustifiable  and  unpre- 
cedented manner.  He  begged  leave,  in  con- 
cusion,  to  state,  that  personally  he  was 
perfectly  indifferent  as  to  whatever  course 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  adopt. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  original 
question:  Ayes  841;  Noes  208  ;—B1bjo- 
lity  3S. 

List  of  the  Am.—ffot  Official. 
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Chalmers,  Patrick 
Chapman,  Lowlher 
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Donkin,  Sir  Rufsne 
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Dundas,  hon.  J.  C. 
DuDdas,  bon.  T. 
Dnndai,  J,  Deanes 
Dunlop,  John 
Ebrington,  Lord  Vis. 
El  phi  niton  e,  Howard 
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Ewart,  William 
Fazakerley,  Jobn  N. 
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Fergusson,  rLhn.  R.C. 
Fielden,  John 
Filitoy,  Lord  Charles 
Filziimon,  Chris. 
Fituimon,  Nicholas 
Fort,  John 
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Gaskell,  Danial 
Gordon,  Robert 
G  rattan,  James 
G rattan,  Henry 
Grey,  Sir  George 
Groavenor,  Lord  R. 
Orote,  George 
Guest,  Josiah  John 
Gully,  John 
Hall,  Benjamin 
Harland,  William  C. 
Hawes,  Benjamin 
Hawkins,  John  H. 
Hay,  Sir  Andrew  L. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Hindley,  Charles 
Hobhoase,  rl.  hon.Kr 

Hodges,  Thomas  L. 
Hodges,  T.  Twisden 
Hollaod,  Edward 
Horiman,  Edward 
Howard,  Ralph 
Howard,  ban.  Edw. 
Howard,  Philip  H. 
Howick,  Lord  Visd. 


tlume,  Joseph 
Humphery,John 
Hurst,  Robert  H. 
Hull,  William 
Ingbara,  Robert 
Jepbsou,  Cbaa.  D.  O. 

Johnstone,  Sir  John 
Johnston,  Andrew 
Kerrison,  Sir  Edwd. 
King,  Fxlwd.  Bollon 
Labouchere,  tt.  ban. 

Langton,  Wra.  Gore 
Leader,  John  Temple 
Lefevra.  Cbaa.  Shaw 
Lemon,  Sir  Charles 
Lennard,  Thomas  B. 
Lennox,  Lord  George 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lister,  Ellis  CunliSe 
Loch,  James 
Lushington,  Dr. 
Luabington,  Char  es 
Lynch,  Andrew  H. 
Mackeuiie,  Stewart 
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MarshHll,  William 
Mania od,  Henry 
Maul,  hon.  Fox 
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Molesworth,  Sir  Wm. 
Morpeth,  Lord  Visct. 
Morrison,  James 
Moatyn,  hon.  Edward 
Mullina,  Fred.  Wm. 
Murray,     right     boo. 

John  A. 
Muagrave,  Sir  Richd. 
N^le,  Sir  Richd. 
O'firien,  Cornelius 
O'Brien,  W.  Smith 
G'Connell,  Daniel 
O'Connell,  John 
O'Connen,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  Morgan 
O'Connor,  Don 
O'Ferral,  Rich.  More 
Oliphant,  Lawrence 
O'Logblen,  Hicbul 
Oswald,  James 
Paget,  Frederick 
Palmer,  General 
Falmerston,  Viscount 
Parker,  John 
Pamell,     right     lion. 
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Panott,  Jasper 
PatiisoD,  James 
Pease,  Joseph 
Pechall,  Captain 
Felbam,  hon.  G.  A. 
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Philips,  Mark 
Phillips,  C.  March 
Potter,  Richard 
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Po^Dti,  Wm.  StephcD  ThorapsoD,  Colonel 

Prjrme,  George  Thomel;,  ThomaB 

Ramsbottom,  John  Tooke,  William 

Rice,  rt.  hon.  T.  S.  Townley,  Richard  G. 

Rippon,  Culbbsn  Trakwney,  Sir  W; 

Robinson,  George  R.  Tulk,  CbarlesA. 

Roclie,  Wm,  Vemey,  Sir  Harry 

Roche,  David  Vernon,  G.  H. 

Roebuck,  John  A.  Villien,  Cbatlet  P. 

Ruodle,  Joho  Vivian,  John  Henry 

Rossell,  Lord  Jolm  Wakley,  Thomai 

RuBtell,  Lord  Walker,  Richard 

Ruihveo,  Edward  Wallace,  Robert 

Sanford,  Edward  A,  Warburton,  Henry 

Scholefield,  Joshua  Ward,  Henry  George 

Scoll,  Sir  Edward  D.  Wason,  Rigby 

Seale,  Colonel  Wemyss,  Captain 

Seymour,  Lord  Weslenra,  hon.  H,  R. 

Sharpe,  General  Weitenra,  hon,  J.  C. 

Sheif,  Richard  Wilde,  Mr.  Sergeant 

Smilli,  John  Abel  Wilkins,  Walter 

Smith.  R.  Vernon  Williams,  William 

Smith,  Benjamin  WilliamB,  W.  Addatfs 

Stenarl,  Robert  Williams,  Sir  J. 

Strati,  Edward  Winnington,  H.  J. 

Stuart,  Lord  James  Wood,  Cbaries 

Stnart,  Villiers  Wood,  Alderman 

Surrey,  Earl  of  Woulfe,  Mr.  Sei^jeant 

Talbot,  J.  HyaciDtb  Wrigbtson,  W.  B. 

Talfourd,  Mr.  Serg.  Wrottesley,  Sir  John 

Tancred,  Henry  W.  Wyse,  Tbomai 

Thomson,  right.  h<Hi.  Young,  George  Fred. 

ttoion,  Paul  B.  ""^''■ 

Thomson,  Mr.  Aid.        Stanley,  Edward  John 
Tbe  several  reaolutioni  were  agreed  to, 
and  the  House  resumed. 

Excise  Licbnceb  (Ibeland.)]  On  the 
motion  of  Lord  Morpdh  the  Excise 
Licencen  (Ireland)  Bill  wiu  read  a  third 
time. 

Mr.  Shaw  then  moved,  by  way  of  rider, 
a  clause  to  prohibit  grocers  from  selling 
ipritA  by  retail  for  consumption  on  their 
pr«ni«ea ;  but  to  enable  them  to  sell  spirits 
m  quantities  exceeding  two  quarts,  to  be 
coBBumed  elsewhere. 

Agreed  to,  and  clause  added. 

Mr.  Shaw  moved  a  proviso  to  Uie  3td 
Clause,  to  prevent  reUilen  fnm  idling 
spirits  on  Sundays. 

Lord  Morpeth  saw  no  reason  for  depart- 
ing from  the  undemanding  already  an. 
□ounced,  and  should  therefore  oppose  the 
motion.  He  feared  it  was  out  of  the 
power  of  Parliament  to  prerent  the  drink- 
ing of  spirits  on  Sundays ;  and  the  oon- 
sequences  of  prohilnting  the  sale  of  the 
article  at  houses  over  which  the  magiatrates 
had  control,  would  be  to  send  the  con- 
sumer to  much  worse  places: 

The  House  divided  on  the  proriao— 
Ayea  88j  Noes  149— Majority  ol- 


ProriBo  n^tlved.  Bill  paaed. 
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-r-i^i  Attack!  on  the  Houig  of  Loidi.— Bf  Lord  !>■*- 
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tdhen  to  tha  Itiih  Munlornl  Kiform  Bill,  m  griliiuUT 
vmei  bytlwm^-BT  Dr.  BowaiMa.  rrom  KilmiTSocki 

tnuib.  ^tint  tb*  Muid^d  Corpuntk*^  <s<ii«amil>  BOL 
i.-BT  ft.  S.  Cuimaii,  ft<™  I>riBiilii  md  HidiBdrtDvn, 
r«  AMitiw  or  TitbH,  and  lo  idbsn  to  Uunidpal 
Keeano  Bm  (Iiatand)  u  origlmllT  pumd  Mj  tbem.— B» 
Lord  HiRKina,  Ilmm  SuSblk,  (bi  AmmdmcM  nT  Poor- 
I^s  Amsidnuat  Aet.— Bt  tha  AnDaii«T.6Binaai, 
bum  Huntlr.  in  bmiu  el  Rojil  Burfba  (StotlBtd)  BUI. 

Medical  PaAcMTioNBaa — Poob-Law 
B1LL.3  Mr.  WaiUy  presented  a  petiiiimi 
ugned  by  forty  medical  praotitioaen,  eoin« 
piEuning  of  tha  contracts  eniend  into  fbr 
Bttendine  *!>"  poot-houses  in  the  aeigb- 
bourbood  of  Gloucester.  Tha  petitionwi 
alleged,  that  jnateod  of  the  practice  bring 
baneficial,  it  vas  attended  with  the  most 
ruinous  and  cruel  coniequences  to  the  poor, 
who  wen  farmed  out  to  the  lowest  ludder. 
The  hoa.  Mem^  itated,  that  when  the 
Btibject  was  brought  before  the  Houi^  he 
would  take  the  opportunity  to  express  his 
Bentimenta  on  the  ahomitmble  aystem,  and 
he  trusted  that  hon.  Members  would  ex- 
prew  thenuelvea  in  such  terms  as  would 
tend  to  iU  total  abolition. 

Mr.  Hume  hoped  bis  hon.  Friend  would 
abctain  from  further  obaerviUiona  at  prasent, 
and  that  when  the  PoorOaw  Amandment 
Bill  was  brought  before  the  House  to  have 
aocne  defects  in  it  cerrectad,  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  loM  sight  of  the  wUeot 
of  which  the  petitioners  complained.  The 
system  of  farming,  every  one  must  admit, 
waa  highly  objectionable,  and  required  to 
be  done  away  with ;  but  the  time  to  anim- 
advert on  it  was,  when  it  came  in  a  lub- 
ataotiol  form  before  them- 

Mr.  Waltl<y  was  derirous  of  atatmg  one 
fact  of  a  parucular  nature. . 

Tha  ^eaktr:  1  Call  the  attention  of  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  fact,  that  he  has  ^ 
ready  declaiad  tbat  this  matter  will  be 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  in  a  substantive  fc«m.  Now,  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  about  to  enter  into  a 
italemcnt  of  facta,  it  u  to  be  presumetl  that 
other  hon.  Members  nuj  wish  to  address 
ihe  House  upon  those  facts;  and  tbat  the 
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HouKviU  thai  be  inrolTcd  in  b  protracted 
flUcUBsion,  which  can  only  tend  to  delay 
the  progreitt  of  busiseu. 

Mt.  Watley  was  desirous  oflmoiving  by 
what  rule  the  presentation  of  petitions  to 
that  House  wfu  regulated.  It  was  only  a 
few  evenings  ago  tnat  a  petition  was  pre- 
sented by  an  hon.  Member  from  three 
cheers  of  the  Eaat-India  Company,  praying 
for  compensation,  which  led  to  a  debate  of 
an  hour's  duration,  and  he  (Mr.  Waltley) 
was  prevented  from  mentioning  a  particular 
&ct  that  would  scarcely  occupy  a  minute. 

The  Speaker:  The  bon.  Member  must 
be  perfecUy  sware  that  the  petition  to 
which  he  hns  alluded,  which  was  presented 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Tynemouth,  had 
imtnediate  relation  tn  a  cose  of  perwnol 
feelings  and  supposed  injury.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Finabury  will  find,  moreover, 
that  in  that  instance,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  presented  the  petition  gave  a  previous 
notice  of  his  intention  to  &  so ;  and  thus 
the  matter  was  brought  before  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Pinsbury  has  stated, 
tfakl  this  subject  will  be  brought  before  the 
House  ;  and  I  amin  say,  if  he  is  about  to 
state  a  variety  of  facts,  then  all  other  Mem- 
bers who  may  wish  to  take  part  in  this 
discusnon,  wiU  be  at  liberty  to  do  so,  to  tlie 
great  inconvenience  of  othrav  who  are 
waiting  to  present  petitions: 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Foos  AND  Corn  Laws.]  Colonel 
Thomjuon  presented  a  petition  from  the 
Radical  Association  of  Hull,  signed  by 
1,400  persons,  complaining  of  the  Poor- 
law  fill!  and  the  Corn-laws,  and  of  the 
burthens  thrown  on  the  industrious  and 
poorer  classes,  who  were  taxed  for  the 
little  luxuries  they  could  consume,  twenty 
times  more  than  the  rich.  On  the  last 
point  he  should  be  glad  to  accede  to  an 
arithmetical  correction ;  for  after  having 
paid  considerable  atlcntbn  to  the  sul^ect, 
he  was  unable  to  state  any  instance  in 
which  the  disproportion  between  the  poor 
and  rich  was  more  than  twelve  to  one. 
They  prayed  also  for  the  repeal  of  those 
clauses  in  the  Poor-law  Act  that  pressed 
harshly  on  the  poor — that  one-third  of  the 
dlhsa  sliould  be  appropriated  to  their  sup- 
port, and  that  those  charitable  bequests 
which  had  been  hitherto  roguishly  absorbed 
by  tbe  clerical  and  lay  aristocracy,  should 
lie  appropriated  to  their  proper  use&  The 
hon.  Member  said,  that  the  petition 
certainly  exjuussed  in  strong  language,  and 
tlie  warmth  which  aoimated  the  petitioners 
had  induced  them  to  une  one  word,  for 


which,  if  he  had  been  consulted  as  a  eriric, 
he  should  certmnly  have  recommended  the 
substitution  of  one  less  cacophonous. 

The  Speaker :  The  hon.  Member,  in 
presenting  this  petition,  did  state,  and  he 
stated  it  most  correctly,  that  there  were 
expressions  in  it  which  were  exceptionable. 
The  House,  I  am  sure,  is,  and  ever  has 
been,  at  all  times  most  ready  to  reoeive 
petitions  from  any  quarter;  hut  it  is,  I 
contend,  a  very  grave  question  for  tho 
House  to  consider,  whether  they  will  re- 
ceive a  petition  which  contains  a  charge  of 
BO  gross  a  nature  against  any  class  io  the 
country.  I  am  sure,  however,  that  on  re- 
flection the  hon.  Member  will  himself  see 
that  the  House  cannot,  consistently  with  a  ^ 
sense  of  its  own  dignity,  allow  language  to 
be  addressed  to  any  body  of  persons,  which 
it  would  not  allow  to  be  addressed  to 
itself. 

Colonel  Thompton  said,  there  were  two 
pcnnts  which  he  conceived  to  be  of  duty. 
One  was,  that  he  should  submit  the  peti- 
tion of  his  constituents ;  the  other  that  he 
should  not  disguise  from  the  House  the 
strength  of  any  of  its  expressiont.  He 
submitted  that  the  word  objected  to  was 
used  in  a  general  sense,  and  that  it  would 
be  better  to  allow  the  people  to  express 
their  complaints  as  they  felt  them. 

Mr.  Williamt  W^ynn  rose  to  order.  He 
agreed  that  it  was  des<rable  that  the 
people  should  have  the  iullest  opportunity 
to  state  their  complaints  to  that  House, 
but  then  they  should  do  so  in  decent  and 
becoming  language.  He  would,  therefore, 
suggest  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  to 
withdraw  the  petition,  and  have  the  ob* 
noxious  terms  modified;  and  he  was  .CDn> 
fident  that  the  petitions,  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member, 
would  have  no  objection  to  do  so.  Such 
offensive  terms  had  better  be  avoided  in 
petitions,  and  the  absence  of  th^  would 
enforce  more  respect  for  the  prayers  of  the 
petitioners. 

Mr.  Henri/  Gratlan  remarlied  that  the 
allusion  of  the  petitioners  to  charitable  be- 

Juests  had  no  reference  to,  but  was  totally 
istinct  from  tithes.  The  Corporation  <n 
Dublin,  according  to  the  Commissioners' 
Beport,  had  a  charitable  bequest  made  to 
them,  which  he  could  aver  was  "  roguishly" 
applied. 

Mr.  Hume  was  able  to  prove  to  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Wynn), .  from  i^ 
ports  on  the  Table,  that  charitable  bequests 
had  been  "  roguidily  misaptdied."  A  cote 
was  proved  in  Court  this  Srasion  wbere  in. 
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dividufds  had  roguifilily  mirapplied  ohari- 
table  bequests,  and  it  was  therefore  very 
questionable  whether  the  terms  used  ia  the 
petition  were  misapplied. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn,  said,  that  the  terms 
used  in  the  petition  were  "  roguishly  Hp- 
plied  by  the  clericn!  and  lay  uristrwracy," 
which  was  alluding  must  pointedly,  and  in  a 
way  that  could  not  be  well  mistaken,  to  a 
particular  dass  of  persons. 

Mr.  Etvarl  said,  that  petitions  had  been 
frequently  presented  by  hon.  Members  op- 
posite, containing  the  terms  "tyrannical 
and  oppressive,"  as  applied  to  hon.  Friends 
at  bis  side  of  the  Huuse,  and  he  (Mr. 
Ewarl)  could  not  perceive  any  great  dis- 
tinction between  them.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  rise  and 
say  that  charitable  funds  had  not  bet'n 
Tf^ishly  misapplied.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  the  allegations  made  by  the  petitioners 
cuutd  be  fully  sustained ;  and  impressed 
with  that  feeling,  he  thought  it  mure  de- 
sirable to  induce  them  to  speak  out  rather 
than  to  take  exception  to  the  phrases  in 
which  they  conveyed  their  Just  and  well- 
founded  complaints  to  the  House. 

Mr.  Goulhvrn  wax  of  opinion  that  it 
would  be  extremely  desirous  for  all  parties 
coming  before  ibe  House  with  their 
prayers  to  have  their  language  couched  in 
»  decent  and  proper  manner.  He  main- 
tained it  was  not  correct  of  the  petitioners 
to  impute  roguishness  to  a  particular  class 
of  individuals  because  certain  individuuls 
belonging  to  it  might  have  done  wrong. 
The  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down 
no  doubt  would  consider  it  unjust  if  a  crime 
baving  been  committed  by  certain  parties 
in  Liverpool,  the  entire  community  in  that 
town  were  to  be  stigmatised  and  disgraced. 

Mr.  ffantet  said,  that  they  would  be 
unworthy  to  be  considered  as  the  Kcpre. 
aentatires  of  a  free  people,  if  they  objected 
to  receive  the  petition.  What  did  the 
Gommisrioners  of  corporate  inquiry  say,  on 
Ifae  subject  of  charitable  bequests  through- 
out the  country  ?  They  were  not  over- 
choice  of  the  phraseology  which  they  used 
on  the  occasion,  the  phraseology  used  by  the 
petitioners  was  somewhat  strong,  but  it  was 
only  what  they  deemed  necessary  to  convey 
*  proper  notion  of  their  detestation  of  those 
enactments  of  which  they  complained.  He 
for  one  would  declare  that  charitable  trusts 
hod  been  grossly  misapplied. 

Sir  James  Qraham  said,  that  very  strong 
language  might  be  used  in  a  petition 
without  its  being  objectionable :  but  he 
was  sure  the  House  would  see  the  necessity 
md  propriety  for  putting  some  tenn,  for 


fixing  some  limit,  as  well  to  the  language 
used  within  the  walls  of  that  House  as  to 
that  contained  in  the  petitions  addressed  to 
it.  He  had  been  at  sn  early  period  ac- 
quainted with  the  constituents  of  the  gal-  , 
lant  Member,  and  he  was  Eure  if  the  pe- 
tition WHS  withdrawn,  and  if  they  were 
given  to  understand  that  the  highest  au- 
thority in  that  House  objected  to  one  ex- 
pression in  it,  they  would  at  once  expunge 
it.  He  hoped  the  gallant  Colonel  would 
take  that  course,  as  if  he  took  the  sense  of 
the  House  on  the  petition  in  its  present 
shape,  he  must  vote  against  its  reception. 

Mr.  Roebuck  concurred  in  offering  the 
same  suggestion  to  the  gallant  Member  for 
Hull.  He  thought  "  dishonestly"  was 
a  term  that  might  have  been  employed. 

Dr.  Btmring  supestedthat  the  Speaker 
should  state  his  opinion  as  to  whether  the 
language  was  unparliamentary  or  not 

The  Sptakeri  Then  1  can  have  no  hea- 
tation  in  declaring  that  the  hon.  Member 
would  exercise  a  sound  discretion  in  with- 
drawing the  petition  for  the  present  "Hie 
House  will  only  act  wisely  and  con- 
sistently with  that  character  which  it 
should  maintain,  by  always  enforcing  a 
proper  spirit  of  decorum,  not  merely  on  all 
Dccadons  within  its  own  walls,  but  in  all 
documents  and  petitions  that  ue  addressed 
to  it. 

Colonel  Thompson  said,  that  he  had 
waited  for  nothing  but  a  suggestion  from 
the  Chair.  He  would  therefore,  withdraw 
the  Petition. 

Petition  withdrawn. 

Houses  op  Pabliahbnt.]  Mr.  Hume 
presented  a  petition  from  tne  architects 
who  had  competed  for  the  prises  offered  by 
the  Legislature  for  designs  for  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament,  complaining  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Commissioners  in  making 
their  decirion,  and  praying  to  be  heard  by 
counsel  at  the  bar  of  the  House  on  the 
subject  His  own  private  opinion  was, 
that  such  a  power  was  not  likely  to  be 
f^ven  to  the  petitioners.  He  certainly 
agreed  with  them  in  opinion,  that  the 
Commissioners  should  have  laid  down  • 
certain  rule  as  to  the  extent  of  the  build 
ings.  As  soon  as  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House, 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  specidly  to  the  subject, 
and  to  recommend  a  plan  very  difierent 
from  that  of  the  Commissioners  for  erect- 
ing  as  soon  as  possible  convenient  and  suit, 
able  buildings  for  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
nent. 

...ib.Cooglc 
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Mr.  Banhury  Traa  nid,  t]iat  luving 
heea  a  metnber  of  toe  Commuaion,  he 
wished  to  make  a  few  obgeiTHtiong  in  rs' 
ference  to  this  petition.  He  did  not  thint 
that  the  petitinnen  pursued  a  wise  or  ju~ 
diciouH  coune  in  presenting  such  a  petition, 
and  ceitainlf,  if  they  wiahed  to  prevent  all 
future  chance  of  general  competition  on 
subjects  like  thin,  they  bad  done  that  which 
was  best  calculated  to  carry  such  a  ' 
into  effect.  It  was  true,  that  the  petii 
era  did  not  attack  tbe  moral  character  of 
the  Commissioners,  tbey  only  impeached 
tbeir  want  of  judgment  in  the  selection 
tbey  bad  made.  Reports,  however,  bad 
been  put  into  circulation  of  tbe  moat  unfair 
nature  towards  tbe  Commissioners.  Tbey 
mted  aa  having  been  guided  i; 
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tofnc,  go  through  the  charoea  in  the  peti- 
tion in  detail,  and  reply  to  uiem. 

Mr.  Wokley  rose  to  order.  He  begged 
to  remind  the  Speaker  that  he  (Mr.  Wafley) 
bad  been  interrupted,  and  prevented  from 
making  a  statement  regarding  the  poor  in. 
certain  districts  in  the  country,  because  the 
subject  was  afterwards  to  come  before  the 
House  in  tbe  sbape  of  a  motion,  and  be 
submitted,  that  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  had  already  given  notice  of  ft 
motion  on  this  matter,  the  hon.  Member 
should  reserve  his  observations  for  that  oc- 


the  honourahle  motives  that  should 
fluence  honourable  men  in  the  situation 
they  were  placed,  but  by  some  particular 
Uat  for  that  individual.  Now,  the  fact 
was,  that  be  never  had  tbe  pleasure  of  see- 
ing Mr.  Bariy  until  be  had  the  pleasure  of 
mantioDing  to  him  that  he  was  the  success. 
ful  candidate.  No  Commission  had  ever 
mors  setdously  endeavoured  to  do  its  duly 
as  far  as  its  judgment  would  allow  it. 
Every  means  had  been  used  to  prevent  fa- 
vouritism, or  tbe  remotest  chance  of  fa- 
vouritism. He  had  himself  proposed  mea- 
sures for  that  purpose  in  the  Committee, 
before  the  Commission  was  named ;  and 
with  regard  to  his  fellow- Commissioners, 
there  was  only  one  of  them  with  whom  he 
was  acquaint^,  until  they  had  entered  on 
their  duties.  The  question  of  selection  did 
not  rest  alone  with  the  Commissioners. 
Their  award  hod  to  be  sanctioned  by  tbe 
King,  and  then  by  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment. Not  only  had  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament  unanimously  affirmed  tbe  judg- 
nent  of  the  Commissioners,  but  he  would 
challenge  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  tbe  pe- 
titioners to  show  that  it  had  not  met  with 
the  unanimous  approval  of  the  public.  He 
was  wrong  in  saying,  that  that  House  bad 
been  unanimous  on  the  subject;  undoubt- 
edly, one  Gentleman  in  tbe  Committee  had 
dissented  from  the  award  of  the  Commis- 
■icmers,  on  tbe  ground  that  the  areas  in 
the  pW  were  neither  squares  nor  parallel- 
ograms, and  that  the  tower  of  SOO  feet 
was  calcnlmted  to  throw  a  shade  over  tbe 
building.  He  might  have  expected  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  should 
Iiave  fpven  him  notice  of  this  petition,  but 

that   courtesy  was  not  observed  towards    renewing  the  motion  next 
hita.     He  would,  however,  pass  over  that    riKht  hon.  Baronet  bad  alluded 
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Tbe  Speaker  said,  be  was  not  aware  that 
any  notice  had  been  given  on  tbe  subject. 

Mr.  Name  said,  he  had  ^ven  notice  that 
he  would  bring  tbe  subject  forward  as  soon 
as  the  papers  on  the  table  of  tbe  House 
were  printed. 

The  Speaker  suggested,  that  under  such 
circumstances  tbe  hon.  Member  had  better 
reserve  his  statement  fur  that  occasion. 

Mr.  Hanbujy  Tracy  said,  he  should  bow 
to  the  decinon  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  was  aware  that  a 
copy  of  tbe  petition  bad  been  transmitted 
to  the  hon.  Member,  and  as  his  (Mr- 
Hume's)  notice  for  presenting  it  was  on 
the  printed  votes,  be  had  not  supposed  it 
necessary  to  give  the  hon.  Member  a  par- 
ticular notice  on  tbe  subject. 

Petition  to  lie  on  tbe  table. 

Turnpike  Trubtb.]  Sir  J(An  Beckett 
said,  that  great  anxiety  existed  in  all  part* 
of  the  kin^m  on  the  subject  of  a  Bill  in- 
troduced hy  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department,  for  the  consolidation  c^ 
turnpike  trusts.  Members  were  in  the 
daily  babit  of  receiving  communication^ 
all  of  which  deprecated  the  measure.  He 
wiahed  to  know  what  course  the  hon. 
Member  intended  to  take  upon  tbe  subject. 

Mr.  Fox  Maule  replied,  that  in  conse^ 
quence  of  the  great  anxiety  said  to  prevail 
respecting  tbe  Bill,  he  bad  felt  it  bis  duty 
to  consider  whether  he  could  persevere  in 
it  during  the  present  Session.  Looking  at 
tbe  position  of  the  measure,  and  the  state 
of  public  business,  he  thought  it  better  at 
once  to  state,  that  it  was  not  his  intention 
to  proceed  further  with  it  this  year.  Deeply- 
impressed  as  he  bad  been,  and  stilt  was, 
with  the  great  advantages  that  would  re- 
sult from  passing  the  Bill,  it  was  not  with- 
out great  regret  that  he  parted  with  it,  and 
'  ily  did  so  with  the  full  intention  of 
^  1.  The 
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poMtlon  whidi  had  lately  made  it»  appesr- 
ance,  and  he  (Mr.  Fox  Maule)  begged  it 
might  be  distinctlr  underat««,  Inat  he 
withdrew  the  Bill  on  no  account  in  conse- 
quence of  that  opposition.  He  believed, 
tbat  the  opposition  originated  in  self-in- 
terested motives,  and  proceeded  very  much 
from  individuals  who  had  long  been  enjoy- 
ing the  fruits  of  jobbing,  and  foiTing  profit 
from  a  bad  system  of  management  with 
respea  to  turnpike  trusts.  He  hoped  that 
they  would  continue  to  enjoy  those  fruits 
only  one  Session  longer.  He  was  con- 
vinced that  the  moment  the  House  came 
to  examine  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  it 
would  unEtnimoniJy  adopt  it,  and  pass  it 
into  a  law, 

S'ltJokn  Becfteff  observed,  that  he  had 
received  many  communications  on  the 
■ubject  from  persons  incapable  of  what 
the  liou.  Member  termed  jobbing. 

Mr.  Fox  ManU  wished  merely  to  add, 
that  he  too  had  received  auroerous  com- 
munications, stating  that  many  petilioos 
had  been  got  up  by  ihe  influence  of  clerks 
■od  treasurers  of  various  trusts ;  and  that 
genilemen,  who,  he  was  sure,  were  inca- 
pable of  anything  like  jobbing,  had  been 
induced  to  sign  representations  agaiost 
particular  clauses  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  Francis  ^erlon  begged  to  enter 
his  protest  against  the  uncalled-for  and 
unfounded  impuution  thrown  out  by  the 
bon.  Member.      He   had  uniformly   told 

Ctilionen  from  the  part  of  the  country 
represented,  to  wait  until  the  Bill  came 
out  of  the  Committee  before  they  remon- 
strated against  it ;  but  he  did  not  expect 
to  have  to  tell  them  also  that  they  had 
been  made  the  objects  of  so  sweeping  and 
to  unmerited  an  attack. 

Mr.  Reathcote  also  warmly  repelled  the 
accusation  as  regarded  parties  from  whom 
he  had  presented  petitions,  and  who  were 
incapable  of  the  practices  imputed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Perthshire.  Some  of 
the  petitioners  were  most  respectable 
country  gentlemen  and  yeomen. 

Subject  dropped. 

Tea  Duties.]  Mr.  Qrote  said,  that 
he  had  a  question  to  put  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  on  the  subject  of 
the  Tea  Duties.  The  House  was  aware, 
that  on  the  Ist  of  July  next,  the  duty  on 
lea  was  to  be  raised  from  Is.  6d,  to 3s.  \d. 
a  pound.  NoWf  the  stock  of  bohea  tea 
unsold  was  at  preseot  very  laige,  and  it 
would  be  a  great  JDconveDience  to  the 
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holders  to  have  to  provide  for  die  im- 
mediate  payment  of  so  large  a  sum.  In 
consequence  of  the  re  presentation  b  wbicli 
he  had  made  to  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
on  behalf  of  his  constituents,  the  right 
hon. Gentleman  had  been  pleased  to  grant- 
time  for  the  payment  of  this  duty.  He 
was  therefore  induced  to  call  upon  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who,  thoagfa  be 
had  not  granted  all  that  was  aiked,  had, 
at  any  rale,  granted  some  part  of  it,  to 
state  distinctly  to  the  House  what  indul- 
gence he  intended  to  grant  to  the  holden 
of  the  stock  in  band. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exektquer : 
Those  hon.  Members  who  were  acquainted 
with  this  subject,  and  who  had  heard  the 
reply  which  be  had  given  to  this  queatMB 
on  a  former  occasion,  would  anticipate 
the  reply  which  be  intended  to  give  k 
now.  His  reply  was,  that  however  d» 
tressing  it  mi^t  be,  that  the  partie*  hold- 
ing laigfi  stocxs  of  bohea  tea  should  ingiw 
— and  no  man  could  regret  that  thay 
would  suffer,  more  thau  be  did — the  dfr 
parture  from  the  provisious  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  which  the  parties  themselvea 
had  called  for,  would  be  a  precedent  foH 
of  inconvenience  to  the  large  mercamile 
commimity  of  which  those  individaalt 
formed  a  part.  If  such  a  precedent  wen 
established,  no  man  would  know  on  what 
he  bad  to  depend.  If  a  law  made  at  ose 
time  could  be  altered  at  another,  because 
the  parties  on  whom  it  operated  found  it 
difficult  to  meet  the  payment  of  the  duties 
which  it  imposed,  there  would  be  no  end 
to  the  applications  which  would  be  made 
to  him  for  such  alterations  in  our  fiscal 
statutes.  He  was  therefore  prepared  now, 
as  he  was  formerly,  to  give  an  unqualified 
negative  to  the  proposition  for  a£Fbrding 
lo  the  holders  of  the  stuck  of  bohea  bow 
unsold  an  indefinite  time  for  the  payment 
of  the  duties  oo  it.  The  House  would 
recollect  that  their  application  was  one  of 
a  very  peculiar  kind.  It  was  to  give  tbeca 
the  full  benefit  of  the  late  Act,  so  far  ae 
regarded  the  remission  of  duty,  and  to 
free  them  from  the  obligations  of  it,  so  far 
as  regarded  the  duties  that  were  raised. 
He  would,  however,  inform  the  House  of 
the  determination  to  which  the  Treasury 
had  come  upon  one  part  of  this  subject. 
It  so  happened  that  the  alteration  of  the 
law  had  been  made  with  the  cogniiance 
and  at  the  suggestion  of  the  parties  now 
applying  for  relief.  That  alteration  would 
'Uiake  the  payment  of  a  connderable  ram 
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»  ftll  who  were  not  pHpared  to 
pay  the  new  doty  of  7s.  id.  per  pound.  He 
wBB  aware  thai  it  would  afford  great  fa- 
cilities to  the  partiei  to  postpone  the 
paynient  of  the  new  duties  to  a  period 
after  the  1st  of  July  ;  and  to  afibrd  ihose 
facilities  a  special  Treasury  minute  bad 
been  nsned,  authorising  alt  persons  enter- 
ing tea  for  home  consumption  previous  to 
tM  Istof  July  to  take  a  time  not  eixeed- 
ing  thirty-one  days  for  the  payment  of  the 
duties  to  which  they  then  became  liable. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  there  were  a 
great  many  precedents  for  granting  them 
sucb  a  priTilege.  There  were,  however, 
some  other  points  connected  with  this 
sabject,  which  could  not  be  settled  with- 
out comiog  before  the  House;  and  the 
Treasury  minute  therefore  contained  a 
direction  that  a  copy  of  it  should  be 
forthwith  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House 
of  CommODS.  Tbs  advantage  which 
would  be  derived  from  the  extension  of 
this  period  lo  iodtviduais  residing  in  the 
city  of  London,  would  be  eitended  to  iik 
dividanls  in  all  parts  of  the  united  king- 
dom :  for  it  would  be  open  to  greal  objec- 
tion, if  thia  iadulgence  had  been  limited 
to  the  cily  of  London,  and  not  extended 
to  such  placea  as  Liverpool,  Glasgow, 
Edinburgh,  and  Dublin,  He  hoped  that 
he  had  given  a  distinct  answer  to  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  cily 
of  London ;  and  he  had  now  only  to 
observe,  that  the  Treasury  minute  to 
which  he  had  alluded,  would  be  laid  that 
evening  on  the  table  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Hobivum  said,  that  so  far  as  the 
Oovemment  had  conceded  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  payment  of  this  money  for  a 
month,  it  had  acted  wisely  ;  and  so  far  as 
it  had  refused  to  remit  the  lower  duties, 
ft  had  performed  its  duty  to  the  public. 

Mr.  Steivart  Marjonbanis  was  under- 
stood to  say,  that  the  tea  trade  were  not 
satisfied  with  the  conduct  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  could  not  thank  him 
for  the  boon  which  he  professed  that  lie 
conferred  upon  it. 

ViRcount  Sandon  did  not  wish  to  create 
a  discussion,  when,  strictly  speaking,  there 
was  so  question  before  Uie  House.  He 
only  rose  to  protest,  on  the  part  of  his  con- 
stituents, against  being  exposed  to  other 
more  serious  losses  by  any  further  changes 
in  the  duties  on  tea. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  sai3, 
he  had  no  power  lo  prevent  agitation  of 
this  queaUon  more  than  of  any  other;  but 


he  had  no  intention  whatever  of  introducing 
any  further  changes  in  the  duties  on  tea. 

Sii  R.  Peel  was  very  anxious  to  know 
when  the  Treasury  minute  would  be 
laid  on  the  table.  Undoubtedly,  even  in 
the  present  state  of  information  which  they 
possessed  on  tbe  subject,  there  seemed  some 
peculiarity  in  this  case.  The  law  fixed  the 
1st  of  July  for  the  payment  of  the  high 
duty  \  and  the  Treasury  minute  extended 
the  period,  obviously  admitting  the  ex- 
istence of  some  peculiarity  in  the  circum- 
stances of  the  parties.  He  did  not  wish  to 
provoke  a  debate  on  the  present  occasion, 
but  he  must  say,  the  question  had  not  been 
very  fairly  stated  in  the  conversation  which 
had  already  taken  place.  The  parties,  said 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  T.  Rice), 
had  fuU  notice  of  the  law.  It  ought  to  be 
recollected  that  orders  for  lea  had  been 
given  before  the  law  passed.  The  Bill  was 
brought  in  late  last  Session ;  it  did  not 
become  law  till  August,  and  then  provided 
that  on  the  Ist  of  July  following  a  high 
rate  of  duty  shonld  be  paid  on  certain  teat. 
The  orders  having  been  ^"ren  before  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  and  there  being  ,no 
power  since  the  1st  of  July  last  to  order 
tea  from  China,  the  large  stock  at  present 
on  hand  must  have  arisen  under  the  Jm. 
prcssion  that  the  old  duty  would  be  con- 
tinued. Some  of  the  parties,  no  doubt,  had 
acceded  to  tbe  passing  of  this  Act,  but 
others  could  not  be  bound  by  their  acquies- 
cence. On  the  whole,  however,  he  was 
not  prepared  to  say  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  done  well  In  acting  as 
he  had.  Tbe  special  circumstances  ofthe 
case  deserved  favourable  attention,  at  least, 
to  the  extent  granted  by  Government. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Excheauer  said, 
the  Treasury  minute  would  be  laid  on  the  ta- 
ble in  tbe  course  of  the  evening,  when  he 
shuulil  bemost  willingand  happy  to  give  any 
explanation  which  might  be  required  of  the 
principles  by  which  be  had  been  guided  in 
this  particular  case.  He  trusted  he  should 
be  enabled  to  justify  the  course  he  had 
adopted,  and  to  show,  however  dcurous 
Government  might  have  been,  and  they 
were  really  most  desirous  lo  give  any  relief 
to  the  parties,  which  might  be  consistent 
with  tbe  maintenance  of  the  general  prin- 
ciples that  should  regulate  the  financial 
and  commercial  transactions  of  the  country, 
they  could  not  have  gone  further  than  tbcy 
bad  already  done.  Before  the  queatii^n 
bad  been  asked,  he  felt  the  matter  tn  be 
une  which  it  was  fitting  sbould  be  taken 
favourable  consideratiou,  and  he  liod 
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therefore  g^fen  directtona  as  to  the  Trea-' 
guiy  minute  to  the  effect  be  had  stated. 

Papbk  DoTiEa]  Sir  George  Clerk 
wished  to  ask  a  question  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Rice)  relative  to 
the  duty  on  paper.  The  Houho  wai 
aware,  that  in  consequence  of  the  de- 
claration of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex* 
chequer  that  he  would  not  allow  any  draw- 
back on  paper  in  atock  after  the  1 0th  of 
October,  the  trade  had  been  almost  entirely 
suspended.  He  trusted,  however,  the  re- 
sult of  the  notice  given  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  would  relieve  the  paper 
manufacturer  from  the  embarrassment 
under  which  they  at  preiient  suffered.  He 
understood  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer intended  to  propose,  by  way  of  palli- 
ation, that  after  a  time  to  be  fixed  paper 
should  be  allowed  to  be  taken  from  the 
mills,  and  remain  in  bond  under  certain 
regulations,  without  payment  of  the  duty. 
He  wiiihed  to  know  at  vhat  time  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman  meant   to  permit  paper. 


under  any  and  what  regulation 
carried  out  of  the  mills  without  payment  of 
duty ;  because  the  premises  of  manufac- 
turers being  in  many  instances  extremely 
limited,  they  would  be  unable  to  keep  a 
large  stock,  or  be  exposed  to  very  great 
inconvenience,  if  the  trade  were  not 
brought  to  a  complete  statid-still. 

The  Chancellor  of  Ike  Exchequer  did 
not  mean  to  take  the  course  which  had 
just  been  suggested — the  plan  he  meant 
to  adopt  was  of  another  description,  hut 
intended  to  effect  the  same  object,  namely, 
the  relief  of  the  trade  from  that  stagnation 
to  which  they  had  inddently  become 
liable  in  consequence  of  the  reduction  of 
the  duty.  The  course  he  meant  to  take 
was  this  :  with  respect  to  stained  paper,  he 
proposed  the  duty  should  cease  on  the  Sth 
of  July,  and  with  respect  to  first  class 
paper  and  milled  boards,  the  reduction  of 
duty  should  not  take  place  till  the  10th  of 
October ;  hut  in  the  mean  time,  in  order 
to  relieve  owners  of  paper  mills  from  the 
necessity  of  having  their  premises  burdened 
with  too  large  a  stock,  it  was  proposed  to 
allow  them  to  pass  paper  into  the  stocks  of 
the  stationers,  their  customers,  under  the 
direction  of  the  Board  of  Excise,  the  duty 
having  been  paid  before  it  was  issued  from 
the  mills ;  and  any  stock  of  that  paper 
remaining  unconsumed  on  the  lOth  of 
October,  in  the  hands  of  the  stationers, 
would  entitle  them  to  a  return  equal  to  the 
ixcesB  of  duty  on  that  denomination  of 


paper.  This  would  enable  the  ownen  of 
mills  to  continue  their  works,  and  the 
stationers  to  keep  up  their  stocks  and  pur- 
chases, and  on  the  lOth  of  October  entitle 
them  to  the  difference  between  the  high 
end  low  duty  on  the  amount  of  their 
stocks.  He  had  adopted  this  plan  at  the 
suggestion  of  some  of  the  parties;  and 
finding  he  could  without  prejudice  to  the 
revenue,  he  was  extremely  glad  to  be 
enabled  to  relieve  the  paper-makers. 

County  Boards,]  Mr.  Hume:'  I  rise, 
Sir,  for  the  two-fold  purpose— first,  of 
calUng  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
petitions  I  lately  presented  from  the  parish 
of  Mary-le-bone,  and  from  the  counties  of 
Stafford  and  Chester,  praying  for  an  al- 
teration In  the  present  mode  of  assessing, 
levying  and  controlling;  the  expenditure  of 
the  county-rates;  and  secondly,  to  move 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  in  conformity 
with  the  prayers  of  those  petitions,  and  in 
pursuance  of  the  notice  which  I  have  al- 
ready given.  The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to 
separate  the  judidal  from  the  financial  af- 
fairs of  the  counties  of  England  and  Wales, 
and  to  authorize  the  rate-payers  of  coustiea 
to  elect  a  certain  number  of  representatives 
to  form  a  County  Board  for  the  asseesmqut, 
levying,  and  administration  of  the  county- 
rates,  and  to  perform  those  duties  having 
reference  to  the  financial  expenditure  of 
the  counties,  now  executed  by  the  Magis. 
trates  in  Quartet-SessioDS.  At  present 
there  is  not  that  suEBcient  check  on  the 
management  of  the  county-rates  which 
there  ought  to  be,  and  which  the  rate- 
payers have  a  right  to  demand.  This  is 
owing  to  the  inherent  defects  of  the  pre- 
sent system — the  principle  of  which  is, 
that  those  Magistrates  who  levy  and  direct 
the  expenditure  of  the  rates  are  indepen- 
dent Di  those  who  pay  them.  A  Com- 
miision  has  been  employed  in  investigating 
the  expenditure  of  the  county-rates,  but 
their  inquiries  have  been  confined  princi. 
pully  to  prosecutions  and  the  expense  at- 
tendant on  them,  which  have  hitherto 
been  defrayed  from  the  county-rates. 
What  I  complain  of  is,  that  there  is  no 
responsibility,  attached  to  any  of  the  Ma- 
gistrates who  have  the  power  of  asessiog 
and  expending  the  rates — that  there  is  not 
that  wholesome  check  and  control  over  the 
taxes  in  counties  which  has  been  lately 
extended  to  the  Municipal  Institutions  of 
the  country.     A  majority  of  this   House 

*  From  a  corrected  Boport. 


1,  Google 


County  Boafdt. 


681 

■nd  of  the  countiy  hu  approved  of  the 
Bill  for  allowing  the  inhatnlants  of  corpcH 
rate  towns  and  citieg  to  elect  penons  to 
control  the  municipal  taxation,  and  also 
to  recommend  Magistrates  for  their  respec- 
tive cities  and  towns,  and  I  ask  the  same 
privilege  for  counties.  The  House  is 
aware  that  the  present  mode  of  managing 
the  county-rates  has  heen  investigated  he- 
fore  a  Committee  up-staiis ;  and  the  He- 
port  of  that  Committee  shews  to  what 
extent  abuses  prevail  in  the  present  sjstem. 
With  a  view  of  illustrating  the  extent  of 
the  want  of  control  by  the  county  rate- 
payers as  compared  with  the  municipal 
rate-payers,  J  shall    read    the    following 
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Statement  of  the  Popnlalioo  in  the  Cities  and 
Boroughs  of  Great  Britain,  nhich  send 
Members  to  ParliiiaeDl,  tbe  greater  num- 
ber of  which  tecomniend  their  o\td  Magis- 
trates through  tlieir  Councillors. 


Poputatta. 

utile 
CauuioC 

tut. 

Eta*™ 
I8». 

Scotland 

185 
14 

76 

4,764,743 
198,311 
865,007 

274,649 
11,319 
3 1,333 

Gieat  Britain 

27S 

5,816,060 

317,390 

Also  a  Sulelement  of  the  Population  of  the 
Counties  where   the  Magistrate*    are  ap- 

Kinted  by  the  i^rd-Liauteoanls,  the  people 
ring  no  choice  or  control. 


Mo.  of 

No.  of 
IWl. 

UtlM 

Cnmuirf 

ISSl. 

England    .    . 
Wales     .       . 
Scotland        . 

40 
12 
30 

8.336,263 
609,871 
1,500,107 

344,564 
35,615 
33,115 

Great  Britain 

Z1 

10,446,241 

403.494 

Total  population  of  Great  Brilain,  16,363,301; 
number  of  electors,  720,784 ;  number  of  county 
m^ijtrates,  18,BB4.  If  the  population  of  the 
fife  metropolitan  boroughs  in  which  there, 
lie  no  councils  or  magistrales  elected  by  them 
1,116,725,  be  deducted  from  the  aggregate  of 
represented  cities  and  boroughs  amounting  to 
8,816,060,  there  will  be  only  4,697,335  ac- 
Inllly  with  magistrates  of  their  own  recom- 
■todatiOD.  And  if  the  population  of  the 
&Tf  borougtis  be  added  lo  the  county  popula- 
tii>iiario,44e,241, tbe  total  will  be  11,564,9G6 
— namey,  the  proportion  in  cities  and  boroughs, 
33,88-100;  ^proportion  in  counties,  71, 13>100. 


It  appears,  then,  that,  in  round  num- 
bers, there  are  11,500,000  inhabitanta  of 
couDties  who  have  no  share  in  the  manage- 
mentof,  or  control  over,  the  expenditure 
f  cot]  nty- rates,  nor  the  right  to  appoint 
he  county  ofiGcers,  or  to  recommend  their 
magistrates.  Tbe  chief  object  I  have  in 
iu  bringing  forward  the  present  mea- 
is,  instead  of  the  irresponsibility 
which  now  exists,  to  give  to  the  rate- 
payers of  connties  the  same  power  and 
control  over  their  local  or  municipal  taxes 
as  is  possessed  by  the  inhabitants  of  cor- 
porate towns  and  cities.  I  wish  to  show 
how  unjust  it  is  to  have  individuals  acting 
as  magistrates,  who,  being  named  by  the 
Lord -Lieutenant,  without  any  choice  on 
the  part  of  the  people,  have  ample  power 
lo  take  from  the  pockets  of  the  people 
any  sum  for  any  expenditure  they  may 
think  proper.  It  appears,  by  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Committee  on  County- 
Rales  in  the  last  Session,  that  there  is  no 
fixed  general  principle  for  assessing  the 
rates  in  counties;  that  the  assessment 
varies  in  each  county,  and  very  oflen  there 
are  diOerent  modes  of  assessment  pursued 
in  the  same  county.  By  the  Report  of 
that  Committee,  the  valuation  on  which 
the  ratesare  collected  was  made  in  eighteen 
counties  on  the  amounL  of  the  Properly- 
lax  as  it  was  in  1814  ;  in  twenty  counties 
the  rales  are  laid  on  the  actual  value,  or 
some  proportion  thereof;  in  thirteen  coun- 
ties it  is  not  known  on  what  principle  the 
collection  is  made  ;  and  in  one  county  it  is 
agreeable  to  12th  Geo.  3rd.  Under  these 
circumstances,  it  is  difficult  to  say  on 
what  principle  the  present  system  rests. 
It  happens  in  some  counties,  that  large 
massesofpropertyare  never  assessed  for  (he 
purpose  of  local  taxation ;  and  while  the 
ownersofsuchpropertyderiveequalbeoeSta 
with  the  rate-payers  from  the  application 
of  the  county-rates,  yet  they  do  not  con- 
tribute anything  towards  them.  It  is, 
therefore,  utterly  impossible  that  Justice  can 
be  done,  whilst  inequality  in  tbe  valua- 
tion and  assessment  prevails  to  such  a 
degree  in  separate  parishes  and  in  towns. 
To  illustrate  this  as  regards  parishes,  I 
would  submit  a  statement  of  the  present 
assessment  of  the  county  of  Middlesex. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel),  in 
introducing  his  Bill  for  the  eslablishment 
of  the  metropolitan  police,  was  obliged  lo 
assume  a  certain  sum  for  levying  the  rates 
in  each  parish  for  the  support  of  the  police 
force.    I  shall  read  from  a  parliamentary 
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paper  lome  of  the  valuationa  on  vbich  the 
policc-Tate  is  levied  in  the  parishes  in  and 
about  the  roetropolis.  The  perishea  of 
Acton  contribute  on  two-thirds  of  ract- 
rent  i  Barnes,  on  the  net  value  ;  Battersee, 
on  the  full,  or  racit-rent;  Chriat  Church, 
Surrey,  on  two-thirds  of  ditto  t  C\eTkea- 
well,  on  vomething  leas  than  rack-rent ; 
Fnlbam,  on  five-sixths  of  assestmeDti 
Greenwich,  on  four-Qthi  of  rack-rent ; 
Mile-end  Old  Town,  on  three-fourths  of 
aaaessBient;  Paddington,  on  four-fifths  of 
ditto;  Penge  on  2(.  6d.  per  U.  on  assessr 
nent ;  Poplar,  on  seven-tCDths  of  rack- 
rent  ;  Putney,  on  between  threa-quarlera 
and  seven-eighthi  of  rack-rent :  Ratcliff, 
■even-eighths  of  rack-rent;  St.  Anne, 
Lrmehouse,  on  two-thirds  small,  and  four- 
fifths  large  houses;  St.  Anne,  Westminster, 
on  foor-fiflha;  and  St.  Mary,  Stratford, 
Bow,  on  seven-eighths.  Sir,  if  it  had 
been  desirable  to  devise  the  greatest  pos- 
sible variety  of  assessments,  the  ingenuity 
of  man  could  not  have  effected  that  ob- 
ject to  a  greater  extent  than  appears  from 
this  document  to  exist  in  this  and  (he 
neighbouring  countv.  Inequality  alio 
exists  in  naany  other  counties,  though 
perbapa  not  to  the  same  extent.  Other 
ceuntiee  have  been  called  upon  to  give 
returns  of  the  mode  upon  vrhich  each  of 
Aem  proceed!  in  its  assessmenU,  but  they 
have  not  been  made,  and  I  cannot,  there- 
fope,  give  further  ezamplea.  The  Police 
Report  statea  this  :— 

It  appears  that  the  asiesiment  on  vrliich  the 
county-rate  is  founded  was  made,  from  li 
to  time,  by  the  parish   euthorilies  of  the 
speotirepaiishes;  that  dUTerant  parishes  made 
the  retaras  in  differeol  ways;  that  in  some, 
the  rating  empty  houses  was  objected  to,  and, 


In  Ijverpoot  the  valuation  w 
Id  CheelhBDt  . 

In  Preston 
In  Bolton  District      . 


._  conseqaanee,  onitled  in  tha  Rtlum  to  tba 
county;  and  that,  in  fact,  no  clear  and  (enaral 
ru1«  prevailed.    It  is  obvious,  ihaiafor*,  that 

some  regulatiau  is  iei|uired,  fouuded  upon 
some  ciearly-dt^6ned  general  principle;  and 
some  fresli  conlrgl  is  required  over  the  aller- 
Blions  which  are  sometimes  made  in  tbe  Re- 
turn for  the  Counij-rale,* 

In  the  Report  of  Committee  on  Coonty 
Hates,  Mr.  Hinxman  atates:— ■- 

This  regulation  of  TaluBltDQ  becomes  ne^ 
aesiai7  fitnn  parishes  being  rated  to  tha  poar- 
rales  in  very  unequal  proportions  of  value ; 
foi  though  it  is  tha  duty,  interait,  and  basioMs, 
of  Biery  parish  to  include  all  rateable  pro- 
perty, and  preserve  as  nearly  as  possible  an 
equal  rate,  yet  it  does  not  matter  to  a  parish 
whether  its  rate  is  assessed  at  a  high  or  low 
value.  Hence  it  may  happen  that  the  parish 
of  A.  is  rated  only  at  one-half  its  value,  that 
of  B.  at  two-thirds,  that  of  C.  at  ihree-fburths, 
and  so  on ;  and,  therefore,  to  found  an  equal 
County-rate,  all  ^ese  different  proportions  of 
value  must  be  equsliied  upon  one  scale,  and 
by  this  oieaus  ifie  Counly-rate  is  rendered 
equal  i  and  it  is  so  easy  and  simple  a  mode, 
that  to  revise  all  County-rates,  every  seven 
or  ten  years,  would  cost  a  county  so  trifling  a 
SUED,  that  it  is  presumed  tha  bao«6sia]  eflMt 
in  rendering  a  coanty-rate  hir,  just,  and  inh- 
partial  to  all  the  contnbutors  to  it,  would 
amply  compensate  for  entailing  upon  parii^MS 
su(^  eost  of  revision  and  aqualiiation. 

Now,  Sir,  I  think  I  have  succeeded  in 
proving  the  great  inequality  that  exists  in 
the  assesiineat  of  parishes  t  and  I  shall 
neit  call  the  attention  of  the  Honse  to  the 
great  variety  there  has  been  in  the  amount 
of  the  valualioD.  By  Act  55th  Geo.  3rd, 
for  equalizing  county-rates,  a  Return  was 
ordered.  I  extract  some  items  from  that 
EUturn,  a*  follows.  In  tBDCeihiie  the 
dilFerenfe  was  great,  viz : — 

ISU.  1839. 

£.  £. 

s  .  Se4,68T  and  rsi,l>6 

B,A29   u  34,090 

.   34,930   „  80,994 

.  189,573   „  350,4(>T 


Sbeving  that  valuations,  from  time  to 
time,  are  necessary,  if  we  expect  or 
intend  that  all  kinds  of  property  should 
eoBtribnte  equally  to  the  c«uMf-iKle) ; 
•sd,  as  another  example  of  the  inequality 
in  the  valuation  of  land,  and  of  mills  and 
factotiea,  &c.,  I  find  that,  in  Warwickshire, 
kad  psyt  107,143i.,  whilst  the  mills  and 
factoriea  pa;  gnly  2,703/.;  aodfia  Leiceitei- 


shire,  land  pays  108,3,101.  while  mills  and 
factories  pay  but  783^  I  think  these  ex- 
amples show  that  a  valuation  should  be  made 
fhwn  time  to  time,  and  upon  sona  kHOwn 
and  (lxedprine(p)e,hMTdertkat  iomtiw  nay 
notbedonelntheasspssmenta.  There  is  not 
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<HAf  s  great  di&rence  in  the  mods  in 
whioh  UiMe  connty-ntaa  arc  raiwd,  but 
instancM  have  be«ngjrenof  large, papulous, 
and  riot)  place*,  where  no  county  rates  are  at 
all  paid.  Iihall  quote  an  instance  given  by 
Mr.  Portmau  formerly  a  Member  of  thie 
House.  In  (peaking  of  the  ioequRlity,  he 
says  "  the  town  of  Weymouth,  poscentng  so 
much  wealth,  does  not  pay6(£  to  the  county- 
rate  of  Domet— 'hRvins  coma  into  eiisteijce 
since  the  last  valuation  for  county-rates 
was  tatSa."     A  stronger  case  could  not  be 


Many  placet  claim.  In  tlie  iama  way,  ex- 
emption from  county-rate. 

The  cDunty-ratei  have  increased  to  an 
enoruioua  extent  within  the  lost  few  yean. 
As  a  proof  of  this  t  would  refer  the  House 
to  a  statement  made  in  the  Appendix  of 
the  Report  of  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords  on  the  nibject  in  1834.  In  that 
Report  there  is  a  comparative  statement 
showing  the  increase  which  has  taken  place 
in  a  number  of  hems  of  county  expendi- 
ture, between  the  years  179^  and  1832  to 
very   large,   that   I   am  sure  hon. 


Members  will  see  the  necesnty  of  putting 
some  limits  to  the  expenditure.  It  is  ai 
follows  :— 


!  further  says,  that  there  have  been,  of    '. 
late  yearn,  forty  tnclosure  Bills  passed  tw 
Inclosures  in  the  county  of  Dorset,  and 
that  these  new  lands  paid  no  county.rate. 
A  Summary  of  the  Expenditure  of  the  County  Rates  In  England  and  Wales,  in  179^ 

and  1SS2,  or  for  such  rear  as  could  be  obtained  nearest  to  such  period,  und»  th* 

neveral  beads,  with  the  increase  and  decrease  of  each. 


Increase 

1  -^ 

per  Cent. 

Expenditure. 

Net 

|J 

MUDS  OF  CH4BSES. 

Increase. 

r 

4 

4 

ITM. 

1833. 

^ 

£ 

£ 

X 

1.  Bridges,  tec.     .     .    - 

43,337 

74,501 

32,364 

76 

69 

144 

a.  Osoli,  HoDses  of  Cor- 

rection, See.         -        - 

92,319 

177,*45 

84,936 

93 

90 

156 

of          -            -            - 

45,783 

127,397 

81,512 

178 

170 

341 

4.  Prosecutions        .         - 

34,318 

157,119 

133,901 

359 

349 

671 

5.  Constables 

flSf 

28,688 

36,029 

4,.138 

4,326 

1,100 

8.  ProfesHonal          .       - 

8,990 

31,103 

22,113 

248 

249 

241 

7.  Sakriet    .        - 

ie,31Ii 

51,401 

35,086 

215 

205 

566 

decte. 

94 

S.   VkgTBOtS 

16,B0T 

28,723 

11,916 

70 

V 

dscre.  of 

decre. 

9.  LieuleDaacy  &  MiUlJa 

16,976 

2,116 

14,860 

8S 

10.  Coroners    - 

9,153 

15,254 

7,101 

'b7 

"86 

106 

11.  Incidental       •       -      - 

17,456 

33,931 

15,475 

aa 

97 

5 

IS.  Miscettaneous,    Print- 

ing, fcc.      -      -        - 
ToWl     -     -    £ 

15,89t 

59,062 

43,173 

315,806 

783,442 

482,495 

148 

Increase  •  ■  • 

■•JURiA 

95 

Militia,  deduct      14,860 


^467,635    Increase  148  per  ct 


*  Expended  tb us  :— 

In  In  Increase 

1792.  1832.  percent. 

Uuntenance  before  and  after  conyiction     £40,637  £87,796            2ie 

ConTeyance  of  prisoneis        .        .        .         4,865  35,301            539 

„           of  iranaports  for  etnbaikatioD         653  14,398         3i383 


£45,785    £127,297 
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I  sIibII  now  proceed  to  examine  aoaie 
of  the  itemi  in  tfiii  table,  With^reference 
to  County  Lunatic  Asylums,  I  cannot  help 
nbso^ing  that,  after  the  excellent  mode 
in  whict  the  Poor-Law  Bill  has  worked, 
it  would  be  better  to  place  these  asylums 
under  the  control  of  the  Commissioneis  of 
Poor-laws,  than  leave  them  to  the  ma- 
nagement at  Quarter-Sessions.  I  think, 
also,  that  every  prison  ia  the  country 
should  be  placed  under  the  control  of  the 
Crown,  and  under  one  unifonn  system  of 
managemeot,  and  that  the  expenses  of  the 
prisons  should  be  defrayed  by  the  public  at 
large,  and  not  out  of  the  county-rates. 
By  such  arrangement  the  expense  of  the 
county  would  be  mateiially  diminished, 
and  a  much  better  ijystem  than  prevails  at 
present  would  be  adopted.  I  would,  how- 
ever, state,  that  the  counties  should  pay  the 
expense  of  apprehending,  Ifeepiug,  and 
bringing    the  prisoner  to  trial,  but  that 


when  tried,  they  should  be  under  the  nu^ 
nagement  and  at  the  expense  of  the  Crown. 
It  would  be  highly  useful  to  establish  local 
courts  for  the  tnal  of  offenders,  by  which 
reat  expense  and  trouble  would  be  saved. 
The  expense  of  trying  a  person  at  the 
Asuzes,  on  the  aver^  of  thirteen  counliea^ 
has  been  iH,  li<,  whi^  the  average  at  the 
sessions,  in  the  same  counties,  is  only 
8/.  5t.  Sd.  The  establishment  of  local 
courts  sittiiw  periodically,  would  not  only 
Bare  the  diEference  of  this  expenditure,  but 
would  also  effect  a  material  saving  in  the 
sustenance  of  the  prisoners  for  months  before 
they  could  be  brought  to  trial.  I  shall  now 
submit  to  the  House  the  whole  of  the  state- 
ment just  alluded  to,  of  the  relative  expense 
charged  on  the  county  rates,  for  prosecutioiu 
at  Assizes,  and  for  prosecutions  at  Sessions 
in  the  year  1832,  in  thirteen  coun- 
ties in  England  end  Wales,  taken  at  ran- 
dom.    The  statement  runs  thus : — 


COOSTT. 

Aaauts,  1833. 

Sessiohs,  1833. 

No. 
Tried. 

Expense. 

Expense 
per  Head. 

No. 
Tried. 

Expense. 

per llead. 

D"by 

HanU    

Leicester.... 

Norfolk...... 

Rutland    .... 

Sbropshire   .. 
Wiluhite.... 

Cheshire  .-.. 

Backs    

Anglesey  .... 
Denbigh  .... 
Radnor 

Average  of  13  > 
coDnties  ..  { 

43 
104 
126 

80 

95 
4 

81 
lis 
101 

71 
6 

11 

14 

£.    ,.    d. 
saa  19   0 

1942     1     0 
5044  16     3 
1833     1     4 
1945     9     3 
53     4     3 
1663     4    4 
1677     8     S 
370T     6     5 
1310  13     6 
666  18     9 
553     0    9 
284     5     9 

£.     «.    d. 

19  3    2 

18  13     5 
40    0     1 
22  18     3 

20  9     7 
13     8     4 
20  18     8 
13    a    1 
32  14  10 

19  IT     3 
111     3     11 

50    5     6 

20  6     7} 

80 

166 

2587 

101 

244 

6 

110 

142 

382 

94 

2 

22 

8 

£.    *.    d. 

809     1     5 

894  18     4 

20612     0     0 

954  17  10 

irOl     3     ."! 

25     4     0 

1204     9     6 

583     0    3 

4421   15     2 

864     8     0 

36    5     7 

240  13     I 

50  18    a 

£.     f.     d. 
10     2     3 

5  7     9 

7  19     4 
9     9     1 

6  15     4 
4     6    0 

10  19    0 
4     3     1 

11  It     6 

8  2     7 
18    2     9J 
10  18    8| 

7  9     9 

67  M3 

16M     6     0 

24  IT     0 

303  7-13 

2508     5     9 

8     5     3 

I  find  that  many  of  the  witnesses  before 
the  Lords'  Committee  agree  in  opinion 
with  me  in  that  respect.  In  the  Lords' 
Report,  page  73,  Lord  WhanicliSe  is 
aied — 

"  What  may  be  the  probable  effect  of  throw- 
ing the  expense  of  prisons  on  the  general  fund 
of  the  country  P — I  should  rather  prefer  the 
prisons  being  in  the  hands  of  some  responsible 
officer  of  novernment  than  in  the  hands  of  the 
magistrates.  I  think  it  would  not  he  desirable 
to  put  all  the  expense  of  bringing  the  prosc- 
cnlion  and  the  man^tgement  of  it  on  the  coun- 
try, but  that,  after  he  is  convicted,  ths  prisoner 
should  be  handed  over  to  the  Government,  to 
ba  dealt  with  according  to  ' ' 


would  introduce  a  more  unifoTtu  mode  of 
prison  discipline  than  there  is  now. 

"  Would  you  propose  tlie  managemeDi  of 
tha  prisons  to  be  under  the  control  of  Govern- 
ment ?— Yes  ;  but  I  give  that  merely  BSopinion. 

From  this  statement,  the  House  wilt  at 
once  perceive  bow  superior  would  be  the 
advantage,  and  bow  great  the  savings  of 
trying  all  cases  before  local  courts,  sitting 
perio£caIly,  instead  of  keeping  them  for 
three,  five,  or  six  months,  for  the  assizea. 
The  statement  of  expenditure  under  the 
three  great  heads  of  bridges,  gaols,  and 
prosecutions,  in  five  counties,  taken  at  Taa> 
dom,  ia  1792  and  1833,  sUtidf  reapectiveljr 
thus: 
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COUJITIES. 

Bridges. 

Gaob. 

Proseculionl.   1 

1792 

1832 

1793 

1833 

1792 

1833 

£. 

7 
370 
398 
1712 
613 

£. 
605 
390 

sees 

2110 
303 

£. 

446 
1931 
2601 
3321 

648 

£. 
5015 
15403 
7108 
3603 
S973 

£ 

109 
217 
102 
153 
9 

1300 
3165 
6006 
3975 
32S8 

Surrey 

DeTou 

Suffolk   . 

Total  expeoditDre    in 
counUes     . 

Showing  an  iucreue  pe 

five) 

cent. 

3000 

897S 

8649 

34101 

590 

16704 

199  1 

384 

3371 

AgHiD,  of  late  yean,  tbe  expense  of 
county  officers  of  all  descripdons  has  been 
Tef7  Dmoh  increased.  The  increase  per 
sent,  in  the  salaries  of  nrioua  county  cdS- 


cers,  from  1703  to  1833,  in  6ve  counties 
taken  at  raadom,  will  appear  from  this 
Table :— 


CODVTIBS. 

Trea- 
surers. 

Chap- 
laing. 

Sur- 
veyors. 

Gaol). 

Governors  of 

CoTDwall  .... 

Devon 

Hants 

Somerset  .... 

355 
614 
174 
56 
454 

50 
31 
49 

2 

43 
97 

IBS 
375 
114 
47 

1087 
350 
113 
79 

166 

ail 

84 

My  own  opinion  is,  that  tbe  duties  of  tres- 
tuTcr  in  particular  might  be  most  efficiently 
fulfilled  by  any  banlcer  in  tbe  county,  and 
thus  the  whole  expense  of  that  officer 
be  saved.  Tbe  evil  is  aggrarated  still  more 
by  the  practice  which  I  nave  so  often  con. 
demned — namely,  that  of  paying  officers  by 
means  of  fees,  whilst,  in  the  view  I  take, 
the  officers  ought,  in  all  cases,  to  be  re- 
mnnorated  by  a  fixed  salary.  I  hope  I 
■ball  not  tire  the  House  by  referring  to  one 
or  two  authorities  on  this  subject.  The 
connty-rates  in  En^and  and  Wales  have 
much  increased;  in  1732  they  were 
815,8051.,  in  1832,  788,441/.  In  1792, 
the  oounty  rates  of  Middlesex  amounted  to 
S9,8Sil/,  and  in  1832  they  had  increased  to 
the  enormous  sum  of  77>77S/.  In  tbe 
parish  of  Mary-Ie-bone,  tfie  county-rates 
have  been  9,65il.  annually  on  the  average 
of  the  fiveyears,  1830, 1831,  I832,1833,and 
1834.  There  have  been  large  increases  in 
the  same  period  in  the  county  rales  of  Lei. 
cester,  Essex,  and  Nottingham.  Tbe  Duke 
of  Richmond  in  February,  1834,  said— 

"  Berora  moving  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Select  Cammittee  to  inquire  into  the  subject  of 
conn  try-rales,  I  nisb  to  trouble  the  House  with 
a  tett  words.  Your  Lordships  are  doubtless 
aware,  that  within  the  last  few  y ears,  the  (»unty- 
rsles  of  England  have  greatly  increased,  not 
only  io  consequence  of  the  provisions  of  varioos 
Acts  whkh  have  been  passed  from  lime  to 


the  present  moment,  your 
Lordships  will  not  deem  it  desirable  for  me  to 
entei.  His  Majesty's  Government  have  for 
some  time  past  turned  their  attention  to  this 
subject.  It  appears  (hat  during  the  past  year 
another  increase  to  a  considerable  amount  has 
taken  place  in  the  local  taxation  of  England 
and  Wales;  and  under  these  circumsiancei  it 
appears  very  desirable  that  a  Committea  of 
your  Lordships' House  ^ould  be  appointed.'' 
I  have  bere  the  testimony  of  several  other 
persons  to  the  same  effect ;  but  I  shall 
trouble  the  House  only  with  Mr.  Robin- 
son's opinion.  He  says,  pages  142  to 
145,  that— 

"  Tbe  great  evil  in  the  county-rate  revenue 
deparlraeut,  is  the  irresponiibilityofthose  who 
disburse  the  money  of  tbe  rate-payers.  .  .  . 
A  better  control,  by  a  smaller  and  more  re- 
sponsible body  than  the  court  of  Quarier-Ses. 
aions,  Accounts  should  be  paid  quarterly, 
and  regularly  audited,  fte." 

Now,  Sir,  it  is  upon  that  very  principle 
I  make  my  proposition  to  the  House,  with 
this  difference,  that  1  propose  the  appoint- 
ment of  responsible  officers  by  the  rate- 
[inyers.  I  am  sure  no  hon.  Member  can 
ook  at  (he  statistics  I  have  read,  and  not 
admit  that  great  abuses  arise  from  th« 
present  system,  which  I  am  convinced 
cannot  be  removed  except  by  a  complete 
alleiatioii  in  the  law.    I  therefore  «ibiBtt    ' 
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that  the  judicial  and  financial  affairs  of 
every  county  should  be  separated.  The 
finaucial  aftairs  should  be  committed  to  the 
mBaagemenl  of  a  County  Board,  coraposed 
or  a  certain  Dumber  of  persons  elected  by 
the  rate-payers  of  the  county  or  Ihetr 
repregentatives  i  the  existepce  of  such 
Boards  being  limited,  say  la  three  years. 
This  Board  should,  immedialel^  upon  ibeir 
powers  and  election  being  veti6ed  by  the 
Sheriff,  proceed  to  elect  a  chairman,  and 
then  to  appoint  the  county  ofiicers.  The 
county  magistrates  should  be  permitted  to 
exercise  no  interference  fvhatever  in  levy- 
ing  or  expending  the  rates.  Every  county 
might  be  divided  into  districts,  and  each 
district  might  select  a  certain  number  of 
members  for  the  County  Board,  I  would 
propose  that  the  County  Board,  so  selected 
by  the  rate-payers,  shall  recommend  to 
his  Majesty  a  number  of  persons  to  be 
elected  magistrates  for  pn^vincial  and 
police  matters,  as  in  tha  Municipal  Cor- 
porations. The  judicial  business  of  the 
county  might,  for  the  present,  be  left  to 
the  Lord -Lieu  tenant,  and  the  justices  of 
tha  county  appointed  by  him.  The 
adoption  of  such  a  plan  as  I  suggest, 
would  produce  the  good  effect  of  dealing 
out  equal  justice  (o  the  county  coDstiloency, 
with  that  which  has  beeti  dealt  out  by  the 
Municipal  Bill  to  the  town  constituencies. 
Lord  Wharnclifie  says  that — 

"  All  thfl  fiaanciaj  busjnes*  of  the  county 
(Wesl  Aiding  or  tbe  county  of  York)  is  done 
at  OQ*  line  of  ihe  year,  and  upon  one  dar  in 
the  year.  I  do  not  nean  to  laj,  that  if  the 
business  to  be  done  is  of  ^^reat  extent,  it  may 
not  be  carried  on  to  another  day,  but  that  the 
basinesi  ii  advertised,  and  always  begins  at  a 
eartaia  boar  on  a  certain  day  at  tbe  Eastar 
SHricms,  tbat  d»  is  tbe  Wedoesdiy  is  the 
sessions  week.  The  first  step  that  is  taken 
alter  the  roeetiag  of  tha  Court  oq  the  Monday 
at  Porafrel,  it  tbe  appointment  of  s  finance 
comoiittee.  The  finance  committee  proceed 
Immediately  to  call  upon  the  treasurer  for  his 
accounts ;  and  his  accounts  are  audited  and 
prepared  for  us  on  the  Wednesday.     Note! 


Sir  Wmiun  Conraj,  a  mag^itrate, 
wya:- 

"  In  tbe  county  of  Kent,  we  have  ao  com- 
nfltee  of  accounts;  the  whole  i*  submitted 
ananally  to  the  body  of  maBistrales.  I  ibiok  it 
wotdd  bt  infinitely  better  if  a  comraittae  were 
appointed — say  three,  or,  at  tbe  utmost,  five  ; 
I  believe  three  would  be  better,  because,  with 
10  large  a  body,  there  is  not  anything  like 


individual  reiponslblllty ;  and,  aceovding  to 
the  old  doctrine,  what  is  everybody's  business 
is  nobody's  business.  Those  three  gentlemen 
would  be  aware  that  the  eyes  of  the  county 
were  upon  them ;  and  If  Ibere  were  found  to 
be  en;  excess  or  abuse  of  expenditure,  that 
would  come  home  to  lliem.  The  habit  in  Kent 
is,  that  some  lime  in  June,  the  commission 
day  of  the  summer  assizes,  a  week  before  cer- 
tain gentlemen  ilo  meet  st  Maidstone,  but  it  is 
more  ss  auditors  of  accounts  than  comptrollers 
or  superintendents  of  expenditure." 

Mr.  M.  H.  Courts,  in  a  letter  of  i7th 
April,  1836,  says  :— 

"  Under  the  order  of  Ihe  Court  of  Quarter- 
Sessions  for  Ihe  county  of  Becks,  in  1825,  the 
treasurer  has,  since  that  period,  published  in 
the  county  papers,  quarterly  abstracts  of  his 
receipts  and  disbursements;  but  in  such  pub- 
lications, which  have  superseded  the  annual 
abstract  retjuired  by  55lh  George  3rd,  cap.  j1, 
the  treasurer  has  rarely  made  any  entry  of 
lialances  of  cash  in  hi*  hands,  so  that  the  rate- 
payers have  had  no  opportunity  of  determining 
lor  themselves  tbe  fitness  of  the  assessments 
made  upon  them,  nor  ihe  accuracy  with  which 
such  detailed  accounts  have  beeu  presented  to 

Sir  Thomtig  Fremantle,  in  a  speech  on 
county-rates,  August  lOib,  1836,  en  the 
vote  moved  for  Government  paying  half 
the  expenses  of  criminal  proceedings, 
said  :— . 

"I  am  one  of  those  who  deny  that  the  ma< 
gistrates    look    after    Ihe   local   expen 


of 


do  a  great  deal  I  allow, 
as  I  wish.  A  public  officer  ought  to  ba  sent 
down  to  suparintend  the  managemeiHaf  tba 
county  funds,  and  the  arrangement  would  irw 
troduce  great  eoooamy,  aud  an  unitbrm  systen 
into  the  EouDtiea," 

As  tbe  plan  I  propose  givss  a  snflSotant 
control  over  the  finances,  and  also  an 
appeal  to  the  Secretsry  of  State,  if  tha 
representatives  of  the  County  Board  shonid 
exceed  their  power,  and  likewise  will  «s- 
tablitb  a  complete  representative  syatem, 
I  am  at  a  loss  to  know  upon  what  gronnda 
any  Oenlleman  can  oppose  it.  But,  Sir, 
I  may  be  asked  how  1  intend  to  conduct 
the  anairs  of  this  Financial  Board  during 
the  intervals  of  its  sittiDgsT  I  propose 
that  the  Board,  when  atiembled,  should 
appoint  an  exclusive  Committee,  who  shall 
i>e  held  responsible  for  tbe  administretioit 
of  the  financial  and  police  affairs  of  the 
county,  and  the  members  of  which  I  would 
pay  for  their  time  and  trtmbla,  ifneoM> 
aary.  It  may  be  said  that  the  Poor-law 
Unions  would  answer  Hok  pnipMs,  but  to 
that  I  am  oppoted  for  lervnl  i 
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me  to  be  applictbte  to  the  piMent  qoettiani 
becauM  the  magistrBtes  at  preient  hftve  no 
conlrol  over  thataubject.  With  retpect  to 
ths  Balahea,  Sec.  and  the  other  bran ohcs  of 
coDnty  expenditure  rererred  to,  all  these 
hare  been  coniidered  before  the  Coonty 
Rates  Committea ;  and  to  the  abuaei  at 
present  existing,  all  tbe  retnediea  aug^geited 
by  the  hon.  Member  have  been  propoied. 
But  what  1  wish  principally  to  observe  ig 
this ;  that  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  gone  far  enough  ;  for  I  fear  mach 
that  if  you  take  away  from  the  raBgi«tralflt 
their  finiincial  control,  you  will  find  con- 
siderebte  difficulty  in  getting  them  to  attend 
to  their  judicial  duties.  In  my  own  cosoly 
I  can  speak  from  experience,  for  on  tbefint 
day  of  the  Seisioni,  vben  financial  mat- 
to  be  settled,  there  are  uiualty 
from  thirty  to  forty  magistmtes  present] 
but  on  the  next  and  following  days,  though 
perhaps  there  may  be  IfiO  prisoners  to  try, 
I  can  often  with  diSculty  obtain  the  pro> 
sence  of  a  second  magistrate ;  and  if 
I  tefar  in  any  case  of  difficulty  to  any 
magistrate  present  for  his  opinion,  the 
answer  nsaally  got  is,  "  Decide  it  yeureelf ; 
you  know  much  more  about  it  than  I  do." 
I  think,  Iherefore,  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  should  be  canied  further,  and 
that,  as  he  has  in  whet  he  now  proposes 
copied  the  measure  of  municipal  reform, 
he  should  copy  it  to  tbe  extent  of  appoint- 
ing  a  County  Recorder,  to  be  nominated 
and  paid  by  the  Crown,  who  shall  be  a 
Barrister  of  not  less  than  ten  years'  stand- 
ing, and  who  shall  preside  at  Quarter 
Sessions,  and  at  other  intermediate  Ses- 
sions, for  the  trial  of  offences.  And  I 
think  that  he  should  not  only  sit  at  Quar- 
ter Sessions,  but  shotiltl  sit  in  varioas  parts 
of  the  cotinty.  For  the  fact  is,  that  if  yoa 
separate  the  Anancial  and  the  judicial 
fuuctkins,  you  will  find  great  difficulty  in 
getting  the  magistrates  to  attend  to  d>e 
onerous  and  iovidions  duty  ofpimishmefrt 
only.  With  respect  to  what  the  ben. 
Herober  has  suggested  as  to  tbe  appoint- 
in^  of  county  magRtretes,  by  recommend- 
ation from  the  County  Board,  there  can  be 
no  objection  to  that,  if  the  persona  so  re- 
commended are  from  their  property,  edu- 
cation, and  other  circumstances,  fit  to  be 
elected  to  the  magisterial  office.  If,  as  I 
understand,  this  Bit)  provides  no  qualifi- 
cation whatever,  I  confess  I  see  great 
difficnlly  in  effecting  (hat  object.  At  the 
I  same  time  I  must  protest  against  any 
charge  being  expressed  against  tbe  county 
BB^istfatea  i  for  I  do  not  thiok  Unt  under 


firat,  beeaus*  tha  Foor<lm«  Unions  ought 
to  be  an  inferior  Board,  and  subservient  to 
ibis  Board,  which  should  be  paramount  in 
the  county  ;  secondly,  because  the  unions 
ara  formed  from  differant  counties;  and  I 
hava  yet  a  stronger  abjection  in  the  fact, 
that  the  guardians  of  the  poor  are  elected 
by  a  plurality  of  votes  :— a  variable  quali- 
fication at  tbe  will  of  tha  Poor-law  Gom- 
Kissioners,  who  are  appointed  by  tha 
Crown,  and  thus  county  afiairs  may  be 
iofinenced  by  tha  Poor-law  Commissioners 
and  by  tbe  Crown.  Besides,  unions  are 
not  yet  established  over  half  the  country ; 
and  my  wish  is  to  extend  (he  operations 
of  the  now  proposed  measure  over  the 
whole  country  at  ones.  The  country  is 
anxious  for  the  change,  and  I  trust  that 
there  will  be  no  opposition  to  its  being 
carried  into  afiect.  I  therefore  move  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  "  To  separate  the 
Bnancial  from  the  judicial  aiTairs  of  the 
counties  in  England  and  Wales,  and  to 
authorise  the  rate-payers  in  counties  to 
choose  representatives  lo  form  a  County 
Board  for  the  assessment,  levying,  ana 
administration  of  the  countjr-iates  and 
finanoial  affairs  of  counties  in  England 
and  Wates. 

Mr.  Wyse  could  not  but  congratulate 
tiiahon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Middlesex, 
on  his  having  brought  forward  such  a 
measuia  as  that  which  he  had  just  moved 
for  leave  to  introduoe,  which  appeared  to 
bein  soma  measure  founded  upon  the  Irish 
Grand  Jury  Bill.  It  would  be  remem- 
bered that  when  some  ttsaa  ago  a  similar 
measure  was  introduced,  it  was  said  it 
could  not  b«  carried  into  affect.  Since 
tbaa  tbe  Municipal  Corporation  Acts  had 
deraoBOrated  tha  sense  which  the  Legis- 
lature had  of  the  importance  of  giving  to 
tba  boRHifh  rale-payert  control  over  tneir 
local  affairs.  And  he  rejoiced  at  aeeifig 
thiatMNiur*  ittlfodiictd,  aa  it  aMiaed  to 
h«  the  first  step  towards  eilanding  that 
priacipla  lo  loa  counties.  Ha  tmated 
that  whan  it  had  beau  found  applteable  to 
Eagbtsd,  it  mouU  not  ba  long  ci«  it  was 
Miandad  to  Ireland  also. 

Mr.fartUsy  irUno*;  Sir,  I  do  not  ob- 
ject is  the  alightstt  degree  ta  tbe  ptoposi- 
ti««  of  Iba  bon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  as 
it  goes  to  axoBvrats  tbe  county  magis- 
katoa  fiDea  a  portion  of  tbe  onerous  and 
patnfi^  daties  which  they  now  hare  to 
perform.  With  respect  to  the  inequality 
of  the  rates  tn  Tarious  counties,  on  which 
^  hen,  Member  has  dwelt  at  some  length, 
I  mnt  obtetre  (bat  it  doea  not  appear  to 
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die  preieiit  syBlem  juatice  could  be  admi- 
oistered  better ;  though  I  think  it  may  be 
administered  much  cheaper.  I  can  only 
tay  for  my  own  part  I  court  the  most  per- 
fect reaponiibility ;  and  I  thiok  this  Bill 
ought  to  be  iutroduced,  that  it  may  be 
brought  into  such  a  shape  as  may  give 
universal  satisfaction. 
The  question  carried :  Bill  to  be  brought 


Pleadings.^  Mr.  Pryme  begged  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  Act 
of  1833,  for  the  amendment  of  the  law 
vhich  referred  it  to  the  Judges  to  make 
certain  rules  relative  to  Pleading,  subject 
to  the  approbation  of  that  House.  The 
most  important  perhaps  of  these  rules  was 
that  which  called  on  all  parties  to  plead 
specifically  and  distinctly,  and  to  put  their 
aefence  plainly  upon  record.  Notwith- 
BlHiiding  this  sulutary  provision  there  had 
been  a  clause  insetted  in  many  Acts  that 
had  passed,  such  as  Acts  relating  to  fish- 
eries, omnibuses,  and  many  others,  for  the 
purpose  of  allowing  parties  to  plead  the 
general  issue,  and  yet  give  special  matter 
in  evidence.  The  plain  English  of  such  a 
clause  was,  thai  the  defendant  was  to  be 
enabled  to  take  advantage  of  the  plaintilT 
by  surprir-e,  iliut  he  was  not  to  let  him 
koow  his  case  till  the  hour  of  trial,  and 
then  he  Wiis  to  be  permitted  to  bring  for- 
ward evidence  of  which  he  was  not  aware, 
and  whirh,  had  he  been  aware  of  it,  he 
would  have  been  prepared  with  evidence 
to  rebut;  and  by  these  means  the  defend- 
ant was,  perhaps,  enabled  to  snap  a  verdict 
contrary  Co  the  real  merits  ofthe  case.  He 
had  just  lieard  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Exeter  (Sir  W.  FoUetl)  had  it 
in  contemplation  to  propose  a  Bill  to 
remedy  this  evil.  Had  he  been  aware  of 
the  fact  sooner,  he  would  have  taken  an 
opportunity  of  conferring  with  that  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman;  but  at  present  he 
would  content  himself  with  moving,  "That 
it  is  contrary  to  the  spirit  and  intention  of 
the  Statute'  tfrd  and  4th  Wm.  4th,  chap. 
42,  sect.  11,  and  to  the  rules  of  the  Judges 
founded  thereon,  to  introduce  into  Bills  a 
clause  enabling  persons  sued  for  any  act 
under  the  same,  to  plead  ibe  general  wsue, 
and  to  give  the  special  matter  in  evidence." 

The  Soheitor-Qeneral  expressed  his  en- 
tire  concurrence  in  allthat  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  and  he 
believed  that  he  would  receive  the  thanks 
of  the  profession  and  of  the  public  at  large 
for  hanog  brought  it  foiwaid.     There  nu 
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indeed  some  feeling  amongst  the  public, 
against  what  was  called  special  pleading, 
but  it  was  only  amongst  those  whodid  not 
understand  that  the  whole  object  of  it  was, 
that  the  plaintiff  should  distinctly  state  bis 
ground  of  complaint,  that  the  defendant 
should  as  distinctly  state  what  he  had  to 
allege  to  the  contrary,  how  much  of  the 
complaint  be  admitted,  and  how  much  he 
denied,  so  that  both  parties  should  know 
what  was  the  real  question  to  go  before  a 
Jury,  and  be  prepared  with  evidence 
accordingly-  At  the  same  time  he  must 
say,  that  the  evil  which  the  hon.  Member 
proposed  to  meet  was  one  which  this 
House  always  had  the  power  to  meet.  The 
Resolution  he  proposed  only  went  to  affirm 
that  the  House  would  in  future  meet  It; 
and  he  thought  that  having  brought  the 
subject  before  the  House,  and  the  feeling 
ofthe  House  being  evidently  most  strongly 
against  the  custom  which  he  wished  to  put 
an  end  to;  and  as  the  Resolution  would 
only  hamper  the  House,  and  might  produce 
great  inconvenience,  the  hon.  Member 
would  feel  it  unnecessary  to  press  it.  He 
(the  Solicitor-General)  was  quite  aure  that 
in  future  they  would  have  all  their  eyes 
about  them,  and  endeavour  to  prevent  the 
continuance  of  the  practice. 

Mr.  Pryme:  After  what  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  the  Solicitor-General,  has 
said,  I  beg  to  withdraw  my  motion.  My 
only  object  in  bringing  it  forward  was  to 
give  the  House  an  opportunity  of  express- 
ing their  opinion  upon  the  subject. 

Motion  withdrawn. 


Registration  of  Votbbo.]  On  the 
Motion  of  L(s^  John  Russell,  the  House 
resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  on  the 
Registration  of  Voters'  Bill. 

On  the  68th  Clause, "  as  to  putting^qoea- 
tions  at  the  polli" 

Mr.  MaeUan  rose  to  prt^w  a  motion  of 
which  he  had  given  notice,  "  that  the  Srd 
section  of  the  clause  relating  to  tbe  ques- 
tion of  qualification,  be  restored  to  the  Bill," 
The  object  of  the  Befiirm  Bill  was  not  only 
to  secure  fhe  representation  of  numben, 
hut  of  property  also ;  but  by  the  present 
Bt«te  of  the  law  many  an  honest  voter  was 
deprived  of  hia  franchue,  although  pos- 
sessed of  the  requisite  qualification,  while 
others,  who  noce  their  first  registration 
had  parted  with  their  property,  wen 
enabled  still  to  vat«.  It  was  also  pretty 
well  known  that  property  was  often  coa- 
ferred  upon  parties  at  the  time  of  regietm- 
tion  in  order  to  make  a  rote  for  those  who 
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M  transferred  it  It  was  not  to  be  ex- 
pected th&t  Memben  of  Puliament  would 
go  to  the  espeDse  of  keeping  up  r  ou- 
chioerr  for  the  purpose  of  finding  out  and 
cancelliag  bad  votes,  but  the  law  should  be 
M  constructed  aa  to  have  that  effect  as  far 
u  it  was  practicable.  He  conceived  that 
such  woula  be  the  effect  of  a  third  ques- 
tion which  he  wished  to  have  incorporated 
with  the  Bill.  This  protection  against 
fraudulent  voting,  he  admitted,  was  re* 
quired  more  in  counties  than  in  boroughs 
and  towns,  Iiecause  in  the  latter  the  over- 
seers of  the  several  parishes  and  other  lucal 
officers  were  on  the  spot  for  the  purpose  oF 
testing  the  qualification  of  the  vote.  The 
(Hi)v  questions  now  proposed  by  the  Bill 
to  be  put  to  the  party  presenting  himself 
at  the  hustings,  were,  first,  as  to  the  name 
and  residence,  and  second,  "  Have  you 
already  voted  either  here  or  elsewhere  at 
this  election  f  &c.  Now,  what  he  pro- 
posed to  add  was  this  question,  "  Have 
you  the  same  property  which  ia  described 
in  the  register,  or  as  much  thereof  as  will 
entitle  you  to  Tote  i"  This  would  deprive 
DO  man  who  was  properly  qualified  of  bis 
rote,  while  it  would  prevent  oad  votes  from 
being  taken. 

.  The  Chairman  suggested,  that  the 
amendment  was  auplicaUe  to  the  clause 
fbtlowing  before  tne  Committee ;  amend- 
taeot  deferred  ;  the  clause  agreed  to. 

The  6gth  Clause  bavin  ^'  been  read,  the 
amendment  was  again  propoaed. 

Mr,  George  F.  Young  expressed  hit 
willingness  to  support  the  amendment,  if 
it  were  so  modified  aa  to  meet  the  case  of 
borough  electors.  It  [often  happened  that 
persons  were  deprived  ot  their  votes,  not 
iMcause  they  had  no  qualification,  but 
■imply  because  they  had  changed  their 
place  of  residence ;  while  others,  who  had 
become  insolvent  and  retained  no  part  of 
the  qualification  on  which  they  were 
originally  registered,  came  up  and  eser- 
cised  the  franchise ;  and  not  unfrequently 
would  a  man,  after  he  had  entirely  left  the 
place,  aa  well  aa  lost  the  property,  return 
and  vote  at  an  election  upon  the  qualifica- 
tion originally  registered.  These  things 
he  conceived  to  he  entirely  at  variance  with 
the  principles  of  the  Reform  Act  and  of 
justice,  and  means  ought  to  be  taken  to 
put  a  stop  to  them. 

The  SoUciior-  General,  after  recapitulat- 
ing the  law  of  qnalification  as  laid  down 
in  the  Reform  Act,  observed,  that  though 
there  might  be  some  thirty  or  forty  in- 
stances i^the  kind  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 


Members  who  had  spoken,  Mit  of  Bona 
tbousanda  of  votes,  he  thought  the  *>ftlance 
of  the  conveniences  was  in  fiivour  of  the 
existing  law  as  proposed  to  be  amended  by 
the  Bill.  A  competent  tribunal  had  been 
appointed  to  test  tlie  qualilicatioB  of  voterat 
and  it  would  lie  scarcely  necessary  to  repeat 
it  at  the  hustings. 

The  Amendment  was  withdrawn,  and 
the  Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  72th. 

Mr,  H'ialhrop  Praed  moved  the  omis- 
ston  of  all  the  wiirds  after  the  words, 
"  shall  have  tendered  bin  vote  at  such 
election."  The  purport  of  the  words  so 
proposed  to  be  left  out  was  to  itstrict  the 
power  of  Comniittees  on  election  petitions 
to  decide  upon  the  right  of  parlies  to  vote 
to  cases  "  in  which  the  name  of  such  |>erson 
shall  have  been  specially  retained  upon  the 
register,  or  inserted  therein,  or  expunged 
or  omitted  therefrom,  by  the  express  de- 
cision of  the  Bevisiog  Barrister,  or  by  the 
decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,"  ana  also 
to  .cases  of  alleged  legal  incapacity  of  the 
person  at  the  time  of  voting,  by  virtue  of 
any  Act  now  or  hereafter  to  be  in  force,  or 
which  may  have  arisen  subsequently  to  the 
makioe  out  of  the  register ;  in  all  other 
cases  the  register  of  voters  in  force  at  the 
time  of  election  to  be  fiiinl  and  conclusive. 
He  objected  to  this  provision,  as  unequal 
and  partial  in  operation.  By  adopting  this 
rule,  it  would  happen  that  in  case  of  a  dis- 
puted return  for  a  bomugh  which  had  been 
long  subject  to  severe  contested  elections, 
and  the  register  of  which  had  consequently 
been  thoroughly  examined  and  disputed 
before  the  Herising  BaniBt«r,  and  was 
likely,  therefore,  to  be  the  more  correct, 
the  Conmittee  of  this  House  would  again 
undertake  the  task  of  examining  and 
revising  the  list,  thus  doubling  the  expense 
and  the  trouble  of  thoae  who  had  nltewiy 
had  aufficient  of  both  in  endeavouring  to 
make  the  register  perfect.  On'  the  otbw 
hand,  in  the  case  of  a  borough,  which  Iwd 
not  been  contested  for  some  time  previous, 
and  tbe  register  of  which  had  consequently 
been  neglected  by  the  constituents — this 
case,  where  do  trouble  liad  been  gone  to  by 
the  parties  in  order  to  obtain  adurxcy, 
where  no  expense  had  been  incurred  in 
disputing  claims  before  tbe  Revising  Bar- 
rister— in  such  a  case  as  this,  wbm  tbe 
greatest  inaccuracy  might  reasonably  be 
expected  to  prevail  in  the  lists,  no  investi- 
gation was  allowed  to  tbe  Committee  on 
the  subject;  and  the  parties  who  had 
spared  themselves  any  trouble  ud  e 
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on  the  nibjtct,  vera  nov,  throogb  tint 
very  act  of  neglect,  to  escape  from  both  for 
the  future.  ThU  wu,  he  thought,  a  ver^ 
etrong  argument  aeunet  the  juatDew  and 
the  expetJieacjr  of  this  part  of  the  clause, 
and  Bs  he  had  not  yet  heard  any  attempt 
to  defend  the  proposition,  tie  should  cer- 
taialf  take  the  sense  of  the  Committee 
upon  the  amendnieDt  vhich  he  had  just 
moved. 

llie  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend- 
ment: Ayei*l;  Noes  70— Majority  S9. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  76th,  limiting  the  taking  of 
the  poll  in  counties,  to  one  day. 

The  Earl  of  Lincoln  objected  to  this 
clause,  on  the  ground  that  a  voter,  residing 
at  a  distant  part  of  the  county,  might  be 
unable  in  unTavourable  weather  to  exer- 
cise his  franchise;  he  wished  that  the 
consideration  of  the  clause  should  be 
postponed. 

The  SoUcitor-Oeiural  said,  that  there 
might  be  some  imagina^  cases  in  which 
parties  might  not  be  able  to  come  (o  the 
poll,  but  it  was  impoisible  to  legislate  foi 
every  contingency  that  might  be  suggested, 
and  he  thought  that  the  balance  of  con-  : 
Teoieoce  was  in  favour  of  the  retention  of 
the  clause. 

Lord  Oranville  Somertet  contended, 
that  if  ihis  clause  were  to  be  allowed  to 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,  it  would  debar  the 
freeholders  in  many  esses  from  exercisiug 
their  rights  to  vote.  It  was  not  at  all  an 
eitraordinsry  cesct  that  an  individual 
living  on  the  borders  of  the  counties  should 
have  property  in  each,  and  how  was  he  to 
vole  in  respect  to  tliat  property,  if  the 
poll  wBs  to  be  limited  to  one  day?  Be- 
•idea,  it  would  be  giving  the  freeholdera 
of  >he  town  in  which  the  polling  booth 
was  erected,  an  immense  advantage  over 
the  country  freeholders.  As  to  the  argu- 
ment which  bad  been  used  or  a  former 
ocDBsion  in  favour  of  this  measure,  that 
bribery  was  more  successfully  brought  into 
play  after  the  first  day's  poll,  he  must  say 
that  there  were  very  few  instances  of  bri- 
bery in  counties.  He  did  not  see  that 
ibere  was  any  inconvenience  from  the 
excitement  of  the  second  day's  poll,  be- 
cBuso  the  great  struggle  was  made  the 
first  daj,  and  the  polling  was  always  car- 
ried on  languidly  on  the  second  dny  of 
polling.  He  should,  thcrerore,  decidedly 
oppose  the  clause. 

Lord  Elyrifigton  thought,  that  if  pi 
weref^ven  to  the  magistrates  or  the  ineriS*, 


to  iocretae  the  nmnber  of  polling  placet, 
the  poll  in  counties  might  with  great 
safety  be  limited  to  one  day.  The  Com- 
mittee which  investigated  this  subject  re 
ported,  that  itwaswellknownthat  the  time 
most  favourable  for  bribery  was  between 
the  first  and  second  day's  polling,  and  that 
many  persons  refused  to  vote  on  the  first 
day,  in  order  that  they  might  be  able  to 
make  theit  own  terms.  He  could  state, 
from  his  own  experience,  that  instances  of 
bribery  in  county  elections  were  by  no 
means  so  rare  as  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
supposed,  and  bribery  would  be  most 
effectually  stopped  if  the  poll  were  closed 
in  one  day.  He  found,  by  a  comparative 
estimate  that  had  been  made  of  the  num- 
ber of  voters  who  polled  on  tbo  first  and 
second  days  of  polling  in  ten  counties, 
that  37,000  polled  the  first  day,  and  7,000 
the  second,  showing  that  Gvb-aixtbs  of  the 
constituencies  of  those  countiea  polled  oa 
the  first  day;  and  io  another  sstimate, 
where  thirty-three  counties  were  taken, 
116,000  polled  the  first  day,  and  25,000 
the  second.  He  would  cite  a  glorious  in- 
stance of  what  might  be  done  from  an 
example  which  occured  before  the  Reform 
Act.  In  1768,  in  the  county  of  Norfolk, 
there  was  a  contested  election,  and  four 
candidates,  and  by  an  agreement  betwran 
themselves  aod  the  sheriff,  it  was  tattled, 
that  the  election  should  be  decided  by  the 
first  day's  poll.  The  election  took  place 
ia  the  month  of  March,  the  poll  began  at 
eight  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  closed 
at  eight  at  night,  and  in  the  course  of  that 
time,  5,500  voten  polled  in  the  city  of 
Norwich,  and  the  poll  might,  in  fact, 
have  been  closed  by  five  o'clock.  He  had 
this  statement  from  a  living  witnes5~-Hr. 
Coke,  of  Norfolk.  Thinking,  therefore, 
that  it  wea  practicable  to  take  the  poll  in 
countiea  in  one  day,  and  being  of  opinion 
tbat  if  that  were  dene,  it  would  save  ex- 
pense and  prevent  bribery,  he  trusted  the 
Committee  would  agree  to  the  clause. 

Mt,  Bailies  observed,  that  in  the  last 
contested  electron  for  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorkshire,  where  there  was  a  body  of 
18,000  electors,  and  the  extent  of  the  dis- 
trict was  not  less  than  eighty  miles  in 
length,  and  from  fifty  to  sixty  miles  in 
breadth,  there  would  not  have  been  the 
least  difficulty  in  taking  the  whole  of  the 
votes  in  one  dav,  and,  in  fact,  a  very  few 
driblets  of  voters  came  up  in  the  course  of 
the  second  day.  The  whole  body  of  elec- 
tors, 18,000  in  number,  was  polled  out 
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ttw  fint  ity,  ezMpt  sbost  2,000,  and 
only  a  portion  or  those  came  up  on  the 
Mcond  day.  If,  then,  the  potlin^  places 
were  in  created  in  number,  he  felt  confident 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  taking  the 
poll  in  counties  in  one  day. 

Mr.  Ckarlei  Ron  remarked,  that  thii 
clause  embodied  a  disputed  principle,  and 
it  would  surely  be  most  proper  to  hare  thi 
(lUestioQ  discussed  in  a  separate  form,  ant 
as  a  separate  measure,  and  not  to  mix  it 
up  with  details  relating  merely  to  the  re- 
gistration of  votes.  There  migbt  be  many 
persons  who  objected  to  this  part  of  the 
Bill,  who  agreed  ia  thinking  the  clauses 
relating  lo  registration  expedient,  and  he 
would  really  put  it  to  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  of  Stale  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, whether  it  would  not  be  better  to 
withdraw  the  clause,  and  treat  it  as  a 
separate  measure. 

Lord  J.RuMuii  entirely  agreed  with  the 
object  which  this  clause  bad  in  view,  but 
it  was  perhaps  worthy  of  consideration, 
whether  it  would  not  be  most  ooovenieat 
to  deal  with  it  aa  a  separate  Bill. 

The  clause  was  omitted.  Several  of 
the  poatponed  clauses  were  agreed  to,  and 
the  conaideration  of  othara  further  post- 
poped. 

Sir  J.  Graham  proposed  an  amendment, 
which  was  rendered  necessary  in  conse- 
quence of  the  loose  manner  in  which  the 
S5th  Clause  of  the  Reform  Act  was 
worded.  Till  that  Act  was  passed,  lease, 
holders  for  b  term  of  years  had  no  franch- 
ise. A  lease  for  lirea  was  held  to  be 
equivalent  to  a  freehold  ;  but  if  it  was  ter- 
minable at  a  less  period  it  was  not  so. 
For  the  first  time,  under  the  Reform  Act, 
eqiyholds  of  10^  per  annum  eare  a  right 
to  rote  in  counties ;  and  leaseholds,  under 
certain  limitations,  were  placed  on  the 
level  of  freeholds.  It  waa  tne  intention  of 
the  framers  of  that  Bill  that  the  right  of 
vicrting  in  counties  should  interfere  as  little 
as  possible  wiih  the  right  of  voting  in 
cities  and  boroughs,  and  it  was  therefore 
enacted,  that  no  person  should  be  entitled 
to  vote  for  a  county  in  respect  of  copyholds 
and  leaseholds  in  boroughs.  The  inten- 
tion of  the  framers  of  the  ^ilt  had,  how- 
ever, been  defeated  in  consequence  of  the 
word  "  occupied  "  having  been  inserted  in 
the  25tb  Clause  of  the  Reform  Act,  instead 
of  the  word  "  held."  The  words  of  that 
clause  were,  thiit  no  person  should  be  en- 
titled to  vote  for  a  county  "  in  respect  of 
his  «tai«  or  interest  as  a  copyholder  or 


eartoinary  tenant,  or  m  sogIi  kiiee  or 
aaugnee,  or  as  such  tenant  and  occapicr, 
as  aforesaid,  in  any  house,  warehonea, 
counting-house,  shop,  or  other  baildins, 
or  in  any  land  "  occupied  "  together  wlUi 
a  house,  warehouse,  &c.,  such  house, 
warehouse,  &c.,  being  either  separately  or 
jointly  with  the  land  so  "  occupied" 
therewith  of  such  value  "  as  would  give  a. 
right  of  voting  for  the  city  or  borough. 
He  would  put  a  case  to  illustrate  his 
meaning.  He,  himself,  occupied  a  house 
in  Grosvenor-place,  under  a  lease  of  sixty 
years  unexpired,  from  the  Marquess  of 
Westminster.  That  house  being  a  101, 
house,  gave  him  a  right  to  vote  for  the 
city  oir  WestmioBter.  Now,  if  he  wished 
to  create  a  vote  out  of  that  lease  for  the 
county  of  Middlesex,  he  could  do  it  in  this 
manner:  he  might  let  his  coacb-houae  for 
7^.  a  year,  and  his  stable  for  6/.  a  year; 
and  then,  as  he  ceased  to  occupy  them,  it 
had  been  held  by  the  revising  barristera 
that  they  would  also  give  him  a  vote 
for  the  county  of  Middlesex.  Now, 
that  was  in  direct  contravention  of  the 
meaning  and  intention  of  the  fraigers  of 
the  Reform  Act ;  and  he  therefore  wished 
to  introduce  a  clause  to  remedy  that 
defect.  For  that  purpose  he  moved  a 
clause,  the  object  of  which  was  to  declare 
that  DO  lease  or  assignment  of  a  teraa  of 
sixty  years  or  twenty  years  respectively, 
or  any  unexpired  portion  of  such  term 
which  confers  a  right  of  voting  for  a  city 
or  borough,  shall  confer  a  right  of  voting 
for  the  county  In  which  such  city  or 
borough  is  situated. 

Mr.  Thomtu  Alltvood  proposed,  that  this 
amendment,  which  was  very  important  in 
itself,  and  very  comnltcated  In  its  wording, 
should  be  po!<tpanea  for  future  consider- 
It  waa  taking  hon.  Members  by 
surprise  to  call  upon  the  Committee  to 
pass  it  when  thus  suddenly  pressed  upon 
its  notice. 

Mr.  Aglionfii/  said,  that  as  this  amend- 

ent  had  been  on  the  notice-paper  for 
more  than  a  month,  it  could  not  ^rly  be 
said  that  it  took  the  House  by  surprise. 
He  fully  agreed  in  the  propriety  «  the 
observations  which  had  fallen  from  the 
ighf  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Cum- 
berland. 

Mr.  Pryme  denied  that,  there  was  any 
fraudulent  object  in  this  species  of  voters 
'  r  counties. 

Lord  J.  Rutnll  agreed  with  his  right 
lion.  Friend  that  the  object  of  the  framers 
of  the  Reform  Bill  was  to  prevent  the 
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inbabitants  ^  toiroB  roting  for  countiei 
or  premist^  which  gave  them  the  right  of 
rotiD^  for  cities  and  boroughs.  He  did 
not,  however,  underetaod  how  pari 
could  make  out  before  the  revising  lurriS' 
ter  their  claim  to  vote  for  couotiefl  in  the 
mode  in  which  his  right  hnu.  Friend  had 
stated. 

Mr.  Hurtl  objected  to  this  amendment. 
It  would  have  a  much  more  extensive  ope- 
ration than  the  right  hnn.  Baronet  in- 
tended, and  would  act  most  injuriously  t( 
the  interests  and  franchises  of  all  sub 
tenants. 

Mr-  Warburton  said,  that  if  this  mattt^r 
were  tried  on  the  intoDtiuns  of  the  fraroer! 
of  the  Ueform  Act,  the  parties  whom  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  o,>posed 
titled  to  have  votes  fur  counties  ;  but  if  it 
were  to  be  tried  on  the  merits,  undoubt- 
edly they  ought  to  have  them.  It  was 
intended  by  the  Keform  Act  that  property 
should  be  represented,  and  thi-ae  parties 
having  property  in  the  county  were  eu- 
titled  to  the  franchise.  He  should  there- 
fore oppose  this  amendment,  and  vote  for 
retaiomg  the  clause  as  it  stood  at  present 
in  the  Befbrm  Act.  < 

Mr.  Jervu  was  also  opposed  to  the 
amendment.  There  was  do  objection  on 
the  pait  of  the  ri;.,'ht  hon.  Baronet  and  his 
friepds  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House, 
to  let  the  landloras  split  their  farms,  so  as 
tu  create  as  many  votes  as  they  could.  It 
WHS  well  known  that  the  landlords  had 
availed  themselves  to  the  utmost  of  that 
power,  and  they  only  objected  to  it  because 
they  found  that  the  landlords  in  towns 
were  endeavouring  to  remedy  that  evil  by 
availing  themselves  of  their  property  for 
the  same  purpose.  If  the  wording  of  the 
Reform  Act  had  given  this  franchise  to 
the  holders  of  property  in  towns,  he  saw 
BO  reason  why  it  should  now  be  taken 
from  them  to  please  the  right  boo.  Baronet 
and  his  friends  on  the  other  ude  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  Bratherlon  would  like  to  say  trj  the 
Committee,  "It  is  now  13  o'clock;"  but 
as  those  words  might  perhaps  be  considered 
otgectionable,  he  would  only  say,  that  he 
should  oppose  this  amendment,  as  to  his 
koowledge  it  would  disfranchise  nearly  a 
thousana  good  votes  in  the  town  and  neigh- 
bourhood of  Manchester. 

Mr.  Thoma*  AUaood  thought  that  it 
would  produce  the  same  effect  in  Birming- 
hao).  He  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet would  therefore  withdraw  his  ameod- 
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Bu(met  should  be  anxious  to  extend  rathv 
than  to  contract  the  constituency. 

Sir  Jama  Graham  had  not  said,  that 
these  Totes  were  fraudulent  He  had  only 
said,  and  he  must  still  maintain,  that  they 
were  fictitious  rotes. 

Mr.  Brotherlon  moved  that  the  Chair* 
man  do  now  report  progpess. 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes  6S  ; 
Noes  49 — Majority  14. 

The  House  resumed. 

The  Earl  of  Lincoln  moved,  that  the 
House  do  now  adjourn.  His  reason  was, 
that  as  his  Majesty's  Ministers  thought 
that  the  time  had  arrived  for  reporting 
progress,  it  was  clear  that,  in  their  opinion, 
the  time  must  also  have  arrived  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House. 

Ix)rd  John  RusseU  said,  as  the  nobto 
Lord  (Lincoln)  seemed  to  demand  from 
him  an  explanation  of  his  vote,  he  would 
state,  that  his  opinion,  as  he  had  atresdy 
mentioned  was,  that  the  clause  of  the  Re- 
form Act  was  entiretyin  conformity  with  the  ■ 
view  stated  by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Cumberland  (Sir  James  Gra- 
ham). In  the  course  of  the  discnission, 
however,  bis  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the 
Solicitor-General,  stated  to  him  that  ha 
thought  that  there  ought  to  be  a  fiirther 
consideration  of  the  origiual  clause  b^nv 
the  amendment  moved  by  the  right  hoD. 
Baronet  was  agreed  to.  His  hon,  and 
learned  Friend  lhou){ht  the  original  words 
of  the  Reform  Act  to  be  so  extremely  plain 
render  it  necessary  that  there  should 
be  some  further  consideration  before  it  was 
determined  whether  any  and  what  words 
might  be  required  to  be  introduced  to  fill 
up  any  obscurity  io  the  clause  as  it  now 
stood.  Having  received  that  opinion  from 
his  hon.  and  karned  Friend,  he  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  certainly  took  part  with  him,  and 
consequently  voted  for  the  Motion,  that 
the  Chairman  do  report  pnf  ress.  He  fett 
himself  perfectly  justified  in  taking  that 
course,  and  he  was  quite  indifferent  to  any 
interpretation  which  the  noble  Lord  or  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  might  put  upon 

Sir  Jamet  Graham  :  If  the  noble  Lord 
had  intimated,  in  the  most  distant  manner, 
that  he  should  have  had  no  objection  to 
the  amendment,  if  upon  further  considera* 
tion  it  appeared  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
original  intention  of  the  Act,  he  (Sir  James 
Graham)  should  at  once  have  requested 
permission  of  the  House  to  withdraw  the 
clause.     If  he  now  understood  from  tlie 


ment,  for  as  a  Reformer  the  right  hon.  |  noble  Lord  that  tbe  clause  would  not  be 
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(Ajiaeted  to,  if  upon  liirtber  conridention 
it  filiould  seem  requiBite  to  achieve  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Act  as  it  vas  originally  P^SBed, 
be  ahould  certainly  request  fais  uolile  Friend 
{lari  Lincolii)  to  withdraw  the  motion  he 
had  juBt  made. 

Lord  John  Rutteil  stated,  that  believing, 
u  he  did,  the  intention  of  the  clause,  as 
originally  framed,  to  hare  been  such  as 
hU  right  hoD.  Friend  (Sir  James  Graham) 
had  stated,  if  upon  further  conuderation  it 
should  appear  that  such  a  clause  as  that 
proposed  by  the  right  ban.  Baronet  waa 
necessary  to  carry  that  iulention  into  ef- 
fect, be  should  certainly  feel  bound  to 
support  it. 

The  Eul  of  Linmln  wiUidrew  his  mo- 
tion, which  allowed  the  House  to  complete 
some  roatioe  buiiness  before  it  adjourned. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Wednegday,    Jane  22,   1836. 

Mnrrm.]    BDIi.    Re^  b  iceoBd  time :— Mtudmf 


UuKHAX  (Soirra  -  Wkst)  Railwat 
BiLi^^  Mr.  WattM  was  denrous  of  draw, 
ing  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  reso- 
lution which  had  been  asreed  to  last  night 
on  the  motion  of  the  non.  Member  Tor 
Middlesex,  to  this  effect  :~That  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill  do  again  re-assemble, 
ttx  the  purpose  of  reporting  to  the  House 
spedally  the  preamble  of  the  Bill,  and  the 
evideue  and  reasons  in  detail  on  which 
the  resolution,  "that  the  preamble  had  not 
been  proved,"  was  adopted,  the  House 
oooHderiug  as  contrary  to  the  practice  of 
Parliament,  the  resolutions  of  the  Com- 
mittee last  reported,  "  that  the  reasons 
upon,  which  the  Committee  came  to  the 
resolution  that  the  preamble  had  not  been 
proved,"  can  only  apply  to  those  Members 
who  voted  on  tl»t  proposition.  He 
thought  that  the  Committee  had  great 
reason  to  complun  thai  such  a.  resolution 
should  have  passed  the  House,  without 
proper  notice  having  been  given,  which 
would  have  enabled  the  Committee  to  ex- 
plain some  circumstances  which,  left  unex- 
plained had  a  direct  tendency  to  Imply 
censure  on  them.  He  said  the  proceeding 
adopted  towards  this  Committee  was  un- 
precedented. The  only  case  at  all  bearing 
on  it,  for  he  had  examined  for  precedents, 
was  in  the  66tb  volume  of  the  Joumab, 
in  which  notice  was  taken  of  the  irrcgu- 
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larity  with  which  a  Report  had  been  fur- 
nished, and  the  course  adopted  was,  to 
negative  the  Bill.  He  asserted  that  a 
Committee  of  that  House  had  a  right  to 
pass  any  resolution  it  thought  proper,  so 
that  it  did  not  reflect  on  any  Member  of 
the  Committee.  He  concluded  by  calling 
on  the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw  the  re- 
solution until  the  parties  had  sufficient 
IT  else  he  should  be  under  the 
necessity  of  moving  that  the  motion  be  te- 
scinded. 

The  Speaker :  This  involves  a  question 
which  relates  to  the  order  of  proceedings 
this  House-  Here  is  a  resolution 
brought  up  from  a  Committee,  in  terms 
which  distinctly  go  to  establish  the  prin- 
ciple, that  only  a  portion  of  that  Coma 
mittee  are  to  dedde  upon  a  point  at  issue. 
Such  Iteing  the  case,  the  Ci»nmittee  were 
directed  by  the  House  to  re-assemble,  (the 
Httenl»on  of  the  House  having  been  drawn 
to  the  circumstance,)  in  order  that,  when 
they  should  re-assemble,  they  might 
rescind  a  proceeding  for  which,  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  bos  stated,  there  is  no  precedent 
whatever,  because  the  Committee  took 
upon  itself  to  do  that  which  it  had  no 
power  to  do.  Socli,  I  am  sere,  will  be 
the  opinion  of  the  House.  I  merely  wish 
to  say,  that  what  the  House  clearly  has  to 
do  is,  to  take  care  that  the  Committee  do 
re-assemble,  in  order  that  they  may  strictly 
adhere  to  the  rules  and  remilations  of  the 
House,  they  being  under  the  direction  of 
the  House.  If  the  Committees  of  this 
House  had  the  power  to  limit  their  own 
powers  which  they  have  not,  the  case 
would  stand  in  a  difierent  light.  This 
right  not  being  vested  in  them,  on  what 
ground  can  a  portion  of  a  Committee  act 
mdependently  of  the  other,  so  far  as  to  ex- 
clude the  o^er  portion  ?  Here  is  a  list 
fixed  by  the  House,  to  whom  this  Bill  is 
referred,  and  1  am  confident  this  House 
will  never  sanction  any  such  proceeding  as 
that  of  a  Committee  coming  to  a  resolution 
that  a  portion  only  of  that  Committee  shall 
vote  upon  a  question  which  has  been  re- 
ferred back  to  them.  Upon  the  face  of 
the  Report  last  made,  there  is  an  evident 
irregulmity.  If  anv  r^nlations  an  to  bo 
imposed  upon  a  dommittee,  other  than 
those  already  established  by  the  House,  it 
can  only  be  done  by  the  House  itself,  not 
by  any  portion  or  division  of  the  House. 

Mr.  WoKM  said,  that  the  resolution  did 
not  bear  out  the  construction  put  upon  it 
by  the  House.  The  inferences  drawn  were 
not  quite  correct. 
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Mr.  Hume  begged  tbe  ■ttontkm  of  tbe 
House  while  he  read  the  oi4er,  from  whicb 
would  be  Ken  the  fbroe  of  tbe  judiciouB 
obcervations  wbich  bad  fallen  nam  tbe 
Chair.  The  hon.  Member  stated  the  pro- 
ceedings in  the  Committee,  and  argued 
from  them  that  the  motion  which  be  hnd 
niade  was  the  most  proper  coarse  to  pursue, 
as  it  afforded  the  Committee  an  oppoitunlt)' 
for  giving  the  reasous  which  induced  them 
to  ^opt  tbe  rcBolution  in  the  fonn  in  which 
it  was  submitted  to  the  House. 

Sir  Jamet  Graham  thought  that  what 
had  been  complained  of  most  was,  that  a 
resolution  should  have  passed  that  House 
wbicfa  hon.  Members  conceived  implied 
censure  oo  them,  without  sufficient  notice 
having  been  given  to  those  more  imme< 
diatelj  interested. 

Mr.  Hume  did  give  notice,  but  the  mo- 
tion was  omitted  tor  one  &e.y  to  be  put  on 
the  orders.  However,  as  bis  hon.  Friend 
bad  complained  of  not  being  sufficiently 
infnnned  of  his  (Mr.  Hume's]  intention  to 
move  fur  the  re^assemhling  of  the  Com- 
mittee, he  should  not  persevere  in  insisting 
on  the  motion,  but  would  consent  that  it 
be  postponed  until  to-morrow,  if  his  hon. 
Friend  thought  he  would  gain  anything  by 
occupying  the  time  of  tbe  House  further 
with  it. 

Tbe  order  for  the  re-assembling  of  the 
Committee  was  diaohatged. 

Mr, 


Hardy — Pontefract  Elbc- 
Mr.  Gully  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  calting  (he  attention  of  tbe  House  to  a 
c i re umita nee  whicb  occurred  in  a  previous 
debate,  and  said,  that  although  an  apology 
might  be  due  to  tbe  House,  he  had  none 
to  make  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bradford.  He  hoped  lo  be  indulged 
for  a  few  minutes  while  he  adverted  to  a 
charge  thrown  out  bythe  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  then  for  Dublin,  now  for  Kil- 
Iteanjr,  against  the  hon.  Member  Tor  Brad* 
fot^,  on  the  I6th  Febniar;  last.  He 
begged  to  read  the  terms  of  iha  charge 
as  be  found  (hero  in  the  Mirror  ^f  Par- 
liament [Order']. 

The  Speaker  inlerpoaed,  and  itated, 
that  all  such  reference!  were  irregular,  and 
a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  tbe  House. 

Mr.  OuUy  would  say,  then,  that  he 
heard  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  foi 
Kilkenny  charge  the  hon.  end  tearncC 
Member  foe  Bradford,  with  having  paid 
from  31.  lo  SO/,  for  votes  at  Pontefract ; 
adding,  "  and  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  I  can 
prove  it."    On  that  occasion,  the  accusa- 


{OOMKONS}  Pmt^M*  ElHHMi  7M 
tion  vu  not  Tepiidtated,noT  on  a  anbfeqnnrt 
ocoaaion,  tbe  Slst  of  February, althongli 
the  hon.  and  learned  Membet  for  Bred- 
ford  had  an  opportunity  of  denying  it.  1b 
fact,  he  had  not  come  forward  with  any 
denial,  until  after  the  hon.  Membet  for 
Kilkenny  had  been  unseated  for  Dublin. 
On  tbe  17lh  of  May,  however,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  fiiadford,  had 
said  this ; — "  In  tbe  pirt  he  had  taken 
respecting  the  Carlow  Election,  he  had 
acted  from  a  sense  of  public  duty,  and  be 
trusted  he  might  be  excused  if  he  availed 
himself  of  the  present  opportunity  to  al- 
lude to  imputations  cast  upon  hiraselF." 

Tbe  Spcaber  inquired  whether  the  bolt. 
Member  intended  to  conclude  ttith  any 
motion  ?  At  present  he  was  only  referring 
to  a  former  debate.  Did  he  mean  to  make 
any  complaint? 

Mr.  Qully  said,  that  be  meant  to  make 
a  complaint  of  a  breach  of  privilege.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bradford, 
proceeded,  on  the  I7lh  May,  to  assert 
that  "  the  charge  against  him  of  having 
been  guilty  of  bribery  was  most  oaloffl- 
nious  and  unfounded ;"  and  on  a  subse- 
quent dav  he  took  the  opportunity  of  stat- 
ing that  ne  had  been  charged  with  bribery, 
but  that  it  was  false  and  unfounded.  Oa 
other  times  on  tha  same  evening,  he  (Mr, 
Gully)  had  heard  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  repeal  that  the  accuBaUon  WM 
false  and  unfounded.  He  (Mr.  Gully) 
had  been  much  surprised  to  hear  such  t 
declaration,  and  he  had  risen  from  bia 
seat  to  say,  that  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  been  calumniated,  he  con- 
sidered himself  one  of  the  ealumniatori, 
because  at  a  public  meeting  at  Hull,  ha 
had  said  that  he  had  a  strong  antagonist 
to  contend  with  at  the  lata  election  foi 
Pontefract;  that  be  knew  that  a  great 
deal  of  money  had  been  apent  by  that 
party  for  immoral  purposes — indeed, 
that  mora  money  had  been  spent  at 
the  last  eleotion  than  had  ever  been  spent 
at  Pontefract  since  Mr.  Hardy's  election. 
He  (Mr.  Gully)  had  also  informed  the 
House  upon  that  occasion  that  within  t 
few  days  he  had  himself  received  a  letter 
from  one  of  his  constituents,  stating  that 
he  felt  himself  so  much  disgusted  with  tha 
conduct  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bradford — [OrferJ—He  begged  par- 
don if  he  was  in  error,  but  he  begged 
leftve  to  say,  that  he  had  received  a  letter 
from  one  of  his  consiitucnls,  slating  that  he 
felt  so  indignant  with  thebon.  ana  learned 
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Mendwr  tar  Bradfbrd,  fbf  fail  conduct 
during  the  inveitigation  of  the  chargu 
«g«inat  Mr>  O'Connel),  that  he  had  a 
great  mind  to  iacloM  to  him  (Mr.  Gully) 
a  letter  writteti  hy  the  hoil.  and  leaMietl 
Member  for  Bretirord,  in  which  he  etated 
the  exact  lum  which  hii  election  had  coit 
him,  when  he  came  fbrwird  as  a  candidate 
for  Pontefract.  In  answer  to  thia  state- 
ment,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bradford  said,  thctt  he  would  be  obliged  to 
bim  if  he  would  produce  to  the  House  any 
letter  of  his  upon  the  subject.  He  had 
written  in  consequence  to  the  gentleman 
who  bad  made  to  htm  the  communication 
reapecting  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bradford  whicti  he  had  juet  mentioned 
to  the  House ;  but  as  it  happened  that  he 
was  himieir  obliged  to  leave  town  about 
that  time,  and  as  the  gentleman  to  whom 
lie  wrote  happened  not  to  be  at  home 
when  hia  letter  reached  its  address,  he  had 
not  got  the  letter,  for  whirh  he  had  written, 
till  the  preient  time.  The  letter  written 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bradford,  which  his  corteapondent  had  in- 
closed  to  him,  he  would  now,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  read. 

The  Speaker  reminded  the  hon.  Member 
for  Fontefi'act,  that  unless  be  had  some 
■peciiie  alle^tion  to  make,  he  was  now 
going  into  matter  quite  irrelevant  to  any 
natter  before  the  House. 

Mr.  Hardy :  The  House  will  do  me  a 
great  favour  if  It  will  listen  to  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mr,  Oullg :  This  letter  is  a  letter  written 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  to  s 
gentleman  who  seconded  him  at  his  elec- 
tton  at  Pontefract.  The  letter  was  dated 
th*  Sth  of  Mareh,  1S34,  and  was  as  foU 
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"  Dear  Sir,— I  left  lo  Mr.  MItion  the  liqui- 
dation of  such  accaonts  ss  he  thought  proper, 
and  by  his  decision,  which  I  don't  disappra*e 
of,  t  have  abided.  1  am  surprised  that  an;  of 
UMTMpaotablflinhabilanls  of  Ponttfract  should 
hate  coOBteoanced  that  to  whicb  I  was  sub- 
jected, knowing,  a>  thay  must  have  done,  tliat 
it  was  against  my  express  desire  anildireclions. 
I  so  wrote  to  Mr.  Milton  more  than  once,  and 
onderslood  Iliat  my  letter  was  communicated 
to  my  friends.  I  always  fell  bound  in  honour, 
IttoDab  much  agalnii  my  conicienac,  to  pny 
the  nead-money  to  those  who  voted  for  m«, 
and  which  was  in  many  inBlHiiccs  taken  by 
tboH  who  ou^hi  to  have  tieen  ashamed  of  such 
a  thing.  One  way  and  aniithcr  I  paid  more 
l!i.iii  5,O00i.  as  (he  result  of  Ihn"  '  '  " 
Mr.  Armitige  is  pcaiering 
for  some  tickets  which  it  i 
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trafficking  in.  This  is  the  man  wIm  ml  eat  «r 
the  nay  to  prevent  his  balng  ealled  npoo  to 
prove  bribery,  and  I  can  only  say  that  I  wish 
he  was  a  holder  of  ten  limes  as  many,  and 
much  good  may  they  do  him. 

"  With  best  wishes,  yours  truly, 

"  JoBH  Uabdt." 
After  the  broad  declaration  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bradford,  who 
had  challenged,  not  only  him,  but  also 
the  whole  country,  to  substantiate  against 
him  any  charge  of  bribery — who  bad 
stated  that  the  allegations  against  him  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 
-      -  .1, 
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were  "  false,  unfounded,  and  calumnious 
— after  all  these  broad  declarations,  he 
would  now  leave  the  House  to  judge  how 
far  those  allegations  were  deserving  of  the 
epithets  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  bad  applied  to  them. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  also  admitted 
that  ha  had  paid  5,0001.  and  more  as  the 
result  of  his  election.  Having  so  far  suc- 
ceeded in  laying  before  the  House  the 
nature  of  tha  chargGB  which  had  been  pre- 
ferred  against  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford,  be  would  now  leave  the 
House  to  act  upon  them  as  it  thought  St. 
After  such  broad  declarations  baa  t>een 
made — declarations  which  were  made,  he 
firmly  believed,  aa  tha  last  shilt  for  calum- 
niating another  person — ["  Hear"  and 
"  Order,"  which  prevented  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber from  finisliing  the  sentence]. 

Tha  ,S^«aAtr  ashed  the  hon.  Member 
what  was  tha  point  he  wished  to  arrive  at 
— what  was  tbe  motion  he  intended  to 
make? 

Mr,  QuUjf  would  move,  that  tha  House 
do  now  take  thia  letter  into  consideration. 
Wall,  ha  would  move  that  the  letter  be 
laid  upon  tha  table,  and  that  a  Select 
Committee  b«  appointid  to  take  it  into 
considaiBtion. 

Mr.  Hard}/  was  glad  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  entering  into  an  oxplanation  and 
refutation  of  the  ohargea  which  had  bten 
so  unfoundedly  and  yet  ao  unbluahingly 
brought  against  him.  What  the  money 
which  he  had  spent  in  carrying  an  election 
at  Pontefract  had  to  do  with  the  charges 
which  a  sense  of  public  duty  had  com- 
pelled him  to  bring  against  Mr.  O'Connell, 
he  could  not  for  the  life  of  him  understand. 
Even  if  ha  had  been  conviotsd  of  bribery, 
il  could  have  had  no  effect  either  in 
diminishing  or  increasing  tbe  weight  of 
evidence  against  that  bon.  «nd  learned 
been  I  periionagc.  The  hon.  Member  for  Ponte- 
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fiact  liad  stated  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Eitkennj  had  twice  accused 
him  of  bribery  to  his  teeth,  and  that  twice 
he  had  refused  to  repudiate  the  charge. 
This  was  not  the  fact.  On  the  1  Uh  of 
February,  when  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  said  that  he  knew  some  one  who 
had  paid  201.  a-head  for  the  votes  which 
he  had  received,  he  had  not  the  slightest 
notioD  that  the  hon,  and  learned  Member 
was  alluding  to  him.  On  the  16lh  of 
February,  the  day  to  which  the  debate  on 
the  charges  against  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  adjourned,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  bad  thought  Rt  to  be  a 
little  more  specific.  The  hon .  and  learned 
Member  had  then  stated  that  he  (Mr- 
Hardy)  had  paid  from  3/.  to  20^  a-head 
to  those  who  had  voted  for  him  at  Ponte- 
fract,  and  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber was  JD  a  situation,  if  need  were,  to 
prove  it.  He  had  stated  over  and  over 
again,  and  he  was  sorry  that  he  must  again 
repeat  the  statement,  that  the  only  reason 
why  he  had  not  met  that  chai^  then  with 
a  complete  refutation  and  explanation  was, 
that  immediately  after  the  hoti.  and  learned 
Member  had  made  his  reply  he  had  retired 
from  the  House,  as  hon.  Members  would 
all  recollect,  and  was  therefore  not  present 
to  hear  his  vindication.  On  the  4th  of 
March,  however,  when  the  hon.  Member 
for  Greenock  presented  a  petition  from 
certain  electors  of  Carlow  complaining  of 
the  iatimidation  and  oppression  practised 
upon  their  tenantry  by  the  landlords  of 
that  county,  he  had  taken  the  liberty 
of  calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to  th< 
charge  which  the  hon,  and  learned  Mem' 
ber  for  Kilkenny  had  brought  against  him 
He  was  then  called  to  order  by  the  noble 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department,  who 
with  great  courtesy  informed  him  that 
another  and  more  fitting  opportunity  of 
defending  himself  against  that  charge 
would  be  afforded  him,  when  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  came  regularly  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  On  the 
23rd  of  March,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Greenock  bronght  forward  a  petition  from 
the  tenants  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mi 
ber  for  the  county  of  Carlow,  complain 
of  the  manner  in  which  he  had  coerced 
them ;  and  on  that  occasion  he  had  again 
endeavoured  to  explain  the  misrepresenta- 
tions which  had  been  sedulously  spread 
abroad  of  his  conduct  as  a  candidate  at 
Pontefract  in  the  year  1826.    He  was 
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then  intenupt«d  by  tbe  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport,  who  said  that  his  explanation 
had  nothing  to  do  with  tbe  matter  then 
before  the  House — that  it  did  not  belong 
to  it,  and  that  it  had  therefore  better  be 
postponed  ;  "  and  then.  Sir,  you  informed 
me,"  said  Mr.  Hardy,  addressing  the 
Speaker,  "  that  the  time  for  my  explana- 
tion would  be  at  the  termination  of  the 
inquiry  into  the  circumstances  of  the  Car- 
Ion  election."  At  last,  upon  the  18th  of 
May,  he  had  had  au  opportunity  of  ex- 
plaining, and  he  had  explained  everything 
relating  to  the  transactions  which  had  been 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Pon- 
tefract. He  had  stated  the  circumstances 
under  which  he  had  become  a  candidate 
for  that  borough,  and  under  which  he  hod 
prosecuted  his  petition  against  the  return 
then  made,  and  he  had  then  stated  that 
any  charge  of  bribery  having  been  practised 
by  him  was  false,  unfounded,  and  calum- 
niousi  and  so  he  stated  now.  It  waa 
slated  in  the  debate  of  the  2Ist  of  April 
last,  that  he  understood  pretlj  well  what 
bribery  was,  and  now  the  hon,  Member  for 
Ponterract  came  forward  and  asserted  that 
twice  he  (Mr,  Hardy)  bad  been  charged 
with  bribery,  and  twice  he  had  not  dared 
to  contradict  it.  Why,  the  reason  was 
that  he  had  not  even  had  an  opportunity 
of  contradicting  it  afforded  him ;  for  twice 
had  he  been  stopped  and  called  to  order 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House.  He  admitted,  that  as  soon  as 
he  had  said  on  the  iSthof  May  that  the 
charge  was  "  false,  unfounded,  and  calum- 
nious," the  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract 
had  risen  in  his  place  and  said,  that  if  it 
were  so,  he  had  been  to  a  certain  extent 
a  party  to  the  calumny ;  for  he  had  stated 
at  a  public  dinner  given  at  Hull  to  the  hon . 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  that  more 
money  had  been  speot  at  the  last  election 
for  Pontefract,  in  consequence  of  the  im- 
moral practices  of  his  opponents,  than  had 
ever  been  spent  at  any  election  for  Ponte- 
fract since  the  time  of  Mr.  Hardy's.  He 
(Mr.  Hardy)  believed  that  on  that  point 
the  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract  was  mia> 
taken — he  believed  also  that  great  expense 
had  been  incurred  at  elections  at  Ponte- 
fract since  that  tima — ay,  and  that,  too, 
very  lately.  The  hon.  Member  for  Pon 
tefract  had  also^aid,  that  he  had  received 
a  letter  from  a  constituent  of  his  residing 
at  Pontefract,  in  which  the  writer  said 
that  he  had  a  great  mind  to  send  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Membet  for  KilkeoB;  • 
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letter  written  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bradford,  to  show  that  he  had 
■pent  5,000^  and  upwards  to  carry  an 
election  at  Pontefract,  although  he  now 
complained  of  2,000i.  being  spent  at  an 
election  for  the  county  of  Carlow.  Im- 
mediately on  bearing  that  statement,  he 
had  challenged  the  hon.  Member  for  Pon- 
tefract to  produce  the  letter  to  which  he 
referred;  hutthebon.Memberwaaunable 
to  produce  it.  The  hon.  Member  then 
told  him  the  name  of  the  gentleman  from 
whom  he  had  received  th:it  letter;  and 
immediately  on  learning  it,  he  wrote  to 
that  gentleman  the  following  letter  ; — 

"  I  have  no  objection  whatever  to  jour 
■ending  Mr.  Oally  any  letter  of  mine  to  70U, 
coDKioDi  Bs  I  am  (hat  it  will  contain  no  con- 
fimmtion  of  the  charge  of  briberj  on  the  occa- 
(ion  of  my  heing  a  candidate  for  Fontefcact. 
You,  at  Ihal  lime,  as  my  friend  and  supporter, 
generally  accompanied  me  in  my  canvass.  No 
one  19  better  able  to  apeak  to  my  conduct  in  the 
course  of  it,  Uc.  I  call  upon  you,  as  an  act  of 
justice  to  me,  to  state  whether,  upon  any  ( 
■ion,  yon  wiloeiaed  an  attempt  or  viiih  on  my 
pan  to  hold  out  corrupt  inducements  of  any  kibd 
to  Ihoie  whose  votes  1  solicited. — I  remain,  &c. 

"  May  30.  "  Jonw  IIaboy." 

The  answer  which  he  obtained  to  that  letter 
was  this : — 

"  Dear  Sir, — In  reply  to  your  letter  I  should 
not  do  justice  to  my  own  feelings,  or  your 
conduct  during  the  canvass,  if  I  did  notdeclare, 
in  the  most  decided  terms,  tliat  I  never  wit- 
nessed a  wish  or  an  attempt  on  your  part  to 
hold  oDt  corrupt  iodacemenls  of  any  kind 
10  thoK  whose  votes  you  solicited.  Our  town 
was  ridden  roughshod  by  a  system  which,  I 
mult  say,  you  disdained  to  follow ;  for  rather 
than  have  recourse  to  it  on  the  day  of  polling, 
you  declared  to  me  on  the  hustings,  that  you 
would  abandon  your  election  at  a  period  when 
all  seemed  fovourable,  and  the  sudden  reverse 
would  only  be  satisfactorily  accounted  for 
from  the  reason  I  have  assigned." 

Now,  in  order  to  explain  part  of 
that  letter,  be  must  inform  the  House, 
that  before  the  election  he  had  as- 
certained that  there  were  about  800 
electors,  more  or  less.  He  had  received 
from  700  of  them  promises  or  support.  It 
somehow  or  other  happened,  that  at  the 
poll,  not  more  than  429  voted  for  hi 
He  certainly  had  been  invited  to  let  some 
hundred  ponnda  be  spent  upon  the  day  of 
electioQ,  among  the  electors.  The  gen 
tleman,  whose  letter  he  had  just  read,  had 
■poken  to  bim  on  the  snlject.  That  gen- 
tleman knew  that  he  bad  refnsed  to  do 
any  such  thing,  and  that  he  had  said  that 
be  would  latbei  loie  hia  election  than  con- 
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sent  to  it.  Some  hon.  Gentleman  woulcl 
perhaps  recollect,  that  in  the  year  1826, 
a  dissolution  was  expected  about  the 
middle  of  the  month  of  February.  It  did 
not,  however,  take  place  till  the  month  of 
June,  In  the  month  of  May,  he  found 
that  public  houses  had  been  opened  in 
Pontefract,  by  the  friends  of  the  other 
candidates,  and  that  his  friends  had  fol- 
lowed their  example.  Though  the  opening 
of  these  public  houses  was  not  a  violation 
of  any  existing  statute,  he  determined  that 
the  system  should  be  put  a  stop  to,  and 
accordingly  it  was  put  a  stop  to.  "  But 
then,"  said  the  hon.  Member,  "  the  letter 
which  1  have  just  read  proves  that  a  large 
sum  of  money,  a  larger  sum  than  the  legal 
expenses  required,  was  expended  by  you 
on  your  election  at  Pontefract."  Now 
he  begged  that  the  House  would  attend  to 
the  phraseology  of  that  letter.  His  words 
were  "one  way  and  another  I  paid  more 
than  5,0001.  as  the  result  of  that  contest. 
Now,  if  the  House  would  consider  that  the 
public-houses  had  been  kept  open  in 
Pontefract  from  February  till  the  middle 
of  May,  when  be  shut  them;  if  it  would 
also  consider  that  he  had  prosecuted  an 
expensive  petition,  in  which,  as  his  nomi- 
nee, the  right  hon.  Member  for  Cumber- 
band  would  recollect,  fifty  witnesses  were 
examined  on  his  behalf — they  would  see 
that,  even  if  he  had  had  no  other  expenses 
to  meet,  they  could  not  have  fallen  very 
short  of  that  sum.  But  he  bad  othei 
expenses  to  meet.  An  action  was  brought 
against  him  by  a  little  attorney  at  Ponte- 
fract. He  had  paid  that  attorney  60^., 
but  he  had  thought  fit  to  claim  250/. 
The  action  was  tried  at  York,  and  he  had 
obtained  a  verdict.  He  had  never  called 
upon  that  attorney  to  pay  the  coals,  which 
he  was  entitled  to  recover.  Then  there 
were  the  subscriptions  to  the  local  chari- 
ties, which  every  gentleman  whom  he  was 
then  addressing  knew,  that  it  was  a  Mem- 
ber's business  to  support.  After  Ibis 
statement,  he  called  upon  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Pontefract  to  say,  whether  he 
thought  that  hislegal  expenses  could  have 
fallen  short  of  S.OOOf.  Why,  what  had 
the  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract  himself 
just  said  ?  That  his  legal  expenses  at  the 
last  election,  without  a  contest,  had  cost 
him  more  than  bis  legal  expenses  when  he 
bad  had  to  sustain  a  contest  ?  How  had 
that  happened  ?  It  was  not  for  him  to  sur- 
mise, but  perhaps  the  hon.  Member  would 
himself  explain  it.  Considering  that  there 
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had  been  three  caDdidatea  in  the  field  from   (ularly  made  and  lecondod,  that  ihii  let 

February  to  June;  considering  tbat  they    '—  '—  '""'  -"  *'—  '-'■'-  -'  '*—  " '^'- 

had  been  one,  and  all  obliged  to  employ 
ftgents  duridg  all  thattirae;  cunsidering; 
that  the  public  houses  bad  been  open  for 
the  greater  part  of  that  time ;  consideringf, 
also,  that  he  had  prosecuted  an  expensive 
petition,  had  defended  an  action  in  T'bich 
Le  had  not  exacted  the  cost  to  which  he 
vas  entitled,  and  had  subscribed  to  the 
diSerent  local  charities — considering  all 
this,  he  thought  that  be  was  well  off  in 
finding  that  the  result  of  the  contest  had 
Dot  cost  him  more  than  5,000/.  The  charge 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin  had  preferred  a^inst  hiia  was  tbis 
— that  on  corrupt  practices  in  the  borough 
of  Pontefract,  he  had  spent  7,040/,  and 
that  he  could  prove  it.  Where  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  gained  his  informa- 
tion as  to  the  odd  40/.,  which  seemed  to 
clinch  the  truth  of  hia  story,  he  did  not 
know.  He  supposed  that  he  had  gained 
it  from  the  same  (quarter  from  which  he 
had  obtained  bis  mformation  about  the 
other  7,000/. ;  he  bad,  however,  chal* 
knged  him  to  the  proof,  and  he  now 
stated,  ^at  if  either  tne  hon.  and  learned 
Membei  for  Kilkenny,  or  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Pontefract,  would  come  forward  as 
hia  accusers,  he  would  not  plead  against 
them  the  statute  of  Umitatwos.  If  either 
of  those  hon.  Members,  either  by  action  or 
indictment,  or  in  any  other  way,  would 
proceed  againat  him, he  would  be  ready  to 
meet  them.  These  were  the  short  facts 
of  the  case,  and  be  left  them  to  the 
judgment  of  the  House. 

Lord  John  Ruuell  put  to  the  House 
whether  this  debate  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  proceed  any  further.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Pontefract,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bradford,  had  both 
made  those  stalemenls  which  they  deemed 
necessary  to  the  vindication  of  their 
characters.  It  was  not  necessary,  in  bis 
Opinion,  fbr  the  House  to  come  to  any 
decision  upon  their  confiicting  state- 
menls.  The  bon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bradford  had  said,  that  he  was  quite 
leady  to  meet  any  accusation  that  might 
be  brought  against  him,  bat  the  question 
for  the  House  to  consider  was,  whether 
it  would  entv  further  into  the  considera- 
tion of  the  matter,  with  which  it  had  do 
immediate  concern.  He  hoped  that  the 
House  would  not. 

Mr,  Hume  istd,  that  the  qoestion  could 
not  bo  BO  easily  got  rid  of  as  the  noUe 
Loid  luppoied,  for  a  motion  had  been  re* 


ler  be  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House.  Tbe 
ban.  and  learned  Member  for  Bradiurd 
bad  given  what  he  considered  to  be  an 
explanation  of  that  letter;  but  be  would 
read  one  sentence  from  it,  which  was 
quite  inconsistent  with  that  vxplanaiioo, 
but  before  he  did  so  he  would  call  tbe 

fiarticular  attention  of  tbe  House  to  the 
act,  tbat  the  bon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bradford  had  not  given  any  denial  to 
the  charge  brought  against  him  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  foi  Kilkenny 
until  that  Member  had  vacated  his  seat. 
The  ban.  and  learnedMember  had  come  for- 
ward as  tbe  prosecutor  of  a  charge  against 
tbe  hon.  and  learned  Member,  which  b* 
bad  described  to  be  tnoet  heioooi  and 
disgraceful.  To  look  at  tbe  speech  of  tbe 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bradford, 
bribery  bad  never  on  any  previous  occasion 
bsencarried  to  suchan extent  as  ilhad  been 
carried  at  Carlow  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Membei  for  Kilkenny.  He  should  harc 
expected  that  a  perMMi  who  bad  brought 
such  charges  forward  against  another 
would  have  been  perfectly  free  from  them 
himself.  The  bon.  and  learned  Member 
had  sat  down  saying,  that  he  had  a  com- 
plete defence,  and  that  he  had  not  violated 
any  Act  of  Parliament,  and  yet  there 
occurred  in  hii  letter  this  sentence: — 
"  I  always  felt  bound  to  honour,  thou^ 
much  against  ray  conscience,  to  pay  the 
head-money  to  tboee  who  have  voted  foe 
me,  and  which  was,  in  many  instances, 
taken  bv  those  who  ought  to  have  been 
ashamed  of  such  a  thing."  There  was 
nlso  another  remarkable  sentence,  which 
showed  the  extent  to  which  this  head- 
money  bad  been  paid — "  One  way  and 
another  I  paid  more  Uian  6,000/.,  as  tbe 
result  of  that  con  teat."  Thebon.  and  (earned 
Membei  had  cballmged  them  to  ptove 
tbat  this  5,000/.  was  paid  b  head-nonev. 
Now,  DO  person  eould  answer  tliat  chal~ 
lenge  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Memb«r 
himself;  and  he  now  celled  upon  tbe  bo*. 
Membei  to  lay  upon  the  table  of  th« 
Honse  an  account  of  the  beed-money 
which  he  admitted  himself  to  hate  pain 
his  voters.  He  submitted  to  the  boa. 
and  learned  Membei  for  Bradford,  with 
all  deference  to  hia  opiaiont  on  mattenoC 
law,  thai  head-money  was  bribery.  If  m^ 
the  hon.  Member  had  been  gaUty  of 
bribery,  and  if  so,  be  had  not  been  is  a 
condition  to  make  the  denial  which  ha 
had  made.  Uoieovei,  if  ha  bad  he«n 
E;uilty  of  biibery,  he  bad  done  injuBtm  t^ 
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those  nbom  bs  bad  accnwd,  and  atood 
at  pre*eDt  in  a  position  aotthe  plaaiaotest 
ia  the  world. 

Mr.  GuHg  observed,  that  the  hoD.  and 
learned  OentUniBn  had  asked  him  whether 
or  DOt  he  had  paid  any  head-mODey.  Hf 
would  answer  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, that  ir  ha  bad  paid  head-money, 
and  had  afterwards  declared  that  he 
never  had  been  guilty  of  bribery  in  any 
shape  whatsoever,  be  should  consider  hi 
self  unworthy  of  a  seat  in  that  House-. 

The  letter  to  \k  laid  on  the  table, 

Mr.  Hwne  moved,  that  it-be  printed. 

Mr,  Rohwttm  said,  that  so  long  as  any 
queslion  involving  the  personal  character 
of  bis  hon,  and  learned  Friend  (Mr 
Hardy),  or  that  of  the  bon.  Members  oppo- 
lite,  was  before  the  House,  there  might 
have  been  some  ground  for  departing 
from  the  usual  practice,  in  order  to  afibrd 
hoo.  Gentlemen  an  opportunity  of  selling 
themielves  right  with  the  House;  but  he 
would  ask  what  object  could  be  gained  by 
having  this  letter  printed?  The  only  ap- 
pearance  of  ground  of  charge  against  the 
bon.  and  learned  Member  was,  that  he 
bad  paid  hoad-money.  He  should  be 
very  sorry  to  justify  auytbing  like  bribery 
ia  any  bon.  Member;  if,  however,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  bad  dis- 
couraged bribery  in  the  borough  of  Pon- 
tefract,  but  had  fell,  on  finding  that  some 
of  itifl  friends  and  partisans  had  made  en- 
gagements in  his  name,  tbat  he  could  not 
eonscientionslydecline  to  fulfil  them, and  he 
bad  afterwards.ia  consequence, paidmoney 
though  that  might  in  ilieliteral  sense  of  the 
word  bacalled  bribery  ,yet  he  though  tit  could 
not  in  faro  coHicianlim  he  so  termed.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  enough  had  been  said 
upon  the  question  on  both  sides,  and  as 
he  did  not  consider  it  would  become  the 
dignityof  that  House  to  accede  to  thehon. 
Uemter  for  Middlesex's  motion,  he  should 
divide  the  House  upon  it. 
.  Mr,  Shell  said,  that  the  facts  of  this 
case  depended  entirely  upon  documentary 
evidence,  "nie  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  had  read  a  letter  which 
he  had  written  to  a  gentleman,'a  friend  of 
his  own,  in  which  be  bad  distinctly  stated, 
that  it  was  with  extreme  repugnance  he 
had  lecoune  to  means  therein  adverted  to. 
Now,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
a^er  having  read  his  own  letter,  had  not 
read  the  reply  to  it.  Supposing  he 
bad  read  thataniver — he,  (Mr.  Sheil) 
however,  did  not  want  to  pieis  tbat  letter. 


Pwtifim  Skciim  718 

But  what  defence  had  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  made  i  By  hii  own  admission 
5,000/.  had  been  spent  by  him  in  some 
way  or  olber,  and  yet  it  appeared  that  bat 
429voleiahadbeenpoIlediahisfav<iar.How 
was  it  possible',that  429  voters  could  cause 
such  an  eipeuse  as  5,000/.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  in  tbat  sum  had 
certainly  included  his  own  costs  in  an 
action  which  had  been  brought  againit 
him  b;  an  attorney,  the  amount  of  which 
he  had  not  demanded  from  the  plaintiS* — 
but  that  would  make  but  a  slight  reduc- 
tion in  5,000/.  There  were  two  points 
arising  out  of  this  question  for  con- 
sideration— first,  what  was  the  meaning  of 
the  words  "head-money  ?"  And,  secondly, 
what  was  the  amount  paid  per  head? 
Non  would  any  Gentleman  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  assert  that  head-money 
was  not  bribery?  Would  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  himself  say  tbat  it  was 
not?  If  he  would,  why  was  it  that  he 
BO  reluctantly,  and  so  much  against  hit 
conscience,  yielded  to  what  he  considered 
the  necessity  of  the  case?  He  hoped  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  at  any  raile, 
would^ntroduce  a  clause  in  his  Bill  on  the 
subject  of  bribery  at  elections,  to  prevent 
the  payment  of  head-money,  to  which  he 
entertained  so  conscientious  an  objection. 

The  House  divided  on  Mr,  Hume's  mo- 
tion:—Ayes  97;    Noes   136:~Majority 


Lilt  of  the  Ayes. 

Ainswonh,  P. 

Crawford,  W. 

Angerstein'.J. 

Curteis,  E.  B. 

Atlwood,  T. 

Dundas,  hon.  T. 

Bagshaw,  J. 

Dun  das,  J.  D. 

Edwards,  J. 

Oaldwin,  Dr. 

Ball,  N. 

Ewart,  W. 

Barry,  O.  S. 

Fergus,  J. 

Bellew,  R.  M. 

Ferguson,  R. 

Benlinck,  Lord  W. 

FilisimoB,  C. 

Bewes,  T. 

Fitisimon,  N. 

Blake,  M.  J. 

Fort,  J. 

Blamire,  W. 

Gillon,  W.  D. 

Blunt,  Sir  C. 

Gratian,  H. 

Bodkin,  J.  J. 

Hardy,  J. 

Harvey,  D.  W- 

Brodie,  W.  B. 

Hawes,  B. 

Brotheilon,  J. 

Hector,  C.  J. 

Browne,  R.  D. 

Howard,  P.  H. 

Buller,  C, 

Kemp,  T.  R. 

Butler,  hon.  P. 

LambtOQ,  H. 
Leader,  J.  T. 

Callaghan,  D. 

Chalmers,  P. 

Lennox,  Lord  O, 

ChiWers,J.W, 

Len(i<n,LordA. 

Clive.E,  B. 

Loch,  J. 

Cod  ringtoo.  Admiral 

LyiKh,A.H. 

Crawford,  W.  S, 

M'Namsn,  Mi^oi 

..Coo'^lc 
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MaOiglM,  J. 

Rnlh*en,E. 

Sandford,  E.A. 

M^le"hon.  F.  ' 

Sheil,  R.  L. 

Stanley,  E.  J. 

O'Coaaell,  J. 

Steuart,  R. 

O'Connell.M.J. 

Talbot,  J.  11. 

O'CoDoell,  Morgan 

(FFerTall,  R.  M. 

Thomoly,  T. 

O'Lofhlen,  M. 
OnnSi,]. 

Tooke,  W. 

Trelawoey,  Sir  W. 

Palmer,  GeDenl 

Tulk,  C.  A. 

Parrotl,  J. 

ViUiers,  C.  P. 

Pattisoa,  J. 

Wakley,  T. 

Pease,  J. 

Walker,  R. 

Pecbell,  CaptiiD 

Wallace,  R. 

Philip.,  M. 

Warbnrton,  IL 

Potter,  R. 

Wason,  R. 

Power,  J. 

Wignoy,  I.  K. 

Price,  Sir  R. 

Wilbraham,  ti. 

Prjme,  G. 

Williams.  W.  A. 

llobr.m,A.W. 

Roche,  D. 

Gully,  J. 

Ruodle,  J. 

Hume,  J. 

list  of  the  Hoes. 

Agnew,  Sir  A. 

Forsler,  C.  S. 

Alsager,  Capiaiii 
ArbuthDOl,  hon.  H. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T. 

Giadalone,  T, 

Ashley,  Lord 

Gladstone,  W.E, 

Bailey,  J. 

Gordon,  hon.  W. 

Baillie,  H.  D. 

Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H 

Balfonr,  T- 

Goalbam,  Sergeant 

Barclay,  D. 

Graham,  rt.hn.  Sir  J. 

Barelay,  C. 

Grey,  Sir  G. 

Baring,  W.  B. 

GrimsloD,  Lord 

Baring  T. 

Hale,  R.  B. 

Bateson,  Sir  B. 

Halford,  H. 

Beckett,  ruhon.  sir  J 

Halse,  J.   . 

Bentinck,  Lord  G. 

Hamilton,  Lord  G. 

Bethell,  E. 

Hanmer,  Sir  J. 

Bruce,  Lord  E. 

Harcourl,  G.  G. 

BuUer,  Sir  J.  Y. 

Httwkes,  T. 

Caitwiight,  W.  R. 

Hay,  Sir  J. 

ChoDdoa,  Marquess  of 

Henniker,  Lord 

Chichester,  A. 

Hernes,  rt.  hon.  J.  C 

Clerk,  Sir  0. 

Hobhouse.rt.  hn.  SirJ. 

CliTe,  hon.  R.  H. 

HouMsn'orth,  T. 

Colborne,  N.  W.  R. 

Cole,  hon.  A. 

Howard,  R. 

Cole,  Lord 

Howick,  Lord 

Cooper,  E.  J. 

Hoy,  J.  B. 

Corbelt,  T.  G. 

Johnstone,  J.  J.  H. 

Cripps,  J. 
DalViac,SitC. 

Jones,  W. 

Irton,  S. 

Dalmpny,  Lord 

Kitk,  P. 

Dotiin,  A.  a. 

Knight,  li.  G. 

EastDor,  Lord 

Egerton,  Sir  P. 

Labouchere,  rl.  Im.  H. 

E!ley,SirJ. 

Lincoln,  Earl  of 

ELto,J.  p. 

Long,  W. 

Eueoun,  T. 

Lucas,  E. 

£*lconrt,  T. 

Faiakerley.J.  N. 

Lygon,  hon.  Colonel 
Maclean,  D. 

Feclor,  J.  M. 

Ferguson,  0. 

Mabon,  Lord 

Fleetwood,  P.  H. 

Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 

ForIw,W. 

Morgan,  C.  AC.  R. 

Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  A. 
Somertet,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  E. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Slurt,  H.  0. 
Tanneot,  J.  E. 
Thomson,  rt.  hn.C.P. 
Thompson,  P.  B. 
Thompson,  AldenMn 
Trench,  Sir  F. 
Tievor,  hon.  A. 
Vernon,  G.  Hi 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Weyland,  Major 
WiJbraham,  bon.  B. 
Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Worlley,  boa.  J.  S. 
Wrigbiaton,  W.  B. 
Wynn,  rt.  hon.  C.  W. 
Young,  G.P. 
Young,  J. 


Morpeth,  Lord 
NicholU  Dr. 
North.  F. 
Packe,  C.  W, 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmer,  G. 
Parker,  M. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sit  it 
Pemberton,  T- 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Pollen,  Sir  J.  W. 
Polliogton,  Lord 
Pouller,  J.  S. 
Price,  R. 
Pringle,  A. 
Posey,  P. 

Rae,  rt.  hon.  Sir  W. 
Rice,  n.  bon.  T.S. 
Ross,  C. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Saudon,  Lord 
Scott,  Sir  E.  D. 
Shaw,  n.  bon.  P. 
Sheppard  T. 
SibUiorp,  Colonel 


Poor-Law  CouMiaeiONBBs.^  Mr. 
Maclean  had  seen  in  the  daily  jounials  a 
correspondence  that  had  taken  place  be- 
tween a  clergyman  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land and  the  Commisnonera  of  the  Poor- 
lawti,  reapecting  the  allowing  the  innuttea 
of  worb houses  to  attend  divine  worship  on 
Sundays  in  the  paiish  church  or  elsewherb 
In  answer  to  the  letter  written  by  the  clergy- 
man in  question,  the  Conunissioners  stated 
that  these  unfortunate  persons  were  not  to  be 
allowed  to  attend  such  places  of  worship  ; 
but  instead  of  this  it  appeared  that  they 
were  to  be  confined  within  the  walls  of  the 
workhouse,  but  that  a  chaplain  was  to  attend 
to  their  spiritual  wants.  He  wished  to  know 
from  the  noble  Lord,  whether  the  Poor-law 
CommissionerB  had  the  powei  to  prcTcnt 
the  unfortunate  inmates  of  workhouses 
from  attending  divine  worship,  cither  in 
the  palish  church  at  any  other  place  that 
was  more  congenial  to  their  feelings. 

Lord  John  Ruisell  replied,  that  he  had 
not  seen  the  correspondence  alluded  to  by 
the  hon.  Member,  hut  would  make  inquiry 
into  the  subject,  and  give  an  answer  at  a 
fiitur*  day. 

Subject  dropped. 

BirsiNEBs  OF  THE  H0VBB.3  The  CAun- 

^llor  of  ike  Exchequer  said,  that  he  was 

ivare  that  it  was  not  usual  to  bring  on 

Government  business  nn  a  Wednesday,  but 

on  that  day  to  allow  Membert  to  proceed 
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with  Hum  Billi;  but  it  was  a  matter  nf 
presang  emei^Dcy  ihat  the  mgai  duties 
should  not  fae  pottpoDcd  at  that  &te  period 
of  the  year.  It  would  be  for  the  convo- 
nience  of  all  parties  interested  in  tbc  Bub- 
ject,  as  well  as  for  the  public  convenience, 
that  the  discussion  on  the  sugai  duties 
should  take  place  at  aa  early  a  period  as 
possible,  and  ne  had  given  notice,  that  he 
intended  to  propoee  an  important  altera- 
timi.  It  was  on  these  grounds  that  he 
eamcfltly  entreated  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  orders  on  the  paper  previous  to  his 
own,  to  allow  him  to  state  the  nature  of 
the  propositions  which  he  intended  to  pro< 
posej  he  should  endeavour  to  justify  such  a 
concessioa  at  their  hands  by  taking  up  as 
shiot  a  time  as  possible. 

Mr.  Franci*  French  observed,  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  bad  given 
notice  last  year  that  he  intended  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  for  the  encouragement  of  public 
works  in  Ireland,  but  there  appeared  to  be 
no  probabiUty  of  such  a  measure  being  in- 
troduced at  present ;  be  therefore  wished 
to  learn  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
what  were  his  intentions  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

The  Chancellor  of  Iha  Exchequer  an- 
swered, that  with  rMpect  to  the  Public 
Works  Bill,  it  was  bis  intention  to  intro- 
duce that  measure,  and  to  endeavour  to 
carry  it  during  the  present  Session.  His 
hon.  Friend  must  be  aware  that  be  bad  no 
opportunity  of  biinging  forward  the  mea. 
sure  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Sesaoa, 
with  a  chance  of  carrying  it. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  thought  that  it  would 
be  ranch  better  to  strike  off  all  those 
Bills  from  the  order  book  which  were  not 
likely  to  be  got  through  during  the  pre- 
sent Session.  If  the  noble  L<ird  would 
mention  those  Bills  which  he  intended 
to  pass  during  the  preseut  Session,  aud 
let  the  others  stand  over,  it  would  add 
materially  to  the  convenience  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen. At  present  bon.  Members  were 
brought  down  to  the  House  not  knowing 
what  measures  were  to  be  discussed,  to  the 
hindrance  of  public  business,  and  to  the 
great  inconvenience  of  Members.  He  wished 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  ques- 
tion respecting  the  new  Stamp  Bill.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  probably  press 
for  so  much  of  the  measure  as  related  to 
the  alteration  of  the  stamp  duties  on  news- 
papers, but  did  be  expect  that  he  should 
be  able  to  pass  during  the  present  Ssssion 
all  the  clauses  of  that  extensive  measure  ? 

Tbe  Ckancelhr  of  the  Exchequer  agreed 
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with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  it  would 
be  for  the  convenience  of  public  business 
that  those  measures  that  were  not  likely  to 
.  be  carried  during  the  present  Session 
I  should  be  postponed ;  but  he  did  not 
j  think  that  this  would  be  the  case  with  rs- 
I  sped  totfae  Bill  for  the  consolidation  ofthe 
stamp  laws,  although  it  was  a  very  long 
I  Bill.  The  points  on  which  differences  of 
opinion  were  likely  to  arise  could  be  ga- 
'  tbered  by  meeting  the  parties  interested, 
and  he  could  assure  theright  bon.  Gentle- 
tleman  thut  he  had  had  many  commnot- 
cations  with  them.  He  hopol,  af^er  the 
alterations  he  had  proposed,  that  the  points 
of  difference  of  views  would  be  few  in 
numb^,  and  so  unimportant  in  tbemsdve^ 
that  they  would  not  be  likely  to  prevent 
the  important  object  of  consolidating  the 
stamp  laws  from  beine  eflected  during  the 
present  Session.  If  tney  could  effect  con- 
solidation with  satisfaction  to  the  House 
and  the  country,  they  would  obtain  an 
object  of  public  ustfuloess  which  should 
not  be  lightly  abandoned  ;  at  the  same 
time,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he 
would  endeavour  to  strike  off  all  thow 
Bills  which  were  not  likely  to  be  carried 
during  the  present  Session. 

Mr.  Caifley  thought  it  was  most  objec< 
tionable  to  brin^  on  public  business  on 
Wednesdays,  which  was  the  only  day  on 
which  private  Members  had  an  opportunity 
of  bringing  forward  Bills. 

Mr.  Waltletj  also  protested  against  thus 
dealing  with  the  Bills  introduced  by 
Members  not  connected  with  the  Gorem- 
ment.  The  first  order  of  tlie  day  was  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  I'arish  Vestries 
Bill — a  measure  which  he  had  introduced, 
and  which  it  was  of  importance  should  fae 
carried  without  delay.  He  did  not  feel 
himself  justified  in  assenting  to  the  request 
of  the  right  boD.  Gentleman. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
not  explained  the  nature  ofthe  urgent  ne- 
cessity that  prevailed  with  respect  to 
voting  the  sugar  duties.  The  annual  sugar 
duties  would  expire  on  tbe  5th  of  July, 
and  it  would  be  a  great  public  inconve- 
nience if  they  were  not  at  once  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Hawet  thought  that  it  was  a  great 
hardship  that  Members  did  not  know  whe- 
ther they  should  be  allowed  to  proceed 
with  their  Bills  or  not  on  Wednesday.  He 
had  now  for  two  years  endeavoured  to  pt«* 
ceed  with  a  measure  of  great  public  im- 
portance which  he  had  introduced,  and 
he  could  not  help  complaining  of  the 
treatment  he  bad   ezpeneooed.     If   tfaf 
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would  proceed  witU  theii  measureB,  thef 
bad  better  by  half  at  once  strike  off  the 
notice-book  all  BilU  iotroduoed  bjr  pri- 
vate Memben.  Ifauch  a  proceeding  were 
attempted  again,  he  would  certainly  take 
the  Mnu  of  the  Hotiae  on  tba  ^lestion. 

Mi.  AgHonby  had  a  Bill  which  by  the 
propoaed  arrangement  he  should  be  pre- 
vented bringing  forirard  till  euob  a  late 
hour  of  the  evening  that  the  House  would 
not  tietea  to  it.  He  had  been  disappointed 
in  a  aimitar  manner  on  former  occaaioni. 

Mr.  fVakley  »id,  that  he  could  not 
cMsent  to  pottpone  tli«  diacusaion  on  the 
Foriah  Vestriea  Bill. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  luggeeted  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  propriety 
of  merely  moviag  hia  resolutioae  and 
taking  the  diacuaaioD  on  another  day.  He 
could  hardly  expect  to  get  through  the 
diacanion  in  a  ahort  time,  and  a  partial 
discoBMon  on  a  queation  of  this  nature 
would  not  be  satisfactory.  If,  therefore, 
the  Chancellor  ofthe  Exchequer  was  allow- 
ed to  introduce  hia  propositions,  the  debate 
on  them  could  be  taken  on  another  day. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
not  altogether  agree  to  tbe  arrangement 
propoaed  by  the  nght  hon.  Baronet.  He 
thooB^t  that  it  would  be  very  unTair,  and 
would  be  attended  with  great  inconveni- 
ence after  the  notice  he  had  given,  if  he 
did  not  explain  hia  views  and  intentions 
on  the  anbject.  If  after  his  explanation, 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  allow  the  discussion 
to  take  place  on  the  «econd  reading,  he 
wculd  take  care  to  fix  on  a  day  when  they 
ahoold  have  8m)ile  opportunity  of  debating 
it.  With  Eespect  to  the  suggestion  (tf  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  he  woula  only  obaerve, 
that  if  the  resolutions  were  proposed  in 
Committee  to-day,  the  next  step  would 
be  to  report  them  to-morrow,  when 
be  would  not  have  an  ojiportnaJty  of  en- 
tering into  an  explanation,  aa  it  was  a 
Botice  day,  nor  could  a  diseuaaion  take 
place  on  them.  The  nearest  day,  then, 
fiir  a  diacussion  would  be  on  the  motion  for 
tbe  Mcond  reading  of  the  Bill  founded 
on  tbem.  All  that  he  required  was, 
ta  explain  shortly  the  object  he  had  in 
raw.  This  eoold  not  be  done  if  he  merely 
propoaed  tbe  reaolntiona  without  explao^ 
tion;  and  if  he  abatained  from  doing  ao, 
be  aboiJd  expose  hie  maatura  to  miaconoq>- 
tiaa,  and  be  mi^t  put  paitiee  who  were 
intereBtad  to  great  ioconvenience.  The 
boo.  Member  for  Finsbury  atood  in  a 
wliadr  &raantU»  fitustioo  m 


coming  forward  that  evening.  He  would 
move  that  the  House  reeoTve  itself  into 
a  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Motion  agreed  to.  Houw  in  Committw. 

EQUAr.IZATION     OF      SoSAB    DtTJkO 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  add, 
it  was  Ur  intention,  in  as  few  words  at 
possible,  to  state  to  the  Committee  the  dr- 
cumitances  attendant  upon  the  very  import, 
ant  question  which  it  was  his  duty  to  sub- 
mit to  the  House.  In  approaehing  this 
subject,  in  preference  to  the  other  orders  on 
the  paper,  it  was  not  from  any  want  of 
feeling  with  regard  to  the  great  importance 
of  the  subjects  to  which  they  refer;  but 
conMdenns  the  nature  o(  the  question 
which  he  had  to  introduce,  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  he  felt  the  highest  sense  of  grati- 
fication at  its  having  fallen  to  his  hit  to 
offer  the  present  explanation.  When  he 
considN^d  the  great  numher  of  years  that 
had  elapsed  during  which  the  equalisation 
of  the  sugar  duties  had  been  earnestly 
sought  for,  and  urged  upon  the  Legislature 
— when  he  considered  the  number  of  peti- 
tions which  had  been  presented  on  tha 
subject—when  he  considered  the  great 
interests  involved  in  the  diseusuon — be 
thought  If  hon.  Gentlemen  had  adverted 
somewhat  more  care&lly  to  the  magnitude 
of  the  question,  they  would  not  for  a  single 
moment  have  interposed,  but  would  have 
given  their  preference  to  this  matter  above 
all  other  Bills  before  the  House.  This 
important  subject  had  not  only  occupied 
the  attention  of  the  House  on  many  pre- 
vious occasions,  but  there  was  scarcely  a 
groat  mercantile  community  within  the 
realm  that  had  not  made  an  appeal  to  Far» 
Uamentin  reference  toil.  Thaie  was  not 
a  single  individual  in  the  House,  who  had 
not  reowdcd,  by  bii  qieeebes  at  bf  hit  rote, 
his  assent  to  the  pnooiple  of  equaliaatlon  ; 
but  still,  fttmi  year  to  year,aiid  on  gronttda 
which  he  was  the  last  person  to  question, 
but  which,  on  the  contrary,  he  admitted  to 
have  bfen  just,  the  consideiation  at  Aa 
question  with  a  view  to  brinong  it  to  an 
efiectual  and  final  issue,  bad  bm  port- 
poned.  Under  theee  cnomastancaa  he  did 
not  feel  himself  called  upon  to  aigae  at 
any  Tet7  great  length  in  fisvoor  of  Ae 
general  principle  involved  in  tbe  pnRMtion 
whidi  be  was  about  to  submit.  He  was 
lathcr  called  npon  to  show — what  the  cir- 
eumstances  were  which  Itad  heretofbre  pro. 
vented  the  adoption  of  the  aMMion  wniab 
be  opprahended  would  ii«ir  be  ao  Isngec 
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oppoteil — that  of  not  aiAy  aaimilating  tbow 
dutiea,  but  alsoof  freung  ptrtieifram  thoie 
Kttnints  whieh  on  fonaer  occuioni  were 
impoKd  upon  them  in  growitig  lugar  in  tbe 
Eut  Indiei.  He  nrould  itate  to  the  Com. 
mittefl  the  pcwition  in  which  the  case  stood 
with  lefereoGe  to  formei  dimwiioiif;  be- 
cause, ia  respect  of  this,  or  aaj  other 
neasure  on  the  uibject  of  diflcriminatiag 
duties,  when  pretented  to  the  House,  not 
ouLj  the  expeaienc;  of  the  meature  should 
he  proved — not  only  should  it  be  proved  fit 
for  general  adoption,  but  it  should  be 
shown  that  it  ia  a  wise  application  of  a  just 

{irindple  ;  and  that  the  adverse  interests — 
or  there  must  be  adverse  interests — have 
no  just  right  to  complain.  '  On  this  point, 
however,  he  should  not  carry  the  Com- 
mittee further  back  than  the  year  1834.  At 
that  period,  when  the  question  of  the 
sugar  duties  whs  brought  forward  by  tlie 
then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  my 
noble  Friend,  Lord  Spencer — in  conse- 
quence of  a  suggestion  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Ewart),  that  from  and 
after  that  period  the  duties  on  East  and 
West  India  sugars  should  then  be  equalized 
— upon  that  occasion  his  noble  Friend 
said:— 

"  Me  WS9  well  aware  of  what  was  due  to 
the  West  Indians,  and  was  inclined  to  give 
them  that  due,  and  all  ihat  Ihey  required  was 
time  to  ie«  the  woricing  of  the  Act  passed  last 
Session  with  reference  to  the  West-India 
colonists.  lie  thought  it  would  not  be  ad- 
visable to  increase  the  pressure  on  the  Utter 
Colonies  until  the  effects  of  that  measure 
were  seen.  He  repealed  that  the  present 
proposition  was  merely  for  a  temporal  pur- 
pose, and  he  hoped  the  Honse  would  sgree 
toit."» 

Lord  Spencer's  opinion  was,  that  it  was 
(wly  s  qoetcioD  of  time ;  and  he  stated  he 
was  revdy  to  admit,  as  regarded  the  gen«vl 
|iriiKipIe  of  discriminatii^  duties,  tmtt  they 
could  not  be  defended  on  any  jnM  erounds. 
Upon  that  ocouson  the  r^ht  bon.  Bofonet 
(the  Member  for  Tamwortb),  with  great 
Jnidce  and  rtrang  feeling,  laid  down  tbe 
geneai  ptmeiple  whidi  ought  to  be  ap- 
plied to  ^ia  fanach  of  Finance.  His  rignt 
m.  Friend  Hid: — 

*■  He  beped  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Ewut)  wo^  peisovara  in  his  intention  of  sab- 
nitting  the  praaent  bigUy  iraportaat  subject  lo 
the  graxe  considsmiion  of  tha  House,  in  otder 
Ihat  they  might  clearly  understand  the  siluar 
tion  of  the  parties  interested  in  its  adjustment. 
As  far  as  he  coold  comprehend  its  bearings,  an 
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act  of  greater  injasiice  towards  tfca  natives  of 
India  could  not  be  dene,lhan  to  continue  upon 

tbeir  produce  the  anequa)  rate  of  duty  at  pre- 
sent levied.  Allhougb  an  attempt  to  establish 
dlscriminnting  duties  between  tno  countries 
might  not  by  the  one  aggrieved  be  considered 
OS  an  open  declarsiioo  of  war,  yet  it  would  not 
fati  lo  make  that  ooantnr  regard  the  attempt  oi 
a  marked  indication  of  hostility.  Tha  hoose 
might,at  all  events,  depend  upon  it, there  vrts 
a  growing  intelligence  in  tha  natives  of  India, 
that  could  not  bil  to  make  them  feel  most 
keenly  the  degree  of  favour  shown  to  theWest- 
India  colonials  in  comparison  with  that  ex- 
tended lo  them."* 
And  the  right  hon.  Baronet  added — 
"  He  was  disposed  to  agraa  with  the  noble 
Lord  in  tliioking  it  might  be  ioeiDedtent  at 
the  present  moment,  to  add  to  the  oiffionltisa 
of  tha  West-India  planter,  by  proposing  any 
change;  hot  he  at  the  same  time  thought,  that 
those  whose  capital  was  invested  in  Sost-India 
^curilies,  had  a  right  to  know  whether  the 
present  unequal  rate  of  duty  oq  the  produce  of 
that  country  was  lo  he  kept  up."f 

Such  were  (he  words  or  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  they  displayed  tbe  highest 
wisdom  ;  because  if  it  were  true,  as  un- 
doubtedly it  was,  that  the  establishment  of 
discriminating  duties  was  not  a  measure 
which  could  be  justly  resorted  to  be- 
tween nation  and  nation  in  amity,  he 
[rusted  that  no  Oentleman  in  this  House 
— though  possibly  they  might  not  feel 
[liemsefves  bound  to  the  inhabitants  of 
Hindostan  by  the  same  ties  which  connect 
them  with  their  immediate  constituents — 
would  be  disposed  to  reject  the  feeling  that 
it  was  our  bounden  duly  to  give  to  the 
King's  subjects  in  Hindostan  the  same  full 
measure  ofjustice  whicb  any  foreign  coun- 
try, in  aroity  with  this  empire,  was  entitled 
to  dcraaod  from  us.  He  had  read  tbe 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Barauet  on  the 
occasion  in  question,  because  he  thought 
that  in  a  few  powerful  sentences  it  em- 
bodied the  whole  principle  upon  which 
Parliament  ought  to  act,  aud  it  would  be 
for  him  to  show  that  he  was  prepared  U> 
apply  that  general  principle  in  a  manner 
consistent  with  justice  ana  with  prudence. 
His  object  in  referring  to  these  past  tran^ 
actions,  in  reference  to  the  question,  wa> 
to  show  that  nothing  like  surprise  could 
be  charged  against  him; — and  addition- 
ally,  to  make  this  apparent,  he  should 
briefly  allude  to  a  epeeck  made  at  the  aame 
time  by  the  noble  Membet  tot  North  Lan- 
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ciubire,  who  then 

the  Culoniat-Ofiice,  and  ffhu,  in  addition 
to  his  being  officially  bound  carefully  to 
watch  over  the  important  ialereBta  a(  out 
colonies,  was  peculiarly  connected  with  this 
■ubject,  by  the  glorious  measure  whioh  he 
had  the  year  before  been  the  instrument  of 
conducting  through  Parliament.  His  noble 
Friend,  on  that  occasion,  referred  more 
especially  lo  the  point,  that  full  notice 
would  be  due  (o  the  parties  before  any 
such  measure  as  this  should  be  passeti. 
His  noble  Friend's  words  were  these — 

"  The  feeling  which  every  Gentleman  had 
expressed  upon  ihe  subject  or  freedom  of  trade, 
and  more  aignilicant  than  all ;  the  strong  hint 
conveyed  by  the  decided  opinion  expressed  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronel,  the  Member  for  Tam- 
woilh  against  any  protectioD  being  atTorded — 
would  give  sufficient  notice  to  those  parties  in 
the  West  Indies,  that  they  must  not  expect  a 
continuance  of  those  duties  in  their  favour."  * 
His  noble  Friend  considered  this  sufii- 
cient  notice,  and  he  was  of  the  same  opin- 
ion. In  the  course  of  (he  last  Session  of 
Parliament  he  had  staled  his  opinion  of  the 
general  principle.  He  stated  then,  that  he 
thought  it  better  to  defer  the  alteration  of 
the  duties  rather  than  to  violate  an  under- 
standing, although  not  accompanied  by  any 
specific  declaration.  That  was  the  way  in 
which  he  put  the  question  last  year.  Two 
years  ago  it  was  distinctly  slated,  that 
ParliamCDt  was  disposed  to  consider  the 
whole  of  the  circumstances  attendant  upon 
the  equaliiaiion  of  these  duties;  and  last 
year  specific  grounds, — only  applicable  to 
that  year,  prevented  the  House  doing  so. 
These  grounds  no  longer  existed.  Under 
these  circumstances  It  was,  that  he  felt 
himself  bound  to  proceed  with  the  question 
of  the  equalization  of  these  duties. 
should  like  to  know  whether  there  wi 
peculiarity  In  the  circumstances  of  the  times 
which  ought  to  arrest  us  in  the  progress  of 
this  measure  ?  In  the  first  place  he  would 
ask,  with  reference  to  the  Weat-lndia  Co- 
lonies, whether  any  difficulty  had  been 
thrown  in  the  way  of  the  payment  of  the 
compensation  under  the  Slavery  Abolition 
Act?  On  the  contrary,  so  far  from  this 
being  the  case,  he  was  sure  that  the  patties 
interested  would  readily  admit,  that 
hazard,  at  any  inconvenience,  at  any 
trouble,  Government  had  taken  measures 
to  provide  funds  to  meet  this  purpose  be- 
fore they  could  possibly  be  called  upon  t( 
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the  House  |  pay  the  demands  of  the  West-India  pro- 
'"  '  prietors;  and  that  not  a  moment's  dela^, 
which  could  be  avoided,  had  interfered 
between  the  time  at  which  the  payments 
became  due,  end  their  being  met.  He 
would  ask,  had  that  measure  failed  ?  Had 
public  expectation,  in  reference  to  it, 
been  disappointed  ?  On  the  contrary,  he 
bled  to  state,  that  even  on  the  part 
of  those  who  entertained  the  least  confi- 
dence in  that  measure,  the  result  of  it  had 
been  allowed  to  be  more  successful  than 
was  anticipated  for  it  by  its  most  ardent 
advocates.  He  should  now  proceed  toad-  ' 
vert  to  the  mode  in  which  it  was  proposed 
to  carry  this  measure  into  effect,  assuming, 
as  he  justly  might,  that  the  time  was  come 
at  which  this  question  must  be  finally 
settled.  There  were  two  modes,  only,  in 
which  the  subject  could  be  discussed  ; — 
the  one  turning  upon  the  question  whether 
the  equalization  of  the  duties  should  take 
place  at  once  ;  and  the  other,  whether  it 
should  take  place  by  gradual  steps?  It 
was  urged  on  the  part  of  the  West-India 
planters,  that  the  change  should  not  be 
made  suddenly,  and  all  at  once,  for  that 
they  ought  not  to  be  subjected  to  compe- 
titjon  with  sugar  grown  in  more  advan- 
tageous soils ;  and  that  the  equalisation 
should  take  place  by  gradual  steps,  Parlia- 
ment following,  in  this  respect,  the  course 
which  had  been  adopted  with  safety  and 
utility  in  other  cases.  In  short,  it  was 
suggested  that  the  East-India  sugar  duties 
should  be  reduced  so  much  per  cent,  per 
annum,  until  gradually  they  arrive  at  an 
equality  with  the  West-India  duties.  He 
was  ready  to  admit  that  there  might  be 
some  plausibility  in  thisargumenl,  and  that 
there  were  many  cases  in  which  a  principle, 
however  useful,  should  be  applied  gra- 
dually ;  but  he  was  prepared  to  say,  in 
reference  to  the  present  subject,  that  aAer 
the  fullest  consideration  of  all  the  cue,  and 
after  communicating  with  all  the  parties 
connected  with  it,  the  determination  of  his 
mind  was,  that  it  would  be  for  the  interest 
of  all,  that  the  alteration  should  be  imme- 
diately carried  into  full  operation.  Hewu 
convinced  that  if  he  approached  the  subject 
in  any  other  spirit,  he  should  not  only  be 
conferring  no  protection  on  the  West-Indis 
planters,  which  would  be  of  any  importance 
to  them,  but  should  at  the  same  time  be 
throwing  discouragement  in  tbe  way  of 
those  who  are  disposed  to  advance  capital 
and  enterprise  in  East-India  commerce,  • 
step  which  would  tw  prodncttre  of  ^mf 
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out  his  case,  he  ihouid  lay  down  the  gene- 
tal  principle,  that  if  there  were  any  result 
of  a  useful  nature  attainable  bj  natural 
means,  it  were  a  mere  absurdity  to  interPere 
by  an  Act  of  Parliament,  for  the  purpose 
of  producing  a  like  result.  That  being  an 
admitted  principle,  he  was  iu  a  condition 
to  prove,  applying  it  to  the  present  sub- 
ject, that  though  these  duties  nould  be 
immediately  and  absolutely  altered,  vet  the 
competition  which  the  West-India  planters 
had  reason  to  apprehend  from  opening  the 
market  would  be  but  gradual.  If  this  were 
the  case, — and  he  knew  that  it  was, — the  re- 
sult which  that  interest  seemed  to  think  they 
could  only  ^ain  by  a  gradual  equalization 
of  these  duties,  would  be  attained  by 
natural  means,  without  the  Interposition  of 
any  law ;  and  he  therefore  thought  that 
natural  means  were  the  only  ones  to  which 
we  were  entitled,  in  this  instance, to  look. 
Gentlemen  most  conversant  with  the  sub- 
ject oF  sugar  produce  in  the  Eastern  colo- 
nies, were  all  of  opinion,  that  without  a 
very  extended  additional  growth  of  sugar 
(here,  the  quantity  of  sugar  which  they 
could  immediately  bring  toto  the  market 
would  not  be  materially  increased  for  some 
time.  The  raw  material  of  sugar  in  India 
was  in  itself  a  very  perishable  commodity, 
and  could  not,  therefore,  be  kept  for  any 
length  of  time.  Moreover,  it  was  produced 
by  the  natives  of  the  country,  who,  being 
eilremely  poor,  could  not  afford  to  keep 
any  great  atock,  even  if  it  were  not  so 
perishable  a  commodity ;  nor,  further.could 
there  be  any  great  stocks  kept  up  in  India, 
where  the  rate  of  interest  of  money  was  so 
very  high.  This  circumstance,  in  itself, 
was  sutficient  to  deter  persons  from  enter- 
ing very  largely  into  the  business  there, 
merely  upon  the  speculation  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  which  might,  at  a  future  time, 
be  passed  upon  the  subject  of  their  com- 
modity. Even  in  cases  where  an  alteration 
in  the  price  of  sugar  calls  for  but  a  slight 
iDcreaie  in  the  produce  of  sugar,  it  takes 
a  long  time  to  get  together  an;  such  in- 
crease in  the  raw  material,  To  increase  to 
any  extent  the  growth  of  sugar  in  India, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  increase  the  num- 
ber of  plantations;  and  thesecould  notbe 
established  in  a  day.  An  extended  growth 
of  sugar  could  not  be  effected  except  by 
the  application  of  British  capital  and  skill ; 
and  applied,  too,  for  the  purpose  of  im- 
proving machinery  for  the  manufacture  of 
sugar.    All  this  must  be  a  work  of  time  ; 


the  new  competition  coald  but  slowly  coma 
into  operation.  On  these  grounds  then,  he 
thought  it  unnecessary  to  propose  a  gradu- 
ated reduction  of  duty.  Would  it  not  be  a 
hardship  on  the  EaHt-lndia  interest,  if  Par- 
liament were  to  say,  that  discriminating 
duties  should  exist  fur  the  remainder  of  the 
term  of  n^ro  apprenticeship, — or  that  the 
duty  should  only  be  reduced  bv  steps 
during  that  period, — because  the  elTi.'ct  of 
that  course  would  be,  that  during  that 
whole  period  the  great  object  of  eniburking 
capital  in  India  would  be  defeated  ?  No 
person  would  like  to  advance  his  capital 
under  such  circumstances ;  when  circum- 
stances were  fluctuating  ^m  day  to  day, 
the  equalization  of  duties  should  be  im- 
mediate ;  and  in  that  case,  capital  would 
be  embarked  accordin«l7.  Though  he  did 
not -admit,  that  the  West-India  intert«t, 
was  entitled  to  the  pratei-tion  which  they 
asked,  yet  there  were  matters  in  respect  of 
which  they  were  entitled  to  protection. 
He  said  that  there  could  not  be  a  greater 
fraud  in  legislation,  than  would  take  place, 
if  the  House  were  to  enact  a  new  law, 
under  which  law  foreign  grown  East-India 

Xr  should  be  introduced  under  the 
ir  of  being  the  produce  of  the  British 
East-India  colonies.  What  act  of  justice 
would  it  be  to  the  people  of  Hindostan,  if 
sugar  could  be  introduced  from  Siam,  or 
other  places,   into    India  f     This  country 


owed  an  act  of  justice  to  iu  subjects  of 
Hindostan ;  hut  it  owed  no  such  act  to  the 
inhabitants  of  Si  am.  We  had  to  take 
especial  care  that  the  limits  of  our  legisla- 
tion should  be  the  limiu  of  the  actual 
justice  of  the  case.  The  first  and  moat 
obvious  protection  as  regarded  the  Wait- 
India  interest,  and  which  it  was  well  en- 
titled to  ask  was,  that  no  East-India  sugar 
should  be  imported,  into  this  country  with- 
out a  certificate  of  origin,  and  a  certificate 
of  origin  was  more  likely  to  be  genuine  in 
India  than  anywhere  else ;  because,  inas- 
much as  the  revenue  system  of  India 
extended  over  the  whole  face  of  the  country, 
and  was  connected  with  the  territorial 
payments,  it  would  not  he  difficult  to  get 
from  the  officers  of  the  district  a  certificate 
connecting  the  sugar  not  only  with  the 
place  at  which  it  was  produced,  but  even 
almost  with  the  name  of  the  person  who 
produced  it.  It  would  not  be  difficult  to 
accompany  that  sugar  with  a  certificate  as 
to  the  port  at  which  it  was  to  be  embarked, 
and  it  would  also  not  be  difficult  to  get 
from  the  competent  officer  of  the  port  a 
document  to  snow  that  the  sogar  imported 
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bare  ww  the  idmtloal  sumr  grown  in  tlie 
Brituh  poHeMoiii  in  Inaia.  His  first 
principle  wm,  that  a  Mrtificate  so  guu'ded 
and  so  particularised,  should  accompany  all 
sugar  imported  into  this  country.  But 
this  was  not  enough—justice  required  that 
they  should  go  further;  because  all  the 
provinoes  in  India  did  not  (trow  sugar,  and 
those  which  did  not  should  be  allowed  to 
receive  sugKr,  the  growth  of  foreign 
countries,  or  else  that  circumstanoe  would 
influence  the  market.  But  then,  as  foreign 
sugar  might  be  imported  into  those  places 
in  the  East,  where  sugar  was  manufac- 
tured, and  eiportsd  from  thence  a«  domestie 
produce,  it  was  necessary  to  guard  against 
that  fraud.  He  said,  therefore,  that  the 
West-India  Colonies  bad  a  just  right 
to  be  guarded  in  this  wayj  and  he  was 
the  more  justified  in  this  propoution,  in 
consequence  of  the  Uw  which  had  been 
imposed  on  themi  If  the  Mauritius,  fw 
insUnos,  were  allowod  to  import  co&ea  into 
this  oountry,  it  was  not  allowed  to  import 
formgn  oofiac.  The  Wsst  Indians,  than, 
asked  tnr  a  protection  juat  in  its  prinsiph;, 
being  one  to  wbii^  they  had  thamselras 
been  subjected  already.  But  a  most  ax- 
travagaut  request  had  been  made,  namely-' 
tliat  all  In^B  ihould  be  prohibited  from 
receiving  foreign  sugar.  Now,  that  pro- 
posal needed  oiUy  to  be  mentioned  to  carry 
Its  own  defeat  with  it.  It  was  said  by 
Pater  Plimley,  in  one  of  his  letters—"  Bro- 
ther Abraham,  whatever  you  may  have 
heard  to  the  contrary,  Ireland  is  bigger 
than  the  Isle  of  Wight."  So  he  might 
say,  that  India  was  larger  than  any  sugar 
island.  Bombay,  for  initanoe,  did  not 
grow  sugar.     In   admitting  tbal,  on  this 


the  West-India  interest  had  a  right 
toproteotion-'wych  thoic  most  anger  lor 
the  opening  of  the  sugar  trade  in  India  ore 
quite  ready  to  acqulewe  in— he  £elt  bound 
to  state  that  these  were  the  most  brood 
and  general  terms  upon  whieh  it  oould  be 
accorded.  He  should  therefore  propose 
that,  into  those  distrlots  of  India  whence 
sugarli  imported  into  this  country,  the  ini- 
portallun  of  foreign  sugar  should  be  pro- 
hibited)  but  that  there  should  be  per- 
mitted a  free  importation  of  foreifm  sugar 
into  other  parts.  This  would  have  the 
effect  of  not  disturbing  the  eaporiation 
trade  in  that  part  of  India  whence  the 
supply  of  sugar  was  likeiy  to  come,  and 
would  reserve  the  whole  principle  which" 
the  WegHndia  interest  had  ajust  right 
to  demand.  There  was  nnotlior  branch  of 
the  subject  upon  which  lie  wished  to  say 
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three  wotdk— he  alluded  to  tba  nibjeot 
of  bounties — jJAn  hon.  Membtr :  Draw- 
backs, I  lupposeil  Well,  he  would  use 
the  t«nn  "drawbacks;"  but  as  to  draw- 
backs or  dutiesi  or  by  whatever  name 
they  should  most  properly  be  called  in 
Parliament,  he  wished  to  say,  that  he 
did  not  consider  the  present  state  of  tite 
law  upon  the  subject  to  be  satisiactory. 
He  believed  the  vhole  of  this  part  of  the 
subject  required  revision  ;  but  ne  did  not 
mean,  on  the  present  occasion,  or  in  the 
Bill  he  proposed  to  introduce,  to  make  anj 
change  in  the  drawbacks.  He  thought 
however,  proper  to  state,  that  the  sub- 
ject was  under  toe  consideration  <rf  his  Ma- 
jesty's Goremment ;  and  if  he  continued 
to  fill  the  offioe  which  be  now  bad  the 
honour  to  bold,  in  the  next  Session  of  Par- 
liament he  should  consider  it  to  be  his  duty 
to  cdll  the  attention  of  the  House  to  it. 
He  was  the  more  anxioUB  to  arail  himself 
of  the  interralj  because  he  wished  to  see 
the  effect  of  the  equaliiation  of  duties 
upon  the  sugar  of  IncRa.  He  would  further 
observe,  the  House  must  be  aware,  that  of 
the  high  discrimiaating  duties,  the  conse- 
quence or  tendency  was,  that  only  the 
best  description  of  East-Indian  sugar  was 
imported.  But  put  an  end  to  those 
discriminating  duties,  and  there  would  be 
various  qualities  of  Easulndian  sugar  in- 
troduced ;  and  an  oppOTtunity  given  of 
then  ascertaining  what  the  eSects  of  these 
drawbacks  would  be.  He  would  say  a  few 
Words  more,  and  then  close  his  observations, 
Hon.  OeDtiemen  who  had  done  him  the 
honour  of  attending  to  him,  would  perceive, 
that  if  the  CertiScate  of  origin  were  required 
— and  required  It  ought  to  be— the  effect 
of  the  Resolutions,  or  rather  of  the  Aet  of 
Parliament  to  be  hereafter  founded  upon 
them,  tvould  be,  that  it  would  <inly  act 
upon  cargoes  Introduced  from  India  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Act.  This  was  k 
matter  of  striijt  Justice ;  because,  If  tht^ 
applied  the  rule  at  once  to  Eott-India 
sugars  now  its  warehouse — inasmuch  as 
the  high  discriminating  duty  only  had 
reference  to  the  highest  qnality  of  sogat— 
it  would  be  most  uofsir  were  theyto  allow 
those  sugars  to  be  entered  for  consumption 
atthelowerrateofduty.  Hehadnowstoted 
to  the  House  the  principles  upon  which, 
in  justice  to  all  parties,  he  felt  himself 
called  upon  to  act— he  had  slated  Iilsdecidcd 
opinion  to  be  in  fhvour  of  immediate  equal- 
iaatioD— he  had  stated  why  he  thought 
the  discriminating  duties  should  no  longM 
exist— he  had  stated  the  nature  of  the  pro* 
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taction  which  he  coDBidered  diM  to  the: 
Wut-Indiaiotereit,  and  the  mode  in  which 
hfi  considered  that  the  meamiie  might, 
without  difficuUf,  be  carried  into  effect. 
He  trusted  that  when  the  House  came  to 
a  TOte  on  tliia  aulyect  it  would  he  re- 
roemberad  bow  long  and  how  anxiously 
thia  ineanire  had  been  desired  and  prayea 
for  on  the  part  of  the  riling  population  of 
Hindoatao ;  that  erery  account  which  bed 
been  received  from  that  country  showed 
that  its  intelh'gence,  its  knowledge  of  what 
concerna  ita  own  interests,  and  the  true 
relations  which  exist  between  it  and  the 
mother-country,  strcn^ben  daily ;  that  a 
knowledge  of  uur  institutions  and  of  our 
language  was  constantly  extending  in  Hln- 
doatan  ;  and  that,  fiQally,  such  a  measure 
as  this  would  be  gratefully  received  bytbe 
people  of  India  as  a  pledge,  that  the  Far- 
Itament  of  Great  Britain  knew  their  in- 
terests and  were  anxious  to  promote  them ; 
and  that  though  there,  were  no  actual  It«- 
presentatireatn  India  in  this  House,  yet  that 
there  were  In  it  men  who  entertained  an 
anxious  wish  to  promote  the  happiness  and 
prmperity  6f  their  fellow-subiects.  Such 
a  measurel  as  this,  too,  wotud  give  great 
satisfaction  Co  the  great  commercial  com- 
■nnnitiet  of  our  own  country,  who  bad  over 
and  over  a^n  applied  to  Parliament 
through  their  Sepresentstives  in  this 
House  to  do  justice  to  India,  and  by  so 
doing  to  promote  the  best  Interests  of  the 
commercial  world.  He  thanked  the  House 
for  the  indulgence  with  which  he  had  been 
listened  to,  and  he  begged  to  move,  "  That 
towards  railing  the  Supplr  granted  to  his 
Majesty,  the  following  duties  shall  be  paid 
on  the  importation  of  Sugar  on  and  from 
the  ath  day  of  July,  ies6,  for  a  time  to  be 
limited,  and  under  such  regulations  and 
conditions  as  shall  be  provided  by  any  Act 
to  be  passed  in  this  3essi<»i  of  Parliament, 
namely  :— 


Brown,  or  Miuoavado  or  alayed 
sugar,  not  bein^  refined,  Ibe  owt. 

— — — ,  the  growth  of  any  Briiisk 
posaeMJon  in  America,  and  im- 
ported from  thence,  the  cwl.  -  - 
,  the  growth  of  any  Britiih 

Kiettion  within  the  iiniils  oF  the 
lUlndis  Company's  Chatter, 
into  whieh  the  imporiaiion  of 
foreign  lugai  may  he  prohibited 
by  Ian,  and  imported  from  thence, 
ihe  cwt.       ..... 

,   the   growth   of  any  other 

British    possession    within   those 
Irmili,  and  Inporled  from  thence, 
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,  the  owt. 

-,  the  produce  of  and  in 

ported  from  any  British  poasei- 

■ion,  the  cwt. 
Refined,  (he  cwL 
Candy,  Brown,  the  cwt. 
^-~-—,  White,  the  cwt.    -      -       -     e    a    v 

Mr.  Goulbum  said,  he  thought  Hiat  the 
general  wish  of  the  House  was,  that  any 
discussion  upon  the  details  should  be  de- 
ferred till  a  future  stage.  Then  had  been 
an  nnderstanding  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House,  who 
bad  been  present,  that  it  would  be  more 
for  the  generat  convenience  of  the  House 
that  no  debate  should  arise  that  evening ; 
but  in  abstaining  from  a  discussion,  in  this 
instance,  he  felt  himself  placed  in  a  difficulty 
principally  arising  from  the  speech  of  bis 
right  hot).  Friend,  whohad  dealt  so  largely, 
and  had  expatiated  so  much  upon  the  Im- 

SDrtance  of  showing  to  the  people  of  Hiti' 
mtan  that  as  they  were  not  represented 
in  that  House,  there  were,  neverOieless,  in 
it  those  persons  who  took  an  interest  In 
their  welfare,  and  were  prepared  to  protect 
their  commercial  intereMs ;  and  that  right 
faon.  Gentlemen  had  so  carefully  avoided 
all  such  allusioni  with  reference  to  the 
West-Indians,  that  It  became  the  mtire  in- 
ciAnbent  on  those  who  fbit  an  interest  in 
our  West-Indian  possessions,  to  show  that 
there  were  also  persons  in  Parliament  who 
felt  a  deep  interest  in  that  population— a 
population  which  was  equally  Unrepresented, 
in  that  House  with  that  erf  Hindostan. 
The  people  of  the  West-Indies  were  more 
particularly  deserving  of  care  and  atten- 
tion, because  they  were  emerging  from  a 
comparative  state  of  barbarity  to  a  state 
of  complete  civilisation.  Yet  notnith- 
standing  the  inducement  to  enter  upon  a 
discussion,  he  would  forbear  entering  Into 
the  eubjetrt  at  any  length.  He  thought, 
however,  that  tliey  had  some  little  reason 
to  complain  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  for 
having  nroposed  his  plan  at  «o  late  a  period, 
seeing  that  when  they  sbonld  come  to  the 
consideration  of  the  neit  stage  of  the  pro. 
ceeding,  thej  would  not  have  the  oppor. 
tunity  of  giving  the  question  that  sober 
deliberation  which  ought  to  be  applied  to  it. 
This  was  the  great  tfifficulty  in  the  case, 
for  it  was  not  merely  a  question  of  reduc- 
tion of  duty,  or  one  of  general  principle 
only,  as  It  was  one  which  imposed  the  con. 
sideralion  of  those  Vftriuuadetallsupnn  which 
must  mainly  depend  the  successfbl  working 
out  of  the  plan  of  his  right  hon.  FrientI, 
Rjr  they  were  essential  to  the  fulfilment  of 
this  o^ect.    And  yet  thej  were  to  be 
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innamerBble  restrictions  and  penalties  in 
this  important  branch  of  commerce  ;  and 
he  Ihoughl  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excbe- 
qncr  would  nol  be  doing  equal  justice  if, 
white  giving  to  the  East  Indians  the  means 
of  competing  with  the  West  Indies,  he 
should  ref<ise  to  the  West  Indies,  the 
privilege  of  obtaining  rheir  food  from  any 
and  every  market,  and  thus  continue  to 
-  support  a  most  unju^it  monopoly.  The 
hoD.  Member  concluded  by  adverting  to  a 
petition  which  had  been  presented  to  his 
Majesty  from  Cnnada,  in  which  they 
sought  for  the  facilities  of  free  trade. 

Mr.  Ewart  joined  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Middlesex,  in  thanking  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  this  wise 
and  just  measure.  He  thought  the  West- 
India  interest  had  no  right  to  complain, 
for  the  protection  given  to  them  by  the 
Bill  was,  in  his  opinion,  sufficiently  strong. 
That  protection  vas  threefold: — First, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  allow 
foreign  sugars  to  be  imported  into  those 
portions  of  India  from  which  Indian  sugar 
was  exported — a  strong  measure  certainly, 
somewhat  uncommercial  in  its  character, 
and  one  which  nothing;  but  the  necessity 
of  the  case  could  justify;  secondly,  by 
requiring  a  certificate  of  origin ;  and 
lastly,  that  the  sugar  now  here  should  not 
came  under  the  new  ri^gulatians  as  to 
duty,  because  it  was  purchased  under  the 
expectation  that  it  would  have  to  pay  the 
regular  duty.  With  these  ihree  restric- 
tions he  thought  the  West-Indian  interest 
might  wtll  be  content.  He  hailed  the 
general  measure  as  one  of  justice  and 
wisdom,  and  promoting  an  enlightened 
spirit  of  free  commerce.  ^  By  promoting 
the  cultivation  of  sugar  in  the  East,  and 
by  inducing  capitalists  to  invest  their 
capital  in  such  an  undertaking,  they 
would  also  be  the  means  of  promoting  the 
cultivation  of  the  important  articles  of 
cotton  and  tobacco,  for  which  the  adjacent 
■oils  to  that  in  which  the  sugar  cane  was 
grown  were  exceedingly  favourable ;  and 
thus,  as  had  alre;idy  happened  with 
respect  to  indigo  they  would  give  another 
great  impulse  to  the  prosperity  and  welfare 
of  the  British  empire  in  the  East.  He 
hoped  that  Government  would  also  take 
on  the  duty  on  pepper,  and  pldce  rum 
made  in  the  East  Indies  on  the  same  foot- 
ing as  that  made  in  the  West,  Indeed 
this  seemed  as  a*  natural  corollary  of  re- 
ducing the  duty  on  sugar  and  encouraging 
the  cultivation  of  the  sugar  cane.  The 
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article  of  cotton  was  likely  to  become  a  very 

important  article  of  cultivation  in  the  East' 
Indies.  Some  specimens  of  East-Indian 
cotton  had  madeitsappearance  at  Liverpool 
last  year, of  very  snperiorquality, and  if  pro- 
perly encouraged  it  was  not  impossible  that 
our  colonies  in  the  East  might  be  enabled  to 
compfte  even  with  the  United  States  in 
supplying  England  with  this  important 
article  of  her  commerce,  and  fertile  source 
of  her  commercial  prosperity. 

Mr.  O'Connelt  had  only  one  observation 
to  make.  He  did  not  thmk  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool,  in  the  excellent 
remarks  which  he  had  made,  had  staled 
the  case  so  strongly  as  he  might  have 
done,  in  reply  to  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge University,  who  apprehended  some 
dangerous  moral  effects  from  the  adoption 
of  this  measure.  The  West-Indian  interest 
bad  been  long  prepared  for  this  ;  and  tbey 
had  20,000,000/.  given  to  them  as  a  com-. 
pensation  for  the  abolition  of  slavery ;  and 
during  the  discussions  on  that  question  it 
was  frequently  stated,  that  the  people  of 
England  would  never  consent  to  pay  this 
large  sum  unless  the  duties  on  East-India 
sugars  were  equalised  as  an  equivalenL 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
|)ut  a  clear  bonus  into  the  pockets  of  the 
West-India  proprietors:  for  he  believed 
that  estates  in  those  colonies  were  now 
more  valuable  than  they  had  been.  For 
his  0.1  n  part,  he  was  one  of  those  who 
congratulated  the  House  and  the  country 
on  the  introduction  of  the  present  mea- 
sure. Indeed,  this  was  an  exceedingly 
right  step, 

Mr.  Patrick  Maxwell  Stewart  did  not 
rise  to  complain  of  the  proposition  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  especially  as  he  understood 
that  the  important  details  would  be  dis- 
cussed on  a  future  .occasion  ;  but  he  did 
complain  of  the  manner  and  tone  in 
which  it  had  been  introduced,  because  it 
came  with  a  startling  effect  on  not  only 
the  West-India,  but  also  the  East-India 
interests,  who  certainly  did  not  expect  it 
would  be  brought  forward  in  so  sweeping 
a  manner  as  was  proposed.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  noticed  the  warnings 
which  had  been  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth,  and 
he  admitted,  that  they  had  been  receive<^ 
as  warnings  that  these  alterations  would, 
be  made ;  but  there  were  particular 
circumstances  which  were  specially  to  be 
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,e.„iid  in  .«f plv  of  Utar,  .nd  addled  |  t^.tf*;;'.*,"'™,,^!, 
with  the  cost  of  all  their  labourers,  though 
they  performed  only  limited  labour.  What 
the  West  Indians  understood— and  he  ap- 
pealed to  his  right  hoo.  Friend  if  such 
was  not  Ibe  case— was,  that  they  were  to 
be  prepared  for  a  graduated  process  of 
reduction.  He  odmilted,  indeed,  the 
reasoning  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  that, 
pfactically  speaking,  such  an  arrangement 
might  not  lead  to  any  good.  He  admitted 
the  new  light  which  had  been  thrown  out, 
that  it  was  right  to  come  to  a  conclusion 
on  the  subject,  if  he  conceived  that  a 
graduated  system  would  deter  the  applica- 
tion of  capital  and  skill  from  being  em- 
barked in  Weat-lndia  property.  With 
regard  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  | 
O'Connell),  he  had  reiterated  the  observa- 
tions which  he  had  before  made  on  the 
subject  of  the  twenty  millions  grant  to 
the  slave  proprietors.  Now  he  believed 
it  was  a  generous  and  a  fair  settlement  of 

the  question,  and  he  must  express,  as  he 

always  would  do,  his  gratitude  for  that 

grant.     But  then  his  interpretation  of  the 

matter  was.  that  it  was  a  bargain  on  both 

aides;  and  when  he   was  told    thai  the 

public  lost  the  twenty  millions,  and  that 

they  had  given  a  bonut  to  the  West-Indis 

proprietors,  he  must  deny  it.     Again,  thi 

mlue  of  estates  in  the  West  Indies  wai 

not  what  it  had  been,  and  estates  might 

be  purchased  at  a  very  reduced  rate  ;  and 

property  was  torn  to  pieces  by  the  fervour 

of  the  one  side  and  the  folly  of  persons  on 

the  other.    He  wished  to  ask  the  right 

hon.  Chancellor  of    the  Exchequer    two 

questions,    in    order    that    there     might 

bo    DO   mistake,    as,  unless   the     matter 

were  clearljf  explained  it  was  more  than 

probable    that    some -such    apprehension 

would  arise.     First,  it  was  sala  that  with 

npxi  to  the   stuff  of   East-India  sugar 

now  here,  this  principle  was  not  to  apply ; 

and  the  principle  ought  not  in  fairness  to 

apply  to  any  produce  or  sugar  of  Indi 

now  coming  home  even  under  certificates 

of  origin.  This  should  be  distinctly  under- 
stood in  order  to  allay  misapprehension, 

if  it  should  arise ;   and  It  should  be  aisc 

distinctly    understood  and   provided    for. 


The  West  Indians  were,  in  i  commercial  int«r«nir«e  with  the  United 
ine    wesL  inoia        .      !       ]  gj^jggNow  be  begged  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman   if  be   was  prepared   to 
restore   that    communication    direct  and 
uninterrupted  as  before  ?     He  waa  aware 
it  might  be  objected  to  on  many  grounds, 
and  that,  though  amounting  to  a  heary 
burden  on  the   West  Indies,  it  was  part  <rf 
the  late  colonial  system.     But  if  the  free 
trade  system  were  to  be  introduced— if  the 
protecting    duties  on    West-India     eueat 
were  to  be  reduced — then  it  waa  but  Wr 
that  the  trade  and  commercial  intercourse 
of  the  Western  colonies  should  be  as  free 
and    untwtricted  as  those    of   the    East 
This  was  a  part  of  the  bargain  on  whidi 
the  West-Indies  must  insist.     This   waa 
more  important  now,  for  the  Americana, 
having  formerly  taken  a  great  deal  of  our 
West-India  produce,  were  forced,  by  the 
commercial  restiictiooe  imposed  on  them, 
I  on    their  own  resources    of   cultivation  ; 
but,  after  various  experiments,  the^  had 
found  that  their  climate  was  not  suitable, 
and  if  the  restrictions  were  removed  they 
would,    in    all    probability,    become    tbe 
principal  customers  of  the  West   Indies. 
Such,  indeed,    was  tbe  state  of  colonial 
productions  amongst  the  Americans,  that 
they  had    becoine   great  buyers  of  these 
productions  in  the  markets  of  the  Spanish 
colonies   of  the   Continent,   and   even   of 
this  country.      He  mm   quite  sure    the 
House  would  see,  that  in  the  principle  of 
free   trade   it  was  impossible    that   they 
could  allow  any  lemtuning  restriction  on 
the   commerce  of  the   West    Indies  witii 
America,   however  sanctioned  by  length 
of  time,    or  any  other  feeling  or  opinion 
whatever.     If  this  were  not  granted  what 
what   would    be    the  result  ?      America 
would  resort  to  Cuba,  and  foreign  colonies 
who  were  ready  to  receive  her  produce  in 
exchange     without    restriction.      If    the 
advantages   now  possessed  by  the  West 
Indies  in  respect  to  the  supplying  of  the 
mother   country  were  taken  from   them, 
they  had  a  right  to  claim,  on  the  other 
hand,  those  advantages  which  they  could 
obtain    for     themselves    from    American 
intercourse;  and  this  they  asked,  not_ as  a 
boon  but  as  a  fair  and  equitable  adjust- 
ment, and  as  the  only  fair  and  equiuble 
Bcijustment   to  which    the    House  could 
come.     Waiting,  therefore,  for  the  answer 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer  to 
tiiaii  indw  was  not  to  be  an  exporting  and    these  two  points,  he  bad  nothing  more  to 
importing  coontry  at  the  same  moment.  ;  say  than  that  this  arrangement,  if  ^T'ca 
Now,  there  was  another  point.   The  West  ,  fairly  and  justly  into  eflect,  would  be,    in 
ladies  were  subject  to  certain  restrictions.  '  bis   opinion,    productive  of  the    8«»™j 
whichamountedtoapoBitiTepreliibitionof   advantages  to  the  East  Indies,  and  would 
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be  an  act  ofjuBtice  to  our  coIonistB  generally,  |  tectioD  to  the  coloaiesf  The  j«9olution 
between  whom  no  diBtinction  ought  to  be  ,  showed  the  contrary ;  for  it  uid  that 
Rude,  when  the  competition  between  fbreign  Eiigars  should  not  be  admitted 
them  was  conducted  upon  a,  fair  and  just  |  under  a  duty  of  SI.  3s,  per  cwt,  while 
footing.  I  West  aud  East  Indian  sugars  would  be  ad- 

Lord  William  Benlinck  said,  he  believed  i  mitted  at  1/.  4j.  per  cwt.  Was  that  no 
that  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  the  ,'  protection  to  the  colonial  interests  ?  Then 
system  of  certificates  of  origin,  j  again  did    his  hon.    Friend    propose    to 

Mr.  Fmiklt  Tltamson  was  glad  to  hear  |  sweep  away  the  nnvigation  laws,  as  ap- 
the  first  part  of  his  huo.  Friend  the  Mem.  i  plying  to    our    East   and     West  Indian 


ber  for  Lancaster's  speech,  because  it  was 
couched  in  the  spirit  consonant  with  his 
general  lundly  feeling.  As  his  opinions 
on  the  subject  were  well  hnown,  hon. 
Gentlemen  must  be  auare  how  deeply 
anxious  he  had  been  for  a  long  timi;  to 
effect  the  icmoval  of  the  differences  In 
question.  But  at  the  same  time  he  had 
i^waya  considered  that  there  had  been 
much  exaiggeration  upon  both  sides. 
He  bdlieveil  that  the  alarm  of  the  West- 
Indians  was  entirety  groundless  with  re- 
sard  to  the  possession  which  they  might 
have  of  any  monopoly  in  this  country ;  and 
also  that  the  expectations  entertained  on 
behalf  of  the  Eaat-Indians  had  been  greatly 
exaggerated.  The  change  of  system  in- 
troduced  into  that  country,  which  would 
enable  British  capital  to  be  employed,  and 
British  industry,  energy,  and  intelligence 
to  be  exertedi  and  from  which  they  might 
confidently  anticipate  that  great  advan- 
tage would  result,  was  but  of  late  origin. 
HtshoD.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Lancaster, 
had  completely  understood  his  right  hon. 
Friend  in  supposing  that,  with  regard  to  all 
sugars,  the  produce  of  the  East  Indies, 
now  in  this  country,  the  alteration  would 
not  apply ;  certificates  of  origin  would  be 
required,  and  no  sugars  now  on  their  way 
frvm  the  East  Indies  could  be  admitted 
«t  the  reduced  duty— nor  indeed  any  which 
might  be  on  their  way  for  a  considerable 


hould  be  kno^ 


:ill  the 


I,  [hat 
the  Act  should  be  known  in  tliat  country. 
He  was  surprised  at  the  extreme  length  to 
which  his  hon.  Friend  went  upon  this  sub- 
ject ;  he  seemed  to  adopt  what  he  had  not 
always  been  ready  to  adopt -'the  principles 
of  free  trade,  ana  tn  carry  them  to  rather 
a  wild  extent  When  his  hon.  Friend 
Bail),  "because  you  are  prepared  to 
etjualise  the  duties  on  West  and  Hast 
India  sugars,  therefore,  you  are  to  sweep 
away  all  remnants  of  the  old  culonijil  sys- 
tern,"  he  certainly  diil  seem  I"  have  very 
wtHtderfully  changed  for  a  very  small  cause. 
Did  hia  hon.  Friend  thinl;,  that  because 
thi  "     ' 


possessions?  His  hon.  Friend  might, 
deed,  say  that  he  was  not  prepared  to 
do  that;  but  still,  that  he  claimed 
for  the  West  Indiana  that  they  should  he 
put  on  the  B.ime  footing  as  the  East 
Indians,  with  regard  to  what  they  im- 
tiorttd  fur  their  own  consumption.  Now 
he  had  given  much  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject ;  he  had  heard  many  complaints  made 
upon  it,  but  he  had  always  found  that  the 
parties  from  whom  they  emanated  had  not 
stated  the  facts  of  the  case  correctly.  If 
they  had  established  their  rase,  he  snuuld 
always  have  been  ready  to  do  evervthing 
in  his  power  which  they  required;  out  he 
had  found  that  in  almost  every  ciise  of 
that  kind  which  they  had  adduced,  their 
facts  had  ftiled  them.  Hia  hon.  Friend 
said,  (hat  they  would  be  satisfied  with 
nothing  less  tlian  the  positive  removal  of 
the  duties  to  which  the  West  Indian* 
were  subject ;  but  surely  it  was  necessary 
to  look  to  the  interests  of  the  colonies  as 
well  as  those  of  the  mother  country.  The 
only  articles  on  which  he  had  been  able  to 
find  that  the  West  Indians  paid  any  higher 
duties  were  lumber,  staves,  flour,  and 
articles  of  that  description,  coming  ^m 
OUT  North  American  possessions  ;  and  on 
that  point  he  conld  answerhis  faon.  Friend, 
having  brought  in  the  Bill  of  1831,  on 
which  the  whole  of  the  settlement  existing 
ID  reference  to  It  were  based, — which 
Bill  had  been  left  pretty  nearly  in  the  state 
in  which  it  had  been  intmfluced.  That 
arrangement  had  been  made  at  the  request 
of  the  West  Indians  themselves,  on  the 
principle  that  it  was  not  advisahle  for  them 
to  he  ieftentlrely  dependent  on  the  United 
States,  hut  that  a  trade  in  those  articles 
so  essential  to  them  should  be  encouraged 
with  our  North  American  possessions. 
This,  however,  was  not  a  well-founded 
principle,  as  experience  had  shown.  In 
former  years  they  had  been  dependent  on 
the  United  States ;  and  the  United  States, 
thinking  that  they  must  necessarily  con- 
so,  had  imagined  that  we  should  be 


ley  were  effecting  an  equBlizatioi)  of  the    ohiiged  by  their  prohibiting  the  export  of 
duties,  they  were  doing  away  with  all  pro-  :  the  articles  in  question  to  these  colonies, 
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to  coDcede  to  them  certain  propoeitions, 
which  were  contrary  to  the  law  and  spirit 
of  ihe  pnlicjr  of  this  country.  A  cnramer- 
rial  war^e  was  carried  on  for  four  or  fire 
years,  and  the  Weat  Indians  had  been 
found  to  benefit  considerably ;  at  last  the 
existing  .arrangement  had  been  made,  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  West  Indians,  for 
their  interests  especiHlly,  and  for  tlit-ir 
iDterests  he  believed  that  it  now  continued. 
His  hon.  Friend,  however,  now  complained 
of  it,  and  if  it  were  thought  by  the  West 
Inilians  that  it  was  not  for  their  interest 
that  the  arrangement  should  continue,  let 
a  prnposition  to  that  effect  he  made — let 
the  question  be  fairly  considered,  and  he 
for  one  should  be  happy  to  give  it  his  best 
attention.  But  there  was  no  necessity  on 
that  account  to  delay  the  present  measure. 
It  should  be  borne  id  mind,  too,  that^  in 
ore  respect,  the  Weat  Indiana  liad  a  de- 
cided advantage  over  the  East  Indians— 
they  could  import  a1t  British  articles  free 
of  duty,  while  the  East  Indians  paid  a 
duty  of  Sf  per  cent,  upon  them.  They 
might  say  indeed  that,  although  the  East 
Indians  paid  2\  per  cent,  on  all  imports 
of  British  articles,  the  average  of  the 
duties  paid  upon  all  imports  into  the 
West  Indies  was  higher.  If  his  hon. 
Friend  would  bring  forward  any  particu- 
lar tax  in  illustration  of  that  asaertinn,  he 


.had  fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex.  His  hoD.  Friend  ba4 
said,  that  this  was  the  beginning  of  a  sys- 
tem— that  they  were  putting  East  Indian 
produce  on  the  same  footing  with  West 
Indian  produce,  and  that  it  would  be 
unjust  if  they  did  not  remote  the  dif- 
ferences existing  in  other  duties-  He 
called  on  his  hon.  Friend  to  ahow  him  any 
articles  in  which  there  was  a  difference 
existing — with  the  exception  of  two — 
tobacco  and  spirits.  As  to  the  first,  he 
had  always  contended  that  that  was  not 
an  article  lo  which  they  ought  to  look 
with  any  consideration  as  to  the  duty  to 
be  levied  on  it — that  it  was  one  which 
could  not  find  its  way  from  the  East 
Indies  here,  if  it  were  not  favoured.  He 
had  himself  removed  the  inequalities  of 
duties  enisting  on  sixteen  articles,  in- 
cluding cotton  wool,  to  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had  adverted  ;  so  that  thoas  arti- 
cles were  now  admitted  at  the  same  duty 
from  all  British  possessions.  His  hon. 
Friend   had  alluded    to    the    high    duty 
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existing  on  pepper.  He  would  admit,  that 
the  duty  was  a  very  bad  one,  and  he 
should  be  happy  if  the  state  of  the  revenne 
would  allow  of  an  alteration ;  he  had  had 
it  under  consideration,  and  lie  had  been 
deterred  from  attempting  it  only  by  the 
facriiite  of  money  which  it  would  occa- 
sion. He  hoped,  however,  that  before 
the  lapse  of  any  long  period,  he  should 
be  able  to  try-  an  experiment  upon  that 
duty.  He  was  glad  to  find,  that  the  pro- 
position of  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  been 
so  well  received  by  the  House;  the  only 
exception  to  the  general  favour  with  which 
it  had  met,  had  been  afforded  by  the 
riglit  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Goulburn),  but  if  there  were  any  serious 
objections  to  the  measure,  he,  for  one, 
should  be  ready  to  discuss  them  with 
fairness  and  candour. 

Mr.  William  Crawford  rose  to  remove 
the  alarm  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
opposite  seemed  to  entertain  with  respect 
to  the  introduction  of  foreign-grown  su- 
gars, under  the  change  about  to  take 
place  in  the  law.  He  would  make  one 
observation,  which  would,  he  thought,  be 
conclusive  on  the  point.  There  was  in 
India  but  one  port  of  export  ftora  which 
[ndia-grown  sugars  could  come— the  port 
of  Calcutta :  and  the  history  of  that  port 
did  not  afford  an  instance  of  the  introduc- 
tion of  foreign  sugars,  for  such  a  step 
would  indeed  have  been  "  carrying  coals 
to  Newcastle."  The  certificate  of  origin 
could  without  difficulty  be  so  mana^edas 
to  preclude  the  possibility  of  imposition  in 
that  respect.  He  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  in  the  views  and  explanations 
which  he  had  given  in  respect  to  the  time 
at  wliich  the  East-Indian  sugars  would  be 
admitted  at  the  reduced  duty.  It  would 
be  satisfactory,  perhaps,  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  to  know  that  a  period 
of  nearly  two  years  would  elapse  before 
any  British-grown  sugar  from  India  could 
come  in  under  the  certificates  of  origin 
which  the  Act  would  require. 

Mr.  Goulburn  said,  that  it  was  hardly 
fair  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  tauni  him  with  not  opposing  the 
resolution,  after  he  had  specifically  risen 
on  the  understanding  which  haa  been 
thought  to  prevail  —  that  it  was  not  in 
accordance  with  the  inclinations  of  the 
House  that  a  discussion  should  take  place, 
BO  manr  Gentlemen  having  expressed  a 
desire  that  the  other  busineas  of  the  eren- 
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ing  should  be  brought  oa.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  he  shnuld  njipose  the 
Bill,  —  he  should  exemine  it  with  the 
tranquillity  and  care  n-hich  the  question 
deserred.  But  if  he  were  to  be  tauoted 
vrith  not  entering  ioto  the  discussiun  be- 
cause be  eudeavoured  to  fiirn'ard  the  views 
of  the  Hou&e,  very  little  encouragement 
was  held  out  to  hou.  Members  so  to  act  in 
future. 

Mr.  P.  Thomson  explained,  that  he  had 
merely  observed  th&t  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemiin  had  not  detailed  the  reasons  of  his 
objection. 

Mr.  O.  F.  Young  Paid,  he  would  not 
have  risen  but  for  the  observation  of  the 
hon.  Menibrr  for  Lancashire.  He  had 
been  surprised  to  hear  him  refer  to  the 
.  present  measure  as  a  reliixation  and  break- 
ing np  of  the  colonial  system,  and  call  on 
the  Covernroeiit,  in  consistency,  to  sweep 
away  the  navigation  laws  and  all  the  other 
arrangements  for  colonial  protectiim,  and 
by  which,  ID.  fact,  the  West-India  Islands 
were  at  present  held.  When  thst  ques- 
tion was  brought  more  regularly  before 
them  at  a  future  period,  hu  would  be  pre. 
pared  to  show  that  the  protection  ivhich 
those  ancient  laws  extended  to  ibe  naviga- 
tion and  the  colonies  of  the  British  empire 
was  hut  a  ^ir  equivalent  for  many  restric- 
tions imposed  on  those  interests,  fi.r  the 
general  benefit  of  the  State,  and  that  the 
whole  system  bad  been  arranged  with  re- 
gard to  the  reciprocal  rights  and  inten.'Sis 
(if  various  parties.  The  i'uhjecl  would  be 
very  imperfectly  discussed  unless  a  general 
Tnt«  were  taken  on  the  merits  of  the  uhole 
system  of  our  commerciHl  relations. 

Dr.  Btncriuii  hailed  the  ]iTopositi(m  "  itb 
great  Kitisfaction,  as  evincing  a  regard  for 
■  the  interests  of  the  community. 

Mr.  Pease  avowed  that  lie  took  a 
considerable  interest  in  the  welfare  iif 
100,000,000  of  his  fellow  subjects,  and 
could  not  help  feeling  that  a  difference  of 
twenty  per  cent,  on  prime  articles  of  their 
produce  was  too  serious  to  be  ovtrlnoked. 
His  hope  was,  that  the  legislature  of  this 
country  would  give  all  its  colonies  lair 
play.  He  believed  that  they  would  best 
consult  those  distant  interests,  under  all 
the  circumstances  to  which  they  were 
placed,  by  giving  them  every  fair  cliance 
of  competition.  He  thought  that  the  Go- 
vernment could  not  have  offered  the  tom- 
mercial  interests  of  this  country  a  mure 
advanta^ua  boon  than  the  present  liberal 
and  equitable  measure  promised. 

Mr.  Phillip  Howard  am^t  thank  the 
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it  for  the  Bill  before  the  House. 
He  was  happy  to  find  that  it  was  not  made 
a  party  question.  He  thought  the  Wrst- 
India  proprietors  would  have  but  little  to 
dread  for  some  years  to  come  from  this 
change. 

Mr.  Thorneley  said,  that  the  produce  of 
tlie  ^Vest  Indies  in  sugar  last  year  was 
much  less  than  that  of  former  years,  yet 
they  had  receiveil  a  million  more  than  they 
did  the  year  before,  but  that  million  was  a 
tax  on  the  people  of  this  country.  He 
wished  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  gone  somewhat  further  in  his 
labours  for  their  relief.  He  anticipated 
that  the  time  would  soon  come  when  it 
would  he  necessary  to  relieve  them  of  the 
tax  on  sugar  altogether.  He  could  iissure 
the  House  that  the  merchants  of  Brazil 
were  very  much  dissatisfied  with  our  pro- 
hibition of  iheir  sugar  and  coffee,  and  had 
declared  that  if  we  continued  our  exclusive 
policy  of  keeping  out  all  the  produce  of 
their  soil  except  cotton,  when  the  time  of 
the  present  treaty  expired  we  might  ex- 
pect to  see  a  very  high  duty  placed  on 
every  article  of  Britisli  manufacture  ad- 
mitted there. 

The  ChancetloT  of  the  Exchequer  re- 
plied, and  stated  that  bis  intention  in 
bringing  forivard  the  present  mensure  was 
simply  to  place  the  |>roduce  of  the  West 
Indies  on  an  equality  with  the  East.  He 
had  Btitdiouslv  taken  care  to  protect  the 
West-Indian  planter,  and  while  doing 
justice  to  the  East  Indian  tn  avoid  duing 
injustice  to  the  West.  The  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Memlier  for  Wo]  verba  mpton 
U'cnt  to  the  increase  of  the  supply  of  sugar 
in  the  home  market,  and  would  certainly 
benefit  the  consumer,  luit  he  thought  it 
would  be  unjust  to  the  West  Indians  to 
throw  all  the  sugar  in  bond  into  compe- 
tition with  theirs  on  such  unequal  terms. 
The  hon.  Member  should  recollect  that 
the  article  he  wished  to  throw  into  the 
market  was  foreign  sugar — slave  sugar. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Lancashire, 
who  had  heretofore  taken  a  considerable 
interest  in  the  affairs  of  the  West  Indies, 
had  evinced  great  liberality  in  his  views 
for  the  advancement  of  those  colonics,  and 
be  hoped  that  the  present  measure  was 
framea  in  a  spirit  that  would  merit  his 
approval  and  support. 

Parish  Vestries  Bill]  Mr,  Wakley, 
after  presenting  several  petitions,  praying 
for  relorm  in  the  system  of  parish  voting, 
proceeded  to  raoTe  tbs  second  reading  t£ 
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the  Parish  VeBtriet  Bill.  It  vould  be  te- 
collected  that  a  Bill  had  been  introduced 
by  6tr  John  Hobbouse,  repealiog  so  much 
of  Sturges  Boutoc'b  Act  as  imposed  it 
upon  the  parishes  within  the  bills  of  mor* 
tality;  and  it  had  been  considered  by 
many,  that  a  similar  bill  ought  to  have 
been  introduced,  which  should  apply  to  the 
whole  country,  inasmuch  as  the  system  of 
TOtiog  which  that  Act  had  eoactcd  hud 
been  productive  of  the  greatest  discontent, 
and  the  greatest  mischief  throughout  the 
kingdom.  Until  ISig  such  a  system  of 
Totiug  was  unknowD  in  this  country,  in 
our  parochial  proceediogs;  and  nfter  ex- 
Binimng  the  discussions  which  had  taken 

flace  at  the  time  that  Act  was  passed,  he 
Mr.  Wakley]  could  find  no  reasons  stated 
which  appeared  to  him  to  niukc  out  a 
case  juatifyiog  its  provisions  in  this  re- 
spect. It  appeared  to  bim  to  have  been  a 
perfect  piece  of  wantonness;  and  that  its 
only  olyect  waa,  to  throw  the  adniiniatra- 
tioD  of  the  parochial  funds  into  the  hand^ 
of  persons  of  property,  to  keep  up  what 
waa  called  "  the  just  influence  uf  pro- 
perty." When  a  rate  was  levied  in  a 
parish  it  was  levied  so  as  to  apply  to  the 
whole  community ;  and  he  (Mr.  W.) 
sboiild  like  to  know  why  the  power  of 
infiucDciag  the  distribution  of  the  paro- 
chial funds  should  not  be  also  shared 
equally  by  all?  But  in  every  instance 
almost  in  which  this  system  of  voting  had 
been  introduced,  its  effect  had  been  totally 
to  paralyze  the  voice  of  the  minority. 
Untd  I8I8  the  vestries  of  this  country 
were  generally  open  ;  the  labouring  classes 
had  their  just  influence  in  the  manage- 
ment of  their  parochial  funds,  and  conse- 
quently they  vcvre  contented.  It  would 
be  for  those  gentlemen  who  did  not  agree 
with  him  (Mr.  Wakley)  to  prove  that 
since  this  system  of  voting  had  been 
adopted,  equal  satisfaction  and  content 
had  existed  iu  the  country  parishes  ?  In 
his  belief,  if  the  lavv  before  the  ])rcscnt 
systeni  was  introduced  was  bad,  it  Imd, 
sim-e  that  |>eriod  been  infiuitoly  worse. 
By  Sturges  Bourne's  Act  the  occupier  of 
a  50f.  tenement  had  one  vote ;  if  it  were 
worth  2^1.  more  be  had  an  additional 
vote  ;  and  fur  every  25l.  another  vote,  till 
the  total  reached  ISO/.,  or  six  votes,  to 
which  his  privilege  became  limited.  The 
power  of  voting  was  thus  conferred  upon 
the  rate-paying  occupiers;  but  in  1623 
the  House  tiausl'crrecl  that  power  to  the 
owoers,  and  permitted  them  to  vote  by 
proxy  for  pro|i«rty  occupied  by  otbei  ill' 
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it  took  from  the  occujner  the 
power  of  giving  bis  six  votes  for  propertf 
rated  at  150^  a-year,  and  transferred  it  to 
the  non-resident  owner  !  Ho  that  in  the 
present  state  of  the  law  an  owner  of  IROl. 
a-year  might  have  nine  votes,  while  aa 
occupier  to  the  amount  of  2001.  could  only 
give  one  vote.  Such  an  anomaly  in  legis- 
lation was  most  odious,  aad  it  was  still 
more  so  considering  that  a  reformed  Par- 
liament had  the  power  to  amend  such  a 
state  of  things.  A  case  had  occurred  in 
his  own  neighbourhood  lately  which  would 
illustrate  the  injustice.  Sup[>ose,  that 
twenty  persons  liviui^  in  a  parish  had  1501. 
a  year  each,  amounting  to  S.OOOi  a  year  ; 
and  suppose  that  100  other  persons  had 
30/.  a  year  each,  amounting  to  the  same 
sum  ;  thoae  twenty  persons  could  at  pro- 
sent  give  130  votes,  while  the  100  per- 
sons rated  at  the  same  gross  sum  could 
only  give  100  votes.  Thns  one-fiflh  of 
a  parish  could  neutralise  four-fifths,  their 
equals  in  point  of  property.  The  House 
could  not  sanction  such  a  state  of  legisla- 
tion without  sanctioning  all  sorts  of  in- 
justice. In  the  late  election  at  St.  Mar- 
tin's parish  twenty-four  candidates  were 
to  be  found  on  each  side.  The  lowest 
Liberal  candidate  had  748  votes,  and  the 
highest  Conservative  candidate  had  only 
662 ;  yet  sixtci-D  Liberal  candidates  were 
made  to  give  place  te  sixteen  Conserva- 
tives. Thib  was  not  all.  Several  persons 
dismissed  from  the  vestries  for  improper 
conduct  had  brought  in  proxies;  one  had 
gathered  thirty-one  of  these  votes ;  an- 
other fourteen  ;  another  sixteen  ;  another 
seventeen.  Altogether,  eight  dismissed 
persons  had  collected  12.Q  proxy  rotes. 
Now  he  would  ask,  if  such  a  system  of 
voting  was  a  just  one.  If  it  were,  why 
was  It  not  introduced  into  the  Reform 
Bill, — why  not  introduced  into  the  Mu- 
nicipal Corporation  Bill.  If  the  repre- 
sentative principle  was  to  be  introduced 
at  all  into  the  parochial  system  of  the 
country,  it  ought  to  be  carried  into  opera- 
tion, by  arrangement  which  would  work 
harmoniously,  and  produce  satisfaction  and 
content.  But  the  present  system  was  oaa 
that  actually  disfrunchised  large  amuunti 
of  property.  It  was  a  law  of  disfraDchise. 
nient,  with  regard  lo  property,— to  rat^ 
paying, — to  democratic  right.  It  was  one 
of  the  worst  laws  of  the  old  corrupt  bo- 
rough-mongering  Parliament ;  and  surely 
it  would  not  be  maintained  by  a  House  of 
Commons  calling  itself  "  Reformed."  The 
people  HQw  looked  for  the  fruiu  of  thg 
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Seform  Bill,  and  if  they  found  that  the 
refivmed  Pariiaoieat  did  but  support  the 
bad  rausures  of  the  unreformed,  and  cor- 
rupt body,  he  (Mr.  Wakley)  would  eay  it 
would  be  belter  for  them  to  be  agaiu  under 
the  old  syBtem,  and  tliat  the  power  of 
legislation  should  once  more  be  vestifd  in 
tha  faande  of  the  seleit  few.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  moving,  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Lord  John  Rvnell:  Sir,  T  stuted  to  the 
lion.  Member,  that  though  I  should  not 
objoct  lo  his  bringing  ia  ibis  Bill,  it  was 
not  my  intention  to  consent  that  it  siiould 
go  through  any  further  stage  at  present. 
The  ground  on  whieh  I  am  not  aispuseil 
to  agree  to  it  at  orsBeut  is,  that  I  conceive 
ita  o^ration  would  be  injurious  to  the  ex- 
tenBion  of  the  Poor  Xavt  Amendment  Bill, 
which  I  consider  a  moat  valuable  Act,  and 
which  has  been  carried  most  successfully 
into    operation    in    many    places.      '^' '~ 
Parish  Vestries  Bill  nould,  I  am 
rerv  much  interfere  with,  or  do  away  alto- 
getber  with,  that  Act  iu  many  pariah 
dierefore  I  certainly  feel  very  much  i 
posed  to  it.      ]  shall  not  upnn  thi 
enter  into   the  question  which   the    hon. 
Uenber  for  Fiasbury  has  rai^ed,  whether 
or  not  the  system  of  votiug  by  proxy 
iuBt  or  deeirable    rnie :    that   may   c 
hereafter  more  properly  under  discussi 
all  I  say  now  is,  that  as  I  should  he  i 
•orry  indeed  to  obstruct  the  working  of 
the  Poor-law  Act ;  and  as  that  would  be 
theefect  of  this  Bill,  1  hope  it  will  not 
receive  the  aanctiou  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Hume  was  as  anxious  as  the  noble 
Lord  for  the  free  and  unfettered  working  of 
the  Poor-law  Act,  but  he  did  think  the 
propoMtion  of  hii  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Finsbury,  worthy  of  the  consideration  of 
the  House.  He  (Mr.  Hume)  did  not  be- 
lieve the  present  system  of  voting  in  parish 
vestries  could  be  approved  of  by  the  noble 
Lord.  And  all  his  hon.  Friend  propused 
to  do  was  to  go  back  to  the  old  established 
law  of  the  land,  that  every  rate>payer  had 
his  vote ;  in  place  of  the  innovation  intru- 
duoed  by  Slurges  Bourne's  Act.  But  if 
the  noble  Lord  really  considered  that  the 
haa.  Member's  Bill  would  tend  to  obstruct 
the  operation  of  the  Poor-law  Bill,  he 
(ildr.  Hume)  should  advise  his  hon.  Friend 
to  strike  out  of  his^Bill  all  that  part  of  it 
which  referred  to  PoorJaw  tinions,  in 
Older  that  no  fear  might  exist  of  such  con- 
•equences  resulting  from  it  as  the  noble 
Lmrd  anticipated.  With  that  end,  be  hoped 
tiw  noble  Lord  would  cooaeot  to  the  Bill 


going  into  Committee,  and  it  mi^ht  there 
be  so  altered  as  to  be  confined  in  its  opera- 
tion to  parish  vestries. 

Mr.  Pease  felt  himself  bound  to  object 
to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  on  the 
ground  that  its  operation  would  be  es- 
tremely  mischievous  in  several  parishes. 
He  should  most  decidedly  object  to  any 
measure  tending  to  interfere  with  the  pre- 
sent mode  of  voting  in  parochial  vestries. 
He  therefore  moved  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  this  day  six  months. 

Mr.  O'Connell:  The  objection  ureed 
against  the  Bill  by  the  noble  Lord  is 
intelligible  enough  ;  the  opjrasition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Durham  is  perrectly  un- 
intelligible. The  principle  of  the  Bill  ia 
the  principle  of  the  common  law,  that 
every  rate-payer  Blioutd  have  his  vote. 
Dues  he  object  to  that  principle  ?  If  he 
does  he  objects  to  a  recognised  principle  of 
tlie  common  law,  and  of  common  sense. 
The  rate  levied  in  a  parish  presses  mure 
heavily  upon  the  poor  man  than  upon  the 
rich  man:  the  poor  man's  shilling  is  in 
comparison  as  much  as  the  rich  man's 
pound.  I  repeat  it,  there  must  be  some- 
thing behina  the  opposition  of  the  hon. 
Member — it  is  perfectly  unintelligible. 
He  may  perhaps  wish  to  out-vote  his 
poorer  neighbouia  by  reason  of  the  length 
of  liis  purse  ;  that  is  quite  comprehensible. 
After  all,  what  alteratiuo  can  this  Kill 
make  in  the  working  of  the  Poor-law  Bill  \ 
M'e  have  had  comuliiints  that  the  mode  of 
election  under  tliat  Bill  gives  undue 
weight  to  particular  properties  ugaiost  the 
aggregate,  and  all  that  is  sought  by  this 
Bill  is  to  alter  the  system  of  parish  voting 
so  as  to  make  it  conformable  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  common  law,  and  in  favour  of 
those  who  compose  the  majority  of  the 
rate-payers,  and  on  whom,  comparatively 
speaking,  the  burden  of  the  rates  falls.  I 
do  hope  this  Bill  will  be  allnwed  to  go  into 
Committee,  the  House  will  then  be  able  to 
esamine  its  details,  and  if  it  btr  f^iund  that 
it  will  interfere  with  or  prevent  the  woik- 
ing  of  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act, 
(though  I  do  not  believe  it  can,)  we  can 
exclude  tliose  parts  of  it  which  apply  to 
that  Aft. 

Mr.  Pri/me  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Durham  that  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsburv  was  one  of  a  most 
objectionable  nature,  more  particularly  as 
regarded  country  parishes,  aa  its  edict 
would  be  to  place  the  funds  of  many 
parishes  at  the  disposal  of  thirteen  or  four- 
teen labourers,  to  the  «xcltuion  of  Ui« 
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vealthy  fermers.     Many  parishes  were  not 
divide*!  into  more  tlian  ten  farms,-  and  the 
effect  of  this  Bill  would  be  to  gii 
occupiers  of  tliose  farms  the  maitagemeDt 
of  the   whole  property  in  the  parish.      Hi 
(Mr.    Pryme)    believed,   that   if   such   at 
alteration  as  this  were  to  take  place,  thi 
value  of    agricultural   property   through 
the  kingdom  would  be  greatly  deteriorated. 
Reference  had  been  made  to  the  ancieut 
law    upon    this    subject     But    he    (Mr. 
Pryrae)  was  surprised    to  hear   such    an 
argument  used  on  his  siiie  of  the  House. 
If  there  were  anything  in  the  argument 
drawn   from   antiquity,  why   not  carry 
out  to  its  full  extent,  and   why  was  it  i 
applied  to  the  reform  of  Parhament,  and 
to     municipal    reform  P      Besides    which 
it   should   be  remembered,   property  w 
much    more    divided    now    than    it  w 
anciently.     The  present  state  of  the  l> 
did  not  do  more  than  give  to  property  its 
just  preponderance,  for  would  it  be  reasoi 
able    that    small    occupiers   should    hai 
more  weight  and  influence  in  the  admini: 
tratian  of  the  parochial  funds  than  those 
large  owners  of  property  whose  intenst 
in  the  parish  was  twenty  or  fifty  times 

Mr.  Ward  asked,  if,  before  the  present 
system  of  voting  was  established,  the 
effects  were  produced  which  the  hon. 
Uember  for  Cambridge  anticipated  from 
its  repeal?-  And  he  would  also  ask  if  that 
trstem  of  voting  had  not  everywhere  been 
the  constant  source  of  ill-feeling  and 
discontent.  If  so,  would  not  the  House 
support  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbnry  in 
an  attempt  to  remedy  evils  which  all  must 
acknonledge,  and  which  all  must  be 
aosious  to  remove.  At  the  same  time  he 
(Mr.  Ward)  thought  that  if  the  Bill  inter- 
fered with  the  working  of  the  Poor-law 
Bill,  it  would  have  a  bad  effect  The 
present  system  of  parish  vestry  voting  ha<I 
given  to  the  great  landowners,  in  his 
opinion,  an  influence  which  without  it  they 
would  never  have  possessed,  and  which 
they  ought  not  to  have  :  it  had  produced 
many  abuses,  it  hnd  led  to  many  evils,  and 
he  should  tiierefore  vote  for  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  in  order  that  in  C'oni- 
tnittee  it  might  be  there  altered  so  as  to 
make  it  as  perfect  as  possible ;  but  he  did 
M  with  the  express  condition  that  in  Com- 
mittee he  should  be  at  liberty  to  oppose  it, 
BO  far  as  it  would  affect  the  operation  of 
what  be  considereda  valuable  Act, 

Mr.  Hardy  hoped  the  Bill  would  be 
nllowed  to  go  into  Committee,  because  he 
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was  witling  to  go  so  far  with  the  hoa. 
Member  for  Fioebury  as  to  correct  an 
anomaly  which  at  present  existed  in  patiah 
vestry  voting,  viz, — that  tlie  practical 
effect  of  the  present  system  was  to  give 
iwtnty  persons  more  power  than  100 
persons,  because  they  happened  to  possess 
more  property.  Now,  lie  thought  that 
every  rate-payer  had  a  right  to  a  voice  in 
the  adminisi  ration  of  affairs  which  con. 
cemed  his  own  inteiests.  And  in  hia 
opinion  the  best  way  of  correcting  this 
anoioalv  was  to  go  into  Committee  on  the 
Biliof  the  hon.  Member,  with  that  object. 
He  (Mr.  Hardy,)  thought  that  the  pro- 
perty ought  to  have  its  due  influence,  it 
ouglit  not  to  have  more  than  its  due 
influence;  and  it  did  in  Lis  judgment 
possess  un  undue  influence,  when  it  gara 
to  a  email  number  of  persons  in  a  parish  a 
greater  influence  than  the  minority  of 
parishioners  in  the  management  of  the 
parnchiHl  aSairs. 

Mr.Plumptre  would  vote agajust the  Bill. 
Dr.  Bomring  considered  that  the  Biliof 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  was  no- 
thing more  iinr  less  than  a  Bill  carryiog 
out  the  principle  of  the  Reform  Act,  wni^ 
was,  that  the  rights  of  individuals  were 
entitled  to  more  respect  than  the  rights  of 
property.  And  on  that  ground  alone  he 
should  vote  for  its  second  reading. 

Mr.  Philip  Honard  was  favourable  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but  considered 
that  ibe  proper  course  would  be  to  bring 
the  measure  forward  next  Session  t^ 
moving  for  a  Committee  to  consider  what 
alterations  ou^ht  to  be  adopted  in  the 
present  system  of  voting  in  vestries. 

Mr,  Hutvet  would  support  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury.  Astothe 
objection  that  it  would  tend  to  lessen  the 
influence  of  property,  he  considered  that 
ng  of  the  Poor-law  Amendment 
completely  cured  any  difficulty  of 
that  description. 

Mr.  Gottlburit  could  not  think  it  desi< 
ible  that  those  who  paid  the  smallest 
amount  of  ratts  should  have  the  greatest 
aiiiOTint  of  influence  in  the  management  of 
the  jMtrochial  funda  He  knew  not  much 
about  the  metropolitan  districts,  but  in  the 
country  the  present  system  had  bren  must 
btnefictal,  inasmuch  as  it  gave  greatest 
influence  to  those  who  from  their  station, 
&c.,  were  more  likely  to  posaess  knowledge 
and  general  abilities  requisite  for  enabling 
them  to  exercise  that  infiuence  to  the 
advanta'.{c  of  the  whole  parish.  But  the 
Bill  proposed  by  the  liw.  Menbw   fiv 
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Mr.  fVakley  continued.  He  would  ob- 
aerFe,  that  in  London  (city)  the  Act  whid) 
went  by  the  name  of  Sturgea  Bourne's  did 
not  apply,  nor  in  Southwnrk,  nor  in  Mary- 
le-bone,  where  a  system  of  open  roting  had 
been  introduced  tour  years  ago.  If  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Home  Secretary,  waa 
afraid  that  his  Bill  would  interfere  with 
the  \rarkiiig  of  the  Poor-law  Ameadment 
Act,  he  would  make  no  objection  to  adopt 
the  suggestion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  fur  Middlesex;  but  if  tlie  noble 
Lord  would  not  consent  to  the  measure 
with  the  alteration  proposed  he  should  cet^ 
taioly  press  his  motion  to  a  division. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original 
motion.  Ayes  42;  Noes  GO: — Majority  18. 

Lisl  of  the  Arts. 
Aglionby,  II.  A.  Marsland,  H. 

Baines,  E.  MusgraT«,Sir  B. 

Barnard,  E.  G.  O'Connell,  D, 

Beauclerk,  Major  O'Connell,  J. 

Bewes,  T.  Pechell,  Captiin 

Bodkin,  J.  J.  Potter,  H. 

Bowring,  Dr.  Roche,  W. 

Bfodie,  W.  B.  Rundle,  J, 

Butler,  hoD.  F.  Smith,  B. 

Chalmers,  P.  Sluarl,  H.  C. 

Collier,  J.  Thompson,  Colonel 

Crawford,  W.  S.  Tulk,  C.  A. 

Elphinstone,  H.  Turner,  W. 

Ewart,W,  Walker,  C.  A. 

I  on,  J.  Waller,  J. 

Gillon,  W.  D.  Warliurton,  H. 

Gully,  J.  Ward.H.G. 

Hall.B.  Wilde,  Sergeant 

Ilaidy,  J.  Wood,  Aldeiman 

Harvey,  D.  W. 


Fiasbury  woQld  give  to  men  possessing 
sol.  a  year  the  same  influence  as  those 
who  possessed  300L  or  3,000^  per  annum. 
He  (Mr.  Goulbiirn)  did  not  think  that 
sudi  a  slate  of  things  was  desirable,  and 
he  should  therefore  oppose  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Benetl  said,  that  as  a  country  Gen- 
tleman, he  could,  from  long  experience, 
M«ert  that  no  practical  evil  resulted  from 
the  present  ^tem  of  parish  vestry  votii 
The  effect  of  the  Bill  proposed  by  the  hi 
Member  for  Fingbiiry  would  be  to  place 
mnny  instances  tlie  whole  control  of  the 
funds  of  a  parish  at  the  disposal  of  ten 
or  twelve  labourers,  whose  influence  could 
be  purchased  for  ten  or  twelvequartsof  beer, 
*na  who  would  be,  therefore,  easily  excited 
by  artful  and  designing  men  (of  whom 
raere  were  always  enough  in  every  pa- 
rish), toentei  into  any  hostile  combination 
against  the  great  landholders  nf  the  parish. 
He  (Mr.  Benett)  need  not  point  out  the 
great  practical  evil  which  would  result 
from  such  B  state  of  things.  Let  the  boo. 
Member  for  Finsbury  legislate  for  his  own 
bwough  if  he  pleased,  but  let  him  not 
interfere  with  country  parishes. 

MajiT  Beauclerk  was  surprised  at  the 
assertion  of  the  hon.  Memt»erwho  had  just 
spoken,  that  those  engaged  in  agricultural 
pursuits,  and  who  resided  in  country 
parishes,  could  be  bought  for  quarts  of 
beer.  He  considered  that  such  an  asser- 
tion was  an  insult  to  the  humbler  classes 
inliabitiiig  the  rural  dis'ricte.  He  should 
vote  fi)r  the  second  reading  and  going  into 
Committee  on  this  Bill,  because  he  believed 
the  present  system  of  voting  in  parish 
vestries  to  have  been  productiFe  of  the 
worst  effects  throughout  the  cnuntry. 

Mr.  Poller  said,  his  knowledge  of  the 
operation  of  ihe  present  system  of  votitig 
was  confined  to  large  towns,  it  was  true  ; 
but  be  must  say,  in  his  opinion,  it  had 
operated  most  injiiriuusly.  In  Manchester 
it  had  produced  more  disputes  and  ilLwil! 
among  the  inhabitants  than  almost  any 
other  subject.  He  should  support  the 
second  r^ing  of  this  Bill,  in  hopes  of 
remedying  the  evils  of  the  existing 
system. 

Mr.  Wakleyf  said,  he  had  passed  a  great 
yKti  of  his  hte  in  rural  districts,  and  he 
nad  always  found  that  the  landed  interest 
eDdearoured  to  oppress  those  who  were 
poorer  than  themselves. 

The  Speaker  intimated  that  the  hon. 
Member  must  confine  himself  to  reply. 

Mr.  OConntU:  An  amendment  has 
bees  pat ;  the  hon.  Member  may  speik  or 


Liit  of  ike  Noes. 

Agocw,  Sir  A.  Goulburn,  rt  hon.  H. 

Al^ager,  Captain  Goulbu in.  Sergeant 
Arbuihnot,  hon.  Hugh     Hav,  Sir  J. 

B.iirour,T.  Hay,  Sir  A,  L. 

Baring,  F.  T.  Hayes,  Sir  E.  S, 

Benett,  J.  Heneage,  E. 

Calcrafl,  J.  H.  Hogg,  J.  W. 

Cayley,  E.  S.  Hope,  J. 

Cliiche«ter,  A.  Howard,  P.  II. 

Chisholro,  A.  W.  Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 

Cole,  Lord  Johnstone.  J.  J.  H. 

Cooper,  Edward  J.  Johnston,  A. 

Cripps,  J,  Lee,  J.  L. 

Curteis,  E.B.  Lees,  J.  F. 

Duncombe,  hon.  W,  Lennoa,  Ixird  Q. 

Egerton,  Sir  P.  Martin,  J. 

Ellcy,  Sir  J.  Morpeth,  Lord 

Eiicourl,  T.  O'Loghlen,  M. 

Finch,  G.  Palmeraton,  ^^scount 

Forster,  C.  S.  Pelham,  hon.  C.  A. 

French,  F.  Plampire,  3.  P, 
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Weyland,  Major 
Wigney,  I.  N. 
Yorke,  E.  T. 


Prjmw,  G. 

Bas,  ru  hon.  Sir  W. 

Hickford,  W. 

EOM,  C. 

Bussell,  Lord  J. 
Busiell,  Lord  C. 
Sharpe,  Oeacral 
Sheppard,  T. 
Spry,  Sirs.  T. 
Steirarl,  P.  M, 


Municipal  Coiiporation8  (Scot- 
land).] Mr.  Gillon  presented  pclidoos 
from  the  inhabitaots  of  Calton,  Clasgov, 


prevailed.  Id  order  to  acquire  informa- 
tion on  these  points  a  Comniission  had  be«n 
issued,  and  on  the  Report  of  that  Coromis- 
sion  the  preient  Bill  was  principally  found- 
ed. He  believed  the  Bill  in  general  woud 
give  Batisfactiaii  to  the  country,  thousii 
there  irere  many  objections  to  its  deta'Ts. 
He  thought  great  good  would  be  obtained 
by  extending  the  jurisdiction  of  the  magw- 
trates  over  the  Farliameotar^  limits,  and 
thus  putting  an  end  to  opposing  jurisdic- 
tiona.  Tlie  ebolitioo  of  the  old  privileged 
incorporations  wa«  also  a  striking  advao- 


with  1,000  signatures,  praying  thefranchise  j  tage.     On  the  subject  of  the  franchise,  fas 


miglit  be  extended  to  rate-payers ;  from  the 
working  classes  of  Leitb  to  the  sanie  effect  ; 
from  the  inhabitants  of  Inverary,  praying 
for  household  suffrage,  and  that  the  rotes 
might  be  taken  by  ballot,  also  that  they 
might  be  removed  to  schedule  A,  &c.; 
from  the  magistrates  and  town  council  of 
Lanark,  praying  to  be  exempted  from  the 
maintenance  of  prisODers  after  conviction  ; 
from  the  incorporation  of  bakers  in  Linlith- 
gow, praying  to  be  relieved  from  thirlage 
to  the  burgh  mills,  as  their  exclusive  pri- 
vileges were  about  to  be  abolished ;  from 
the  inhabitants  of  Falkirk,  objecting  to 
the  Bill  altogether,  and  praying  that,  if 
pRSeed  into  alaw,  they  might  be  exempted 
from  its  operation. 

Mr.  Robert  Stewart  moved  that  the  Bill 
be  committed. 

Sir  William  Rat  saiil,  that  this  was  the 
first  time  that  a  5l.  qualification  had  been 
introduced  into  Scottisli  municipal  elec- 
tions. It  was  a  new  principle,  and  contrary 
to  the  Report  of  the  Burgh  Commissiaiiers, 
who  thought  a  10/.  qualification  sufficient. 


Mr.  Gillon  said,  that  s 


acquainted  with  tlie  condition  of  Scotland 
would  readily  acknowledge  the  great  bene- 
fits which  that  country  had  received  froni 
the  passing  of  the  Burgh  Reform  Act,  in 
1S33,  and  that  country  owed  a  deep  debt 
of  gratitude  to  the  Ministers,  by  whom  it 
had  been  carried  through.  The  advantages 
from  that  measnre  were  scarcely  inferior 
to  those  arising  Iroro  the  Reform  mil  itself, 
and  it  had  been,  besides,  the  precedent  for    ments  the  inhabitants  of  Dumfries  wet* 


extending  similar  measures  to  England  and 
Ireland,  of  which  the  one  country  had 
already  i-eaped  the  benefits,  and  he  was 
convinced  tney  could  not  be  long  withheld 
trom  the  other.  That  measure,  excellent 
as  it  was  in  principle,  had  been  passed 
without  a  minute  knowledge  of  various 
details  connected  with  the  burghs  of  Scot- 
land in  order  to  put  an  end  at  onoe  to  the 
ricwnu  ipUta  of  wlf-electioa  whicb  thue , 


was  glad  to  see  the  10/.  principle  bmkMi 
in  upon.  It  was  manifestly  quite  unsuited 
to  tbe  smaller  burghs;  he  wished  the 
framers  of  the  Bill  had  gone  a  little  further 
and  adopted  the  household  suffrage,  which 
had  been  accorded  last  year  to  the  butgha 
of  England.  It  would  be  his  duty  in  Com- 
mittee to  propose  a  clause  to  that  effect 
He  would  be  anxious  to  see  the  alteratiaus 
oa  the  clauses  imposing  on  the  extended 
boundaries  the  burdens  of  the  old  royalties ; 
at  present  these  clauses  were  undoubtedly 
very  alarming.  He  begged  to  suggest  tbe 
propriety  of  relieving  burghs  from  the 
expense  of  alimenting  priBoners  after  coi^ 
viction  for  crimes  committed  beyond  tlieir 
jurisdiction.  He  would  not  go  more  into 
detail  at  present,  but  merely  say,  that  if 
his  hon.  Friend  was  met  in  a  conciliatory- 
spirit  on  both  sides,  a  Bill  might  he  framed 
which  would  he  productive  of  the  beat 
results  to  the  bur^s  of  Scotland. 

Dr.  Somriw  hoped,  that  time  would  be 
given  to  enable  the  people  of  Scotland  to 
consider  the  provisions  priqweed  in  the  Bill. 
He  was  in  favour  of  tbe  5L  franchise,  and 
wished  that  the  people  of  Scotland  should 
participate  in  municipal  government  ai 
extensively  as  the  people  of  this  country. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fereutson  objectMl  to  the 
operation  of  the  tvk  Clause  in  certaio  in«a 
— among  others  that  of  Dumfriea  aad  an 
adjoining  suburb,  which,  being  united  by 
the  Bill  to  Dumfries,  was  subjected  to  IM 
heavy  taxation  consequent  on  tbe  ii 


anxious  to  promote  in  their  town. 

Geaeral  Sharpe  supported  tbe  view 
which  the  h<m.  Member  for  Kirkcudbrigbt 
to(dc  of  the  operation  of  tbe  £th  CUuie. 

Mr.  Wallace  was  in  Iftvour  of  the  £1, 
franchise,  and  if  he  could,  would  extend 
the  franchise  to  householders. 

Captain  Gordim  agreed  with  the  km. 
Member  for  Kirkcudbright  as  to  the  effect 
of  tbe  ftfa  Clause. 


„  Google 


757  Sriberjfat 

Mr.  Fox  MauU  approved  of  tbe 
in  which  hi*  hon.  Friend  took  up  tlie  Re- 
port of  the  Commissiotiers,  and  of  the 
measure  be  had  fouaded  upon  it.  " 
not,  however,  dispoBed  to  acree 
bis  anieodmeDtB.  He  did  not  coincide 
with  him  as  to  the  propriety  of  exteodiog 
the  power  or  sphere  of  taxation  to  the 
Parliamentary  houndaries.  If,  for  instaace 
in  Perth,  that  power  were  to  be  extended, 
it  would  lead  to  great  inconvenience.  li 
taxes  were  to  be  imposed  to  tlje  extent  of 
these  boundaries,  the  Town  Councils  in 
return  should  convey  water,  and  confer 
otlker  advantages,  which  would  be  pro- 
ductive of  great  expense. 

The  Bill  went  through  the  Committee. 
House  resumed. 

BntsKRV  AT  ELECTioNa.3  The  House 
went  into  Committee  on  the  Bribery  at 
Elections  Bill,  several  clauses  of  which  were 
agreed  to.  Upon  the  Sth  Clause  being 
proposed  that  declares  it  bribery  to  give 
any  money  for  the  purpose  of  inducing 
electors  to  vote, 

Mr.  Hvme  proposed  to  introduce,  after 
the  words  "  any  money,"  the  words  "  or 
head-money."  His  object  was  nierelj'  to 
prereiit  any  money  being  given  as  a  bribe, 
and  that  object  he  thought  would  be 
effected  by  the  introduction  of  the  word 
"head-money." 

Mr.  Htnry  GraUan  would  have  no 
objection  that  the  suggestion  should  be 
adopted,  tf  it  would  forward  the  object 
pro|H«ed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex, of  preventing  any  money  from 
being  given  in  any  shape  as  a  bribe.  He 
(Mr.  Grattan)  had  heard  a  doctrine  that 
night  which,  if  professed  by  the  majority 
of  English  Members,  would  mabe  him 
ven-anziooi  to  lexre  that  House  altogether. 
It  had  been  said  that  if  A  gave  10/.  Ibr  a 
vote,  it  would  Dot  be  rega  rded  asbri  bery ; 
if  his  opponent  B  happened  to  give  51. 
Was  this  doctrine  professed  or  supported 
by  the  majority  of  English  Members  in 
that  House  f  An  hon.  Member,  who  had 
found  fault  with  the  present  House  of 
Commons,  had  observed  that  it  put  him  in 
mind  of  "  the  low  Irish  House  of  Com- 
mons." Now,  in  reply  to  that  observation 
be  would  just  observe  that  tliis  "low  Irish 
House  of  Commons  "  had  passed  a  law 
most  strongly  coodemnatoiy  of  bribery; 
and  it  would  be  well  if  their  conduct  in 
this  respect  were  followed  by  the  present 
Parliament. 

Mr.  Hardy  thought  it  wu  unnecewary 
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■u«h  as 
"any  mo- 


to  spedfy  any  particular  gift, 
'■  heftd- money,"  for  the  words  " 
oey  "  were  sufficiently  comprehensivi 

Mr.  Hume  had  not  so  much  experience 
in  matters  of  the  kind  as  the  bon.  Member 
for  Bradford ;  but  if  he  could  feel  assured 
that  all  species  of  bribery  would  be  in- 
cluded in  the  words  "any  money,"  he 
should  not  press  the  amendment. 

.  Mr. Morgan  Q ConnellthoughUhevordiB 
proposed  by  his  hnu.  Friend,  tbe  Member 
for  Middlesex,  should  be  adopted,  is  order 
to  guard  against  cases  where  a  candidate 
might   be  /lardi/  enough  to  give  "head- 


had  been  considered  by  the  Judges  to  be 
exempt  from  the  operation  of  the  Bribery 
Act,  upon  the  principle  that  it  was  not 
given  to  corrupt  tbe  voters.  There  wo*, 
however,  an  old  law  maxim  which  eaid, 
Exprestio  tniniM  exctuiio  ulleriut ;  and  by 
the  introduction  of  the  word  head-money 
it  might  seem  that  other  classes  of  pay- 
ments were  to  be  exempt  ftom  punishment. 
This  surely  was  not  the  ioieDtion  of  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex. 

Mr,  Morgan  J,  (/ConHeli  said,  that 
head-money  was  corruption,  and  that  as 
such  it  ouglit  to  be  especially  and  sepa- 
rately mentioned. 

Mr.  Bernal:  The  hon.  Member  for  Yar- 
mouth could  not  surely  mean  by  what  ha 
had  just  said,  to  assert  that  tbe  payment 
of  head-money  had  been  held  exempt  by 
law  from  the  imputation  of  corruptioo. 
There  certainly  were  some  old  decisions 
seeming  to  fiivour  that  view  of  tbe  case, 
hut  they  were  founded  upon  the  plea  that 
such  monies  had  been  paid  to  compensate 
voters  for  loss  of  time.  No  such  excuse 
could  be  held  out  now,  for  tbo  Heform  Bill 
had  bhut  ont  all  possibility  of  having  out- 
lying voters.  In  bis  opinion  the  word 
*'  bead  "  was  unnecessary,  for  he  thought 
it  certain  that  if  any  Committee  of  tbat 
House,  silting  00  an  election  petition,  were 
convinced  that  a  sum  of  SL  or  Si,  a  head 
had  been  piiid  all  round  to  voters,  they 
would  at  once  Jecide  that  such  was  a  gross 
act  of  bribery.  The  prohibition  of  tbe 
psyment  of  any  money  at  all  would  of 
course  include  the  payment  of  head-money, 
and  the  amendment,  therefore,  was  unne> 
cesaary. 

Mr.  Waton :  If  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  meant  to  say  that  tbe  payment 
of  51.  a  head  to  every  voter  three  moatlM 
after  an  election  had  taken  place,  eran  IB 
the  abaeac«  Hi  tM  promiie  oa  (he  put  of 
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the  perMm  who  paid  it,  nae  not  an  act  of 
gross  bribery,  he  must  confess  himself 
much  mistaken  in  hie  imfression  of  the  law. 

Mr.  HttTdy  was  reply lug  to  this  remark, 
when  the  Attorney- General  suddenly  walk- 
ed up  the  floor  from  the  Court  of  Common 
PIea«,  where  the  verdict  had  just  been  de- 
delivered  ill  the  action  brought  hy  Mr. 
Norton  against  Loril  Melbourne.  Thehoo. 
Member's  observations  were  conipletely 
drowned  in  tlie  loud  and  continued  cheers 
which  greeted  tlie  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber's apitearance. 

Mr.  Pratd  then  said,  that  he  was  not 
intimately  acquainted  with  the  subject;  not 
having  had  occasion  to  make  researchet  for 
his  own  defence,  or  iu  the  crimination  of 
others.  Me  trusted ,  however,  that  the 
Committee  would  allow  him  tn  say  a  Tew 
worda  with  reference  to  a  matter  which 
was  personal  to  himself,  A  petition,  it 
might  he  remembered  bv  most  hon.  Mem- 
bem,  bad  been  presented  last  Session,  not 
ngainst  bim,  but  making  statements  with 
respect  tn  the  borough  nf  Varmoulh,  and 

E raying  for  the  vote  by  ballot.  Though 
e  knew  those  statements  tu  be  wrong  at 
the  time,  he  refrained  from  contradicting 
ihem  aa  legal  procee<lings  were  in  progress 
tiwn  on  the  subject.  In  the  evidence, 
however,  that  had  b.en  elicited  there  whs 
no  ground  for  any  charge  against  him  that 
did  not  equally  criminate  the  Whig  and 
Radical  Members  for  tlie  same  burmigh  for 
the  last  seventeen  years.  On  a  motion  of 
the  hon.  Membc-r  for  Kilmarnock  fur  the 
payment  of  the  eapentes  nf  witnesses,  he 
liad  hoped  that  he  should  have  had  the 
opportunity  of  making  his  statement ;  but 
unfurtHnately  for  him,  that  notice  was 
withdrawn.  The  hon-  Member  for  Hast- 
ings had  also  given  notice  of  a  motion  for 
the  disiraiichiG«iiient  of  the  burgesses  of 
the  borough  of  Yarmouth,  which  was  also 
withdrawn,  so  that  again  he  lost  tlie  op- 

Srtuoity  of  making  his  statement.  The 
Duse  had  ordered  a  prosecution  and  at 
the  expense  of  the  public,  before  it  had 
heard  evidence,  and  the  parties  had  been 
pot  to  an  onerous  and  grievous  expense ; 
the  witnesses  in  the  meanwhile  had  been 
kept  in  the  pay  and  employment  of 
the  Whig  and  Radical  interest,  who  had 
GMued  lie  proceeding.  Now,  with  all 
their  disadvantagea,  and  the  case  con- 
ducted by  his  Majesty's  Attorney-General, 
it  waa  blown  out  of  Court  amid  the  execra- 
tioni  of  the  jury,  the  execrations  of  the 
audience,  and  uie  condemnation  of  the 
Jnd^,    He  would  not,  tberefon,  call  Qod 
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Almighty  to  witness,  as  some  hon>  Mem- 
ber might,  and  afterwards  find  that  he  had 
been  guilty  of  a  (grievous  lapse  of  recollec- 
tion ;  but  would  content  himself  hy  stating 
that,  ujioR  his  honour  as  a  gentleman, 
there  was  not  one  of  those  statemeots  bnt 
waa  gross,  abominably,  and  wickedly  false. 

Mr.  fVason  staled,  that  every  member 
of  the  Yarmouth  Committee  was  of  opinion 
that  every  allegation  of  the  petition  was 
proved.  The  chief  allegation  was  bribery, 
and  that  was  completely  proved. 

Mr.  Wakley  olHerrea,  tliat  it  had  been 
said  that  it  was  not  briberv  if  there  was  no 
promise  or  expectancy  held  out.  Now  it 
was  hardly  possible  to  prove  expectancy 
in  many  cases.  He  thought  it  sufficient 
to  establish  the  fact,  and  infer  the  corrup- 
tion from  the  fact. 

Tlie  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend- 
ment :  Ayes  61 ;  Noes  40— Majority  21. 

Another  division  was  had  on  the  question 
to  omit  the  words  of  the  clause,  "  hereafter 
disqualified,"  the  numbers  were:  Ayes4I; 
Noes  3S— Majority  9. 

The  House  resumed.  Committee  to 
sit  again. 

H  O  U s  e'"oT'*l*o  R D  S, 
Thursday,  June  23,  1836. 

UTHiriH.]  PetitJoiii  PnMnUd.  By  the  Duke  of  Lirxans, 
(Von  Tiituui  Plu»,  for  AbQilllon  at  Titba  (Intaud) 


Lyndliunt 


F(,B 


.s.] 
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Lord 
cond 

oners'  Counsel    Bill. 

lung  lime  before  ihe 
House;  and  as  no  member  of  tl>e  Go- 
vernment had  intimated  on  intention  of 
moving  the  second  reading,  and  bis  noble 
and  learned  Friends  in  that  Mouse  wure 
too  much  engaged  by  other  impoitunt 
business  to  do  so,  he  thought  it  his  duty  to 
make  this  motion.  Before  doing  10,  it 
might  not  be  amiss  to  trouble  their  Lord- 
ships with  a  very  brief  history  of  the  mea- 
sure. In  the  year  1834,  a  Bill  similar  in 
principle  to  the  present  passed  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  waa  sent  up  to  that 
House,  where  it  was  read  a  first  time,  after 
which  no  further  proceedings  took  place. 
Last  year  the  Bill  was  again  renewed,  and 
passed  the  House  of  Commons  on  the 
second  reading  without  a  division,  and 
came  up  to  that  Houi?  ud  iru  lefentd 


,v  Google 


761  Coun$elJitf  {JosE  -235 

to  a  Select  Committee.     It  was  bo  late  ii 


Pritontri. 


the  lession,  liowever,  that  it 
ble  for  the  Committee  to  make  any  siXJi- 
Tactory  report,  and,  beyond  the  printing 
or  the  evidence  taken  beTorc  them,  nothing 
was  done.  At  the  commencement  of  the 
present  Session,  this  Bill,  founded  upon 
the  principle  of  the  former  measures,  was 
again  introduced  into  ihe  other  House  of 
Parliament;  a  Select  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed, and  they  reported  in  favour  of 
the  Bill;  il  passed  the  other  House  by  a 
considerable  majority,  and  was  now  on 
their  Lordships'  table.  During  the  period 
to  which  he  had  adverted,  the  Secretary 
of  State  Tor  the  Home  Department  direct- 
ed a  Commission,  which  had  been  ap- 
pointed for  some  lime,  to  investigate  the 
>tate  of  the  criminal  law  in  this  kingdom, 
and  to  direct  their  attention  to  this  sub- 
ject. They  had  done  bo,  they  had  taken 
evidence,  they  had  examined  all  the 
reports  on  the  subject,  and  had  made  a 
most  elaborate  and  learned  report,  recom- 
mending that  ihe  principle  of  the  Bill 
should  be  adopted.  Under  these  circum- 
■lances,  and  with  this  sanction,  it  was 
that  the  mesBure  was  now  submitted  to 
their  Lordships.  The  first  thing  that 
■tmck  any  one  who  considered  the  subject 
was  the  strange  inconsistency  that  per- 
vaded the  English  law  in  Ihis  respect. 
A  person  litigating  any  right  of  properly, 
however  Bmall,  was  allowed  the  assistxnce 
of  counsel;  but  in  a  case  affecting  his 
character,  his  liberty,  perhaps  even  his 
life,  he  was  by  the  present  Etate  of  the  law 
deprived  of  that  assistance.  This  was  at 
firist  view  not  only  a  most  inconsistent, 
but  if  he  mit;ht  apply  eo  strong  an  expres- 
sion to  the  Kngliah  law,  a  most  absurd 
regulation.  Again,  in  cases  of  crimes  of 
the  di^epest  dye,  which  were  visited  with 
the  severest  of  all  punishments — he  meant 
those  which  came  under  the  denomination 
of  high  treason — prisoners  were  allowed 
the  herii'fit  of  counsel ;  and  in  the  lowest 
griHle  of  cises,  which  came  under  the 
head  of  misdemeanour,  they  were  allowed 
Ihe  same  assistance.  Thus  ihe  two  ex- 
trempB  were  put  on  the  same  footing  ; 
while  in  the  iiiiermediate  cases  of  felony, 
the  prisoner  was  wholly  deprived  of  the 
benefit  of  counsel.  Very  extraordinary 
consequences  resulted  from  this  state  of 
(he  law.  There  were  oflences  connected 
with  coining,  which  upon  the  first  com- 
mission, were  simply  mitdemeanourB,  but 
which,  when  Tepeated,  became  felonies. 


A  man  pat  upon  his  trial  for  the  first 
would  have  ihe  full  benefit  of  counsel; 
were  he  indicted  for  a  aecond  offence,  the 
same  witnesses  would  beexamined, precisely 
the  same  description  of  evidence  would  be 
gone  through,  and  his  counsel  would  only 
be  allowed  to  put  questions  tu  ihewitnesses, 
and  to  argue  points  of  law;  he  would 
have  no  right  lo  addre:>3  a  single  word  to 
the  jury.  Ag;»iii,  in  a  case  of  extreme 
violence  upon  a  female.  This  would  be  a 
case  of  felony,  and  Ihe  prisoner's  counsel 
would  have  no  rii;ht  to  conduct  the 
defence  or  address  the  jury.  If,  however, 
the  prisoner  was  acquitted  because  the 
offence  was  not  completely  established, 
and  another  indictment  was  preferred 
against  him  for  an  assault  with  intent  to 
commit  the  offence,  the  same  witnesses 
would  be  examined,  the  same  facts  gone 
through,  and  the  counsel  would  be  at 
liberty  to  conduct  the  defence,  and  to 
address  the  jury.  Surety  these  were  in« 
congruities  and  absurdities  that  ought  to 
be  removed,  unless  some  good  cause  were 
shown  for  the  continuance  of  the  present 
system.  He  should  be  enabled  to  ahow 
their  Lordships  that  these  were  remnante 
of  a  barbarous  code  of  lawB  relating  to 
felons,  which  had  been  all  got  rid  of  with 
the  single  exception  of  the  anomaly  which 
il  was  the  object  of  the  Bill  to  remove. 
Formerly,  in  cases  oF  felony,  the  counsel 
were  not  allowed  to  ci^MS-examine  the 
witnesses,  or  to  suggest  objectiona  on 
points  of  law.  The  unhappy  and  ignorant 
prisoner  at  the  bar  had  the  liberty  of  sug- 
gesting a  legal  objection,  but  he  must  do 
so  of  himself,  without  any  consultation 
with  counsel;  it  was  taken  into  consider' 
ation  by  the  judge,  and  if  he  thought  St, 
the  question  was  ar^jued  by  counsel  ap- 
pointed for  the  purpose.  In  caaes  of 
felony,  no  witnesses  were  examined  on  the 
part  of  the  prisoner  until  Queen  Mary  sent 
down  direclions  to  the  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  to  take  evi- 
dence or)  the  part  of  the  accused.  The 
however,  remained  imperfect.  I>fcause, 
though  witnesses  were  examined,  they 
were  not  examineil  upon  oath.  Lawyers 
were  aametitnes  very  astute  at  finding  out 
reasons  to  support  every  existing  institu- 
tion, and  they  assigned  a  very  singular 
reason  for  this  practice.  They  said  that 
it  originated  in  unity  towards  the  pri- 
soner, because  the  witness,  not  being 
bound  by  an  oath,  would  Bpeak  largely 
and  beneficially  for  hitn.    This  was  rather 
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a  smguUr  doctioe,  the  object  of  a  court 

of  juElice  being  to  elicit  the  truth  ;  but 
let  their  Lordshipi  mark  its  practical  effect 
as  exhibited  in  numeroui  insUnces  in  the 
"  Slate  Trials,"  The  moment  the  judge 
began  to  sum  up  the  evidence  to  the  jury, 
and  to  conlraat  the  evidence  for  the  pro- 
gecution  with  that  given  on  the  part  of 
the  prisoner,  be  always  took  care  to  in- 
form the  jury  that,  in  eslimating  the  degree 
of  weight  which  was  to  be  attached  to  the 
testimony  on  each  side,  they  must  not 
lose  sight  of  the  important  fact  that  the 
witnesses  for  the  prosecution  were  ex- 
amined on  oath,  while  those  for  the 
defence  were  free  from  that  obligation. 
He  could  state  to  their  Lordships,  that 
the  opinion  of  the  legal  profession  was 
daily  growing  more  and  more  favourable 
to  the  measure  he  now  proposed.  Some 
ten  or  twelve  years  ago  it  was  strongly 
against  the  chaoge,  but  from  all  the  iii' 
quiries  he  had  made,  he  could  undertake 
to  say  that  a  great  majority  of  the  profES- 
■ioo  were  now  decidedly  favourable  to 
the  principle  he  conlended  for.  To  con- 
firm this  statement  he  need  only  refer 
their  Lordships  to  certain  passages  in  the 
Commissioners'  Report.  It  appeared  that 
the  current  of  ancient  authority  was 
■troDgly  in  favour  of  the  change.  The 
first  authority  was  that  of  Sir  William 
Biackstone,  a  man  who,  from  his  consi- 
derate and  (cautious  mind,  wns  well  worthy 
to  give  en  opinion.  Sir  William  Black- 
atone  said,  that  he  was  of  opinion  that  in 
cases  of  felony  there  could  be  no  reason 
why  the  defence  of  the  prisoner  should 
tiot  be  intrusted  to  counsel,  as  well  as  in 
cases  of  misdemennour.  Tlie  next  autho- 
rity was  that  of  Lord  Coke,  who  stated 
very  shortly  what  he  considered  to  be  the 
ground  of  ihe  rule  by  which  counsel  were 
disallowed  in  cases  of  felony.  "  No 
counsel  (said  Lord  Coke)  is  allowed  in 
cases  of  feloiiy,  because  the  evidence 
ought  to  be  so  clear  that  it  cannot  be 
contradicted."  And  this  passage  of  Lord 
Coke*9  wa«  adopted  by  Lord  Nottingham, 
on  Ihe  tiial  of  Lord  Cornwallis  for  the 
murder  of  Robert  Carr.  He  said,  when 
acting  as  Lord  Hi^h  Steward  on  that  trial, 
"  No  otiier  good  reason  can  be  given  why 
the  law  refuselh  to  allow  the  prisoner  at 
the  bar  counsel  on  matters  of  fact,  in  the 
result  of  which  liis  life  may  be  concerned, 
but  only  this,  because  the  evidence  by 
which  he  is  condemned  ought  to  be  so 
very  evident,  and  so  plain,  that  all  the 


counsel  iti  the  world  should  not  be  abia 
to  answer  it."  The  premises  of  this  argu< 
ment  appeared  to  him  entirely  to  fail. 
He  knew  that  in  a  great  many  cases  in 
which  he  had  himself  been  concerned  aa 
counsel,  or  had  been  sitting  as  judge,  the 
evidence  had  been  of  so  extensive  and  so 
complicated  a  character,  directed  against 
the  life  of  man,  that  it  was  ridiculous  and 
absurd  to  slate  that  it  could  not  be  con- 
tradicted ;  and  that  the  observations  of 
counsel  upon  it  might  not  have  been  of 
the  greatest  service,  not  only  as  far  as  the 
conclusion  of  the  jury,  and  the  interests 
of  the  prisoner,  and  the  enlightenment  of 
the  mind  of  the  judges  was  concerned, 
If  their  Lordships,  then,  were  satisfied  that 
the  premises  on  which  the  reasoning  of 
those  learned  persona  was  founded,  failed, 
and  those  premises  being  stated  was  the 
o&ly  good  reason,  and  that  turning  out  to 
be  no  reason  at  all,  then  he  had  Lord 
Coke  and  Lord  Nottingham  as  authori- 
ties in  his  favour.  But  this  was  not  all, 
The  current  of  authorities  set  most 
strongly  in  his  favour  upon  this  subject. 
He  could  quote,  the  authority  of  Whitlock, 
who  was  one  of  the  Commissioners  of  the 
Great  Seal,  and  also  of  Judge  JeSeriea, 
as  being  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  this 
Bill.  On  the  other  side,  there  was  cer- 
tainly the  respected  and  revered  name  of 
Sir  Michael  Foster;  but  he  did  not  ex- 
press himself  very  strongly  upon  the 
subject.  His  observation  was  this: — "  I 
am  far  from  disputing  the  propriety  of 
this  rule.  In  all  these  cases  we  muel  be 
guided  by  a  balance  of  evils  and  incon- 
veniences," He  (Lord  Lynd hurst)  ad- 
mitted the  authority  and  even  the  doubu 
of  that  Learned  Jud|e  to  be  entitled  to 
great  attention  ;  and  il  was  in  consequence 
partly  of  those  doubts,  and  in  conse- 
quence, after  an  examination  of  the  sub- 
ject of  what  occurred  to  him  would  be  the 
evil  and  inconvenience  of  departing  froni 
the  preient  system,  that  he  formerly  op- 
posed a  Bill  similar  to  the  present  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  He  had 
reason  since  to  observe  the  progress  of 
opinion  upon  this  subject,  and  to  make 
inquiry  respecting  it  while  he  was  at  the 
bar,  and  since  he  had  been  on  the  bench, 
to  see  the  working  of  the  system  ;  and  the 
result  had  been,  that  he  was  satisfied  that 
the  evils  and  inconveniences  of  allowing 
counsel  to  prisoners  had  been  greatly  ex- 
aggerated, and  that  being  exaj^erated,  he 
thought  they  ought  not  to  be  put  in  com- 
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petition  with  that  wliich  the  obvious  jus- 
tice of  the  case  Appeared  to  require.  It 
was  Bfild  that  the  prisoner  might  himself 
address  the  jury;  and  a  lawyer  of  con- 
siderable eminence,  Mr.  Sergeant  Haw- 
kins, had  said,  that  an  address  by  the  ac- 
cuser was  likely  to  be  attended  witn  a  more 
beneficial  effect  than  when  made  by  coun- 
sel. With  all  submisKion  to  Ihatauthoriiy, 
thisappeared  tohim  tobeameremockery. 
How  few  persons  were  there,  even  of  edu- 
cation, who  were  accuetooied  to  public 
speaking  ;  and  even  if  they  were,  how  few 
were  there  who,  for  the  first  time  in  their 
lives,  being  called  upon  to  exercise  (hat 
power  or  gift  with  reference  to  a  subject  of 
this  kind,  could  go  into  an  examination  of 


ft  complicated  case,  and  point  out  the  im- 
probabilities and  inconsistences  of  the  evi-  ; 
dence,  so  as  todoiusticeto  himself.  That  '■ 
obgerration  applied  to  persons  of  educa- 
tion; but  how  few  persons  of  education  I 
were  there  put  upon  their  trial  for  felony,  i 
The  great'mass  of  persoos  who  were  thus  I 
circumstanced  were  the  uninformed  and  | 
uninslrucled,    and  when  their  Lordships  ! 
took  into  consideration  the  condition   of  ' 
such  persons,the  novelty  of  their  situation, 
and  the  anxiety  of  mind  which  it  must 
create,  and    looked    at   the    fatal  conse- 
qaences  which  might  result  to  them  from  ' 
a  mere  slip  or  phrase  of  speech,  how  absurd  ' 
and  extravagant  was  it  to  say  that  it  was 
better  for  the  party  accused  to  defend  him-  ! 
self,  and  that  he  would   do  it  with  more  ! 
effect  than  if  his  defence  were  conducted  '. 
by  counsel.  But  hebegged  their  Lordships  | 
(o  lock  at  the  injustice  and  partiality  of  the  : 
principle.     You  allow  counsel  for  the  pro- 
secution to  address  the  jury  upon  matters 
of  fact ;  but  you  won't  allow  the  party  ac- 
cused to  do  so.     Could  any  injustice  be 
greater  than  that  ?     What  was  the  answer 
to  this?     Why  it  was  said  that  the  speech 
made  by  the  counsel  for  the  prosecution 
was  of  infinite  importance  to  justice  being 
done  between  the  parties;  it  detailed  the 
facts  in  a  cold  and  unimpressive  manner 
merely  in  order  to  introduce  the  evidence, 
and  Inut  it  was  beneficial  even  to  the  parly  , 
accused.     If  that  were  so  now,  it  was  not 
BO  formerly ;  and  he  believed  the  alteration 
which  hacl  taken  place  in  the  system  had 
arisen  mainly  from  the  discussions  to  which 
this  Bill  had  originally  given  rise  when  in- 
troduced in  1 825.     But  what  was  the  kind 
of  speech  which  counsel  for  the  prosecution 
made  in  cases  of  this  description?     One 
likely  to  have  the  most  fatal  effect  agaiast 


23}  Prijoners.  768 

the  accused.  He  would  take  the  cue  of 
a  party  indicted  for  a  capital  offence,  where 
the  case  depended  upon  a  great  mass  of 
circumstantial  evidence.  What  was  the 
kind  of  speech  likely  to  have  the  most  fatal 
effect?  It  would  be  the  speech  of  an  in- 
genious counsel,  who  would  collect  all  the 
little  facts  of  the  case,  and  arrange  them 
ill  such  order  and  manner,  interspersing 
them  with  occasional  observations,  as  to 
lead  the  minds  of  the  jury  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  accused  was  guilty  of  the  offence 
with  which  he  stood  charged.  Such  k 
speech  ns  he  had  described,  introduced  as 
it  would  be  with  the  expression  of  great 
mercy  towards  the  prisoner,  and  ofa  hope 
that  he  would  be  able  to  extricate  himself 
from  the  toils  in  which  he  had  entangled 
himself,  was  likely  to  produce  a  much  more 
powerful  effect  on  the  jury,  unfavourable 
to  the  prisoner,  than  any  speech  delivered 
with  zeal  and  passion,  which,  by  creating 
a  revolting  impression,  would  be  likely  to 
produce  no  effect  at  all  in  his  favour.  But 
this  was  precisely  the  description  of  speech 
which  counsel  now,  under  the  restrictinns 
they  were  supposed  to  be  subjected  to,  ad- 
dressed to  the  jury  in  that  class  of  cases. 
It  was  monstrous  to  say  that  the  counsel 
for  the  prosecution  should  be  entitled  to 
make  observations  in  order  to  show  the 
coherence  of  the  several  parts  of  the  evi- 
dence, and  that  the  prisoner  should  not 
have  counsel  for  the  purpose  of  exposing 
the  inconsistencies,  contradictions,  aud 
improbabilities  of  the  evidence  directed 
against  him.  It  was  i)uite  impossible,  if 
the  object  were  to  administer  justice,  that 
reasonable  men  could  sanction  a  system  so 
partial.  But  there  was  another  consider- 
ation of  importance— what  did  the  expe- 
rience of  the  world  say  as  to  this?  What  was 
the  practice  of  the  other  countries  in  civi- 
lised Europe  ?  We  boasted  of  the  tender- 
ness of  our  laws,  at  least  of  the  admini- 
stration of  them.  We  thought  that  we 
stood,  in  that  respect,  above  all  the  civil- 
ised nations  of  Europe.  But  there  was  not 
a  country  in  Europe  where  a  party  accused 
had  not  a  right  to  defend  himself  by  coun- 
sel, both  upon  matters  of  fact  and  law, 
except  in  this  country  and  in  Ireland.  In 
Scotland  that  was  the  practice.  Were  their 
Lordshipsjustllied,  then,  in  permitting  it  in 
one  part  of  the  country,  and  denying  it  in 
another?  What  were  the  grounds  for  that 
distinction  ?  It  was  said  that  the  law  was 
different ,  but  there  was  nothing  in  the 
difference  of  the  law  upon  which  they  could 
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bnild  a  rtason  why  a  aystem  ihoiild  exist 
in  the  northern  pait  of  the  iBknd,  and 
■hould  not  exist  in  Ihe  southern  part  of  it. 
What  aUo  was  the  case  in  the  British  co- 
lonies, where  the  criminal  law  of  England 
SrevBlled.  Mr.  Dwarris  (old  them,  in  his 
.eport,  that  it  was  the  practice  to  allow 
prisoners  to  defend  themselves  by  counsel 
upon  questions  of  fact  as  well  as  law,  and 
that  no  inconvenience  resulted  from  ii. 
In  the  United  States,  likewise,  where  ihc 
common  law  of  England  was  ihe  law  of  Hie 
country,  it  had  long  been  the  practice  to 
allow  counsel  to  prisoners,  and  no  incon- 
venience  or  complaint  had  resulted  from  it ; 
nor  was  it  followed  by  the  existence  of 
those  evils  which  it  was  supposed  would 
result  from  the  practice  if  it  were  adopted 
in  this  country.  Then  what  was  another 
objection  ?  It  was  one  which  no  person 
would  venture  lo  state  openly,  and  yet  it 
operated  very  powerfully  agiainst  this  Bill. 
It  was  one  which  was  hinted  at,  but  whi-.h 
no  one  would  avow — it  was  an  objection 
of  time.  It  was  said  that  it  would  extend 
the  duration  of  the  assizes  and  sessions  be- 
yond measure,  and  entail  great  expense 
upoa  the  country.  But  this  was  staled  al- 
ways with  a  protest  by  those  who  used  it, 
that  it  was  not  intended  to  rest  their  case 
upon  the  argument  of  time.  And  justly 
so,  because  if  their  Lordships  were  satis- 
6ed,  that  in  a  matter  which  might,  result 
in  the  forfeiture  of  a  man's  life,  it  was  ue- 
cessary  to  the  ends  of  justice  that  furlher 
lime  should  be  allowed,  he  was  confident 
that  their  Lordships  would  not  say  thi 
they  would  not  allow  that  time,  because 
was  inconvenient,  and  would  be  attended 
with  expense.  They  would  not,  upon  sucli 
grounds,  deprive  a  party  of  that  full  anil 
fair  trial  which  they  In  their  judgements 
and  consciences  felt  to  be  necessary  for  a 
due  inrestigation  of  the  truth.  But  then 
another  objection  which  he  believed  wjs 
nearly  obsolete,  was  this,  that  the  jud^e 
was  counsel  for  the  prisoner.  But  he  was 
not  the  advocate  of  the  piisoner.  That 
was  not  his  situation  ;  and  if  it  were,  hi 
had  no  means  of  discharging  his  duty.  Hi 
bad  no  opportunity  of  intercourse  with  thi 
prisoner ;  he  had  no  knowledge  nf  the  fact: 
which  could  be  communicated  by  the  party 
accused.  What  was  the  meaning  then  of 
the  expression,  "  the  judge  is  counsel  for 
the  prisoner  ?  "  It  meant,  that  he  would 
take  care  to  see  the  Uw  duFyadministered 
—that  evidence  should  not  be  admitted 
which  ought  not  to  be  so — and  that  he 


would  see  that  the  trial  was  regularly, 
Fairly,  properly,  and  impartially  conducted. 
The  expression  could  not  have  any  other 
meaning.  But  another  great  argument  was 
this— that  the  adoption  of  the  proposed 
system  would  change  the  tone,  temper,  and 
character  of  our  judicial  proceedings  in 
criminal  matters.  It  was  said,  that  under 
the  present  system  everything  was  con- 
ducted orderly  and  quietly ;  that  there  waa 
no  zeal,  no  passion  embarked  in  the  case; 
that  the  witnesses  on  the  part  of  the  pro- 
secution were  temperately  examined,  and 
the  witnesses  for  the  defence  patiently  and 
impartially  heard;  that  the  judge  dissected 
the  whole  of  the  evidence,  and  then  im- 
partially submitted  it  to  the  consideration 
of  the  jury.  He  admitted  all  that.  He 
admitted  aldo,  that  iu  some  degree  some- 
thing like  warmth  and  zeal  would  make 
its  appearance  in  the  courts  of  ciiminal 
justice,  were  counsel  on  the  one  side  and 
on  the  other  permitted  to  argue  a  criminal 
case.  But  he  still  believed  that  the  evils 
in  this  respect  were  greatly  exaggerated. 
And  he  would  tell  their  Lordships  why  be 
said  so.  The  most  important  and  excit- 
ing cases  were  very  often  misdemeanours 
involving  matters  of  grave  accusation,  and 
in  which  parties  contended  one  against 
the  other  much  more  than  they  could  be 
supposed  to  do  in  cases  of  prosecution  for 
felony  ;  and  yet  in  cases  of  misdemeanour 
counsel  were  allowed.  In  the  Court  of 
King's  Bench  he  had  heard  many  misde- 
meanours tried  under  the  superintendence 
of  the  Chief  Justice,  and  also  at  the  as- 
sizes, and  yet  he  never  found  that  there 
was  any  want  of  order,  or  decorum,  or  of 
that  degree  of  tranquillity  which  should 
always  prevail  in  the  court  of  justice,  and 
which  was  necessary  to  enable  the  parlies 
called  upon  to  decide  the  case  to  come  to 
a  correct  judgment.  In  those  cases  he 
had  heard  some  most  animated  speechea 
addressed  by  counsel  to  the  jury,  who  sat 
as  calm  spectators  all  the  while,  the  Judge 
also  being  equally  calm,  both  parties  feel- 
ing that  the  decision  to  be  arrived  st  must 
be  formed  upon  the  facts  presented  lo 
them.  Again,  it  was  agreat  circumstance 
in  an  argument  of  this  kind  that  the  ob- 
jections made  were  merely  speculative. 
Let  them  look  at  what  was  the  practical 
result  of  the  principle  for  which  he  was 
contending.  Did  they  find  that  in  Scot- 
land the  court*  of  criminal  judicature  were 
not  capable  of  investigating  the  facts, 
;  because  counsel  on  eacu  tide  made  ant- 
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mated  speeches  ?  The  evideDce  led  to  a 
conlrary  conclusion.  The  Lord  Advocate 
stated,  that  TroiD  experience  he  was  satis- 
fied if  counsel  had  not  been  allowed  to 
address  ihe  jury  in  many  instancea  great 
injustice  would  have  been  done.  There 
was  another  point,  and  viliich  after  all  wa^ 
the  principal  point  to  be  attended  to, 
namely,  Ihe  best  mode  of  investigating 
tlie  truth  T  It  was  said  that  an  argument 
between  counsel  would  not  assist  the  in- 
vestigaiion  ;  that  it  would  embarrass  it, 
and  render  it  more  difficult,  because  pas- 
sion would  be  substituted  for  cool  and  calm 
inquiry.  He  hud  considered  that  par- 
ticular objection,  but  what  was  the  f.ict? 
i  out  of  len    it 


were  made  known  to  him  ai  to  the  cba- 
racter  of  the  witnesses,  and  as  to  the  pri- 
soner's own  position.  These  were  the 
clues  by  which  counsel  were  enabled  to 
wander  through  that  which  was  very  often 
a  labyrinth  to  a  person  who  bad  not  known 
anything  of  tlie  case  befure.  Couid  any 
one  say  that  a  counsel,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, was  not  in  a  situation  to  make 
observations  of  importance,  not  only  to  the 
prisoner  and  the  jury,  but  of  infinite  im- 
portance for  guiding  the  mind  and  assist- 
ing the  observations  of  the  judge.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  their  -Lordships  had 
only  to  look  at  that  class  of  cases  Id  be 
convinced  that  the  assistance  of  counsel 
essential  to  the  due  administration  of 


consequence  whether  counsel  had  the  '  justice,  and  the  full  investigation  of  truth- 
privilege  or  not.  The  facts  would  be  so  There  was  one  more  observation  which  he 
clear  that  it  would  be  quite  unnecessary  |  thought  it  necessary  to  make.  It  was  said 
to  make  any  observations  on  o:ie  side  or  '  that  the  judge  was  now  considered  counsel 
''      other.       But   there    was   a    class  of  .  for  the  prisoner;  but  if  a  speech  should  be 


cases  of  the  utmost  importance,  in  which    allowed  to  be  made  b 
the  lives  and  liberties  of  men  were  involved,  i  prisoner,  the  ju( 
Tuke  the  case,  for  ir 

pending    upon    circumstantial    evidence.  ! 

There  was  not  a  case  of  that  kind  in  which  .  He  denied  that  conclusion.     The  judge 
luld  say  it  was  not  of  the  ut-  |  stood  high  and  independent,  and  was  look- 


■r  de-  I  reply  upon  thai  speech. 


counsel  for   tlie 

jld  be  compelled  to 

'     rouid    thus 


ippear  to  lake  part  against  the  prisoner. 


most  importance  to  the  ends  of  justice  thai 
counsel  should  have  the  opportunity  of 
making  observations  on  the  evidence. 
What  was  the  course  of  a  trial  in  a  case 
of  that  description  ?  Witnesses  were  ex- 
amined from  an  early  hour  in  the  morning 
till  late  at  night;  the  Judge  took  down 
the  evidence,  and  ihe  instant  that  was 
concluded,  he  summed  up  to  the  jury, 
commenting  on  the  evidence  as  he  pro- 
ceeded. If  there  were  a  plurality  of  pri- 
soners, the  Judge;pointed  out  the  evidence 
which  applied  to  each  prisoner — reconcil- 
ing apparent  con  trad  id  ions,  or  exposing 
real  contradictions — showing  ihe  proba- 
bilities or  improbabilities  of  the  statements 
of  the  different  witnesses,  and  conlrusling 
the  evidence  of  one  witness  wiih  that  of 
another.  There  was  no  individual  (and 
he  had  sat  in  the  situation  himst^lf),  there 
was  no  judge  who  could  say  at  the  close 
of  such  a  '       ■ 

with  Iht 


ed  up  to  by  the  jury.  They  bad  a  reliance 
on  his  wisdom  and  experience;  and  above 
all  they  had  a  relianceon  his  impartiality. 
It  was  not  necessary  for  the  judge  to  em- 
bark with  zeal  in  the  case.  If  he  dealt 
in  a  mild  manner  with  the  sophistries  of 
the  counsel  for  the  prisoner,  and  felt  it 
necessary  to  expose  his  inconsistencies  in 
argument,  and  to  correct  his  errors  as  to 
by  drawing  the  attention  of  tl 

mdantly  s 


Sclent  for  the  purposes  of 

jusiice.  wnat  did  experience  teach  on 
these  points  ?  In  trials  for  misdemeanours 
the  judge  was  placed  precisely  in  the  same 
situation  ;  but  ihey  did  not  iind  such  a 
consequence  result.  He  appeared  as  an 
arbitrator  and  a  mediator,  acting  evenly 
between  the  parties;  presenting  the  case 
fairly  and  impartially  to  the  consideration 
^  of  ihe  jury.  He  had  no  apprehension  of 
was  quile  satisfied  i  that  result  which  had  always  been  insisted 
which  he  had  executed  |  upon  in   the  discussion  of  this  question. 


w  duty.  It  was  impossible  for  hli 
to  be  guilty  of  some  omission,  either 
the  facts,  or  as  to  the  making  of  soir 
portant  observation  which  might 
been  suggested  to  him  if  counsel  had  been 
allowed  tn  address  the  jury.  The  counsel, 
through  the  attorney,  communicated  with 

the  prisocter,  and    nil  the  circumstances  |  encies  that  would  arise  from  the  proposed 
VOL.  XXXIV.  {SSi}  2  C 


lot  He  had  felt  it  necessary  lo  trouble  their 
as  to  I  Lordships  at  greater  length  than  he  could 
e  im-  I  have  wished,  from  the  peculiar  situation  in 
have  ■  which  he  was  placed  ;  he  having  in  the 
yearl826  taken  another  view  of  this  ques- 
tion.  But  he  was  satislied  that  his  foimer 
lusions  as  to  Ihe  evils  and  inconveni- 
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change,  were  exaggerations  ;  and  he  was 
now  persuaded  that  those  evils  would  be 
of  no  grent  inae;niludc,  and  would  be  more 
than  counterbalanced  by  that  great  rule  of 
jmtice  on  which  ihe  change  was  Tounded 
—impartiality.  The  conclusion  then  to 
which  he  had  come  upon  this  question  was, 
thai  ihe  present  system  was  a  remnant  of 
a  barbarous  practice  !  that  the  continuance 
of  it  was  against  the  great  current  ofautlio- 
rities ;  that  if  they  continued  it  they  would 
act  partially  beween  ihe  accuser  and  the 
accused  ;  that  it  was  conirary  to  the  prac- 
tice of  all  civilised  countries;  and  in  the 
last  place — which  perhaps  was  the  most 
important  consideration — an  alteration 
required,  because  it  was  essential  to  the 
due  investigation  of  truth  In  the  most 
portant  cases  that  could  coma  before  a 
court  of  criminal  justice. 

Lord  Wynjord  said,  his  noble 
learned  Friend  had  adverted  to  the  ob- 
jection that  ihe  proposed  change  won 
necessarily  involve  the"  consumption 
much  iongCT  time  in  criminal  trials  ih; 
was  required  at  present.  There  was  : 
doubt  that  the  change  would  greallv  pt 
tract  such  trials.  He  understood  that  o 
week  was  occupied  in  Scotland  in  the  trial 
of  forty  criminals.  He  had  at  one  assizes 
to  try  2-10.  Now  in  what  time  could  those 
trials  have  been  concluded,  if  counsel  had 
to  address  the  jury  for  the  prisoner  in  each 
case?  He  did  not,  however,  urge  this  as 
a  permanent  objection  to  the  Bill,  but  he 
did  not  think  that  the  country  was  yet 
ripe  for  such  a  measure.  If  it  were  to  be 
adopted,  it  nould  be  necessary  to  make  a 
large  addition  to  the  present  number  of 
the  judges.  Three  would  be  necessary  to 
preside  In  some  counties  and  four  in  others, 
and  twelve  at  least  would  be  required  to 
try  the  prisoners  in  London.  This,  of 
course,  would  entail  a  very  considerable 
expense  on  the  country ;  but  he  did  not 
rest  on  that,  for  he  thought  that  no  ex- 
pense of  time  or  money  could  be  considered 
too  large,  if  It  had  the  eSect  of  bringing 
about  an  improved  system  in  the  admin- 
istration of  justice,  or  afforded  greater 
protection  lo  the  innocent  man  than  he 
enjoyed  at  present.  He  himself  did  not 
object  to  (he  principle  of  employing  coun- 
sel to  address  the  jury  for  prisoners  ac- 
cused of  felony  ;  on  the  contrary,  lie  had 
not  heard  any  argument  against  that  pro- 
position which  might  not  with  equal  force 
be  applied  against  the  employment  of 
counsel  in  any  case.  For  his  own  part, 
vhen  presiding  at  a  judge,  he  had  often 


wished  tohavetheaid  of  the  opinion  of  coun- 
sel on  the  case  before  summing  it  up  to  the 
jury.  It  was  not  always  possible  for  a  judge, 
who  was  occupied  in  hearing  a  case 
for  perhaps  ten  or  twelve  hours  to  be 
able  in  his  summing-up  to  direct  his  atten- 
tion to  every  minute  point  of  the  case,  so 
astobrlngthem  fullybeforethe  jury  as  they 
bore  for  or  against  the  accused.  He  re- 
membered a  case  which  was  tried  before 
him  at  Leicester,  and  which  he  believed 
was  in  the  recollection  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friends  (Lords  Dcnman  and  Lynd- 
hursl).  In  that  case  a  man  was  charged 
with  having  committed  a  murder  at  Mel- 
lon Mowbray,  which  it  was  alleged,  he 
had  come  From  Barnsley,  in  Yorkshire,  to 
commit.  Amongst  other  circumstances, 
tiiere  was  the  evidence  of  a  woman,  who 
proved  that  the  prisoner  had  left  Barniley 
on  a  particular  day,  at  such  an  hour  as 
would  give  him  just  time  to  be  at  Helton 
Mowbray  at  the  time  the  murder  wag  com- 
mitted. That,  of  course,  was  nottheonly 
circumstance  in  the  case;  but,  connected 
with  others,  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  an  im- 
portant link  and  mnde  an  impression  on 
his  mind.  The  man  was  convicted  and 
sentenced  to  death.  He  (Lord  Wynford) 
bad  just  retired  to  his  chamber,  when  the 
attorney  for  the  prisoner  came  to  him,  and 
informed  him  that  the  old  woman  who  had 
lo  the  prisoner's  leaving  Barnsley, 
right  as  to  the  day  but  had  mistaken 
the  week.  In  proof  of  this,  the  books  of 
his  employers  were  afterwards  produced 
which  showed  that  the  prisoner  was  at  his 
work  at  Barnsley  on  the  day  which  the 
woman  had  described  as  that  of  his  leavin?. 
Under  those  circumstances,  all  he  could 
do  was  to  respite  the  prisoner,  and  recom- 
mend him  to  his  Majesty  for  an  uncon- 
ditional pardon.  Now,  that  was  a  case  in 
which  the  aid  of  counsel  would  have  been 
of  great  importance  in  addressing  the 
jury  for  a  prisoner,  and  cases  in  many 
respects  similar  were  of  frequent  occur- 
rence. In  the  evidence  to  which  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  referred,  there 
was  a  very  estraordinary  fact  staled, 
namely,  that  during  the  shrievalty  of  a 
gentleman  of  the  name  of  Wilde,  no  lesa 
than  five  persona  were  saved  from  being 
executed  upon  their  several  convictions  by 
that  gentleman,  whose  active  researches 
proved  that  they  were  innocent  of  the 
crimes  of  which  they  had  been  found  guilty. 
And  could  it  be  said,  that  justice  was  done, 
when  in  the  course  ofoneyear  five  innocent 
peTBons  were  condemned  in  the  city  of  Lou- 
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don  ft]one?He  therefore,  for  one, wasofopin- 
ion,  that  a  full  dereoceougbl  to  be  permitted 
to  be  madeb;  couDStl;  but  at  tlie  same  time 
lie  must  say,  that  atldilional  means  for  ad- 
minisleringjustice  ought  at  once  to  be  re- 
sorted to.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
however,  seemed  to  be  of  opinion  that  ihe 
present  was  a  very  good  lime  to  commence 
the  experiment,  and  perhaps  it  was,  for 
the  calendars  throughout  the  whole  coun- 
try were,  he  was  happy  to  say,  extremely 
light.  Neveitbcless  he  should  have  bten 
Tery  glad  that  additional  Judges  had  been 
appointed,  and  slill  more  glad  if  the  other 
House  of  Legislature  would  consent  to 
vide  money  to  enable  poor  prisoner,  „ 
employ  and  have  Counsel  for  their  defence. 
Lord  DemnaH  said,  it  must  be  quite 
clear  to  their  Lordships  that  hjg  noble  and 
learned  Ftiend  had  merely  been  arguing 
favour  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill;  every 
part  of  which  would  be  subject  to  exami- 
nation in  Committee,  provided  that  prin- 
ciple was  adopted  by  their  Lordships.  He 
was  anxious  to  take  an  early  opportunity 
of  offering  his  humble  thanks  to  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  for  the  vety  able  and 
completely  satisfactory  manner  in  which 
he  had  argued  this  important  question. 
He  agreed  also  with  his  second  nobie  and 
learned  Friend,  that  it  was  essential  to  carry 
thii  principle  into  practical  execution,  for 
(he  honour  of  the  laws,  for  the  due  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  for  the  realization 
of  truth,  and  for  the  protection  of  inno- 
cence. His  Majesty's  Government  had 
always  taLen  a  strong  interest  in  behalf  of 
this  measure,  and  in  the  course  of  this 
Session  it  might  have  fallen  to  him  (Lord 
Denham)  to  propose  this  great  alteration 
in  the  law,  if  he  had  not  felt  that  it  would 
have  been  very  inconvenient  for  a  person 
Jn  his  situation  to  propose  such  a  change 
without  being  confident  that  it  would  be 
adopted  by  the  Legislature.  This  case 
was  placed  upon  a  true  and  triumphant 
principle,  when  it  was  said  that  it  was 
essentially  necessary  for  the  advancement 
and  establishment  of  truth.     It  was  per- 
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being  the  highest  Court  in  the  Kingdom, 

and  ready  to  set  an  example  of  justice  to 
all   other    Coiirls,  had   ordered,   for  the 
due  and  more  impartial  administration  of 
justice,  that   not  only  copies    should  be 
given  to  all  the  parties  accused  before  it  of 
all  documents  and  papers  connected  with 
the  actusalion,  but  also  that  counsel  should 
be  assigned  to  defend  such  parties  if  they 
desire  it.     The  standing  orders  147  said  : 
— "  This  the  Lords  do,  because  they  wish 
that  justice  shall  be  done  in  all  cases  that 
come  before  them,  criminal  as  well  as  civil, 
and  because  tliey  think  that  no  legal  help 
can  protect  the  guilty,  and  God  defend 
that  the  innocent  should  suffer  from  the 
want  of  it."     That  was  the  opinion  of  the 
Lords  in  an  order  made  200  years  ago. 
Their   Lordships    would   remember   what 
took  place  at  the  trial  of  Lord  Loval,  who 
was  accused  of  high  treason  in  the  year 
1745,  at  which  time  counsel  were  denied 
to    those    impeached    by  the  Commons, 
The  words  of  Lord  Lovat  must,  he  thought, 
carry  conviction  to  every  mind  capable  of 
it.     It  was  a  most  remarkable  expression 
— the  expression  of  a  man  of  eighty  years 
of  age.     He  thus  appealed  to  the  House 
of  Lords — "  If  yon  do  not  allow  me  coun- 
sel it  is  impossible  for  me  to  make  any 
defence  by  reason  of  my  inGrmity.     1  do 
not  see  ;  1  do  rot  hear.     I  come  up  to  the 
bar  at  the  hazardof  my  life.    I  have  fainted 
several  times.    I,  therefore,  ask  assistance, 
and  if  you  do  not  allow  me  counsel,  and 
such  aid  as   is   necessary,  it  will  be  im- 
possible for  me  to  make  any  defence  at 
all."     This  description  of  that  infirm  old 
Lord  might   be   the  description  of  every 
prisoner  called  upon  to  answer  for  bis  life. 
In  addition  to  the  authorities  quoted  by 
bis  noble   and    learned    friend,  he  would 
refer  to  that  of  Sir  Robert  Shower,  who, 
in  reference  to  some  arguments  on    the 
other  side  of  the  question,  said,  "  In  the 
le  of  God,  what  harm  can  accrue  to 
public  in  general,  or  to  any  person  in 
particular,    if  in   cases  of  stale    treBson 
nsel  should  be  allowed  to  the  accused  ? 
at  rule  of  justice  can  warrant  the  denial 
ounsel  in  that  case,  when,  in  the  case 
lis  stealing  a  halfpenny,  he  is  able  to 
d  by  himself  or  an  advocate."     But 
as  not  necessary  for  bim  to  dwell  upon 
lorities.  The  difficulty  whichhe  always 
upon  the  subject  wa«,  that  he  could 
!t    meet    with    any    serious    argument 
nsl  the  principle  of  allowing  counsel 
risoners.     He  bed  had  frequent  com* 
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tnunications  and  convera&iions  with  many 
learned  persons  who  difFered  from  him 
upon  the  subject,  but  he  had  never  found 
&ny  one  who  did  not  admil  thnt  prioriple 
jusliRed  a  contrary  practice  to  that  which 
existed.  Then  was  it  to  be  allowed  that 
the  law  of  so  great  a  country  as  this  should 
be  administered  with  such  an  admission, 
that  there  was  something  han^ng  about 
it  which  the  most  ingenious  men  were  not 
able  to  justify  uijoo  principle  ?  As  to  the 
difiirully  that  would  attend  the  Bdoplion  of 
the  principle,  there  was  no  state  of  things  so 
bad  from  which  someihing  good  might  not 
result ;  nor  wag  it  possible  to  avoid  incur- 
Ttng  some  inconvenience, even  by  a  bad  state 
of  things  being  set  right.  But  tiie  question, 
and  the  only  question,  was  this — what  did 
the  principle  require — what  was  it  that 
'justice  and  truth  demanded  at  the  hands 
of  the  Legislature?  Before  he  quitted  the 
■ubject  he  hoped  he  might  be  allowed  to 
refef  to  the  authority  of  his  late  lamented 
friend  Sir  James  Mackintosh,  who  in 
1824  brought  the  matf&r  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  of  Commons  and 
made  a  most  convincii>g  speech  in  favour 
of  the  principle  contained  in  the  present 
measure.  He  wished  also  to  be  allowed 
to  Slate  that  his  noble  and  learned  friend 
Lord  Brougham,  who  last  year  thought  it 
right  to  institute  a  full  inquiry  into  the 
matter  before  a  Committee  of  the  House, 
in  deference  to  the  scruples  whii'h  were 
entertained  by  some  high  authorities,  had 
authorised  him  to  state  that  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  now 
proposed  ought  to  be  adopted.  Lord 
Brougham  became  a  convert  to  the  opinion 
that  counsel  ought  to  be  heard  in  the  de- 
fence of  prisoners  in  the  year  1826. 
Previous  lo  that  time  he  had  entertained 
doubts  upon  the  point,  but  further  inquiry 
and  more  mature  consideration  operated 
to  remove  those  doubts,  and  in  1836  he 
Bpoke  in  favour  of  a  measure  of  this  de- 
scription in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
He  was  not  disposed  to  attach  much 
weight  or  importance,  as  far  as  i 
the  discussion  of  this  question,  to 
dence  that  might  have  been  given  of  im- 
proper convictions.  It  was  quite  enough 
for  the  principle  of  this  Bill  that  the 
proper  administration  of  justice  required 
it.  At  the  same  time  it  must  not  be  for- 
gotten that  two  weighty  authorities.  Sir 
Frederick  Pollock  and  Mr.  Alderman 
Harmer,  in  their  evidence  before  the  Lords' 
Committee,  both    stated    that  they   had 


known  instances  where  innocent  rttea  hid 
convicted,  and  actually  executed; 
similar  evidence  was  given  by  Mr. 
Wilde,  and  also  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  Mr.  Hill,  before  their  Lordahipa' 
Committee  last  year.  Of  the  varioos  as- 
sertions he  had  heard  urged  againat 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  he  thought  none 
were  entitled  to  weight.  In  the  first  place 
it  WHS  said  that  the  aid  of  counsel  would 
rather  do  harm  than  good  to  prisoner!. 
Nor,  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  not  to  do 
good  to  prisoners,  generallyspeaking  ;  but 
to  take  care  that  the  innocent  man  should 
not  he  punished  as  the  guilty, and  that  be 
should  not  run  theriskof  beingso  punished. 
The  persons  to  be  benefited  by  the  Bill 
were  those  who  were  accused  without 
being  guilty.  He  entirely  differed  from 
those  who  thought  that  it  would  afford  ad- 
ditional facilities  of  escape  to  the  guilty. 
Hedidnot  think  the  guilty  man  more  likely 
to  escape  in  consequence  of  a  full  ligbt 
being  thrown  upon  all  the  facts  and  all 
the  circumstances  of  thecase.  He  deuied 
also,  that  the  permission  to  prisoner'! 
counsel  to  speak,  would  prevent  any  case 
from  being  fully,  calmly,  and  dispasiioo- 
ately  heard,  considered  and  determined. 
On  the  other  hand,  he  thought  that  the 
existing  system  was  far  more  calculated 
to  excite  warm  and  irritated  feelings,  and 
to  interfere  with  that  calmness  which 
ought  to  prevail  in  every  court  of  justice; 
for  he  had  seen  many  instances  where 
counsel  were  pinioned  by  the  existing 
practice,  where  great  excitement  pre- 
vailed at  the  bar,  and  many  disagreeable 
personal  contentions  arose,  which  couU 
never  take  place  if  the  counsel  were  al- 
lowed to  speak  in  the  defence  of  the 
prisoner.  With  respect  to  the  assertion 
of  time,  he  believed  that  the  proposed  al- 
teration of  the  law  would  not  lead  lo  any- 
thing like  the  great  consumptioo  of  time 
thai  was  supposed.  In  one  particular, 
indeed,  he  thought  it  would  lead  lo 
a  general  saving  of  time,  namely,  in  the 
cross-examination  of  witnesses,  out  of 
which  the  prisoner's  counsel  were  now 
compelled  to  make  their  whole  defence. 
This  cross-examination  would  be  greatly 
shortened  if  the  counsel  were  at  liberty  to 
speak.  Another  argument  which  bad 
been  much  pressed,  and  was  thought  to  be 
eotiiled  to  great  weight,  was  the  supposed 
incompetency  of  the  chairman  of  quarter 
sessions  to  take  trials  when  they  had  to 
make  obaervatiana  to  the  jury  on  what  had 
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ttkea  place,  and  to  distinguish  between  the 
BOpbiatical  and  thejust  and  true  arguments 
advanced  by  counsel.  He  fell  convinced 
that  there  could  be  no  difficulty  upon  that 
bead.  There  might,  perhajis,  be  some 
question  as  to  the  propriety  of  putting  the 
judge  always  in  the  situation  of  replying 
to  the  counsel  for  the  prisoner.  That, 
however,  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  matter 
of  detail,  which  would  most  properly  be 
considered  in  Committee.  It  could  not 
affect  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  In  cir- 
cumstantial cases,  which  almost  always 
lasted' a  long  time — where  much  prejudice 
existed — where  the  judge  was  placed  in 
possession  of  all  the  evidence  before  the 
trial  commenced,  in  such  cases  he  could 
not  conceive  ibat  any  one  fit  to  fill  the 
situation  of  judge,  would  deny  that  he  was 
deurous  oF  hearing  what  an  able  and  in- 
genious counsel  could  say  on  the  side  of 
the  prisoner.  The  situation  of  the  judge 
on  such  occasions,  was  one  in  which  no 
man  ought  to  be  placed.  The  task  of  at- 
tending to  ihe  circumstance*  as  detailed 
in  the  indictment,  (he  duty  of  Attending  to 
the  evidence  and  taking  notes  of  it  as  it 
was  adduced  before  him  at  the  (rial,  and 
at  the  same  time  forming-  an  opinion 
which  he  was  to  cnrry  through  the  whole 
case,  of  how  the  evidence  in  all  its  healings 
affected    the    guilt  or  innocence  of   the 


existing  prohibition  on  counsel  to  address 
the  jury  on  behalf  of  prisoners,  he  was  de- 
cidedly favourable.  All  beyond  that 
appeared  to  hira  to  be  matter  of  de- 
tail, and  demand  further  consideration 
before  it  were  determined. 

Lord  Abinger  had  great  doubts  as  to 
the  policy  of  the  measure,  and  was  afraid 
of  their  Lordships  becoming  too  much 
in  love  with  theory.  He  was  therefore, 
unwilling  to  give  an  opinion,  lest  it  should 
be  a  hasty  one,  respecting  the  Bill.  But 
on  the  best  consideration  which  he  bad 
been  able  to  give  it,  he  must  admit  the 
principle  of  the  proposition  ; — at  the  same 
time  he  thought  their  Lordships  ought  to 
make  it  as  an  experiment,  rather  than  m 
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ought  to  be  called  upon  to  do.  Tli 
judges  were  not  anxious  (o  express  any 
opinion  wha(ever  with  respect  to  ihe  pre. 
sent  bill,  but  i<  hud  nalurally  been  a  topic 
of  con  versa  lion  amongst  ihem,  and  wiihuut 


presuming  ti 


n  tl>e  most  di»l 


what  their  feeling  upon  the  subje 
was,  he   could  not   refiain    from   stati 
what  fell  from  one  of  his  learned  Broth< 
on  a   late  occasion.      "  It   is  probabli 
said  he,  "  that  the  fate  of  (lie  man  who 
is  now  belbre  me  depends  upon  the  vii 
lake  of  the  case  and  upon  (he  manne 
which  I  submit  it  to  the  jury.     It  may  be 
a  long,  contradictory,  and  difficult  case. 
Yet  I  have  no  time  to  form  an  opinion  oi 
to  reason  upon  the  matter  at  all,  except 
during  the  short  interval  whilst  witnesses 
are  undergoing    the   ceremony  of  taking 
the  oath."     The  position    of  a  judge   so 
situated  is  most  painful.     After  alluding 
to  the  mockery  of  calling  upon  an  ignorant 
man  at  the  close  of  a  long  trial  to  defend 
himself,  (he  noble  and  learned   Lord  cou' 
eluded  by  stating  that  to  the  principle  of 
^  KH,  H  far  u  it  went  to  take  away  the 


measure.      Entcrtai 


ining 


these 


opinions,  he  did  not  oiTer  any  objection  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  -,  but  there 
were  parts  of  it  in  which  he  did  not 
concur — for  instance.he  did  notthinkthat 
ill  eases  the  prisoner  should  have  the 
right  of  reply  by  Counsel.  These,  how- 
ever, were  matters  which  could  be  goue 
'nto  (inly  in  tlie  Committee. 

The  Lord  Chancellor,  feeling  that  he 
could  Bild  nothing  to  what  hud  already 
been  so  well  and  so  ably  said  by  his  noble 
and  Iciirned  Friends  upon  the  suhject, 
rose  merely  to  express  his  entire  ac- 
quiescence in  the  principle  of  tlie  Bill,  as 
expressed  in  (he  first  clause.  He  hoped 
(hut  ihc  stigma  which  hod  so  longnttached 
to  the  practice  of  our  criminal  courts 
would  now  be  rrnioved,  and  (hat  in  those 
cases  in  which  it  was  most  important  that 
the  truth  should  be  asterlained,  the  ordi- 
nnrv  means  of  ubinining  it  would  be  sup- 
plied. His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lvndhurst)  had  s(n(ed,  (hat  he  had  felt 
it  lii^  duty  to  brin^  the  subject  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House,  because  no 
Member  of  the  King's  Government  ap- 
peared dis|w>sed  to  do  so.  He  begged  to 
assure  the  r  Lordships  that  he  should  not 
have  failed  to  bring  the  matter  forward; 
though  he  now  rejoiced  that  he  had  not 
done  so  sooner,  inasmuch  as  that  the  delay 
had  obtained  for  the  measure  Ihe  powerful 
aid  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 


HOUSE  OF  C  0  M  M  O  N  S, 
Thursday,   June  23,    1836. 
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Pluit,J(ir  Vole  by  BiiUiit, 

Procebdihos  in  Cohmittees.]  Mr. 
Hmne  rose  to  Diove  in  relattoo  to  the 
Coutmittee  on  the  Sonth-Weit  Durham 
Railway  Bill,  ihe  order  which  was  then 
discharged.  He  did  lo  because  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  theCommiltee  in  coin- 
in(^  to  the  resolution  they  did  had  de- 
viated from  the  rules  and  inslxuctions  laid 
down  by  ihat  House  on  the  subject  or 
Railway  Bills.  The  Committee  liad  been 
ordered  to  re-asHmble  for  the  purpose  of 
reporling  to  the  House  the  reasons  on 
which  it  had  come  to  the  resolution,  that 
the  preamble  to  the  Bill  had  not  been 
proved :  and  when  it  re-assembled,  it 
came  to  the  rollowing  reaolutioo:— "That 
the  reasons  upon  which  the  Committee 
came  to  the  resolution  that  the  preamble 
had  not  been  proved,  could  only  apply  to 
those  Members  who  had  voted  on  that 
propnsition."  This,  he  contended,  was 
limiting  the  number  of  Members  who 
should  vote  in  the  Committee,  end  he 
called  on  the  Speaker  to  say,  whether 
tnch  a  power  resided  in  a  Committee.  He 
also  called  on  the  House  to  support  his 
motion.  This  was  not  a  question  as  to 
the  merits  of  Ihe  fiiil,  but  one  that 
regarded  the  proper  course  of  proceed- 
ings in  Committees.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  moving,  that  the  Committee 
on  the  South-West  Durham  Railway  Bill 
do  re-assemble  for  the  purpose  of  report- 
ing specially  on  the  preamble  of  the  Bill, 
on  the  ground  that  their  previous  reso- 
lution restricting  the  votes  of  Members  of 
the  Committee  ia  contrarr  to  the  practice 
of  Parliament. 

Mr.  Right/  Wason  would  move  as  an 
amendment  the  following  Resolution — 
"  That  when  any  parly  has  just  reason  to 
complain  of  the  conduct  of  the  Members 
of  a  Committee  upon  any  Private  Bill, 
the  proper  remedy,  according  lo  precedent 
and  auibonty,  is  to  appeal  to  the  House 
for  a  Committee  of  Appeal."  He  con- 
tended lhat  the  admission  of  the  hon. 
Member,  (hat  this  was  not  a'question  aa 
to  the  merits  of.  the  Bill  put  him  out  of 
court  wilh  his  present  motion,  His  mo- 
tion, under  such  circumstances,  should 
have  been  for  a  Committee  of  Appeal. 
Tho  hon.  Member  i]uoted  vuioa*  pnce- 


dents,  and  the  opinion  of  the  late  Speftkir, 
in  support  of  that  view  of  the  question. 
No  Members  of  the  Committee  had  been 
prevented  from  voting  by  the  retoluiioD 
complained  of  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex.  He  believed  that  this  motion 
had  been  entirely  got  up  by  the  attorney 
for  the  Bill,  who  could  not  get  his  bill  of 
costs  paid,  and  who  was  anxious  to  have 
such  an  order  made  by  the  House  aa 
would  induce  the  shareholders  to  lub- 
scriiie  an  additional  It.  per  share,  the 
greater  part  of  which  would  go  ittto  his 
own  pocket.  No  injustice  hsd  been  done 
to  any  party  by  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  the  resolution  they  bad  passed 
had,  conBistently  with  common  sense  and 
the  meaning  of  the  English  languaee,  ex- 
plained the  previous  order  of  the  House. 
He  would  certainly  divide  the  House  on 
the  sul^ect. 

Sir  J.  Oraham  ia\d,  that  having  voted* 
for  the  Report  agreed  to  by  th«  Com- 
mittee,  and  having  also  been  a  party  to 
Ihe  resolution  of  which  the  hon,  Member 
for  Middlesex  complained,  he  should, 
nevertheless,  vote  for  ihe  motion  of  that 
hon.  Member  on  the  present  occasion. 
He  was  ready  to  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich,  that  the  present 
proceeding  was  a  novel  practice ;  but  the 
whole  question  of  railroads  was  a  novel 
one,  and  the  instructions  wilh  regard  to 
them  had  been  sanctioned  by  the  House, 
The  Resolution  complained  of  certainly 
only  expressed  a  Tact,  for  the  reference  of 
Ihe  House  could  not  apply  to  Members  of 
Ihe  Committee  who  had  not  attended 
and  had  heard  none  of  the  evidence  on  the 
Bill,  for  they  could  give  no  reasons  for 
voting  that  the  preamble  was  not  proved, 
as  they  did  not  vote  on  that  question  at 
all.  He  had  been,  therefore,  a  party  to 
that  resolution,  as  he  thought  it  a  len 
evil  than  adopting  the  absurdity  he  alluded 
to.  In  common,  however,  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex,  he  had  thought  it 
right  to  apply  to  the  highest  authority  in 
that  House  on  the  subject.  The  queitioa 
was,  whether  it  were  competent  for  a 
Committee  to  pass  such  a  resolution,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair 
bad,  upon  two  grounds,  decided  that  luch 
a  resolution  could  not  be  sustained. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Original    Question    agreed    to—  Com- 
mittee lo  re-assemble. 

TaE  Ballot.]    Mr.  Hitm  [mientMl 
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a  favour  of  the 


a  PetitioD  from  BriBtol 
Ballot. 

Mr-  Harvey  presented  a  Petition  to 
the  same  effect,  but  the  name  ofthe  place 
from  whence  it  came  was  iDaudible  in 
the  Gallery. 

Mr.  Leader  presented  a  Petition  from 
5,000  inhabitantB  of  Bristol  to  the  same 
eSect. 

Mr.  Grote  apoke  as  follows  : — I  am 
about  to  propose  to  you,  Sir,  the  motion, 
notice  of  which  stands  on  your  paper, 
respecting  the  mode  of  taking  voles  at 
elections  for  Members  of  Parliament.  I 
mean  lo  ask  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bi!l, 
providing,  that  votes  shall  be  henceforward 
taken  in  secret,  by  way  of  ballot.  Sir,  on 
the  previous  occaiiion,  when  I  introduced 
this  subject  to  your  notice,  I  did  so  by 
moving  a  simple  resolution  of  the  House, 
to  the  effect  that  secret  voting  at  elections 
for  Members  of  Parliament  was  expetlient 
*and  preferable.  On  the  present  occasion 
I  shall  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  accomplish  this  object;  and  I  make 
this  slight  change  in  my  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding, because  I  imagine  that  there  may 
be  some  Gentlemen  who,  though  not  un- 
favourable to  the  system  of  secret  voting, 
are  yet  mistrustful  as  to  the  possibility  of 
carrying  out  the  principle  into  detail  con- 
veniently and  effectually ;  and,  therefore, 
hesitate  to  affirm  the  abstract  resolution 
when  simply  and  nakedly  proposed  to 
them.  If  1  am  allowed  to  bring  in  my 
Bill  I  sbail  show  the  House  that  the  re- 
gulations essential  to  a  system  of  secret 
voting  may  easily  be  framed  with  perfect 
convenience  to  the  voter  and  entire  cer- 
tainty to  the  main  object;  and  I  may 
safely  promise  Gentlemen,  that  if  they 
are  not  at  variance  with  me  on  the  ground  |  but  the  powerful 
of  principle,  they  shall  have  very  little  -'--•--■'■- 
reason  to  complain  on  the  score  of  deli- 
ciency  in  the  details.  By  assenting  to 
my  present  motion  they  will  not  be  called 
upon  lo  pronounce  an  irrevocable  deter- 
mination in   favour  of  secret  voting  until 


properties,  and  more  especially  as  the 
guarantees  of  their  public  francnises  and 
their  political  liberty.  The  preservation 
of  that  tie  which  connects  ns  with  the 
people  at  large  in  all  its  integrity,  is  a 
matter  of  the  deepest  public  concern.  It 
would  be  superfluous.  Sir,  at  this  time  of 
day,  to  insist  upon  that  which  all  consti- 
tutional writers  have  unanimously  admit- 
ted—that the  efficient  operation  of  the 
elective  principle  is  the  primary  condition 
and  characteristic  requisite  of  every  Go- 
vernment preiending  to  the  honourable 
litle  of  a  representative  Government. 
It  has  never  been  yet  disputed,  snd  1  do 
not  expect  to  hear  it  dispuiea  this  evening, 
that  pure  and  free  elections  are  vital 
wants  of  the  British  community  in  parti- 
cular; and  that  any  cause  which  subverii 
the  freedom  or  impairs  the  pnrity  of  elec- 
tions, is  fraught  with  serious  and  Incal- 
culable mischief.-  In  pressing,  therefore, 
upon  the  House  the  consideration  of  the 
vole  by  ballot,  as  an  indispensable  element 
of  all  practical  purity  and  freedom  of 
election,  I  shall  not  be  accused  either  of 
trifling  with  your  time  or  of  aiming  at  any 
end  which  has  not  been  recognised  as 
strictly  constitutional  and  legitimate.  I 
bold  that  our  most  solemn  obligations  lo 
the  peo|ile  will  remain  undischarged,  so 
long  as  we  permit  them  to  be  deprived  in 
practice  and  reality  of  these  their  best 
poliiical  rights,  and  their  only  effectual 
security  against  public  extravagance  and 
misconduct.  To  justify  myself,  Sir,  in  call- 
ing for  the  interposition  of  this  House,  I 
must  offer  you  proof  of  the  existence  of 
some  evil  requiring  remedy,  and  sus- 
ceptible of  remedy,  I  roust  make  out  to 
ase  of  exigency,  such  as  nothing 
and  commanding  arm  of 
the  Legislature  can  effectually  deal  with. 
Now,  Sir,  how  do  the  facts  stand  with 
reference  to  your  elective  system  ? 
Have  you  pure  and  free  elections,  or  any- 
thing at  all  like  them,  as  maiters  stand  at 
present?  Put  this  queslion  lo  any  man 
of  any  politics,  and  1  apprehend  that  the 
answer  which  you  will  obtain  will  be  one 
and  the  same.  However  indisposed  men 
may  he  lo  act  vigorously  in  rectifying 
the  evil,  there  are  but  few  who  are  bold 
enough  or  blind  enough  to  deny  ila  reality; 
nay.  Sir,  I  believe  that  on  this  subject  I 
labour  under  a  dJfEculry  the  opposite  to 
that  which  is  commonly  experienced  by 
those  who  submit  motions  to  Parliament; 
for  the  evil  which  I  seek  to  correct   w 
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not  unlcDOWD,  not  unperceived,  not 
of  recent  growth,  but  trite,  too  familiar, 
and  of  too  long  standing  tu  excite  those 
feelings  of  repugnance  which  properly  and 
intrinsically  belong  to  it.  Gentlemen  talk 
of  election  abuses  as  a  matter  of  course, 
which  it  may  be  decent  to  punish  for  the 
Bake  of  appearances  when  a  flagrant  case 
happened  to  be  detected,  but  which  none 
but  visionaries  or  enthusiasts  will  ever 
pretend  to  suppress  or  eradicate.  Sir,  I 
shall  not  now  stop  to  inquire  hew  far  this 
tone  of  restlessness  and  levity  as  to  a  great 
political  evil  is  justifiable  in  a  representa- 
tive of  the  people;  but  gentlemen  must 
keep  in  their  recollections  that  the  present 
times  are  not  quite  analogous  to  the  past, 
and  that  election  abuses  cannot  be  safely 
blotted  out  from  all  serious  or  deliberate 
considerations  as  they  were  formerly. 
Practices  which  might  be  in  full  keeping 
and  consonance  with  the  general  rotten 
ness  of  our  system  of  representation  as  i 
stood  previous  to  the  Reform  Act  non 
stand  out  in  glaring  contrast  with  thi 
principles  of  that  measure,  nnd  still  more 
with  the  promises  and  declsrations  of  its 
authors.  When  the  noble  Lord  who  first 
introduced  the  Reform  Act  announced 
his  memorable  purpose  of  guaranteeing  to 
us  a  House  of  Commons  possessing  and 
deserving  the  confidence  of  the  people — 
when  Lord  Grey  proclaimed  to  the  world 
that  nomination  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment should  cease  to  exist,  and  that  re- 
presentation should  be  erected  everywhere 
in  its  place — I  contend  that  theie  dccla- 
rations  did,  in  their  fair  mtaning  and 
spirit,  imply  a  pledge  to  have  none  of  the 
known  and  standing  disorders  of  the  elec- 
tive system  without  correction  and  redress. 
I  now  call  upon  the  noble  Lord  for  the 
fulfilment  of  his  beneficent  pledge,  and  I 
am  sure  he  will  not  be  surprised  if  the 
electors  whom  his  own  act  has  created 
entreat  from  him  that  protection  which  is 
necessary  to  the  quiet  and  conscientious 
exercise  of  their  franchise.  But,  Sir,  there 
is  one  other  circumstance  yet  behind, 
which,  even  if  it  stood  alone,  would  render 
a  prolonged  indifference  on  this  subject  in- 
tolerably disgraceful  to  our  character  as  a 
legislature.  Sir,  the  extent  and  preva- 
Itnce  of  these  election  abuses  does  not 
now  depend  upon  mere  presumption, 
however  general  and  however  confident; 
it  is  n»t  now  a  matter  which  every  one 
believes  but  no  one  can  formally  prove; 
it  resti  opoo  something  better  and  itronger 


than  all  this — upon  positive,  authentic, 
and  indisputable  testimony,  collected  and 
lifted  by  your  own  Committees.  I  should 
be  justified  in  what  I  now  assert,  even  if 
I  had  nothing  else  to  appeal  to  than  the 
statements  proved  in  evidence  before  vari- 
ous special  Committees  of  the  House,  in 
reference  to  particular  Parliamentary  bo- 
roughs. The  House  will  not  forget  thai 
there  have  been  several  special  inveatig«- 
tions  of  this  kind.  They  will  not  forget 
the  disclosures  made  before  the  various 
Parliamentary  Committees  on  Stafford, 
Warwick,  Hertford,  Ipswich,  York,  Yar- 
mouth, and  other  places.  They  will  not 
forget  the  reports  made  by  the  Municipal 
Corporation  Commissioners,  in  reference 
to  the  conduct  of  the  freemen  in  many 
important  Parliamentary  boroughs.  These 
multiplied  investigations  have  brought  to 
view  a  body  of  dark  and  infamous  details, 
which  cast  a  melancholy  shade  over  the» 
general  picture  of  election  management  in 
England,  What  description  will  any 
future  historian  give  of  the  real  working 
and  interior  spring  of  that  which  we  exiol 
and  sanctify  under  the  niime  of  represent- 
ation when  he  finds  documents  such  ai 
these — contemporary  and  unquestionable 
documents— to  giiidehim  in  hisresearcbet? 
But,  Sir,  over  and  above  the  testimonie* 
collected  by  these  special  Committees, 
important  as  they  are  when  singly  taken, 
and  still  more  important  in  their  aggregate 
effect— there  is  yet  another  document, 
more  weighty  and  conclusive  than  all  of 
them.  1  allude  lo  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
millee  of  last  year  on  bribiry  and  intimi- 
dation at  elections.  It  will  be  recollected 
that  the  House  appointed  this  Committee 
lost  year  to  inquire  generally  into  the  ex- 
tent and  prev.ilence  of  these  evils,  and  to 
suggest  the  best  means  of  preventing  them. 
I  hold  in  my  hand.  Sir,  the  voluminous 
series  of  evidence  riceived  and  published 
by  that  Committee,  and  I  scruple  not  to 
assert  that  proofs  more  irresistible  can 
hardly  be  conceived  of  the  depravity  and 
the  subjection  which  now  so  largely  per- 
vade our  elective  system.  No  man  can 
read  this  Report  without  shame  and  un- 
easiness, unless  he  has  prepared  himself 
lo  disregard  and  laugh  to  scorn  all  idea 
of  purity  of  election.  Gentlemen  who 
have  looked  over  the  volume  will  at  once 
perceive  that  the  portion  of  evidence  re- 
lating to  bribery  is  the  least  novel;  bat 
even  here  there  is  much  to  arrest  our  at- 
teniioQ,    Mr.  Cockbam,  a  barri«(«r,  W* 
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smined  befora  that  Commiltee,  who  ^ve  drawn,  lome  of  tlie  chief  officers  in  the 
«fidence  distinguiihed  for  its  ability,  constabulary  force  having  been  peraonally 
stated,  that  ftom  all  the  information  with  examined  before  them.  These  witnesses 
which  his  practice  and  inquirieB  furnished  depose  to  popular  tumult  and  Tiulenee  In 
him  he  concluded  confidently  that  bribery  many  parts  of  Ireland,  for  the  purpose  of 
prevailed  at  elections  to  an  extent  of  which  ,  overawing  electors,  and  constraining  them 
the  House  and  the  country  had  scarcely  to  vote  on  the  popular  side;  Ihey  depose 
any  idea.  The  witnesses  whom  the  Com-  >  further  that  these  violences  were  in  many 
mittee  examined  from  Bristol,  Leicester,  cases  inflamed  and  countenanced  by  the 
Norwich,  and  Ipswich — Mr.  Staff,  Mr.  |  Catholic  priests;  and  they  state  several 
Hudson,  andMr.  Cowell— go  far  to  corro-  cases  of  exposure  of  voters,  who  were 
borateandsustnin  the  conclusion.  You  see  about  to  vote  against  the  popular  candi- 
in-these  places  and  elsewhere  a  system  of  date,  to  alarming  threats  and  ill-usage 
bribery,  standing  perpetual,  incorporated  from  the  mob,  a«  well  as  to  the  risk  of 
with  the  habitual  proceedings  both  of  being  ruined  by  resolutions  of  exclusive 
agents  and  electors.  You  are  plainly  told, '  dealing.  With  regard  to  other  branches 
that  B  candidate  who  refuses  to  conform  j  of  intimidation,  we  have  not  the  same  ad- 
to  it  conducts  his  election  at  the  greatest  |  vantage  of  elaborate  inquiry,  undertaken 
disadvantage.  You  are  apprised  that  tt ,  by  local  functionaries,  under  the  special 
enters  into  the  calculations  of  a  certain  |  direction  of  the  Government.  Yet,  not- 
class  of  electors  like  the  annual  return  of.  withstanding  this  disadvantage — notwith- 
.  the  fair  and  the  races.  The  forms  of,  standing  the  absence  of  official  in  vest  iga- 
bribery  do,  indeed,  vary  from  one  town  to  '  tion — a  body  of  testimony  no  less  conclu- 
anoiher — the  gift  or  the  promise  snme-|  sive  and  authentic  was  furnished  to  the 
times  assumes  a  peculiar  dress  or  a  local ,  Committee  by  numerous  spontaneous  wil- 
name  in  one  town,  which  would  be  foreign  nesses.  It  has  been  incontestibly  shown 
and  unintelligible  in  another  —  but  the  I  that  intimidation  by  the  people  and  the 
substance  and  essential  characteristics  are  I  priest,  take  it  at  the  worst,  is  only  one 
just  the  same  ihroiighotit.  Such,  Sir,  is  amongst  many  varieties  and  descriptions  of 
the  tenor  of  the  evidence  which  the  Com-  intimidation.  If  the  free-will  of  voters  is 
miltee  on  bribery  and  intimidation  col-  occasionally  borne  down  by  the  violence 
lected  with  icgnrd  to  the  first  branch  of.  of  the  mob,  it  is  still  more  frequently  over- 
their  subject.  Now  how  stands  the  fact'  ruled  by  the  dictation  of  landlord?  and 
in  regard  lo  the  second  branch?  Sir,  the  1  agents,andgenerally  of  rich  purchssersand 
testimonies  collecteil  by  the  Committee  in  consumers.  If  one  set  of  electors  are  ex- 
proof  of  intimidation  are  even  more  abun-  ;  posed  to  injury  for  voting  against  papular 
dnni  and  more  decisive  then  those  in  '  will,  another  class  are  obnoxious  to  ruin- 
prouf  of  bribery.  And  not  only  nre  they  ous  loss  and  severe  peraecalion  at  Ihe 
more  abundant  and  decisive,  but  they  hands  of  their  landlords,  if  their  consci- 
derive  additional  value  'rom  this  circum-  i  ences  are  found  stiff  and  uncomplying  qn 
■tsnce,  that  they  are  furnished  by  persons  the  day  of  election.  Perhaps  hon.  Oen- 
of  opposite  political  parties.  It  seems  tlemen  might  imagine  that  these  rarRchiefB 
that  all  parlies  whatever  make  loud  com-  |  and  abuses  are  peculiar  to  Ireland.  Would, 
plaints  of  intimid.ition,  some  from  one  indeed,  that  the  fact  were  so.  But  it  is 
quarter,  some  from  another;  but  all  with  in  this  case  as  in  others,  Irish  abuses  are 
one  accord  proclaiming  that  this  mighty  the  same  in  kind  as  English  abuses,  only 
evil  is  of  continual  occurrence.  Such,  <  on  a  gigantic  and  exaggerated  scale.  The 
indeed,  was  the  sense  entertained  by  the  .  testimonies  collected  from  Tartous  quar- 
Irish  Qovernment  under  the  hon.  Gentle-  '  tersof  England  reveal  the  same  mischiefs, 
men  opposite,  in  January  and  February,  I  the  same  oppressions,  the  same  sufferings 
1835,  of  the  violent  intimidation  alleged  and  prostration  of  the  voter  on. this  side 
to  have  been  practised  at  the  elections  the  Channel  as  on  the  other.  If  hon, 
which  had  been  just  terminated  that  they  Gentlemen  will  peruse  these  evidences  is 
directed  ipecial  inquiries  to  be  made  by  reference  to  the  towns  and  counties  of 
■ereral  of  the  chief  constablen,  and  Re-  ;  England,  they  will  see  the  same  active 
ports  to  be  sent  to  them  on  the  subject,  warfare  going  on  against  the  freedom  of 
It  is  from  these  Reports  that  much  of  the  election— they  will  see  landlords,  roagi». 
evidence  taken  before  the  Committee  on  trates,  clergymen,  attorneys,  cieditori, 
this    brwcb  of  election  intimidation  is    maitet  manufacturers,  pairoos  of  enrj 
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kiod,  under  ever;  name,  nnd,  lastly,  the 
assembled  crowds  of  poor  electors  or  of 
Don-eleclors — they  will  see  all  these  vari- 
ous parlies,  each  in  its  separate  sphere, 
engaged  in  the  same  work  of  aggressive 
interference,  against  the  rectitude  and  the 
liberty  of  their  Deighbours'  political  con- 
Bciences.  Itnrould  be  easy  for  me,  Sir, 
to  enforce  and  iltustrste  everything  which 
I  have  staled  by  ample  extracts  from  the 
volume  which  1  hold  in  my  hand ;  it  would 
be  easy  forme  toquole  sentence  after  sen- 
tence out  of  the  evidence  of  Mr.  James,  Mr, 
Cowel!,Mr.RobertE,Mr. Terrell,  and  others, 
in  reference  to  ihe  intimidation  practised  by 
the  wealthier  classes; 'or  evidence  to  the 
like  effect,  from  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Gil- 
bert and  Mr.  Craven,  in  icfereDce  to  the 
intimidation  exercised  by  the  general  mass 
of  poorer  inhabitants  in  a  large  town. 
You  cannot  open  this  book  wilhout  find- 
ing abundant  and  striking  illustrations  on 
ihe  mischiefs  on  which  I  have  touched  ; 
and  the  only  reason  why  1  abstain  from 
reading  them  to  the  House  is,  because  it 
would  carry  me  into  a  multitude  of  details 
too  long  for  their  patience  and  attention. 
I  content  myself,  therefore,  with  stating  in 
general  language  the  bearing  and  tendency 
of  the  evidence,  and  the  wide  extent  of 
intimidation  which  that  evidence  attests; 
nor  do  1  at  all  fear  that  I  shall  be  accused, 
by  anyone  who  has  gone  through  this 
volume,  of  having  performed  the  task  par- 
tially or  unfaithfully.  Sir,  the  general 
facts  which  I  have  cited  from  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  on  bribery  and  intimi- 
dation will  be  in  part  familiar  to  the  House 
— in  part,  perhaps,  novel  and  surprising. 
The  evidence  taken  before  that  Committee 
has  been  very  largely  quoted  and  very 
emphatically  insisted  on  in  this  House  by 
Gentlemen  opposite  ;  but  I  must  say  that 
they  have  not  dealt  fairly  either  with  the 
evidence  or  with  the  subject.  To  hear  their 
speeches  one  would  have  imagined  that 
encroachment  on  the  freedom  of  electors 
was  an  offense  committed  by  no  one  in 
this  realm  except  by  Calholic  mobs  and 
Catholic  priests,  instead  of  being,  as  it  it, 
the  regular  practice  among  powerful  men 
in  the  country,  of  all  professions,  creeds, 
and  varieties.  Then,  again.  Sir,  with  what 
feelings  have  they  approached  this  subject, 
and  what  are  the  inferences  which  they 
have  endeavoured  to  raise  from  it  7  Have 
they  bent  their  minds  to  ascertain  the  real 
Dature  and  the  full  extentof  the  evil,  inordar 
tUt  they  auf\it  be  eoabled  to  ngisM  an 


adequate  remedy  ?  They  have  manifeated 
nothing  of  such  a  disposition ;  they  have 
magnified  even  to  exaggeration  this  special 
branch  and  fragment  oia  widespread  evil, 
with  DO  other  view,  as  it  should  seem,  than, 
that  of  swelling  the  outcry  against  Catho~ 
lies  and  Irishmen.  Sir,  I  know  not  how 
the  House  may  deal  with  my  proposition 
of  lo-night,  but  of  this  I  am  most  certain, 
that  I  approach  the  subject  with  feelings 
very  different  from  those  which  I  have  beea 
just  describing.  I  approach  it  with  a  sin- 
cere desire  to  understand  the  evil  in  its  full 
extent,  and  to  fathom  it  in  all  its  depths 
and  recesses — I  approach  it  with  no  pur- 
pose of  making  a  part  stand  for  the  whole, 
or  the  species  for  the  genus;  and,  above 
all,  I  approach  it  with  the  deepest  anxiety 
to  provide  an  adequate  remedy — a  com* 
prehensive  and  all-sufficient  remedy,  I 
stand  upon  this  plain  and  broad  position, 
that  elections  ought  to  be  free — free  abso- 
lutely and  universally;  I  try  to  put  down, 
wilhout  reserve,  all  intimidation,  from 
whatever  quarter  it  may  come  ;  I  furnish 
the  elector  with  a  shield  against  every  sort 
of  tyranny  over  his  vote,  whether  it  be  a 
3)0  gie- headed  or  many-headed  tyranny,  I 
should  think  it  a  waste  of  your  time  to 
examine  which  species  of  intimidation  is 
the  most  mischievous,  or  which  the  least 
— which  is  aggression,  and  which  is  retali- 
atioD — admitting,  as  1  do,  that  all  are  bad, 
and  that  all  ought  to  be  put  down.  One 
thing  I  shall  just  remark,  in  reference  to 
the  Catholic  priests,  because  it  connects 
itself  with  the  general  question  as  to  the 
latitude  of  interference  admissible.  It  seems 
to  be  assumed  by  Gentlemen  opposite, that 
Catholic  priests  have  no  right  to  interfere 
in  elections  at  all—that  they  are  debarred 
by  the  functions  which  they  exercise  from 
doing  so.  Now,  Sir,  this  is  a  position  to 
whico  I  can  by  no  means  accede.  I  never 
can  consent  to  divest  any  man,  be  he  lay- 
man or  ecclesiastic,  of  his  character  of  ci- 
tizen ;  because  there  is  no  man  of  any  pro- 
fession who  is  not  interested  in  the  good- 
ness of  the  laws,  and  in  the  proceedings 
of  this  House.  But,  Sir,  though  I  strenu* 
ousty  uphold  the  right  of  the  priest  to  in- 
terfere at  elections,  yet  there  is  a  right  and 
a  wrong  way  of  interfering ;  and  priests  as 
well  as  Landlords,  or  any  other  men,  may 
interfere  in  the  wrong  way  as  well  aa 
in  the  right.  If  a  priest  thinksooe  candi- 
date better  than  another,  he  is  fully  war- 
ranted in  urging  all  such  reasons  and  con- 
sideratiofls  a»  be  nay  tbiok  leleniDt  to  tbt 
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ckw,  to  impresi  the  Bnm*  persuasion  on 
the  minds  of  his  nei^bouri.  So  far  lie  is 
perfectly  justified.  But  if,  instead  of  con~ 
fining^  himself  to  persuasions,  he  should 
proceed  to  menace  or  injure  those  whom 
he  could  not  persuade— if  he  should  iosti- 
l^te  bis  onn  friends  and  partisans  never 
to  hold  communion  or  intercourse  with  this 
msin,  never  to  buy  anything  at  the  shop  of 
another  men,  because  lbs  person  so  de- 
nounced chose  to  vote  for  the  Tory  candi- 
date— if  the  priest  does  this,  be  then  lends 
himself  to  an  act  of  intimidation,  and  is 
guilty  of  wrongful  and  nnmirnintable  in- 
terference. Sir,  if  Gentlemen  will  read 
the  evidence  of  Mr.  James,  of  Hereford, 
taken  before  the  Committee  on  Bribery 
and  Intimidation,  tbay  wiil  see  that  the 
der^  of  the  Church  of  England  are  not 
behind-hand  in  seal  and  active  industry  at 
the  critical  moment  of  an  election.  And 
in  the  evidence  of  James  King,  Gentlemen 
will  find  a  statement  still  more  strikingly 
illustrating  this  conclusion  :  they  will  Und 
it  recorded,  that  the  Vice-chancellor  of  the 
University  of  Cambridge  dismissed  his  gar- 
dener from  his  service,  because  the  man 
refused  to  comply  with  his  request,  that 
he  would  vote  against  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  present  Member  for  the  town 
of  Cambridge.  Now,  Sir,  do  I  complain 
of  the  Vice -Chen  eel  lor  of  Cambridge  for 
interfering  at  elections?  Bynomeans;  he 
had  the  clearest  right  to  interfere  ir  he 
chose;  but  I  say  of  him,  what  I  should  say 
elso  of  a  Catholic  priest,  that  he  had  no 
right  to  interfere  in  n  way  utterly  subversive 
of  all  liberty  and  sincerity  of  voting,  I  do 
not  hesitate  to  maintain,  and  I  am  borne 
out  by  the  Constitution  in  saying  so,  that 
whoever  violates  the  freedom  of  election, 
ooght  to  be  regarded  as  a  public  enemy, 
be  he  priest  or  landlord.  Englishman  or 
Irishmsa,  CethoHc  or  Protestant.  The 
nation,  in  its  collective  majesty,  has  a  pa- 
ramount title  to  the  free  and  independent 
Buflrage  of  each  separate  elector:  the 
elector,  on  his  part,  is  entitled  to  the  un- 
disturbed exercise  of  bis  franchise,  accord- 
ing to  the  lights  of  his  own  conscience ; 
end  neither  the  nation  nor  the  individual 
are  to  be  ousted  of  these  precious  rights  by 
any  intimidalor,  be  his  station  ever  so  dig- 
nified, or  his  property  ever  so  overwhelm- 
ing. Sir,  I  repeat  again,  that  it  is  in  the 
name  of  freeaom,  and  purity  of  election 
generally  and  impartially,  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ensuring  a  Monopoly  of  intiroida* 
^  to  anjr  one  class  or  party,  tbat  i  now 


call  upon  the  House  to  interpose;  and  if 
freedom  of  election  be  at  all  valuable  in 
their  eyes,  I  do  not  sea  how  they  can  refuse 
to  interpose.  Fortheevilisnow  not  merely 
inveterate  and  notorious— it  is  formally 
authenticated — it  is  proclaimed  in  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  your  own  Committees 
— it  is  proclaimed  in  a  nay  which  you  can 
no  longer  avoid  seeing  or  noticing.  What 
shall  we  urge  in  our  defence,  Sir,  if  we 
neglect  to  apply  any  remedial  measure, 
when  the  distempers  in  our  electoral  «y>< 
tem  have  been  thus  proclaimed  as  it  were 
by  authority,  thus  blazoned  forth  in  the 
full  daylight  of  parliameutary  recognition  7 
Have  Gentlemen  made  up  their  minds  to 
see  this  leprosy  cleave  to  us  and  to  our 
posterity  for  ever,  or  do  they  fondly  eipeot 
that  it  will  die  of  itself,  without  any  active 
precautions  on  our  part  to  counterwork  or 
neutralise  it  7  Sir,  I  am  so  far  from  ex~ 
peeling  any  future  abatement  in  the  prac* 
tice  of  intimidating  at  elections,  that  1  see 
every  reason  to  fear  a  contrary  result;  I 
see  strong  ground  for  anticipating  that 
undue  power  over  the  liberty  of  voters  will 
be  exercised  henceforwerd  more  vigorously 
and  eudaciouslv  than  ever.  Men  grow 
bolder  and  bolder  in  a  pernioious  course 
by  the  prospect  of  impunity  ;  and  when  it 
it  is  seen  that  the  House,  after  having 
fully  laid  open  the  vaslness  of  the  evil,  de- 
cline even  the  attempt  to  apply  a  remedy, 
1  ask  what  inference  can  be  drawn,  except 
that  we  are  still  inclined  to  look  npon 
electioneering  abuses  with  indifference  at 
least,  if  not  with  secret  favour  and  con- 
nivance ?  Sir,  if  we  wish  to  escape  a  suspi- 
cion so  hesry  and  so  discreditable  as  this 
if,  and  to  maintain  some  reputation  as 
faithful  guardians  of  the  freedom  of  elec- 
tion, I  contend  thst  we  can  no  longer  defer 
the  application  of  an  adequate  remedy. 
Now  what  are  the  remedies  which  have 
been  suggested  to  correct  it  ?  According 
to  my  view  of  the  case,  the  only  remedy  is 
secret  voting :  but  is  there  any  different 
proposition  started  by  the  ingenuity  of 
others  for  the  accomplishment  of  the  same 
end  ?  Sir,  [  regret  to  be  obliged  to  state 
that  this  Report, explicit  and  voluminous  as 
it  is  in  the  exposition  of  existing  evil,  is 
miserably  poor  and  unproductive  in  the 
suggestion  of  remedies.  All  the  witnesses 
to  whom  the  question  is  put  agree  in  think- 
ing that  any  direct  end  formal  enactment, 
imposing  specific  penalties  on  intimidation 
at  elections,  would  be  ineffectual  and  un* 
aTftiliogi  in  poiat  of  Awl,  arery  witnan, 


991 


Tka  Ballot. 


{COHMONB} 


Tht  Ballot. 


7» 


who  proposes  any  remedy  at  all,  conliiieB 
himself  to  the  tu^estion  or  *ote  by  ballot. 
So  much  then,  Sir,  is  undeninble,  that  the 
evils  attending  the  present  systetn  of  elec- 
tions are  most  extensive  and  revolting,  and 
that  no  other  remedy  has  been  or  can  be, 
propounded  Tor  them,  except  the  vote  by 
ballot.  On  this  ground  alone  I  am  entitled 
to  Bslt,  that  you  do  not  reject  my  proposi- 
tion without  attentively  and  deliberntely 
weighing  it;  for  this  at  least  must  be  ad- 
tnittcd,  even  by  the  warmest  opponents  of 
the  ballot— thst it iiBsimpleandintelligible 
change — that  it  trenches  upon  no  existing 
rights— that  it  neither  confers  new  political 
privileges  on  any  untried  fraction  of  the 
people,  nor  cancels  any  existing  privileges 
which  the  taw  at  present  sanctions — that 
it  neither  unduly  aggrandises,  nor  unlaw- 
fully depresses  any  order  of  your  citizens. 
Nor  can  it  be  said  that  the  adoption  of  the 
ballot  involves  the  necessity  of  any  other 
■pecial  changes,  or  of  any  costly  ma- 
mi  nery  to  be  created  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  it  into  operation.  Seeing,  then, 
that  you  have  no  other  remedy  to  propose 
against  mischiefs  like  the  present,  1  might 
fairly  ask  you  to  try  the  ballot,  were  itonlv 
Ha  matter  of  experiment.  )f  it  should 
fail  in  curing  the  evils  of  which  we  com 
plain,  and  disappoint  the 
"a  advocates,  you  can  bul 


present  system  of  open  voting,  and  you 
(lo  so  without  being  worse  off  then  than  [  voted  ;  or 
you  are  now.  If  the  trial  sucreeds,  much  pelled  to 
will  be  gained;  if  it  fuiU,  nothing  will  be  hut  who  i 
lost.     Sir.  I  might,  without  presumption,  ,  the  truth  i 


prive  them  of  such  knowledge,  and  all  the 
power  of  disturbing  the  liberty  of  the  vote 
is  at  once  extinct.  As  to  secret  acts,  every 
msn  must  be  his  own  master ;  whether  he 
be  weak  or  strong,  poor  or  rich,  timid  or 
resolute,  he  is  equally  out  of  the  leach  of 
human  violence,  neither  reward  nor  puniah- 
ment  can  attach  to  him  when  he  has  been 
rendered  invisible  to  those  from  whom  it 
proceeds.  You  can  no  more  punish  a  roan 
For  an  unseen  vote,  than  you  can  punish 
him  for  his  dreams,  or  for  his  uncommuni- 
csted  thoughts.  He  must  be  a  free  and 
self-determining  agent  when  he  votes  in 
solitude,  for  he  can  otFend  nobody  by  fol- 
lowing his  own  convictions,  he  can  i^nd 
nobody  by  forsaking  them.  Voting  by  ballot 
is  only  another  name  for  unfettered  and  vn- 
biassed  voting ;  and  when  Cicero,  in  speak- 
ing of  the  ballot  at  Rome,  calls  it  Tabeila, 
vindex  tacitiB  libertatis — Ike  upholder  of 
fiileitt  liberty,  he  says  nothing  more  than 
what  is  accurately  and  emphatically  trae. 
Well  then,  Sir,  when  the  complaint  is,  that 
there  exists  grievous  intimidation  at  elec- 
tions, which  prevents  you  from  getting  at 
the  real  sense  and  sincere  feeling  of  voters, 
am  I  not  warranted  in  asserting  that  the 
bdllot  is  an  antidote  prt^cisely  applicable, 
and  thorougltly  Adequate  to  the  urgency  of 
pectations  of  I  the  case  ?  It  will  be  said,  perhaps,  that 
strangers,  ihougli  ihey  cannot  see  an  eleo- 


f tress  for  the  adoption  of  the  vole  by  bal- 
Dt,  as  a  promising  and   innocunus  experi- 
ment, even  if  the  rejsoiii 
were  less  conclusive  than  they  actually  bi 
but  I  feel  that  I  am  entitled  to  rerommend 
this  measure  as  something  better  than  i 
experiment,  on  grounds  much  stronger  at 


ly  guess  or  suspect  how  he  has 
'.e  elector  himself  may  be  com- 
■11  them.'  True;  he  may  tell, 
to  deiennine  whether  he  tells 
ly  compel  him-to  tell 


re  decisive.    1  shall  nots< 
y  proposition  as  to  rank  it  ii 


you.  He  may  tell  you  what  he  dreamt 
last  night,  or  any  oilier  personal  matter, 
I  iis  favour  unknowable  except  io  himself;  but  can 
you  have  the  smallest  assurance  that  hit 
statement  is  an  accurate  one,  if  he  has  any 
interest  in  making  it  otherwiset  Whether 
the  elector  tells  or  not,  however,  1  do  not 
o  far  dishonour  ^  in  the  least  doubt  that  his  vote  will  be  in 
Dty  proposition  as  to  rank  it  in  the  category  many  cases  guessed  at  or  suspected.  But 
of  mere  possibilities.  I  present  it  with  ;  why  is  this?  Because  his  political  sen U- 
COnBdence  as  a  certain  protection,  in  so  far  '  meuls  are  guessed  or  suspected  ;  and  it  will 
at  political  reasonings  admit  of  certainty,  [  be  assumed,  as  a  matter  of  course,  when 
against  mischief  otherwise  irremediable.  |  he  votes  secretly,  that  bis  vote  follows  hii 
jnir  what  is  the  specific  character  of  this  '  real  sentiments,  whatever  they  may  be. 
mischief?  It  is,  that  intruders  from  with-  I  Now  this  very  presumption  shows  that  the 
out  can  work  upon  an  elector's  fears,  by  ,  ballot  is  perfectly  efficacious  towards  ill 
tbeirpowerof  doing  him  evil, or  withdraw-  I  proposed  end;  because  it  shows  that  no 
ing  from  him  advaotsge,  conditionally  electorvotingin  secret, canhaveanymolive 
Upon  the  way  in  which  his  vote  is  given,  for  voting  contrary  to  his  own  real  feelings. 
You  cannot,  by  any  slralagem,  rob  them  I  A  man  may  haveenemieson  manydiffereat 
of  this  power,  so  long  as  they  know  the  grounds,  private  as  veil  as  political ;  but 
way  in  which  the  elector  votes.     But  de-  .  he  cao  make  neither  enemies  nor  friendi 
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by  msaiM  of  hia  Yotes  when  votes  bto  taken 
secretly :  no  penecation,  real  or  pretended, 
can  ever  be  made  to  operate  in  detertnining 
the  way  in  which  hia  vole  shall  be  given. 
Nov,  Sir,  why  is  it  ibat  men  persecute  or 
intimidate  electots,  as  matten  stand  at  pre- 
sent? tt  is  for  the  expresa  purpose  of  deter- 
mining the  votes  of  these  electors ;  for  this 
BingleparpoBe,endrornoolher.  Tbeywiah 
to  acquire  dominionavervo(es,and  they  em. 
pioy  intimidation  as  an  instrument  for  ac- 
complishing this  object.  Once  show  them 
thai  no  dominion  over  votes  can  ever  be 
realised,  and  all  iheir  inducement  to  resort 
to  intimidation  is  at  an  end.  Surely,  Sir, 
I  am  not  too  sanguine  in  concluding  that 
intimidation  itself  will  die  away  when  it  is 
thus  rendered  impotent  and  unprofitable 
for  the  acquisition  of  political  influence. 
Throughout  all  the  records  of  penal  expe- 
lience  there  hat  never  yet  been  discovered 
any  method  of  suppressing  crime  so  effica- 
cious at  that  of  removing  the  motive  to 
the  perpetration  of  it,  and'rendering  it  no 
longer  conclusive  to  the  interest  or  ambi- 
tion of  criminala.  Sir,  I  challenge  any 
one  to  refute  this  reasoning — I  challenge 
any  one  to  disprove  the  alliance — the 
eternal  and  indissoluble  alliance — between 
secrecy  and  freedom.  We  are  seeking  for 
a  remedy  against  intimidation,  and  for 
protection  to  the  liberty  of  the  honest 
voter  :  I  contend  that  the  remedy  stares 
us  in  the  face  if  we  do  not  wilfully  avert 
our  eyes  from  it.  If  there  be  any  Gentle- 
man to  whom  intimidation  of  voters  by 
the  mob  it  an  object  of  genuine  abhor- 
rence, and  not  a  mere  theme  for  decla- 
mation against  the  political  capacity  of 
the  people,  I  will  call  upon  him  to  sup- 
port my  piesent  motion.  He  may  assure 
nimscif  that  no  mob-united  asaemblBge  of 
people  will  he  able  to  divert  or  appropriate 
to  themselves  the  suffrage  of  one  tingle 
unwilling  voter  when  votes  are  given  by 
ballot.  All  the  price  which  Gentlemen 
will  have  to  pay  for  the  accomplishment 
of  thru  object  is,  that  they 


once,  than  to  gnsrd  bm 
against  some  of  them  partially  while  yoa 
leave  him  still  exposed  to  the  rest  Tho 
most  impartial  and  comprehensive  remedy 
it,  at  the  same  time,  the  easiest  of  discovery 
and  the  simplest  of  epplicalion.  I  well 
recollect.  Sir,  thai  when  the  Commilieo 
on  bribery  and  intimidation  was  appointed 
last  year,  (he  ris;ht  honourable  and  learned 
Gentleman,  now  Attorney-General,  ob- 
served that  he  hoped  the  appointment  of 
such  a  Committee  would  render  tiie 
ballot  unnecessary.  I,  un  the  contrary, 
took  the  liberty  of  saying,  and  I  repeat  it 
now,  that  the  ballot  affords  the  only  suf- 
ficient solution  of  the  important  problem 
confided  to  the  Committee.  Indeed,  I 
believe  that  many  of  my  opponents  do  not 
at  all  dispute  the  sufficiency  of  the  ballot 
as  a  guarantee  to  liberty  of  suffrage.  They 
object  to  it  on  different  grounds ;  and  one 
objection  is  even  founded  on  this  allega- 
tion, that  it  makes  the  suff'rage  too  free — 
that  it  relieves  electors  too  completelj 
from  every  kind  of  external  responsibility. 
The  elector  (we  are  sometimes  told)  boldi 
his  franchise  for  the  benefit  of  the  commu- 
nity, and  ought  to  exercise  it  under  reapon- 
sibihty ;  for  which  purpose  publicity  of 
his  vote  is  essentially  necessary.  To  me, 
Sir,  it  seems  that  thii  much- extol  led  re- 
sponsibility of  the  elector,  is  either  a 
phantom — a  word  without  meaning — or 
else  it  is  nothing  but  a  raaslc  for  the  pre- 
cise mischief  of  intimidation,  to  be  let  in 
and  legalised  under  another  name.  For 
to  whom  is  the  elector  to  be  responsible? 
1  shall  be  told  that  he  is  to  be  responsible 
to  the  public.  But  the  public,  to  each 
individual  elector,  can  be  no  other  than 
that  fraction  of  the  public  with  whom  be 
is  in  immediate  dealing  or  commnnian — 
his  neighbours,  or  townsmen,  or  fellow- 
constituents,  who  alone  take  any  cogni- 
zance of  the  way  in  which  he  votes.  Your 
responsibility  therefore  comes  to  this— 
that  an  elector  is  to  be  rewarded  with  the 


good-will  of  his  neighbours  if  he  v 
kinds  of   intimidation  banished  at ,  they  approve  :  he  it  to  be  punished  wiih 
me  time.     My  proposition  goes  to    their  ill-will  if  his  vote  be  such  ss  they 
the  political  conscience  from  every    disapprove.     Admit  this  to  be  just,  and 
'   '  '  '      yoit  sanction  the  principle  of  intimidation 


other 
the  s 


S)iecie«  of  constraint  and  tyranny,  i 


leave  to  the  act  of  voting  what  the  Consti-  at  once.  Why,  what  are  the  very  c 
tuiion  promises  it  shall  be — free,  indiF-  which  have  been  so  much  complained  of 
ferent,  and  spontaneous.  I  csnnot  be  in  the  Irish  eleclinus?  A  Catholic  free- 
conteot  with  any  thing  less  than  the  entire  '  holder  in  an  Irish  village  holds  Conseiva- 
emaocipation  of  the  voter ;  and  J  have  tive  principles,  and  wishes  to  vote  for  the 
this  comfert  at  least,  that  it  is  far  easier ,  Conservative  cuididatesf  the  bulk  of  his 
to  protect  him  against  all  modes  of  inii-  { oeigbboura  around  him  are  all  Liberali, 
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ind  it  if  lo  Ibem  tbbt  he  is  responsible  for 
fail  vote.  The  reaponBibility  takes  effect 
Bgaimt  him  by  the  unhappy  methoda 
recorded  in  this  Report — by  resohitiong  of 
•xcluBtve  dealing— by  a  tocial  proscription 
—a  sort  of  interdiction  (IT  I  may  be  al- 
lowed to  translate  a  Latin  phrase)  from 
the  communion  of  fire  and  naler.  A  (ew 
miles  off,  perhaps,  you  have  the  case 
reversed ;  you  find  a  great  Protestant 
landlord,  of  Tory  principles,  surrounded 
by  tenants,  many  of  whom  are  Catholics 
and  Liberals.  Here  the  only  substitute 
for  your  imaginary  public,  the  sole  enforcer 
of  responsibility,  is  the  landlord,  whose 
tenants  are  compelled  to  endure  the  bitler 
Gonseqiieuces  of  hie  ill-will,  unless  they 
prefer  his  bidding  to  the  dictates  of  their 
own  consciences.  Now,  Sir,  these  are 
■peoimeDB  of  the  identical  evils  which 
every  one  complains  of,  and  which  your 
Committee  were  directed  to  devise  means 
of  preventing;  yet  they  are  the  inevitable 
results,  the  outward  and  visible  manifes- 
tations, of  this  principle  of  responsibility 
of  the  voter.  It  really  means  nothing 
except  liability  to  evil  at  the  hands  of  the 
atronger  power — single-headed  power,  or 
man^-headed  power,  as  ihe  case  may  be. 
Sit,  if  you  consider  for  one  raoment  either 
the  nature  of  the  elective  franchise,  or  the 
number  and  interests  of  the  aggregate 
electoral  body,  you  will  find  that  respon- 
libilily  in  their  case  is  rs  needless  as  it  is 
impracticable.  For  why  is  responsibility 
necessary,  Hnd  how  comes  it  to  be  practic- 
able in  the  case  of  Ministers,  and 
Members  of  Parliament,  and  other  special 
functionaries?  It  is  because  theamallnese 
of  their  number  gives  them  an  interest  of 
their  own,  apart  from  and  often  hoslile  to 
Ihe  community  at  l;irge  ;  it  is  because  this 
«ame  smallness  of  ilieir  number  and  con- 
spicuousne^s  oFtheir  position,  enables  the 

Eublic  lo  keep  a  steady  watch  upon  them; 
istljf,  it  is  because  the  specially  and 
coniiiniity  of  their  functions  also  enables 
the  public  lo  judge  whether  the  duties  as- 
signed lo  ibem  are  fnithTully  or  negligently 
discharged.  Now,  Sir,  every  one  of  these 
three  lending  circumstances  is  reversed  in 
the  case  of  the  parliumentary  electors. 
In  the  first  place  the  numbers  of  parlia- 
mentary electors  is  so  large'lhat  their 
interest  is  identified  with  the  people.  As 
«n  aggregate  body  they  can  have  no  sepa- 
nte  interest  of  their  own.  They  are,  in  point 
of  fact,  the  people  themselves  in  miniature, 
and  oD  a  reduced  scale.     Their  voice  is  a 
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compendious  expression  of  the  voice  of  Iha 
whole  nation.  Next,  this  evtention  of  the 
numbers  of  electors,  which  identifies  them 
in  feelings  aad  interest  with  the  entire  mass 
of  the  people,  and  ihua  gives  you  the  best 
possible  security  for  their  choosing  well  if 
they  are  left  to  themselves — this  same  oir- 
cumstance,  I  say,  renders  it  preposteroaa 
to  talk  of  them  as  a  body  of  mt^'medlate 
agents,  respoosibie  to  any  extraneous  and 
ultimate  superior.  How  idle  would  it  be 
to  pretend  to  attach  any  responsibility  lo 
an  aggregate  body  of  700,000  or  800,000 
persons,  and  that,  too,  a  scattered,  fluc- 
tuating, and  untraceable  multitude.  If 
goodness  of  election  depends  upon  the 
responsibility  of  electors  we  cannot  loo  sooa 
repeal  the  Reform  Act,  and  cut  down  our 
electors  to  a  select  few — for  the  smaller  the 
constituency  the  more  perfect  will  respon- 
sibility become ;  nay,  the  constituency  of 
Old  Saium  before  the  Reform  Act  pre- 
sented an  example  of  electoral  respon- 
sibility exalted  (o  its  highest  point  Lastly, 
Sir,  I  beg  to  consider  what  is  it  ihat  an 
elector  has  to  do,  and  then  ask  yourself 
how  the  performance  of  his  task  can  ever 
be  made  the  subject  of  unaccountability 
to  parties  without.  He  has  no  specific 
train  of  duties  to  perform  on  which  the 
criticism  of  the  public  can  fasten;  he  has 
only  to  record  his  preference,  without  any 
reason  assigned,  between  two  or  more 
candidates,  and  the  virtue  of  the  process 
consists  in  bis  delivering  his  judgment 
genuinely  and  sincerely — iitiegro  et  libtn 
animo.  Now,  Sir,  1  confidently  maintain 
that  ihia  is  a  process  which  must  spring 
exclusively  from  the  free  will  and  inward 
conscience  of  the  elector  himself.  No 
human  supervision  can  extort  from  him  a 
true  verdict,  because  no  human  eye  can 
discern  what  the  true  verdict  is.  If  reapon- 
sibiltty  to  the  public  has  any  effect  upon 
him  at  nil  it  will  induce  him  to  abandon 
his  own  judgment  altogether,  and  vote  for 
that  caniiidate  whom  he  believed  to  be  the 
favourite  of  the  public ;  thus  violating  the 
most  essential  obligation  of  the  franchise. 
Look  at  it  which  way  you  will.  Sir,  this 
idea  of  the  respousibility  of  the  electors 
is  a  compound  of  mischief  and  illusion. 
The  numbers  of  the  body  and  the  nature 
of  the  franchise  conspire  to  render  it  use- 
less to  any  good  purpose,  and  effectual  only 
in  silencing  the  free  and  honest  expressioo 
of  individual  conscience.  Sir,  on  the  former 
occasion  when  I  brought  fbrward  this 
motion  the  noble  Lord  iba  Hembar  far 
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Stroud  contended  thnt,  though  the  ballot 
doe>  Bvay  with  all  evil  influeitces  over 
Totera,  it  removes  them  at  the  same  time 
out  of  the  reach  of  all  good  and  improving 
influences.  I  may  safely  challenge  the 
noble  Lord,  or  any  one  else,  to  prove  that 
anch  an  effect  will  flow  from  it.  Surely 
there  can  be  no  good  influences  except 
those  which  operate  upon  the  elector 
throngfa  the  medium  of  his  own  conscience 
and  conviction  —  those  which  he  obeys 
freely  and  ipootaneously,  apart  from  all 
calculations  of  future  profit  or  loss  to  him- 
self. Now,  will  any  portion  of  such  in- 
fluences as  these  be  enfeebled  when  the 
saflrage  is  rendered  secret?  Sir,  I  con- 
lend  that  they  will  ell  be  left  entire  and 
unimpaired.  They  will  be  as  powerful 
under  the  ballot  as  they  are  at  present; 
nay,  they  will  be  expanded  and  fostered 
to  a  degree  much  beyond  what  it  is  at 
present  practicable.  It  is  against  the  evil 
mfluences,  specially  and  exclusively,  that 
the  ballot  makes  war — against  those  com- 
pulsory influences  which  determine  the 
vote  of  an  elector,  without  any  reference 
to  his  own  feelings  and  conviction  — against 
those  appeals  to  his  hopes  and  fears  which 
vitiate  the  integrity  of  the  vole  altogether. 
Sir,  I  am  as  anxious  ae  the  noble  lord  can 
be  to  multiply  good  influences  over  voters 
as  much  as  possible;  and  I  defy  him. to 
point  out  any  mode  of  accomplishing  this 
object  half  so  effectual  as  secrecy  and 
freedom  of  the  suffrage.  The  evil  influences 
at  elections  are  now  most  formidable  and 
triumphant;  it  is  publicity  alone  which 
secures  to  them  this  triumph ;  it  is  piit>- 
licity  which  renders  thousands  of  honest 
voters  traitors  to  their  political  convic- 
tions and  to  their  inward  conscience, 
though  it  cannot  in  any  case  create  a 
lense  of  public  duty  in  the  bosom  of  the 
dishonest.  Make  the  suffrage  secret,  and 
you  banish  all  these  evil  influences  at  once. 
You  leave  uncontrolled  scope  to  the  gentle 
ascendancy  of  persuasion  and  advice  from 
those  who  can  engage  the  elector's  esteem  ; 
you  impose  upon  every  one  who  wishes  lo 
obtain  a  vote  the  necessity  of  appealing  to 
the  inward  reason  or  feelings  of  the  voter. 
This  is  all  which  public  authority  can  do, 
and  f  may  add  all  that  public  authority 
need  do,  to  multiply  good  influence  over 
TOteri;  and  this  will  be  assuredly  accom- 
plished by  means  of  the  vote  by  ballot. 
Hitherto,  Sir,  I  have  spoken  chiefly  of  the 
•Acts  of  the  ballot  in  extinguishing  in- 
SnUatlon  over  electors.    But,  perhaps, 


I  shall  b^  told  that  it  will  not  be  equally 
effectual  in  preventing  bribery.  No  doubt. 
Sir,  the  specific  agency  of  the  ballot  is 
against  intimidation  ;  but  its  effect  will  be 
important  and  powerful  in  checking  bribery. 
It  will  entirely  suppress  bribery  according 
to  tlie  modes  at  present  practised;  it  will 
greatly  hamper  and  discourage  bribery 
under  any  conceivable  form  or  process ; 
it  wilt  render  the  attempt  to  bribe,  even 
under  the  most  favourable  circumstances, 
more  uncertain,  more  costly,  more  diflicuh, 
and  more  hszardous.  When  the  suffrage 
becomes  secret  you  cannotbuyan  elector's 
vole  individually  and  separately;  for  he 
cannot  sell  the  certainty  of  his  vote;  he 
can  only  sell  the  probability  of  it ;  this  is 
the  best  which  he  has  to  offer.  He  may 
certainly  offer  this  contingency  for  sale, 
if  any  one  will  buy  it ;  but  what  man  in 
his  senses' will  everpaydown  the  purchase 
money  for  a  commodity  of  which  there  is 
to  be  no  assured  and  ostensible  delivery  f 
Surely  this  is  a  speculation  so  unpromising 
and  perilous  that  very  few  bribers  will  be 
at  all  inclined  to  embark  in  it.  A  good 
deal  of  bribery  now  goes  on  through  indirect 
channels,  and  by  the  agency  of  friends  and 
partisans  of  the  candidates,  and  by  the 
help  of  admission  to  charitiee  and  other 
descriptions  of  patronage,  as  the  House 
will  find  detailed  and  illustrated  in  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Visger  and  Mr.  Hudson 
before  the  Committee  on  Intimidation.  An 
elector  entitles  himself  to  a  share  in  these 
good  things  by  constantly  voting  as  a  Blue 
freeman  or  a  Yellow  freeman.  But  how 
can  this  condition  be  certified,  or  thii 
corrupt  traffic  continue  to  be  carried  on, 
when  votes  are  taken  secretly  7  But  then 
it  will  be  said,  that  a  candidate  may  make 
his  bargain  with  particular  voters,  agreeing 
to  pay  each  of  them  a  sum  of  money  con- 
ditionally  upon  his  success.  In  a  large 
constituency  I  believe  that  any  such  bar- 
gain would  be  totally  out  of  the  question ; 
I  believe  that  it  would  not  answer  the  pur- 
pose of  tither  party.  In  a  small  constitu- 
ency I  shall  not  deny  that  such  a  corrupt 
agreement  might  probably  be  made  and 
acted  upon;  but.  Sir,  if  this  be  admitted— 
if  it  be  admitted  that  small  constituencies 
carry  with  them  an  inherent  and  incorri- 
gible possibility  o(  corruption — what  is  the 
proper  inference  which  follows?  Not 
surely  that  the  ballot  is  faulty  and  defec- 
tive, but  that  small  constituencies  are 
faulty  and  defective,  and  that  large  con- 
stituencies done  are  trustworthy.     Still, 
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Sir,  though  I  lubscribe  to  thia  argument 
aaan  objection  againsl  narrow  conglltuen- 
cies,  I  am  not  arraid  to  conleod  that  in 
every  constituency,  small  as  well  aa  large, 
the  Ballot  will  render  bribery  far  more 
haiardous  end  deceitrul,  far  more  clumsy 
and  inconvenient,  than  it  is  at  present. 
In  fact  the  Ballot  will  go  nearer  to  eradi- 
cate bribery  altogether  tlian  any  other 
measure  which  could  be  devised  while  the 
■uffrage  remains  public.  There  is  this 
essential  diatinction  between  bribery  and 
intimidation,  in  both  you  have  two  con- 
spirators who  confederate  against  the  free- 
dom aud  purity  of  election;  but  in  the 
case  of  intimidation  one  of  the  conspirators 
i«  an  unwilling  ngent,  and  therefore  the 
conspiracy  is  totally  broken  up  the  moment 
he  is  left  to  his  own  free  will.  Whereas 
in  the  case  of  bribery  both  parties  are  wil- 
ling agents,  in  so  far  as  they  can  trust  each 
other,  and,  therefore,  the  same  precnu- 
tiooB  are  not  so  omnipotent  to  their  in- 
tended purpose — (hey  serve  only,  but  they 
do  serve  most  effectually,  to  disconcert 
and  confound  such  a  conspiracy,  by  de- 
stroying all  evidence  or  certainty  of  the 
consummation  of  the  bargain.  Whoever 
thinks  that  this  is  doing  little  let  him  show 
tne  an^  other  plan  which  will  do  as  much, 
assuromg  the  publicity  of  the  vote  to  be 
preserved.  But  surely,  Sir,  my  cause 
would  be  complete,  even  if  I  were  to  wave 
all  mention  of  bribery,  when  it  can  be 
shown  that  the  Ballot  will  eiTectualiy  ex- 
tirpate intimidation.  Your  honest  voters 
cry  to  you  for  protection  against  intimida- 
tion— they  are  men  who  would  spurn  the 
idea  of  a  bribe,  or  of  turning  their  votes  to 
any  corrupt  profit — but  they  do  pray  to  be 
guarded  against  wrong,  and  loss,  and  op- 
pression in  the  conscientious  exercise  of 
their  franchise,  A  measure  is  proposed 
which  completely  accomplishes  this  object ; 
aud  I  am  realty  to  be  told,  as  a  fatal  ob- 
jection to  it—"  No  ;  we  cannot  grant  you 
the  Ballot ;  it  is  true  that  it  does  away 
with  intimidation  entirely,  but  tliere  are 
•ome  distant  possibilities  of  bribery  which 
it  leaves  not  absolutely  barred  oul,  and 
therefore  it  is  not  worth  our  consideration." 
I  must  contend.  Sir,  that  thia  wuuld  be  the 
most  extraordinnry  ground  of  excepti 
ever  yet  taken  to  any  legislative  proposi- 
tion. Here  are  two  diseases,  both  of  most 
pernicious  working.  A  remedy  lies  befoi 
you,  by  which  the  one  mav  he  completely 
cured,  the  other  greatly  abated  ;  yet  you 
cut  it  contemptuously  away  because  you 


cannot  sweep  the  country  clean  of  both 
diseases  at  once.  Let  me  venture  to  re- 
mind you,  Sir,  that  if  it  be  difficult,  as  it 
certainly  is  difficult,  to  prevent  dishonest 
voters  from  playing  you  false  and  betray- 
ing their  trust,  if  this'be  the  case,  I  say  the 
more  carefully  ought  you  to  watch  over 
and  cherish  the  untainted  portion  of  your 
constituency.  Protect  them  from  being 
dragged  into  dishonest  voting  against  their 
own  will,  by  unrighteous  violence  and 
compulsion.  If  you  cannot  eradicate  cor- 
rupt disposition  universally,  at  least  keep 
the  path  of  honesty  safe  and  clear  for  the 
willing  citizen  to  walk  in.  1  can  hardly 
persuade  myself.  Sir,  that  the  Legislature 
will  persist  m  withholding  the  precsulions 
necessary  for  this  simple,  though  solem}i, 
purpose.  It  is  my  duty  to  touch  upon  one 
or  two  other  objections  which  t  know  to  be 
made  against  the  Ballot,  and  I  shall  pro- 
ceed to  do  GO  with  as  much  brevity  as 
possible,  regretting  very  much  the  necessity 
of  troubling  the  House  at  so  much  length. 
I  know  that  1  have  to  combat  a  feehng  of 
degradation  which  some  Gentlemen  attach 
to  the  use  of  secrecy  in  any  case,  or  for 
any  purpose,  No  doubt,  Sir,  there  are 
numberless  cases  in  which  publicity  is  of 
unspeakable  moment;  but  reflection  will 
teach  us  that  this  rule  is  far  from  being 
universal.  What  man  is  there  who  has 
not  experienced,  in  ihe  most  trying  con- 
junctures of  his  life,  the  blessing  of  con- 
fideniial  communication  with  a  friend, 
enablinghim  as  it  does  to  procure  informa- 
tion or  adf  ice,  which  could  never  be  safely 
proclaimed  to  the  public  ?  What  member 
of  a  club  is  there  who  does  not  feel  that 
Ihe  harmony  and  kindiy  fellowship  among 
the  general  body  is  essentiallv  maintaioed 
by  the  secrecy  with  which  voting  is  carried 
on  ?  Welt,  then.  Sir,  the  special  point  of 
your  consideration  is,  whether  voting  at 
Parliamentary  elections  is  one  of  those 
occasions  on  which  secrecy  is  letter  or 
worse  than  publicity.  Now,  Sir,  perhaps 
I  may  be  considered  as  unduly  presump- 
tuous; but  I  challenge  any  gentleman  to 
point  out  any  one  good  consequence  arising 
from  publicity  of  votes,  or  any  one  bsd 
consequence  arising  from  secrecy  of  votea 
at  Parliamentary  elections.  One  thing  is 
undeniable— such  publicity  is  in  no  respect 
conducive,  in  many  respects  injurious,  to 
the  main  purposes  of  Parliamentary  elec- 
tions, which  is  to  ascertain  exactly  a'nd 
faithfully  who  it  is  that  possess  the  confi- 
dence of  the  majority  of  every  conttituency. 
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What  prolitis  gained  beyondthesatisfaction 
ofvaguecuriosilybypublishingthepolt-book 

wilhlhenamesofUie  majority  and  minority, 
a  record  of  names  often  procured  as  much 
by  forced  levies  as  by  voluntary  enlistment? 
Gentlemen,  mavi  perhaps  say, that  the  vote 
of  the  superior  person  must  be  proclaimed, 
in  order  that  it  may  serve  as  a  guide  and  in- 
dex to  the  inferior.  There  might  be  some- 
thing in  tliij  reasoning  if  voles  were  the 
onlywayopentoamanofniakingknownhis 
political  opinions — hut  I  need  not 
you,  Sir,  that  secrecy 
compaiible  with  full  pubh 


have  ensured  the  accomplishment  of  the 
primary  end.  For  example,  many  Gentle- 
men assail  the  ballot  on  the  ground,  that 
it  enables  an  elector  to  promise  his  vote  to 
one  man  and  give  it  to  another;  or  to 
declare  that  he  has  voted  in  one  way, 
when  he  has  really  voted  in  the  opposite. 
Now,  Sir,  before  1  examine  the  real  value 
of  this  objection,  let  me  first  ask  what  it 
has  to  do  with  the  main  purpose  for  which 
P.irliamentary  elections  take  place?  That 
purpose  is,  to  collect  raithfully  the  real 
perfectly  sense  of  the  qualified  voters  as  to  the 
of  opinions  I  choice  of  representatives. 


by  the  tongue,  or  the  pen,  wherever  any  '■  is  no  Gentleman  of  any  party  who  denies 

man  chooses  to  make  his  opinions  public.  [  that  this  is  the  grand  aim  of  Parliamentary 

If  there   arc,    however,  as  in  fact  thtre  :  elections.     Above  all  things,  therefore,  it 

always  are,  a  certain  per  centage  of  voters,  \  is  necessary  to  insure  that  this  end  shall 

who  do  not  choose  thus  to  make  procia-  j  be  attained ;  and  if  you  do  not  insure  it, 

mation  of  their  political  feelings;  men,  who  you   may    almost  as  well  dispense   with 

either   from  backwardness  of  temper,  or  '  elecCionj   altogether,  involving  as  they  do 


from  dependence  of  position,  shrink  from 


open  collision  with  their  private  fr 
neighbours,  and  patriots — where  is  lti< 
advantage  of  forcing  these  men  to  voti 
aloud,  and  thus  record  themselves  ai 
formal  partisans,  against  their  own  tem- 
per and  inclination  ?  Sir,  1  content! 
ibere  is  every  disadvantage  in  putting  thi: 


n)uch  trouble  and  expense,  so  much 

animosity  and  uneasiness  of  every  kind. 

;h  being  the  acknowledged  pur- 


pose of  elections,  I  contend  that,  in  diS' 
cussing  the  ballot,  I  am  bound  to  show 
that  secret  suSrage  is  better  than  open 
suffrage,  as  a  means  of  ascertaining  the 
:  of  the  voters.     My  opponents. 


constraint  upon  them  ;  for,  by  refusing  to  ,  on  Ilie  other  hand,  are  bound  to  disprove 
take  their  votes  quietly  and  conSdentially,  ii.  But  do  they  disprove  it  ?  Sir,  I  con- 
you  force  them  to  consider,  not  which  is  tend  that  not  only  do  they  not  disprove  it, 
the  right  side,  but  which  is  the  strongest '  but  they  do  not  even  approach  the  ques- 
aide;  you  incur  the  risk  of  deterring  tion.  1  have  attempted  to  prove — and  I 
iving  their  votes  at  all ;  you  |  think  E  have  proved — that  secret  suffrage 


isk  of  obtaining  froi 
them  a  spurious  vote,  instead  of  a  genuine 
vote.  Sir,  1  look  in  vain  for  any  one 
advantage,  private  or  public,  derived  from 
publicity  of  volea ;  I  find  "     ' 


absolutely  necessary  to  protect  the 
honest  voter  in  the  conscientious  discharge 
of  his  duty  to  the  public.  Do  my  oppo- 
nents refute  me,  and  prove  the  contrary! 
They  do  no  such  thing.     They  omit  alto- 


tage,  still  more  no  dishonour,  aHached  to     gether  the  duty  of  the  voter  towards  the 


secrecy.     His  Majesty, 

Parliament  wishes  to  get  together  a  Houi 

of  Commoi 

the  people.     In  order  to  be  sure  that  h 

arrived  at  the  truth,  he  takes  the  opini 


I  public,  and  they  carry  your  attention  to 


the  private  obligation  of  the  voter,  as  re- 
possessing the  confidence  of  gards  some  third  party ;  they  expatiate  on 
'         ■      -    ■  ....        .1  'ntenance  of  good  faith,  as  between 

promiser  and  promisee.     I  must  consider 


of  every  separate  elector, 
apart  from  the  hearing  ot  any  one  else. 
What  dishonour  can  there  be  in  secrecy, 
when  it  is  only  the  handmaid  of  sincerity, 
the  pledge  of  free  speech,  as  between  the 
voter  and  the  public  ?  I  think,  Sir,  I  have 
some  reason  to  remark,  if  not  to  complain, 
that  persons  who  object  to  the  vote  by 
ballot,  overlook  constantly  the 
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pure  diversion  of  your  atten- 
tion away  from  the  main  point  at  issue  ; 
for  the  business  of  the  Legislature  is,  to 
place    an  elector  on  the  best  and   most 
convenient  footing,    for   discharging   the 
special  duty  required  of  him  by  the  public ; 
whether  he  tells  truth,  or  keeps  hispromises 
to  third    parties,  must  be  left  to  his  own 
feelings  and  his  own  sense  of  propriety, 
direct  purpose  of  Parliamentary  election,  I  But,  Sir,  let  us  take  the  objection  as  it 
end    fasten  their   attention  upon  certain     stands,  and  inquire  what  it  amounts  to, 
collateral  circumstances,  which  at  best  can  ;  The  ballot,  we  are  told,  will  lead  to  false 
only  be  tuken  into  consideration,  when  we  |  promises   and   false  declarations  on   the 
VOL.  XXXIV.  {^^)  2  n 
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part  of  voters.     How  or  why  Bliowld  it  pro- 
duce this  effect?      Does  it  command  any 


Th  lalU. 


Ut 


o  break  his  promise?  Docs  it  hold 
out  to  him  any  new  inducement  or  reward 
for  breaking  his  promise  ?  No,  nothing  of 
the  kind  ;  it  merely  enjoini  him  to  per- 
rorm  the  act  of  voting  without  a  vritness, 
and  thus  indirectly  enables  him  to  vote 
either  according  or  contrary  to  any  previ- 
ous promise,  without  being  found  out,  if 
he  be  inclined  to  do  so.  Certainly,  the 
same  may  be  said  of  every  private  and 
loliiary  act  of  every  man's  life  ;  but  why 
are  hon.  Gentlemen  so  very  much  afraid, 
lest  electors  who  vote  by  ballot  should 
break  their  promises  the  moment  ihey  are 
enabled  ro  do  bo  with  impunity  ?  Sir,  tt 
is  but  (00  well  known,  that  the  promise 
given  by  a  voter  is,  in  a  thousand  cases, 
exinried  and  compulsory  ;  it  is  a  promise 
neither  eonaonanl  to  his  own  free  will, 
nor  dictated  by  his  own  conviction  ;  a 
promise  which  he  would  never  have  made 
except  to  one  who  took  an   ungenerous 


io  this  would  be  notbing;  lesg  thia 
seeking  to  deprive  the  voter,  by  our 
own  act,  of  the  means  of  faithfully 
discharging  his  duty  to  hla  country — » 
duty  prior  to  all  private  agreements  with 
third  parlies — a  duty  implied  in  the  very 
possession  and  exercise  of  the  franchise. 
Why,  Sir,  when  the  choice  lies,  as  it  does 
in  this  case,  between  breaking  a  wrongful 
promise  and  violating  the  duty  which  the 
elector  owes  to  bis  country,  can  there  be  a 
moment's  hesilation  which  of  the  two  we 
ought  to  enforce,  and  which  we  ought  to 
condemn — we  who  sit  in  this  House  ai  the 
chosen  guardians  of  the  public  rights  and 
franchise — we  who  derive  onr  sole  title  to 
confidence  and  authority  from  presumed 
purity  of  election  1  Let  me  again  bring  to 
your  recollection.  Sir,  the  object  and  aim 
wiib  which  the  Committee  of  last  year 
was  constituted.  We  desire  to  put  down 
intimidation  and  to  uphold  the  freedom  of 
the  vote.  But  I  affirm  that  we  are  play- 
bands  of  the  intimidator,  and 


rentage  of  him,  and  who  possessed  the  j  practically  annihilating  the  freedom  of  the 
power  ot  inflicting  penalty  upon  liim  in  |  vote,  when  we  countenance  and  ratify 
ca*e  of  refusal.  Now,  Sir,  promises  like  ,  these  compulsory  promises.  The  intimi- 
these,  ibe  ofFapring  originally  of  importu- 1  dalor  begins  by  compelling  a  voter  to  pro- 
nity  and  compulsion,  will  only  be  sure  of  i  mise  ;  and  are  we  then  really  to  say,  "  Be- 
observnnce  through  the  maintenance  of  j  cause  you  have  compelled  the  man  to  pro- 
ihe  same  compulsion  ;  they  may  probably  ;  mise  against  his  will,  therefore  you  have 
be  infringed,  whenihe  ballot  has  left  every  '.  acquired  good  title  to  compel  him  to  a  vole  f 
voter  to  hia  own  free  will.  But  the  volun- I  Sir,  I  say,  that  this  would  be  no  less 
tary    prcmiises— those    which    have   been  i  monstrous  in  principle  than  inconsiatent 


d  professions. 

1  guarantee  the  last  Stage  of 

respect  to  the  first.  Depend 

ir,  if  you  wish  lo  put  down  in- 

elTcclually  you  must  use  a  very 


freely  given,  and  which  carrv  the  heart) 
and  feelings  oF  the  voter  along'  with  ihem  '.  H  would  be 
— promises  of  this  kind  will  never  be  bro- .  tyranny  out 
ken,  even  though  the  vote  be  given  in  the  '  "pon  it.  Sir 
thickestdarkness.andwith  the  fullest 

of  impunity.     We  are  told  by  Milton  that ;  different  language  towards  the  intimidator, 
"Ease  will  recant  I '^'ou    must  render  the  attainment  of  hU 

Vows  made  in  pain  as  violent  am]  void."  final  purpose  impracticable.  You  must 
But  wherever  the  vow  has  not  been  I  '^*"*  ''i'"  plainly,  that  whatever  be  hit 
made  tn  pain — wherever  ease  has  made  the  :  power  of  extorting  promises  he  will  not  be 
vow,  ease  wir 
the  whole 


t  of  the  mischief  of  pro- 
luiBe- breaking,  and  I  Entreat  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  It,  that  none  but  compul- 
sory  promises  are  in  danger  of  being  broken 
when  votes  are  given  secretly.  Let  me 
put  the  question  now,  what  mischief  would 
ensue  if  these  compulaory  promises  sliould 
come  to  be  broken  ?  A  voter  ought  not  to 
make  such  a  promise  if  it  be  at  variance 
with  his  own  sentiments  and  couscience. 
Granted  ;  but  asfuming  that  tie  has  been 
guilty  of  tlio  weakness  and  the  wrong  of 
giving  such  a  promise,  are  we  to  arrange 
our  system  of  voting  for  the  express  pur- 
pose of  compelling  him  to  keep  it  ?    To 


Uowed  to  retain  the  smallest  power  of 
extorting  votes;  and  you  will  then  pre- 
vent these  compulsory  promises  from  beiog 
ever  demanded,  when  you  show  that  they 
afford  no  security  for  performance.  The 
evil  of  intimidation,  the  evil  of  mendacity, 
and  the  evil  of  promise-breaking,  wiU  all 
disappear  at  the  same  time,  and  before 
one  and  the  same  simple  remedy — a  free 
and  secret  vote.  Sir,  I  am  deeply  sensi- 
bie  that  I  hare  drawn  but  loo  largely  or» 
the  patience  of  the  House;  yet,  before  I 
sit  down,  there  is  one  argument  which  I 
am  oblijied  briefly  to  examine,  because  tt 
isconslantly  argued  asan  objection  against 
the  vole  by  ballot.     Hon.  Qentlemen   tell 
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7%«  Ballot. 
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BM  that  the  ballot  will  be  f«lal  to  what 
ibey  call  the  legitimate  inSuence  orpro- 
pertjr.  Now,  Sir,  1  deny  this  RwettiDn 
point  blank  in  any  defentible  meaning 
which  the  words  "  le|;itiiDaie  influence"  can 
be  Bide  to  bear — in  any  meaning  of  the 
wordi  which  a  patriat  or  a  fieeinan  can 
acknowledge.  I  assert,  fearleaily,  that 
under  e  lystem  ortecret  voting,  the  legi- 
timate influence  of  properly  will  be  pre- 
MTved  unimpaired  ;  nay,  more,  that  it  will 
ba  even  exalted  beyond  what  it  is  at  pre- 
sent. There  is  only  one  species  of  influ- 
ence which  the  ballot  will  withdraw  from 
ft  rich  man — it  will  lake  away  the  power 
of  rewarding  or  punishing  elector*  accord- 
ing to  the  manner  in  which  they  vote.  Now, 
Sir,  I  would  ask,  and  I  hope  the  question 
will  be  plainly  answered,  whether  it  be  re- 
ally this  power  of  rewarding  or  punishing 
electors  which  Qentlemen  mean  when  they 
talk  of  the  "legitimate  influence  of  pro- 
perty?" Does  the  House  intend  to  recog- 
nise in  any  one  citizen  of  this  community 
—  Peer  or  Commoner,  tilled  or  untitled — a 
legitimate  authority  to  reward  or  punish 
electors  for  their  votes?  If  we  do.  Sir,  the 
sooner  In  all  consistency  we  repeal  our 
statutes  against  bribery  the  better — the 
sooner  we  drop  the  farce  ofaflVcting  to 
condemn  iatimidation  the  better.  For, 
what  is  this  privilege  of  giving  to  an  elec- 
tor a  reward  for  his  vole  in  plain  and  uo. 
varnUhed  English,  except  bribing  him? 
and  what  is  the  privilege  of  punishing 
hiro  for  his  vote  except  a  licence  of  inti- 
midatioQ  1  But  I,  Sir,  deny  the  position  en- 
tirely. I  maintain  that  this  influence 
which  arises  from  the  power  of  rewarding 
or  punishing  voters,  is  repudiated  by  the 
law  and  by  the  Constitution.  I  maintain, 
that  a  man  is  no  more  warranted  in  em- 
ploying his  legal  powers  as  a  landlord  for 
the  purpose  of  seducing  and  coercing  his 
tenants  votes,  than  in  employing  his 
funded  property  to  distribute  among  them 
bribes  in  hard  cash.  It  is  the  ancient  doc- 
trine of  the  Constitutran  that  aleclions 
ought  to  be  perfectly  free,  and  the  ballot 
oan  have  no  other  effiict  than  that  of  real- 
isingthis  strictly  eonstitutional  end.  But  all 
legitimate  influence  of  property  consists 
fully  with  freedom  of  election,  end  there- 
fore it  consisls  fully  with  rote  by  ballot. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  wealth  and  con- 
■pieuous  station,  unless  itiey  are  coupled 
with  repulsive  or  contemplible  personal 
qualities,  impart  great  additional  weight 
(o'ibe  recommendation  of  their  possessor. 


"  bene  nommatum  decorat  Snadelai"  his 
authority  Is  quoted  and  his  examplp.  imi- 
tated, even  by  many  who  have  no  favour 
to  hope,  and  no  injury  to  fear  from  him. 
His  wishes  are  still  further  likely  to  be 
obeyed  if  he  is  the  object  of  gratitude  for 
past  favours,  or  of  respect  for  public  use- 
fulness. Now,  Sir,  here  is  a  very  pow- 
erful body  of  influence  insured  to  a  lich 
man  unless  he  forfeit  it  by  bis  personal 
demerit.  I  call  it  a  perfectly  legitimate 
influence,  and  I  call  it  so  not  less  because 
it  rests  partly  upon  good  personal  qua- 
lities, than  because  it  is  gentle  and  kindly 
in  its  working,  looking  only  fur  open  ana 
spontaneous  sympathy  and  grateful  obe- 
dience, and  implying  neither  violence  on 
the  one  side  nor  degradation  on  the  other. 
It  is  the  triumph  and  the  glory  of  this  le- 
gitimate influence  of  property  that  the  ex- 
ercise of  it  is  perfectly  compatible  with 
entire  freedom  and  secrecy  of  Euffrage— <- 
nay,  more,  that  it  is  enatted  and  enhanced 
by  fieedom  qf  election,  most  powerfully 
felt  where  the  sutfrage  is  the  most  free, 
where  the  voter  is  best  protected  against 
everything  like  compulsion  and  tyranny. 
Sir,  I  have  now  exhausted,  not  indeed 
all  that  can  be  said  on  this  important 
subject,  but  at  least  all  that  the  House 
will  bear  to  hear  from  me  about  it,  and  I 
have  to  thank  them  for  the  patience  wilb 
which  they  have  listened.  Before  I  con- 
clude, permit  me  in  a  few  words  to  recall 
to  your  attention  the  point  on  which  you 
are  about  to  decide.  Permit  me  (o  remind 
you  that  I  am  aiming  at  no  end  which  is 
not  in  the  strictest  and  highest  sense  coit- 
slitutional.  I  am  aiming  at  nothing  ex- 
cept the  freedom  and  integrity  of  the  Par- 
liamentary sufi'rage ;  a  purpose  not  merely 
within  the  limits  of  the  Constitution,  but 
absolutely  essential  to  its  workings  and 
vitality — absolutely  essential  to  the  at- 
tainment of  a  House  of  Commons  really 
possessing  the  confidence  of  the  people, 
which  the  Reform  Act  so  emphatically  pro- 
mised to  us.  Permit  me  further  to  call  to 
your  remembrance  the  humiliaiing  fact, 
that  freedom  of  election,  as  things  stand 
at  present,  is  in  many  places  little  better 
than  a  dream  and  a  Action.  Your  elec- 
tion arrangemeulB  are  traversed  on  all 
sides  by  corruption  aud  intimidation  ;  your 
electors  are,  in  many  cases  compelled  to 
vote  against  their  real  sen  time  nlG—ia 
V  cases  deterred  from  voting  at 
'  This  fact,  if  indeed  it  were  not 
already     notorious    enough,     has     been 
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publicly  and  incanteitibly  certified  by  the   pendent e1ectoTS(one-hair,ifnottwa.t)riTdi 

"  of  the  conrtituency),  compUin,  and  jintly 

do  they  complain,  that  the  Legislature  hu 
given  them  the  shadow  iustead  of  the  Bub< 
stance — the  letter,  but  not  the  spirit— the 
word,  but  not  the  deed — the  mere  rcKDi- 
blance  of  an  elective  francIilBe,  and  not  Use 
elective  franchise  itself;  fur  it  has  giren 
to  the  re>;is(ered  electors  the  nomiDii  ft* 
culty  of  voting  for  Members  of  Partiimeat, 
hut  it  has  virtually  reserved  to  otben  the 
real  pnwer,  in  a  majority  of  cases,  of  ia- 
fluenciog,  and  compelling  and  coercing  the 
rote  nominally  and  ostensibly  given  by  the 
elector  himself.    Now,  there  are  two  kinds 
of  influence;  there  is,  fir>>t,  the  moral  in- 
fluence which  a  great  man,  who  is  also  a 
good  man,  ia  certain  to  obtain  over  the 
opiiiiona,  the  feelings,  the  very  thoughts 
of  his  poorer  neighbours  and  dependent) ; 
of  that  influence  no   man   oin  complain. 
There  ia,  on  the  other  hand,  the  immoral 
influence  not  gained  by  goodness ;  but  by 
strength  over  weakness,  by  wealth  over 
poverty,   by  greatneas    over  dependence, 
and  exercised  not  with  a  beneficent  desii« 
to  advance  the  welfare  of  the  community, 
but  to  augment  the  poiver  or  promote  the 
seltigh  interests  of  those  who  exercise  it ; 
such,  I  regret  to  say,  is  the  influence  too 
commonly  used  by  the  creditor  ovpr  the 
debtor — by  the  rich  over  the  poor — by  the 
great  merchant  over  the  gmall  trader — by 
the  landlord  over  the  tenant,  by  the  great 
and  the  powerful,  in  short,  over  the  hum- 
ble and  the  weak ;  to  euch  an  extent,  in- 
deed, does  this  system  of  undue  influence 
prevail  in  this  country,  that  most  landlords , 
appear  to  think  they  have  ns  goofi  a  right 
to  their  tenant's  vote  as  to  the  rent  of  their 
farms.    It  constantly  happens,  for  instance, 
that  a  landlord  makes  a  favour  of  granting 
his  permission  to  a  candidate,  or  to  a  can- 
didate's friend,  to  canvass  his  teniint*  for 
their  votes.     As  if,  forsooth,  the  candidate 
would  be  violating  the  landlord's  property, 
poachhg  upon  his  preserves,  if  he  were  to 
canvass  the  tenants  without  the  landlord** 
sanction.    Or  perhaps  the  landlord  may  be 
opposed  in  politics  (osiensibly,  at  least)  to 
the  candidate,  and  yet  willing  frum  uther 
causes  to  forward  bis  imerest ;  then    ne 
may  suppose  the  candidate,  on  application 
fnr  the  landlord's  vote  and  interest,  to  be 
met  with  the  following  answer :  "  I    am 
sorry  that  I  cannot  vole  for  you  inyself. 
that  I  cannot  personally  interfere  in  your 
behalf,  but  I  will  tell  you  what  I  can  do 
for  you  ;   I  give  you  free  permianon    to 


evtdencetaken  before  y( 
and  I  venture  to  warn  you,  that  if,  afler 
Buch  overwhelming  notoriety  of  the  evil, 
you  remain  deaf  to  all  suggestions  of  a  re- 
medy, you  will  implicate  vourself  in  some- 
thing little  short  of  the  guilt  of  connivance 
and  participation.  Now,  Sir,  for  ibis 
acknowledged  evil  I  have  ventured  to  sug- 
gest B  remedy.  Let  those  who  object  to 
it  provide  a  better  if  they  can.  All  I 
shall  say  is,  that  my  ingenuity  can  dis- 
cover no  other  remedy  either  like  or  se- 
cond to  it.  I  propose  to  you  the  vote  by 
ballot;  a  measure  simple,  specific,  easy 
of  introduction,  and  bearing  precisely 
upon  the  mischiefs  under  your  consider- 
ation. I  have  endeavoured  to  show  you 
that  the  ballot  is  an  antidote  complete, 
unfailing,  and  all-suRicienl,  as  against 
the  master-evil  of  intimidation,  and  that 
it  is  the  most  powerful  of  all  correctives 
as  against  bribery.  I  have  proved  that  it 
is  the  only  expedient  for  enabling  an 
honest  voter  to  walk  in  the  path  of  con- 
science without  serious  loss  and  peril  ; 
and  that  the  State  can  have  no  security 
for  obtaining  what  is  the  primary  purpose 
of  election— a  genuine  and  sincere  ex- 
pression of  sentiment  from  the  elector — 
except  by  taking  his  vole  in  secrecy  and 
aolitude — 

"  Nun  Tsrs  voce!  turn  d«mum  peston  >b  into 
Ejiciantar  ;  at  aiipitur  panont,  manst  t8b." 

I  press  upon  you  the  adoption  of  the  bal- 
lot, no  less  as  an  effectual  protection  to  the 
honest  voter,  which  he  has  the  fullest  right 
to  demand,  than  as  a  certificate  to  the 
public  of  the  genuineness  of  all  votes,  and 
of  the  unimpeachable  title  of  all  repre- 
aeotatives  chosen.  1  he  hon.  Member  con- 
cluded bj'  moving  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  providing  that  the  votes  at  elections 
for  Members  of  Parliament  be  taken  se- 
cretly bj  way  of  Ballot. 

Mr.  Leader ;  Although  I  feel  that  in 
aeconding  the  motion  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  London,  I  have  a  very 
difficult  task  to  perform,  yet  were  the  t.isk 
ten  times  more  difficult  I  should  have  un- 
dertaken it  with  pleasure  and  alacrity, 
because  I  am  convinced  that  the  success  nf 
thia  measure  would  confer  a  more  valuable 
and  substantial  benefit  upon  the  peojile  of 
this  country,  than  any  measure  of  reform 
which  is  at  present  in  agitation  ;  for  with- 
out free  and  unbiassed  voting  at  elections 
you  cannot  hare  fair  and  full  representa- 
tion ;  and  without  such  representation  you 
cannot  have  good  government.  The  poor, 
that  is,  the  comparatively  pow  and  de- 


canvasB  all  my  teaante,  I  dare  aaynuiBy  of 
tbem  will  rote  for  you."    Kind  and  ge- 
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iwnniB  landlord  I  he  condescends  to  allow  ,  to  a  resident  Btevard  ;  till  within  a  year 
the  candidate  for  the  votes  of  the  electors  that  steward  was  a  staunch  old  Whig.  I 
to  ask  those  or  the  electors  who  may  be  his  need  not  inform  the  House  that  the  tenants 
tenants  what  their  opinion  really  is.  And  alwavs  voted  for  the  Whie  candidates, 
yet  it  is  a  common  form  of  expression  to  Welf,  last  year  the  good  old  Whis  steward 
talk  of  taking  "  the  sense  of  the  people,"  died,  and  after  a  short  iDtervaT  aoDther 
while  a  candidate  cannot  even  ask  the  peo-  i  steward  was  appointed.  The  new  steward 
pie  what  their  opiniun  is  unless  their  land-  |  is,  like  his  predecessor,  a  very  respectable 
lord  gives  him  permission  to  do  so.  This  j  barrister ;  but,  unlike  his  predecessor,  he  is 
is  clearly  stated  in  the  evidence  given  last  ;  a  very  decided  Tury.  He  is,  indeed,  chiefly 
year  before  the  Bribery  and  Intimidation  famous  for  having  been  the  unsuccessfid 
Committee.  A  witness  was  asked,  "  Is  it  Tory  candidate  in  several  contested  elec- 
usual  before  a  party  canvasses  the  tenants  \  tions.  His  appointment  was  of  course 
to  ask  the  landlord's  permission  to  doso>  '  hailed  with  joy  by  the  Tories  of  West 
"  Ves,"  was  the  reply,  "and  I  never  knew  i  Somerset.  "  What  a  good  thing,"  they 
a  Tory  give  that  permission"  (to  his  ad-  |  exclaimed,  "  SOO  or  300  votes  taken  from 
versury  is  of  course  meant).  What  says  those  horrid  Whigs,  and  given  to  us."  My 
another  witness  before  the  same  Commit-  hon.  Friends,  the  two  Liberal  Members  for 
tee } — "  I  hare  known  a  landlord  coire-  <  West  Somerset,  looked  rather  grave  on 
■pond  with  a. candidate  on  the  subject  of  the  subject,  even  though  they  had  a  nia- 
tne  corn  laws,  and  1  have  known  him  send  '  jority  of  1,000  at  the  last  election — these 
a  list  of  the  whole  of  his  tenants,  and  say  '  SOO  or  300  votes  were  no  trifle.  Well,  a 
that  lie  should  come  with  them  and  vote  '  short  time  after  an  old  Tory  lady,  in  the 
one  way  or  the  other,  according  to  the  ex-  '  same  division  of  Somerset,  died,  and  left 

Ftanation  he  received  from  the  candidate."  j  her  estate  to  a  very  decided  Reformer, 
have  known  other  remarkable  circum-  \  "  Good  news,"  said  my  hon.  Friends,  the 
stances — I  will  not  mention  names — but  I  ;  Members  for  West  Somerset,  vrho  had 
know  the  fact  of  the  resident  agent  of  a  looked  so  grave  on  the  appointment  of  the  . 
considerable  property,  ihe  agent  being  of  a  Tory  steward,  "  This  is  some  compenAa- 
rlass'if  political  o)iiniou  different  from  the  tioo  fnr  that  unfortunate  aflair."  Now, 
politics  of  his  non-resident  master,  pro-  Sir,  these  fiicts  clearly  prove  one  thing— 
mising  all  (he  votes  of  the  estate  to  a  can-  that  it  is  looked  upon  as  a  matter  of  course, 
didate.  I  wrote  to  London  to  a  high  that  whatever  the  tenant's  real  opinion 
binily  to  influence  this  steward  the  other  may  be,  his  vote  should  invariably  follow 
way,  and  the  tenants  were  in  consequence  (he  vote  of  his  latidlurd.  1  find  another 
all  polled  contrary  to  their  original  pro.  instance  of  this  soit  of  influence  to  the 
■nise,  ihmiigh  the  above  agent."  Well  and  evidence  given  before  the  Brit)cry  snd  In., 
justly  may  the  tenHnts,  after  this,  com-  timidation  Committee.  There  are,  in 
piKiii,  "  tliat  the  legislature  has  given  to  <  South  Devon,  three  parishes  lying  to- 
them  that  which  to  them  is  not  merely  of  tjether,  called  Rnttery,  Staverton,  snd 
no  value,  but  an  injury;  for  it  compels  Dmadhempston.  In  the  parish  of  Battery 
tbein  to  go  to  the  poll  and  tell  a  moral  lie  there  were  twenty-one  votes  polled  at  the 
— voting  for  one  Wan  when  they  feel  it  a  last  election  of  18S5.  Only  one  was  a 
duty  to  vote  for  another."  Again,  Sir,  to  ,  freeholder,  the  rest  were  leaseholders  under 
prove  that  the  votes  o{  tenants  are  con-  i  one  und  the  same  landholder.  Sir  Walter 
sidered  to  proceed  not  from  tlieir  own  I  Carew,  to  whom  the  whole  parish  be- 
feelings,  or  knowledge,  or  coDScience,  but  |  longs.  Now,  in  the  election  of  18SS, 
iTom  their  laodlinrd's  mandate,  is  it  not  ,  these  electors  all  voted  for  Mr..Bulteel, 
notoriooily  matlerof  congratulationamong  the  reform  candidate.  At  that  election, 
Tmies,  when  a  great  estate  passes  by  in-  their  landlord,  Sir  Walter  Carew,  voted 
faeritance  or  purchase,  or  other  means,  for  Mr.  Bulteej;  hut  in  1835  they  all  voted 
from  a  Reformer  into  the  hands  of  a  Tory ;  for  Mr,  Parker,  the  Conservative  candidate, 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  is  it  not  cause  if  against  Lord  John  Kussel).  What  could 
rejoicing  among  Reformers  when  a  Tory's  possibly  have  caused  this  total  change  ? 
estate  passes  to  a  Reformer.  There  ia  a  When  I  (ell  the  House  that  their  landlord, 
case  in  point  which  occurred  only  last  year.  I  Sir  Walter  Carew,  voted  for  Mr.  Parker, 
In  the  western  division  of  Somerset  Lord  j  they  will  not,  1  am  sure,  ihink  it  necessary 
Fgremont  has  a  large  estate,  with  a  com-  to  look  further  for  any  other  cause  ;  but 
mand  of,  perhaps,  SOO  or  300  voters.  The  i  Members  opposite  may  say,  as  (be  land- 
tiMDagtmeDt  of  the  estate  was  intrusted  I  lord  of  Raitery  conKientio'i*'^  cbtnged 
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Itti  optitioti,  wtiy  ahoutd  not  his  tcnsotB  of 
Ratlery  hate  also  conscientioas)/  changed 
their  opioion?  Therein,  feTtunateN,  io 
the  peculiar  circumttances  of  this  case  a 
UtiB»ctDTy  answer  to  that  objection.  It 
Beems  that  the  farmers  ofthe  three  parishes 
of  Rattery,  Staverton,  and  Broadhemp- 
Bton,  form  one  claas  of  persons.are  a  ver^ 
intelligent  set  of  men,  end  are  in  the  habit 
of  associating  very  much  togelherj  thej 
are  all  of  ihem  Reformers  on  principle; 
and,  in  1 832,  almost  ail  of  them  voted  for 
the  reform  candidate;  but,  in  1835,  the 
farmers  of  one  nftlie  three  parishes,  that  is 
of  Rattery,  voted  against  the  reform  can- 
didate, while  their  friends  and  neighbours, 
the  farmers  of  Staverton  and  Broadhemp- 
■lon,  voted,  as  before,  almost  unanimously, 
in  favourof  the  reform  candidate.  What 
is  the  secret  of  this  partial  change  ?  Why, 
simply  this— thai  in  Rattery  the  farmers 
were  all  under  the  influence  of  one  land- 
lord, who  had  changed  his  mind,  whereas 
the  farmers  of  ijtaverion  and  Broadhemp- 
■ton  were  under  little  or  no  influence,  and 
could  vote  according  to  their  own  consci- 
entious opinions.  In  the  same  division  of 
Devon,  there  is  a  parish  called  Broadclist. 
In  1833,  nearly  all  the  electors  of  Broad- 
clist voted  for  the  rerorm  candidate;  in 
1835,  six  only  voted  for  the  reform  candi- 
date,while  fifty  two  voted  for  the  anti- reform 
candidate.  What  could  be  the  reason  of 
this  great  change  T  Were  the  farmers 
terrified  by  the  rapid  progress  of  reform,  or 
were  they  alarmed  with  the  Tory  outcry  of 
"  No  Popery."     No,  Sir,  there  is  a  much 
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ward,  <f  not  in  a  just  manner,  Id  Sotttli 
DeroD,  tot  iottance,  Instead  of  regiiierieg 
so  many  farmers  and  leasefaoldera  on  Lord 
RoUe's  estate,  as  so  many  distinct  and  in- 
dependent votes,  let  us  at  once  write  dom 
in  the  register— My  Lord  Rolle,  600  votet, 
in  right  of  500  serfs,  or  villeins,  or  fannert, 
or  leaseholders— call  them  what  you  will, 
the  name  signifies  little — who  must  vote  as 
he  commands  them.  Then,  on  the  other 
side,  put  down — the  Dnke  of  Bedlord,  to 
many  votes;  and  so  On  with  all  the  great 
landed  proprietors.  This  method,  would, 
under  the  existing  system,  have  several 
very  good  effects — it  would  save  a  great 
deal  of  trouble  to  candidates  ;  instead  of 
canvassing  a  great  nutnber  of  dependent 
voters,  they  would  have  to  ask  only  for 
the  voles  of  the  great  proprietors.  It  would 
put  a  stop  to  the  persecution  of  voters, 
and  thereby  prevent  much  misery  and  bad 
feeling;.  It  would  have  a  good  moral 
effecl,  as  it  would  prevent  most  of  the 
tyranny  and  hypocrisy  al  present  in  opera- 
tion ;  and  it  would  have  the  good  political 
efTect,  that  ihe  tenants  would  become  in- 
dignant at  this  open  insult,  though  the^ 
now  endure  the  injury  with  the  flimsy  veil 
of  registration  thrown  over  it ;  they  would 
then  assert  their  rights,  and  dare  to  say 
that  their  voles  and  their  conrtieaces  were 
their  own,  and  not  their  landlords'.  In 
Ihe  feudal  times  the  baron  was  followed  to 
the  wars  by  his  tenanls—a  glittering  traio 
of  steel-clad  men-at-arms  :  the  system  is 
still  the  same  though  neither  so  war-like 
nor  so  imposing :    now  the  landlord  is  fol- 


!    plain   and  simple  reason  for  their  I  lowed  to  the  poll  by  his  tenants— a  s 


change  of  vote — they  were  all  unde 
influence  of  one  landlord.  Sir  Thomas 
Ackland,  Now,  in  1832,  he  supported 
tha  reform  candidate,  but  in  1635,  he  op- 
posed the  reform  candidate.     What 


be  more  propei 

existing  slate   of  things, 

tenants  shoild  implicitly  follow  his  vote, 


lissive  train  of  coerced  electors;  and  the 
results  in  both  cases  nre  nearly  the  same. 
In  old  times,  the  baron  who  could  raise 
the  greatest  number  of  good  fighting  men 
attained  for  himself  by  their  courage  and 


atural,  in  Ihe    good  service,  rank,  and  power,  and  cob- 

that  his    sequence ;   in  these  times,   the  landlord 

ho  can  command  the  greatest  number  of 


kitdchange  their  opinions  with  the  changed  good  voting  men  is  sure,  tbroMgh  tk«c 
opinionsoftheirlandlordT  f  will  not  weary  rotes,  to  obtain  for  himself  or  hii  family, 
tile  House  by  citing  any  more  instances  of  place,  or  pension,  or  patronage;  indeed 
thisundue  influence;  let  Ihe  most  incredu-  tbese  things  can  scarcely  be  attained  In 
loua  Member  look  into  the  evidence  given  |  any  other  way.  Now  what  is  the  const- 
last  year  before  the  Bribery  and  Intimida-  1  quence  of  this  pernicious  and  most  iniqnit- 
tion  Committee,  and  he  must  be  convinced  i  ous  system  ?  Some  Members  mav  think  it 
of  thealmost  universal  existenceofthisim-  {  successful,  because  Ihe  imine^iate  ap- 
moral  and  degrading  influence.  Now  if  this  |  parent  consequence  is  to  give  mora  Mem- 
aystem  is  to  continue,  let  us  at  least  get  rid  ;  bers  to  the  benches  opposite,  thin  they 
of  the  hypocritical  practice  of  registering  I  would  otherwise  have;  bnt  the  real  conse- 
the  lenanis  of  a  great  mati  as  so  many  quence  which  must  ultimately  appear  e»i- 
goed  ToUl.    Let  ui  act  in  a  atraightfor- 1  dent  to  all  ibe  worid  ii  thU,  tlMt  the 
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pnlty  of  Eo^Bnd  will  raiic  up  a  be 
feeling  againat  themielveB ;  for  in  evei 
coerced  elector,  in  every  tenant  who  hi 
been  compelled  b^  them  or  by  their  agents 
to  vote  Bgaintt  hia  opJoioD,  they  nill  have 
a  Mcret  but  a  determiDed  enemy ;  that  the 
rich  meTchanU  and  manufacturers  will  (ind 
in  every  coerced  workman,  iu  every  in- 
tiinidatod  tradesman,  a  secret  but  deier- 
mined  enemy.  I  have  myself  heard  the 
curie*  and  the  threats  of  men  who  had 
been  compelled  by  stern  necessily  lo  sacri- 
fice iheir  vole  to  the  interest  of  their  chil- 
dren. I  have  myself  heard  the  son  of  a 
voter  who  had  suffered  and  been  half 
ruined  because  he  would  not  give  a  dis- 
honest vote,  cursing  the  author  of  their 
misery,  and  wishing  him  in  his  grave.  Are 
these  the  feelings  which  ihe  gentry  of 
Eugland  desire  to  produce  in  the  hearts  of 
theif  fellow-countrymen  ?  They  may  sneer 
at  curses,  they  may  laugh  at  threats; 
trusting  to  their  we»ilh,  and  (heir  station, 
and  their  power,  they  may  exclaim  with 
the  tyrant  of  old,  "  Oderint  dum  rneiu- 
ant ;  "  but  the  time  must  come  when  the 
people's  hate  and  the  people's  indignulion 
will  make  them  tremble.  I  have  sjiolieu 
at  such  length,  and  with  such  warmtli 
on  this  part  of  the  subject,  because  1 
know  that  ibe  abuse  of  influence  is  the 
great  and  glaring  evil  of  the  present  sys- 
tem ;  whoever  has  influence  exercises  it  — 
whether  justly  or  unjustly  he  never  stops 
to  inquire — and  so  perverted  is  the  pub- 
lic mind  on  this  subject,  that  most  men 
actually  think  that  they  are  committing  no 
offence,  either  against  justice  or  morality, 
when  they  are  using  their  influence  to  com' 
pel  a  dependent  to  choose  between  disho- 
nesty and  ruiu.  I  come  now.  Sir,  to  the 
question  of  what  the  elective  franchise 
really  ia.  Our  opponents  are  continually 
comparing  the  responsibility  ofelec tors  with 
the  responsibility  of  Judges,  Ministersof 
the  Crown,  and  Members  of  Parliament.  Alt 
these  persons,  they  say,  are  obliged  to  act 
openly,  and  to  be  responsible  for  their  ac- 
lioai ;  why  should  the  elector  alone  be  pro- 
tected,by  secrecy,  from  responsibility  to  his 
feUow-citiiens  ?  Now  this  comparison  is 
not  a  fair  one.  The  Judge  is  respoosible 
to  the  conirounity  for  a  fair  administration 
of  justice— the  Minister  is  responsible  to 
the  Crown  and  to  Ihe  country  for  the 
fulfilment  of  his  ministerial  functions — 
the  Member  of  Parliament  is  responsible 
to  his  constituents  for  the  discharge  of  his 
PulwmtMuy  duties.     They  have  alto 
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each  of  them  a  still  higher  responsibility— 
namely,  a  responsibility  to  their  own  con- 
science for  an  upright  discharge  of  their 
several  duties.  Now,  this  is  the  only 
responsibility  which  the  elector  shares  with 
them,  far  the  Legislature  has  determined 
that  every  man  possessing  a  certain  quali- 
6i-otion,  shall,  on  the  fuililment  of  certain 
conditions,  have  a  right  to  be  registered  as 
an  elector ;  the  only  duty  demanded  of  him 
in  return  is,  that  be  shall  fairly  and  impar- 
tially, to  the  best  of  his  judgment,  exercise 
his  facullyof  voting.  The  elective  franchise 
therefore,  is  not  properly  a  trust,  but  a 
right,  for  the  exercise  of  nhich  an  elector 
is  responsible,  not  to  his  landlord — not  to 
his  neighbours — not  to  the  non-electors — 
but  to  his  own  conscience  alone.  If, 
therefore,  it  is  shon>n  that  the  electors 
generally  cannot  freely  and  conscientiously 
exercise  their  right  of  voting  under  the 
present  system  of  open  votin^r,  the  Legis- 
lature is  bimnd  to  afford  tliem  protection 
in  some  way  or  another.  Ifthis  could  be 
done  without  the  secrecy  of  ballot,  it 
would  be  an  admirable  thing  indeed  ;  but 
If  it  cannot  be  done  without,  then  it  must 
be  done  by  means  of  the  ballot;  for  until 
the  voter  can  give  his  vote  as  he  pleases, 
all  (so  called)  represeniulion  is  a  farce, 
and  it  is  a  mockery  to  talk  of  the  "  sense 
of  the  people."  Now,  Sir,  lo  examine 
some  of  the  arguments  and  assertions 
usually  urged  agaiusl  the  b;illot,  as  to  its 
being  un-English,  and  calculated  to  en- 
courage faliehood  and  hypocri^^  ;  such 
charges  scarcely  deserve  an  utiswer.  I 
wish,  however,  to  observe,  that  it  is  much 
worse,  much  more  likely  localise  falsehood 
and  hypocrisy,  and,  therefore,  1  suppose 
more  un-English,  to  coerce  a  voter  and  to 
im  tell  au  open  lie,  than  to  give 
him  the  protection  of  secrecy,  trusting  to 
his  sense  and  conduct,  after  having  voted 
conscientiously,  to  parry  as  he  best  can 
the  questions  and  insinuations  of  those 
persons  who  had  sought  to  influence  him. 
But,  say  our  opponents,  the  ballot  would 
not  put  an  end  to  either  bribery  or  intimi- 
dation. They  say,  that  in  small  con- 
stituencies bribery  would,  under  the  ballot, 
be  carried  on  wholesale.  Now,  granting 
r  a  moment  that  this  argument  is  worth 
yching,  it  is  an  argument  not  against 
the  ballot,  but  against  small  constituencies. 
Let,  therefore,  no  constituency  consist  of 
less  than  1,500  or  2,000  voters,  and  the 
richest  man  in  the  country  would  soon 
find  his  purse  exhausted,  and  bis  seat  too 
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dearly  pnTchased,  even  if  he  could  pur- 
chase one  at  all.  Again,  in  what  method 
do  our  opponeatH  say  that  bribery  under 
the  ballot,  in  the  case  of  small  constitu- 
encies, would  be  carried  on?  Why,  in 
this  manner  —  that  a  candidate  should 
pTomise,  if  snccessful,  to  distribute  a  cer- 
tain sum  of  money  among  the  electors. 
Now,  under  the  present  system  it  is 
notorious,  that  in  many  places  there  is 
bribery  on  the  part  of  Ihe  unsuccessful  as 
well  as  on  the  part  of  the  successful  can- 
didate. On  tliG  very  showing,  therefore, 
of  our  opponents,  half  the  existing  bribery 
would  be  stopped.  The  real  fact  is,  that 
the  ballot  would  very  soon  put  down 
bribery  altogether.  With  respect  to  in- 
timidation, in  spite  of  the  denial  of  our 
opponents,  the  ballot  must  have  a  very 
good  effect,  even  (hough  it  should  not 
prevent  some  men  from  occasionally  ex- 
ercising a  tyrannous  power  over  their 
dependents.  Under  the  present  system 
every  vote  is  known,  and  a  iBiidlord  may 
say  to  his  tenants — "  If  you  do  not  vote 
as  I  wish,  you  shall  suffer  for  it."  Under 
ihe  ballot,  every  vote  would  be  secretly 
given ;  at  any  rate  every  vote  would  not  be 
known.  The  landlord  could  then  say 
only— "If  I  find  you  outvoting  against 
my  wishes,  you  shall  suffer  for  it."  But 
it  would  be  the  tenant's  own  fault  if  he 
made  public  that  which  he  might,  if  he 
chose,  keep  secret.  The  secret  vote  by 
ballot,  therefore,  would  very  materially 
diminish,  if  it  did  not  altogether  destroy, 
all  undue  influence  and  intimidation. 
Great  horror  is  expressed  by  our  oppo- 
nents atthe  prospect  of  the  influence  of  pro- 
perty being  taken  sway  by  the  ballot.  The 
bad,  the  immoral  infloeDceorroere  property, 
unsupported  by  cfaaracterand  moral  worth, 
would  undoubtedly  be  diminished;  but 
the  good,  the  moral,  the  only  proper  in- 
fluence of  property,  in  the  hands  or  a  good 
man  enjoying  a  good  character  for  judg- 
ment, honesty,  and  knowledge,  far  from 
being  diminished,  would  be  vastly 
creased  by  the  ballot.  Not  to  weary  the 
House  with  the  many  arguments  on  this 
point  which  occur  to  one's  memory,  I 
refer  to  a  statement  made  before  the 
Bribery  and  Intimidation  Committee.  / 
witness  was  asked,-  "The  instant  ihi 
ballot  was  established,  would  there  not  be 
nil  the  part  of  the  landlord  an  entire  ab- 
sence of  all  canvassing,  and  of  the  attempt 
lake    his    moral    influence    fett?- 


a  good  landlord,  like  Sir  Thomas  Acland, 
whose  moral  influence  is  so  good,,  that, 
differing  with  his  politics,  1  should  be  very 
ifraid  of  hie  moral  inflaence  over 
his  tenants;   but  I  do  not  think  it  woald 
extend  to  the  extreme  it  does  now.   Where 
the  yeomanry  are  not  intelligent,  and  hare 
no  strong  political  feeling,  I  think  a  man 
would   have    a   great  deal    of  moral  in- 
fluence."    "  You  said  just  now,  a  clergy- 
man   of    mild    and     amiable    character, 
and  exemplary  conduct,  would  have  more 
influence   over    his    parishiooere    than  a 
clergyman ofdifferenl habits?"  "Certainly." 
Would  not  that  influence  continue  with 
the    ballot?" — "  CertBioly."      "So   yoa 
think  that  a  landlord  anxious  to  exercise 
political  power  in  his  own  neighbourhood, 
would,  if  liis  sources  and  means  of  (undue) 
influence  were  taken  away,  be  more  in- 
clined to  increase  the  sources  of  what  you 
considered  his  moral  influence;   that   is, 
that  he  would  take  pains  to  impress  his 
opinions  as  well  as  his  wishes,  upon  the 
minds  of  his  dependants  ?" — "  Certainly," 
But  why  pursue   this  topic  further?     It 
must  be  evident  that  if  you    take  from 
men  desirous  of  power  the  bad  means  of 
attaining  it,   they    will  sedulously   apply 
themselves  to  the  good  means — "aeon- 
summation  devoutly   to   be   wished."      I 
have  quoted  the  above  evidence,  partly  in 
support  of  my  position,  and  partly  also  aa 
an  act  of  justice  to  Sir  Thomas  Acland, 
whose  name  I  hnve  before   mentioned  in 
connexion    wiih    Influence    over    tenants. 
Are  there  not  many  laws  against  bribery? 
And  what  is  bribery   but  the  undue,  the 
immoral  influence  of  property  ?    And  yet  in 
speeches  in  this    House  we  hear  of  the 
horrible   injustice  that   the  ballot  would 
bring  upon  the  rich,  by  depriving  property 
of  its  influence.     Now  call  the   elective 
franchise  a  right  or  a  trust,  ss  you  please, 
the  duty  of  an  elector  is  to  deliver  his  ge- 
nuine  and  conscientious  opinion   at   the 
poll,  whether  it  agrees  or  disagrees  with 
that  of  other  people:  any  elector,  there- 
fore, who,  under  undue  influence,  gives  a 
vote  against  his  opinion,  is   guilty  of  a 
breach  of  public  duty;  but  the  man  who 
by  undue  influence  coerces  his  vote,  is 
doubly    guilty ;     the    man    that     makes 
another   thieve   is   more   guilty  than   iha 
thief;  the  man  who  hires  a  falie  witness, 
is  more  guilty  than  the  base  perjurer;  tha 
man  who  pays  an  assassin  is  Tnore  guilty 
than    the  murderer;  and  thus   the    man 
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■cience  ii  more  guilty  tlian  the  man  who 
BO  Totes.  "  What  I"  exclaim  gome  honour- 
able Merabera,  even  on  ihis  side  of  the 
HoQse,  "are  the  electors  inseuBibleto  feel- 
ingaor  independence?"  Alas,  no;  they 
ha»e  strong  feelings  of  independence,  but 
they  hare  also  a  very  natural  feeling  for 
themselves,  for  the  welfare  of  their  fami- 
liea,  for  the  livelihood  of  Iheir  children. 
Can  we  blame  ihem  when  we  see  them 
tempted  by  gain  (call  it  bribery  or  head- 
money  OS  you  like)  on  the  one  hand, 
threatened  with  misery  on  the  other,  if 
they  neglect  what  they  may,  perhaps,  con- 
sider in  their  individual  case  en  unim- 
portant public  duty,  in  order  that  they 
may  attain,  what  to  them  is  an  all-impor- 
Unt,  a  vital  object,  that  is,  the  means  of 
securing  a  livelihood  for  themselves  and 
thm  family.  ,"Are  you  then  prepared  (say 
our  opponents)  to  state  that  the  House  of 
Commons  it  not  composed  of  the  real 
representatives  of  the  people  oF  England  ?" 
To  that  question  I  answer,  that  edmitting 
as  I  do,  with  gratitude,  the  great  improve- 
ment in  representation  produced  by  the 
Reform  Bill,  I  do  maintain  that  this 
House  does  not,  eVen  now,  fairly  repre- 
sent the  real  feelings  of  the  electors  of 
this  ccuntry;  and  thai  it  never  will  repre- 
sent them  fairly,  unlil  the  electors  gene- 
rally can,  under,  the  protection  of  the 
ballot,  give  an  honest  dnd  a  conscientious 
vote.  Look  10  the  counties  especially 
are  there  not  many  County  Members  ir 
this  House  who  represent  not  the  great 
body  of  the  electors  according  fo  th 
honest  opinions — but  the  clergy,  the  n 
gJslracy,  and  the  few  great  proprietors, 
whose  tenants  are  compelled  lo  vote 
■gainst   (heir   real  opinions.      If  an   ez- 

populoiis  city,  look  to  the  case  of  Bristol, 
as  stated  before  the  Committee  on  Bribery 
and  Intimidiition;  if  an  example  is 
of  undue  influence  exercised  b;  one  great 
proprietor  over  the  constituency  of  a  small 
town,  look  to  the  case  of  Ripon,  as  slated 
iMfbre  the  same  Committee.  The  abi 
n  notorious,  and  the  people  believe  that 
there  is  no  remedy  for  it  but  the  ballot. 
After  our  opponents  have  alleged  such 
and  aimilar  arguments  against  the  ballot, 
they  at  least  assert,  in  order,  I  suppose,  to 
annihilate  at  once  the  ballot  and  Us  sup- 
porters, that  the  ballot  has  failed  ir 
France  and  in  America,  and  that  it  will 
not  insure  secrecy.  As  to  its  having  failed 
•  in  tbon  oovDlries,  fqcu  give  a  clev  de- 
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nial  to  our  opponent's  assertions.  So  fat 
from  having  failed  in  America,  it  has  ad- 
mirably answered  the  end  for  which  it 
instituted — that  of  securing  a  fair  re- 
presentation of  the  people.  And  now  that 
the  Americans  have  clearly  established 
freedom  of  choice  in  elections,  the 
ballot  may  indeed  occasionally  be  exer- 
cised iu  such  a  manner  as  not  to  enforce 
secrecy;  but  the  power  remains  with  the 
electors,  and  should  circumstances  ever 
ender  such  protection  necessary  lo  shield 
hem  from  corruption  or  intimidation,  the 
secret  vote  by  ballot  is  in  their  hands,  and 
to  that  protection,  and  to  that  alone,  can 
can  they  at  all  times  have  recourse.  The 
same  thing  may  be  said  of  France,  with 
thi  difference — that  aa  in  America  the 
ballot  is  the  guarantee  to  the  Americans 
for  all  Iheir  rights  and  liberties,  so  in 
France  the  ballot  is  4he  last  remnant  of 
free  representation  yet  preserved  to  French- 
men—the last  protection  of  the  French 
electors  against  the  corruption,  the  in- 
timidation, and  thetyranny  of  Government. 
As  lo  secrecy  not  being  insured  by  the 
ballot,  all  that  I  ask  is  this — recognise  the 
principle  that  every  man's  vote  should  be 
his  own  and  not  another  man's,  that  every 
man  should  be  enabled  lo  vote  as  he 
pleases,  and  protected  in  the  exercise  of 
his  elective  franchise  ;  but  so  long  as  open 
voting  continues,  ihis  cannot  be  effected. 
Allow  my  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Loudon,  to  introduce  his  Bill,  and  I  will 
venture  to  declare  that  he  will  so  frame 
the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  that  he  will  so  re- 
gnlate  the  machinery  of  voting,  that  in 
spile  ofthrealsand  of  spies — in  spite  of  pub- 
lic intimidation  and  of  domestic  treachery 
— the  vote  of  the  elector  must  perforce 
remain  a  secret  to  every  human  being  but 
himself.  1  have  now  gone  through  most 
of  the  arguments  usually  urged  against 
the  ballot,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  in  all 
these  arguments  and  assertions  we  have 
only  the  professed  reasons  of  our  oppo- 
nents for  disliking  the  ballot.  It  appears 
to  me  that  iheir  real  reason  yet  remaina 
behind.  I  should  say  that  their  real  ^na.>Sde 
reason  for  opposing  the  ballot  is  this,  that 
they  know  the  ballot  would  take  from  the 
wealthy  and  the  powerful  their  undue  in- 
fluence, and  their  unjust  pover,  and  that  it 
would  place  the  choice  of  Members  (and 
consequently  the  chief  power  in  the  state) 
where  it  ought  to  be  by  right,  in  Uiehandi 
of  the  electors.  The  consequence  of  this 
I  would  be,  that  the  rich  ud  the  powflrfnli 
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wfao  wished  to  adminiBter  the  aSain  of  the 
Mate,  vould  be  compelled  to  render  them- 
•elvea  fit  by  koowledge,  energy,  and  cos- 
duct,  to  occupy  those  places  trhicfa  they 
nov  habitually  hold,  not  becauM  they  are 
fit  to  hold  them,  but  because  they  happen 
to  have  inherited  a  ereal  estate,  or  to  de- 
scend from  a  noble  family,  or  because  they 
have  lealouily  devoted  themselves  to  one 
or  other  of  the  two  aristocratic  parties.  It 
is  acknowledged  on  all  sides  that  corrup- 
tion is  practised — it  is  acknowledged  that 
intimidation  prevails  to  an  unparalleled 
extent — it  is  acknowledged  that  undue 
influence  is  exercised  in  the  most  revolting 
manner — and  yet,  when  we  offer  you  a 
remedy  for  all  these  evils,  you  reject  it. 
How  then  can  we,  how  can  the  people,  be- 
lieve that  you  are  sincere  and  earnest  in 
your  pTDfessions,  and  your  declarations 
against  these  abuses?  In  this  respect  1  am 
more  surprised  at  the  opposition  ofTered  to 
us  by  certain  Reformers  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  than  by  the  Conservative  Reformers 
opposite.  The  present  Ministers  know  (for 
they  have  told  us)  that  they  are  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people,  as  well  as  the  Mi- 
nisters of  the  Crown.  They  are  undoubt- 
edly the  most  liberal  and  the  most  honest, 
and  therefore  the  most  popular  Ministers 
who  ever  ruled  this  country.  They  have 
generally  deserved  the  confidence  of  the 
people,  and  they  have  had,  and  (so  long  as 
they  go  oa  in  the  same  liberal  and  honest 
course)  they  will  continue  to  have,  the 
support  of  the  popular  party  in  this  House. 
Knowing  all  this — as  they  well  know  it — 
and  being  well  assured  that  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  aristocracy  of  birlh  and  of 
wealth— that  the  bar,  the  clergy,  the  ma- 
gistracy, and  the  sqnirearchy  are  generally 
Kgainst  them,  and  that  they  are  maintained 
in  power  by  the  will  of  the  people  alone  ; 
why,  1  lay,  do  they  persist  in  resisting  as  a 
Government  this  measure,  which  above  all 
otbera  would  increase  their  power — by  in- 
creasing the  people's  power  and  their  con- 
fidence in  Ministers?  Why  are  the  friends 
(o  ballot  now  in  the  Qovemment  compelled 
to  oppose  OS?  Why  is  not  this  question 
left  rather  as  an  open  qoestion,  on  which 
each  Minister  may  exercise  bis  own  discre- 
tion T  We  know  that  in  the  Government 
there  are  manyfriendi  to  the  ballot;  why, 
then,  are  they  now  prevented  from  giving 
their  powerful  assistance  to  a  measure  of 
which  they  once  were  the  able  supporters  ? 
Why  are  their  lips  to  be  closed  by  the  seal 
vf  offiu  1    I  trutt  that  before  lon^  the 


Govemment,  or  rather  the  anti-ballot 
Members  of  the  Government,  will  change 
their  course  on  this  question  ;  nod  if  they 
will  not  themselves  bring  it  forward  as  a 
Government  measure,  that  they  will  at 
least  leave  it  as  an  open  question,  and  allow 
their  colleagues,  who  are  in  favour  of  it,  U 
speak  and  to  vote  according  to  their  pre* 
viously  avowed  opinions.  But  whether  this 
or  any  future  Government  may  assist  us  or 
not,  it  is  now  a  mere  question  of  time. 
They  might,  by  their  assistance,  enable  us 
to  carry  the  question  rather  sooner  than  we 
can  without  them.  They  may,  by  their 
opposilJoD-or  their  indifference,  throw  some 
impediment  and  some  delay  in  our  course; 
but  they  may  rest  assured  that,  before  many 
years  have  passed,  this  question  must  be 
carried.  The  people  are  every  year  more 
coDvinced  of  its  necessity  (  the  people  will, 
at  every  election,  be  more  urgent  in  ita 
favour,  because  they  will  every  year  more 
clearly  see  the  hopelessness  of  relief  with* 
oat  it,  and  it  must  ultimately  succeed. 
Public  opiuion  is  setting  in  in  favour  of 
the  ballot  with  a  steady  flow.  You  may, 
for  a  season  stop,  by  your  obstacles,  the 
advancing  tide ;  but  it  must  eventually  rise 
above  all  barriers,  and  carry  you  before  tt 
with  resistless  force.  I  cannot  better  con- 
clude what  1  have  to  sav  on  this  aulHect, 
than  by  quoting  the  wordi  of  one  of  the 
chief  men  in  the  country ;  although  they 
were  not  spoken  on  this  question,  they  ara 
most  applicable  to  it :  the  words  are  these 
— "  The  great  disease  of  society,  the  great 
impediment  to  quiet  government,  the  great 
evilof  the  day,  the  greatest  prevailing  abuse 
at  present  is,  that  every  one  thinks  he  baa 
a  right  to  employ  his  influence  over  an- 
other ;  each  practises  it,  and  each  exclaims 
against  its  practice  in  a  third  person.  The 
landlord  enforces  it  on  his  tenant — the 
customer  over  hii  tradesmen ;  they  force 
conscience,  and  they  drive  persons  against 
their  will  to  the  poll,  to  vote  contrary  to 
their  own  wishes.  I  say,  then,  upon  what- 
ever side  this  influence  is  exercised,  it  ii  a 
cruel  tyranny  and  a  gross  injustice.  I  aay 
that  it  is  a  great  evil ;  it  is  one,  too,  pre- 
vailing in  a  greater  degree  in  this  than  in 
any  other  country,  and  that  in  no  other 
country  but  this,  where  there  is  a  popular 
form  of  government,  does  it  prevail."  These 
are  sentiments  which  would  do  honour  to 
any  man  ;  they  are  the  honest,  the  manlv, 
the  straightforward  sentiments  of  a  tiuly 
liberal-minded  man :  they  are  words  spoken 
ouij  «  few  weelu  patt,  bj  the  Pfune  Mi- 
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xitMr  of  thit  conntry.  He  ia  the  nioit 
pofHiliT— yn,  Sir,  ta«  is  Btill  ths  moat 
popular,  Bud  he  ii  atill  deBerredly  the  moat 
popular  Minister  who  erer  goremed  thia 
country.  And  e«  I  believe  that  the  welfare 
of  the  people  is  his  odW  object  in  retaining 
power,  so  is  (heir  confidence  in  him  the 
main  snpport  of  his  Administration,  1 
rejoioe,  iherefbre,  to  hear  such  words  ut- 
tered by  such  a  man  ;  for  I  feel  aasored, 
that  if  acted  apon,  they  will  tend  to  in- 
crease and  to  confirm  his  well-earned  and 
unshaken  popularity.  To  me  these  words 
are  as  a  gooa  omen  of  our  future,  and  not 
very  distant  success  in  carrving  this  all- 
important  question  of  the  ballot. 

Lord  Dalmatg,  in  riling  to  mslie  a  few 
nmarks,  beKed  leave  to  lay,  that  if  any 
■peech  couldmduce  him  to  tncome  an  ad- 
vocate ibr  the  ballot  and  the  principle  of 
secret  voting,  it  nnuld  be  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  London.  For  three  suc- 
cessive years  that  hon.  Member  had  brought 
forward  this  motion  in  a  very  entertaining 
and  able  manner,  but  as  each  successive 
year  had  onlj  furnished  him  with  addi- 
tional reasons  forbelieving  that  the  measure 
was  not  onlf  one  of  an  impolitic,  but  of  a 
pernicious  nature,  the  hon.  Member  must 
rather  attribute  his  opposition  to  the  nature 
of  the  measure  itself,  than  to  any  want  of 
talent  on  the  part  of  those  who  had  urged 
it  on  their  attention.  He  was  not,  at  the 
lame  time,  Uind  to  the  evils  and  mischiefs 
Aat  arose  out  of  the  present  system.  There 
was  no  doubt  whatever  about  the  disease ; 
the  question,  therefure,  merely  regarded 
the  remedy  to  be  applied,  and  he  candidly 
confessed  that  be  could  discover  no  such 
remedy  in  the  nostrum  of  the  hon.  Member 
fbt  London ;  on  the  contrary,  he  thought 
it  would  lead  to  thoee  very  evils  which  it 
afiected  to  cure.  Supposing,  es  the  hon. 
Member  anticipated,  that  the  ballot  would 
have  the  efiect  of  securing  the  utmost 
■ecrecy,  of  inducing  the  voter  to  observe  a 
Mlencs  that  no  power  could  break,  and  that 
even  in  the  expansion  of  his  heart  during 
convivial  moments  he  could  not  be  iuflu- 
enoed  to  disclose  his  vote— supposing  all 
these  imprc^bilities  to  be  realised,  let  it 
be  reocUected  that  the  principle  the  hon. 
Member  advocated  would  strike  at  once  at 
the  root  of  all  responsibility.  The  very 
Gentlemen  who  had  been  always  shouting 
and  agitating  for  publicity,  who  preferred 
that  the  Exchequer  should  be  impaired 
rather  than  that  means  should  not  be  given 
fo  biibtm  the  ignorant  of  everytbing  that 


occurred,  Irom  the  debates  in  Pazliament 
down  to  the  lowest  parish  squabble — men 
who  had  been  in  the  habit  of  branding 
every  private  meeting  with  the  name  c^ 
"  cabal,"  were  now  tbe  very  men  to  call 
most  loudly  for  secrecy  at  elections.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  I^ndon  had 
talked  of  putting  an  end  to  the  intimida- 
tion of  voters  by  the  balloL  Now,  moat 
certainly  the  baUot  would  not  have  that 
effect,  for  if  landlords  had  the  power  of 
compelling  their  tenantry  to  vote  m  a  par- 
ticular way,  and  ag^nst  their  conscience^ 
pray,  would  they  not  to  on  equal  degree 
have  the  power  of  compelling  them  to 
sacrifice  their  votes  altogether,  which  could 
be  done,  too,  without  any  breach  of  con. 
science  i  Would  the  landlords,  who  were 
now  said  to  be  so  active  in  persecution  and 
laborious  in  oppression,  be  charmed  into 
subjection  by  the  sound  of  the  ballot  i 
Would  their  agents,  who  were  now  said  to 
be  so  active  amongst  the  tenantry,  totally 
lose  their  influence  ?  Would  there  be  no 
secret  inquiries,  no  espitmnage,  no  endea- 
vours to  entrap,  no  bullying  in  order  to 
estort  a  confession,  or  no  vigilance  to  take 
advantage  of  evasion  on  tbe  part  of  tbe 
voter  ?  He  had  known  frequent  instances 
in  which  voters  hod  refused  to  declare  their 
intention  to  the  landlord,  but  at  the  same 
time  the  mnnner  in  which  they  conducted 
themselves  rendered  their  intention  as  evi- 
dent as  if  they  had  openly  avowed  it.  He 
would,  therefore,  never  sanction  a  measure 
which  would  only  give  protection  to  a 
system  of  tyranny  and  falsehood,  for  that 
must  be  based  upon  fraud,  the  very  exis^ 
ence  of  which  depended  on  secrecy ;  he 
would  never  sanction  a  measure  which 
would  sow  dissension  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  and  poison  all  the  relatimis  between 
them.  He  confessed  he  pieferred  tbe 
course  pursued  by  those  opposed  to  the 
ballot,  conceiving  it  to  be  injurious,  to  that 
of  those  who,  though  sceptical  of  its  effi- 
ciency, would  notwithstanding  admit  of  a 
trial  bj  way  of  experiment.  Now,  he  d^ 
tested  all  mere  eitperiments  with  tbe  in- 
stitutions of  the  country.  If  the  ballot  be 
an  improvement,  let  it  be  adopted  ;  if  it  be 
pernicious,  let  it  be  rejected ;  but  let  them 
not  be  called  upon  to  attempt  it  by  way  of 
a  frivolous  experiment,  in  order  to  sadsfy 
the  cravings  of  idle  speculation  or  s^  more 
idle  curiosity,  and  in  order  to  pander  to  tbe 
passions  of  the  multitude.  If  ever  the 
ballot  should  pan  into  a  law,  one  of  the 
Hist  Bpeechca  he  should  have  to  make  in 
oppontioa  to  the  bon.  Menbec  ftr  Zxmdaa 
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would  certainly  be  in  opposing  some  well- 
digested  scheme  for  eradicadng  bribery  by 
increasing  the  elective  franchise.  It  waa 
well  known  that  bribery  took  place  amongst 
the  lower  ckBses,  He  did  not  think  the 
ballot  would  prevent  it,  and  he  thought 
that  system  one  of  a  most  pernicious  nature 
which  made  secrecy  the  guardian  of  honesty. 
With  regard  to  the  appeals  which  had  been 
mftde  to  extinguish  the  fine  old  English 
qrstem  and  all  those  nentiments  of  loyalty 
with  which  it  was  connected,  and  to  sub- 
Mtitute  in  its  place  a  mean,  low,  crafty, 
pusillanimouit,  and  dissembling  spirit,  which 
must  be  infallibly  engendered  by  the  ballot 
—with  regard  to  those  appeals  to  the  feel- 
ings on  that  subject,  he  should  leave  them 
to  those  who  should  succeed  him  in  the 
debate,  conscious  that  he  had  entered  suf- 
ficiently into  the  general  merits  of  the 
question.  He  should  also  leave  to  others 
the  task  of  shoning  that  the  ballot  had 
entirely  failed  in  America,  notwithstanding 
the  assertions  of  the  bon.  Member  for 
Bridgewuter.  He  had  never  conversed 
with  an  American,  or  with  an  Englishman 
who  had  reiiided  in  that  country,  conversant 
with  elections,  that  had  not  told  him  that 
the  ballot  had  proved  most  ridiculously  in- 
effective, end  had  completely  defeated  its 
own  purposes.  Let  him,  then,  implore  the 
House  not  to  waste  its  time  on  these  ah- 
•tract  speculations  —  let  him  implore  the 
House  to  Biifier  a  refiirm  in  our  institutions 
to  have  fair  play,  to  have  a  fair  ^ial,  and 
not  to  disturb  it  by  this  meddling  spirit  of 
innovation,  but  to  betake  themselves  to 
those  real  grievances  which  now  more  than 
ever  summoned  their  attention.  Let  them 
at  least  deal  with  experience  before  they 
plunged  into  theories. 

Dr.  Bowririg  said,  if  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  had  come  from  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  it  would  have  been  more  in 
place  than  it  was,  having  been  delivered  on 
this  side.  All  that  was  asked  by  the  friends 
of  the  ballot  was  that  the  experiment  should 
be  made,  and  as  an  assurance  that  it  would 
ancceed  they  showed  thai  in  the  cases  in 
which  it  had  been  tried  it  had  never  failed. 
AlluDon  bad  been  made  to  America ;  how 
had  the  ballot  proceeded  there?  It  was 
adopted  in  one  of  the  AmeHcan  States,  and 
fbtmd  to  work  so  well  that  it  was  extended 
to  the  others.  When  he  visited  the  cantons 
of  Switcerland  he  was  told  that  the  ballot 
bad  had  the  effect  there  of  introducing 
peace  into  the  community,  and  that  it  h^ 
done  more  to  establish  harmony  and  pre- 
vent coRUption  than  any  experiment  tliat 


had  been  made.  It  was  known  generally, 
and  the  noble  Lord  must  know,  that  even 
amongst  his  constituents  the  question  of 
the  b^lot  had  made  great  progress;  Indeed, 
he  must  feel,  that  if  there  was  any  one 
thing  more  than  another  which  was  cal- 
culiited  to  put  in  peril  his  situation  in  that 
House,  it  was  such  a  speech  as  he  had 
made  that  night,  and  there  never  was  a 
question  which  had  made  such  rapid  pro- 
gress in  the  public  mind  as  this.  It  was 
a  question  not  only  of  reason  hut  of 
peace.  It  tended  to  remove  that  tyranny 
which  caused  so  much  misery,  and  the 
exercise  of  that  undue  influence  of  wealth 
which  caused  so  much  corruption.  Its 
advocates  only  desire  that  the  trial  should 
be  made,  their  object  being  to  give  the 
people  the  opportunity  of  choofung  the 
representatives  they  desired  to  choose. 
One  of  the  noble  Lbrd's  objecdons  to  the 
ballot  was  that  it  was  un-Knglish.  He 
would  maintain,  on  the  contrary,  that  it 
was  not  an  un-Euglish  prinriple.  The 
noble  Lord  knew  perfectly  well)  that  in 
those  clubs  to  which  gentlemen  belonged, 
when  a  (jueslion  arose  as  to  the  admission 
of  a  new  member  the  election  was  con- 
ducted on  the  principle  of  the  ballot,  in 
order  that  there  might  be  ohtiuned  the 
honest,  cunsi'ientioua,  and  sincere  opinion 
of  those  with  whom  they  associated,  care 
being  at  the  same  time  taken  not  to  put 
the  parties  vutiug  in  a  situation  of  hosiiliiy 
to  those  whiim  they  felt  conscientiously 
bound  to  oppose.  What  was  asked  waf, 
that  the  people  of  England  should  be 
enabled  to  do  what  ihey  considered  right. 
If  a  man  was  in  so  independent  a  situation 
that  he  could  proclaim  his  votes  to  the 
world  without  sacrilice,  there  was  no 
reason  why  he  should  not  do  so  ;  the 
ballot  would  not  prevent  him.  But  in  a 
couutry  like  this,  for  a  few  independent  to 
that  extent,  there  were  tens  of  thousands 
who  were  not.  Let  those  who  wished  or 
who  dared  to  make  their  votes  public  pro. 
claim  them.  There  might  be  some  who 
were  high-minded  enough  to  prefer  in- 
curring a  sacrifice  to  submitting  to  vote 
secretly,  and  he  was  disposed  to  honour  the 
man  who  was  conducted  to  martyrdom,  but 
he  certainly  would  not  help  to  build  up  the 
hill  on  which  the  sacrifice  was  to  be  made. 
In  bis  opinion  there  was  no  atronger  an-  - 
swer  to  those  who  objected  to  the  experi- 
ment than  that  it  had  never  been  made 
without  success.  He  wished  to  avoid  the 
suffering  which  followed  a  consdeattoui 
discharge  of  duty,  and  then  wu  a  great 
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deel  cf  nicli  mffering.  Much  appiehen- 
non  was  entertained  of  the  tyranny  of  the 
maaj ;  be  would  guard  against  the  tyranny 
of  the  few,  fur  he  knew  that  the  granny 
of  the  few  was  often  exercised  to  compel 
the  many  to  do  that  which  they  felt  to  be 
wrong. 

Mr.  Ewarl  deprecated  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord,  which  wan,  in  his  opinion, 
more  diatinguiBhed  by  eloquence  of  words 
than  hy  force  of  argument.  The  noble 
Lord  begged  the  queBiion  throughout,  that 
fraud  and  fali^hood  must  be  the  necessary 
rcKult  of  the  ballot,  whereas  its  tendency 
was  to  prevent  both.  The  noble  Lord 
who  had  spoken  in  the  couise  of  the  even- 
ing had  said,  "  Before  I  consent  to  your 
measure  1  have  a  right  to  ask  you  to  ^low 
me  your  machinery."  Now,  in  reply  to 
this  part  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech,  he 
should  say  that  in  France  the  machinery 
for  the  purpose  of  the  ballot  was  as  ample 
and  as  perfect  as  possible.  In  America 
also  it  was  found  to  work  well,  and  here, 
in  our  clubs  and  vestries,  whenever  it  was 
called  into  exerdse  it  was  found  to  work 
welL  What  occasion,  then,  for  the  noble 
Lord  to  demand  an  additional  contr' 


wheti  the  simple  machinery  already  in 
istence  was  found  to  be  successful  in 
operations?  To  ask  for  the  mechanism  of 
the  ballot  before  the  ballot  itself  was 
granted,  was  only  an  evasion  front  the 
real  state  of  the  question.  In  all  the 
cases  in  which  the  ballot  had  been  tried, 
the  mechanism  had  been  sufficient  to  carry 
it  into  effect;  we  have  only  to  aanttion 
the  prinHple  demanded  by  the  hon.  Member 
fur  London ;  the  machinery  of  the  ballot 
was  nil  ready  for  their  hands,  and  he  (Mr. 
Ewart)  had  not  the  alighleiit  doubt  of  its 
Fuccess.  The  noble  Lord  had  spoken  much 
about  the  responsibility  of  the  voter ;  but 
in  order  to  be  responsible  he  must  have  the 
means  of  expressing  bis  opinions  freely  and 
without  fear  of  consequences,  which  he 
could  not  do  but  by  the  ballot  The  noble 
Lord  bad  also  spoken  about  the  publicity 
of  Totini;.  But  in  his  (Mr.  Ewart's) 
judgment  opinions,  whether  in  religion  or 
politics,  were  matters  with  which  the  state 
iiad  no  right  to  intermeddle.  Now  the 
exeriise  of  the  fraochise  was  governed  by 
opinion,  whether  true  or  felse,  and  there- 
fore the  state  had  no  right  to  interfere 
with  it,  nor  to  compel  publicity,  when  the 
voter  thinks  he  can  exercise  his  franchise 
better  in  secret.  The  noble  Lord  had 
asked  what  security  had  we  that  the  ballot 
would  work  well  ?     To  that  question,  the 


only  answer  that  could  be  given  WM,  (•• 
until  we  have  adopted  the  experiment  it 
would  be  impossible  to  speak  Iront  our  own 
experience,)  that  in  those  eounlries  in 
which  the  ballot  had  been  introduced,  w« 
find  it  has  put  an  end  to  coercion,  and  the 
fair  inference  is  that  it  would  work  equally 
well  in  this  country.  In  this  country,  of 
ell  others,  it  had  ever  appeared  to  him 
(Mr.  Ewart)  that  the  ballot  was  necessary  ; 
for  in  no  country  was  there  so  few, 
compared  with  the  great  number  i^  large 
proprietors.  In  France  the  number  of 
small  proprietors  was  several  millions ; 
while  in  England  they  were  confined  to 
some  hundred  thousands.  In  this  country, 
therefore,  it  appeared  thai  the  shield  of  the 
ballot  was  much  more  necessary  as  a  pro- 
tection against  the  interference  of  wealth 
and  power,  in  the  exercise  of  the  elective 
franchise,  than  in  France  where  the  wider 
diffusion  of  property  constituted  in  some 
degree  a  guarantee  against  such  interfer- 
ence. In  France,  it  was  the  Government 
which  prevented  the  freedom  of  election  ; 
and  that  not  only  in  the  election  of  the 
Chamber  of  Deputies,  but  in  every  muni- 
cipal election  down  to  the  election  of  the 
lowest  public  officer  in  the  kingdom.  In 
England,  the  influence  of  property  in  die 
hands  of  the  large  proprietors,  worked 
perniciously  to  almost  an  equal  extent. 
Against  that  influence  we  are  called  upon 
to  protect  our  fellow  countrymen  in  the 
exercise  of  their  franchise.  There  were 
two  ways  in  which  protection  might,  be 
afforded  them,  by  extending  the  franchise, 
and  by  giving  them  the  power  of  secretly 
expressing  ^eir  opinions :  by  secretly,  he 
meant  freely,  for  unk'ss  ibey  had  the  power 
of  expressing  their  opinions  secretly,  they 
never  would  express  them  freely.  There 
were  no  means  so  natural,  so  obvious,  so 
certain,  for  fflviiig  voters  the  power  of 
freely  expressing  their  opinions  as  the 
ballot.  For  that  rcasmi  the  House  was 
called  upon  to  graut  it ;  for  that  reason  he 
had  taken  this  opportunity  of  expreaving 
his  opinions  In  its  favour ;  for  that  reason 
he  should  as  he  had  hitherto  done,  support 
it  by  bis  vole,  and  he  should  continue  to 
do  so  to  the  end. 

Colonel  Tkompion  observed,  it  had  been 
stated  that  voLin^  for  Members  of  Pariia- 
menl  was  a  public  trust,  and,  therefore,  it 
oaght  not  to  be  exercised  in  secrecy  ;  but, 
admitting  that  the  elector  was  reaponsible 
for  the  way  in  which  he  exercised  his  right, 
did  it  follow  that  he  would  perform  his 
dutj  any  better  for  being  exposed  to  the 


„  Cockle 


W7 


Th*  Saltet. 


{C0HH0N8} 


rkeBalkt, 


US 


dianoa  of  oppraiion  1  It  ms  argcd  thai 
tha  eonititniioD  did  not  recogoiie  any  luch 
precticB  u  lecret  voting ;  no«,  hs  conid 
state  one  very  rematkable  instance  that 
bad  been  preawd  upon  him  rrcm  an  early 
period  of  bis  life,  in  which  the  law  actually 
imposed  tbereatriclion  of  voting  in  secrecy, 
and  allowed  of  no  other  mode  of  decision. 
He  alluded  to  (he  case  of  military  and 
naval  officers,  when  sitting  in  courts- ma r- 
tial,  having  to  decide  upon  the  honour, 
and  often  upon  the  life,  of  their  fellow- 
creatures.  Why  was  that  the  case  *  Be- 
cause it  was  evidently  considered  to  be  the 
beat  mode  that  could  be  adopted  ;  it  was 
that  one  of  the  two  plans  which  would 
produce  the  greatest  maximum  of  good, 
and  the  least  minimum  ofevil.  Every  officer 
was  bound  not  to  disclose  the  way  in 
which  he  had  voted.  There  was  another 
instance,  in  the  case  of  medical  officers, 
who,  (liough  not  bound  by  an  oath, 
eolemnly  declared  that  they  would  not 
publish  at  any  time  iheic  own  opinions. 
He  (houglit  ttiat  would  be  an  exccllcut 
precedent  to  be  adopted  by  the  friends  of 
the  ballot,  because  it  bad  this  effect— no 
man  would  ask  the  officer  how  he  voted, 
knowing  that  he  would  be  immediately 
replied  to  In  tbii  way — "  How  can  vou 
undertake  to  ask  me  mv  opinion,  when 
you  know  I  have  solemnly  declared  that 
I  will  not  divulge  it?"  He  thought  that 
principle  might  be  copied  into  legislation 
gpoD  the  question  of  the  ballot.  He  saw 
no  leason  »hy  a  voter  should  not  be  made 
to  declare,  that  he  would  not  expose  his 
vote  and  opinion.  That  plan,  be  thought, 
would  have  the  eft'eet  of  preventing  that 
iniimidation,  and  those  attempts  at  inti- 
midation, of  whioli  so  much  complaint  was 
now  made. 

Mr.  Brodie  said  it  was  very  leldom  (hat 
he  troubled  (he  House,  and  he  hoped, 
therefore,  he  might  be  heard  on  the  im- 
portant question  of  the  ballot.  He  bad  a 
natural  aversion  io  secrecy  of  all  kinds, 
and  bis  aversion  had  uot  been  diminished 
by  the  observations  of  a  veiy  lensible 
writer.     Ho  said— 

"Thus  mucti  we  mny  confidently  state,  (hat 
the  expedient  in  question  (ihe  balloi)  has  of 
laie  aisumtd  a  form,  entirely  new,  as  re^rds 
lit  importance.  The  recent  conduct  of  certain 
persons  has  advanced  it  moil  iipidly  in  the 
good  opinion  of  the  counity.  Those  penoos 
alone  are  aniweiabia  Sot  tbe  space  which  the 
ballot  DOW  fills  in  the  public  eye.  And  ifil 
shall  be  resorted  lo,  and  sliall  be  ailniiiied  to 
be  a  bad  remedy  for  a  worse  evil,  we  have 


them  to  thank  for  making  (hat  evil  m  tubMr. 
able  that  we  should  have  bean  driven  to  b«ar 
any  alternative,  rather  than  endure  it  longer. 
To  them,  assuredly,  it  is  owing,  that  we  are 
engaged  seriously  in  discussing  what,  a 
or  two  ago,  we  should  have  dtemed 
Kardly  worth  an  argomenl.  The  most 
perfect  stale  of  things  10  give  the  ballot 
iaii  play,  bnt  one  which  it  would  be  afatdately 
romantic  to  expect,  would  be  the  absolute  in^ 
action  of  all  landlords,  candidates,  canvassers, 
and  coTuiuilteei — the  non-exisleuce  of  all 
electioneering  machinery, — so  that  not  a  word 
should  ever  be  said  lo  any  voter,  either  before, 
or  at,  or  after  the  election,  npon  any  one  mat- 
ter relating  to  il.  Under  the  ballot  the  pro- 
bability is,  that  nany  wlio  now  vote  openly 
would  not  dare  lo  encounter  the  s«upicion  to 
hich  ibey  isight  expose  themsetvw;  for  that 
should  beoome  the  practice  to  leave  voters 
to  themselves,  merely  because  the  elective 
franchise  was  exercised  in  secret,  is  what  no 
one  would  expect.  Now  as  to  bribery,  Bribiag 
to  pair  off,  or  to  stay  away,  it  is  admitted, 
cannot  be  reached  by  ihe  ballot.  But  ftir 
bribing  actually  to  vote,  one  method  is  obvious 
aod  quite  sure  of  being  resorted  to.  Instead 
of  paying  the  money  for  the  vote  when  pro> 
mised,  a  bargain  will  be  made  to  pay  it,  if  ths 
parly  be  elected,  and  Uiui  every  bribed  volar 
will  be  convened  into  a  rcalous  parlitao. 
Next,  as  to  the  morality  of  the  system.  In 
wliat  way  can  Ihe  ballot  protect,  or  rather,  in 
what  way  does  it  profess  to  protect,  the  voter, 
who  dreads  the  displeasure  of  his  landlord,  his 
master,  and  his  customer  ?  Simply  by  ena- 
bling him  to  promise  one  way,  aod  vote  ano- 
ther, without  being  found  ouL  Thus  the 
voter's  whole  life  must  be  so  adjusted  at  ta 
dLceive  the  person,  who»e  vengeance  he  has 
reason  to  dread.  Having  first  deceived  him, 
that  he  might  he  allowed  to  vole,  he  must  go 
OD,  keeping  up  the  deception,  that  he  may  not 
be  punished  for  the  double  offence,  Ihe  dis- 
obedience, and  the  treachery," 

He  strictly  concurred  with  the  writer  of 
titose  observations.  A  voter  who  wished  to 
be  screened  by  theballotcouldneverdareto 
stale  his  political  seotimenta  at  any  time, 
or  in  auy  place.  Should  he  state  (hem  at 
home,  in  his  own  boose,  he  might  be  be- 
trayed—unintentionally,  no  doubt ;  yet  he 
might  be  betrayed,  even  by  tbe  members 
of  his  own  family.  At  the  tavern  and  at 
the  public-hoQse — he  would  have  a  still 
greater  risk  to  encounter.  At  no  political 
meeting— at  no  political  dinner,  even, 
would  he  dare  to  show  bis  face:  (o  no 
petition  to  Parliament  would  he  dare  to 
put  his  signature.  To  this  condition,  then, 
would  the  free-born  Englishman  be  re- 
duced ;  and  after  all,  probably,  he  would 
not  be  able  to  keep  his  secret.  These 
were  very  strong  objections  lo  (he  batlott 
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nevertlieleis,  he  should  not  vote  a^rost 
the  question.  He  would  not  vote  at  all. 
He  knew  that  intimidation  had  taken  place 
and  he  said  shame  on  those  who  had  been 
guilty  of  it,  particularly  if  they  belonged 
to  the  Liberal  party.  They  at  least,  ought 
to  respect  ihe  feelings  of  the  people ;  their 
actions  ought  to  correspond  with  their 
thousand- times  repeated  declarntions.  Let 
all  parties  treat  the  people  with  kindness, 
and  then  our  sacred  institutions  would  last 
forever!  Treat  ihcm  wilh  scorn — treat 
them  wilh  contempt — oppress  and  perse- 
cute ihe  people — and  it  would  require  no 
very  eitraordinary  spirit  of  prophecy  to 
predict,  that  England  would  shortly  be- 
come the  abode  or  misery  end  desolation. 
Her  sacred  institutions  would  totter,  like 
broken  columns  in  the  melauclioly  waste 
—an  ftwful,  though  then  useless  warning 
to  future  generations.  He  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Siroud,  as  he 
had  expressed  himself  in  an  able,  eloquent, 
and  argumentative  speech,  at  Honiton,  iu 
Ihe  month  of  January,  1835.  The  Doble 
Lord,  speaking  on  the  question  of  the 
Ballot,  said 

"  My  objection  to  the  ballot  is,  that  secret 
TotIng  gives  to  the  electors  irresponsible 
power.  All  other  autboritiei  are  exercised  in 
the  ligblofday,  asd  subject  to  public  opinion. 
Our  pari  i  amen  la  ry  discussions  are  open  to  the 
world — the  voters  alone  are  to  exercise  their 

tower  unseen  and  irresponsible.  I  am  seniii- 
le  (no  man  more  so)  of  (he  progress  which 
the  question  of  ballot  has  mads  j  nor  ^<ill  I 
deny  thai,  as  an  ullimale  remedy,  we  may  be 
obliged  to  adopt  it;  but  let  us  first  exhaust 
every  other.  If,  by  the  force  of  public  opinion 
and  public  shame— if  by  rigid  investigation 
•nd  exemplary  panishment, — we  can  find 
means  to  check  Intimidalion  and  corruption, 
lei  those  means  be  fully  tried.  Nay,  more,  let 
all  hope  of  a  remedy  by  those  means  be  termi- 
nated, before  we  agree  to  a  change,  at  variance 
with  our  ancient  ha bl is,  inconsistent  with  our 
best  institutions,  and  degrading  to  oni  national 


These  were  the  sentiments  of  the 
noble  Lord,  in  January,  1835,  and  he 
had  reason  to  believe  that  those  sentiments 
remained  unaltered.  He  was  aware  of  the 
disease  under  which  the  country  laboured, 
but  he  must  be  fully  satisfied  that  it  was 
quite  incurable,  before  he  could  consent  to 
vole  for  to  desperate  a  remedy  as  the  bal- 
lol.  He  could  not  therefore  vote  for  the 
motion,  but  being  convinced  that  the  exis- 
tence of  many  evils  had  been  pioved,  he 
would  not  vote  against  the  Bill. 


{JuMB  33}  7%e  Batht.  890 

Mr.  VtlHers!  It  Is  soBWtimei,  Sir,  HA. 
cult  to  explain  the  reasons  upon  which  a 
vote  is  founded.  The  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down  seems  to  be  conversant 
with  all  the  evils  for  which  the  ballot  is 
proposed  as  s  remedy  :  he  speaks  of  them 
from  experience  and  from  obMrvation. 
But  he  brings  down  to  this  House  a  letter, 
containing  what  he  calls  such  eloquent  and 
powerful  arguments  against  the  ballot, 
that  he  is  determined  to  vote  in  oppowtion 
to  his  own  experience— in  opposition  to 
that  which  he  himself  admits  must  ulti- 
mately be  the  remedy  of  those  evils  which 
he  has  stated  at  present  exist.  The  only 
argument  contained  in  that  letter  is,  that 
it  might  be  possible  if  the  ballot  were 
granted  for  a  raan  to  promise  bis  vote  to  a 
certain  party,  and  afterwards  be  induced  to 
break  his  promise  and  vote  another  way, 
a  proceeding  which  he  calls  di.igraceful  to  a 
free-bom  Englishman.  And  be  followed 
that  up  by  telling  us^  that  he  has  seen 
oppression  and  tyranny  exercised  against 
the  voters — he  has  seen  them  dragged  up 
to  vote  against  their  conscientious  convic- 
tions ;  and  yet  he  tells  us,  that  lesi  a  man 
should  promise  bis  vote  to  one  party  and 
give  it  to  another,  he  will  vote  against  the 
bnlbt.  I  tell  him,  that  I  believe  nne  of 
the  first  and  most  important  advantages  of 
the  ballot  will  be,  that  it  will  put  an  end 
to  all  canvassing  for  votes,  because  every 
man  will  fcelit  useless  to  canvass;  and  there- 
fore that  moat  shocking  event,  of  a  man's 
promising  bis  vote  one  way  and  giviuf;  it 
another,  will  never  OLcur.  Considering 
the  great  importance  of  this  question,  I 
own  I  am  astonished  that  (rentlemen  op- 
posite, who  are  about  to  record  their  votes 
against  this  measure,  do  not  think  fit  to 
pvc  us  any  arguments  against  It.  t  am 
inclined  to  think,  however,  that  they  are 
wise  in  not  doing  so ;  for  of  all  questions 
wbicb  can  be  discussed  this  is  the  least  ex. 
posed  to  objections  of  any  I  know.  The 
nuble  Lord,  however,  who  spoke  early  in 
this  debate,  has  not  followed  this  wise  ex- 
ample; and,  so  far  from  having  any  thing 
to  advance  against  the  ballot,  he  seemea 
rather  to  confirm  all  its  friends  in  it> 
favour.  I  own,  that  after  the  high  and 
just  eulogium  which  he  passed  on  the  speech 
of  my  hou.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Lon- 
don, I  was  prepared  to  hear  an  answer  to 
that  speech.  But  I  was  surprised  to  find 
that  he  admitted  all  the  evils  which  the 
hon.  Member  urged  against  the  present 
system,  and  only  contended  that  the  re- 
medy he  proposed  was  not  the  one  whiah 
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Aould  be  applied.  Well,  I  was  then  pre- 
pared to  heai  from  the  noblo  Lord  an  ex- 
planation uf  what  he  did  consider  a  proper 
remedy.  But  he  left  thut  question  quite 
untouched  ;  and  never  attempted  to  show 
us,  after  admitting  all  the  evils  which  are 
alleged  against  the  existing  system,  what 
is  the  remedy  which  ousht  to  be  applied. 
I  own,  indeed,  be  said  ne  would  vote  for 
a  resolutioQ  declaring  bribery  to  be  a  high 
crime,  and  that  it  ought  to  be  pi-evented. 
But  still,  the  question  remains  ia  this 
state:  the  opponcntsof  the  ballot  admit  all 
the  evils  which  the  friends  of  the  ballot 
urge  agaiflst  the  present  system,  but  can 
devise  no  remedy  by  which  those  evils  may 
be  removed.  The  noble  Lord  contended, 
that  responsibility  should  be  preserved 
wherever  a  trust  is  granted.  Why,  Sir,  1 
really  thought  the  noble  Lord  had  been 
attending  to  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  London.  But  it  seems  he 
expected  an  able  speech,  (and  it  was  an 
able  speech,)  and  therefore,  though  he 
passed  a  deserved  eulogy  upun  it,  he  took 
care  to  leave  its  arguments  untouched. 
For,  had  he  attended  to  that  speech,  be 
would  have  heard  my  hon.  Friend  expressly 
allude  to  the  argument  of  reaponsibillty. 
Responsibility,  to  whom  ?  I  suppose  to  the 
nou^leetors.  But  the  noble  Lord,  in  his 
argument  against  universal  sufirace,  which 
he  said  would  be  the  6rst  result  of  the 
esUblishment  of  the  ballot,  contended  that 
by  universal  suffrage  you  would  extend  the 
/nint^iise  to  the  lowest  and  most  worthless 
of  the  population.  And  yet  these  are  the 
persons  Id  whom  he  calls  upon  us  to  leave 
the  electors  of  this  couutry  responsible ! 
The  fact  a,  the  electors  have  confidence 
reposed  in  them,  in  having  the  franchise 
conferred  upon  them,  because  they  are 
believed  to  be  fitted  to  exercise  that 
franchise,  and  to  justify  that  confidence. 
Now,  if  (he  non-electors  are  so  fitted,  why 
not  give  them  the  franchise?  If  not,  how 
can  they  be  qualified  to  judge  of  those 
who  are  t  I  have  token  the  liberty  of 
speaking  upon  this  occasion,  because  I 
know  the  great  interest  which  is  taken  on 
thu  question  by  my  constituents — a  great 
number  of  whom  are  operatives  and  me- 
chanics—who call  upon  me  to  advocate  the 
ballot,  as  a  question  of  the  enjoyment  of 
the  franchise  itself.  When  I  first  soli- 
cited their  suffrages,  they  had  had  but  one 
opportunity  of  exercising  their  franchise. 
But  I  found  many  who  refused  to  repeat  the 
exercise  of  their  ri|>ht ;  because,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  coikduct  that  had  been  pursued 


towards  themt  they  were  afraid,  without 
some  protection,  to  vote  according  to  their 
judgment.  And  I  found  many  who  told 
me,  that  they  could  not  sacrifice  their 
interest  for  the  sake  of  their  opinions ;  they 
would  not  vote  against  their  consi^entious 
convictions,  but  they  dared  not  exercise  the 
right  which  the  Constitution  of  their 
country  recognised  in  them,  and  which  the 
Legislature  had  vainly  cuiifeiTed  upon 
them.  I  must  say,  Sir,  i  think  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  ballot  would  take  a  more 
manly  and  a  more  open  course,  by  resisting 
the  ballot  on  the  ground  of  the  unfitnen 
of  the  people  to  exercise  the  electoral 
franchise,  than  by  assigning  reasons  which 
are  not  the  real  grounds  of  their  oppo^tion. 
I  cast  no  reflections  upon  the  Government: 
I  am  rather  disposed  to  make  an  excuse  for 
them.  I  know  there  exists  a  great  preju- 
dice against  the  ballot  in  some  minds ;  1 
know  that  many  of  their  supporters  are 
against  it.  It  may  be  a  question,  however, 
whether  a  person  should  take  office,  if  he 
has  to  suspend  the  expression  of  his  real 
opinion.  This,  at  the  same  time,  I  feel  to 
be  a  question  between  them  and  their  con- 
stituents; and  if  their  constituents  are 
contented  to  send  persons  here  who  do  not 
represent  their  opinions,  it  is  not  for  me  to 
complain.  I  wish  the  oppouents  of  the 
ballot  would  connider,  wnat  reason  have 
they  for  distrusting  the  people  in  the 
exercise  of  their  franchise?  I  ask,  when 
have  ihey  abused  their  power  ?  when  ha»e 
our  constituenlB  instructed  their  represen- 
tatives to  advocate  measures  hostile  to  the 
peace  of  society — measures  injurious  to  the 
institutions  of  their  country — at  least,  to 
what  is  estimable  in  those  institutions  ? 
We  have  for  the  last  twenty  years  had  a 
patty  in  this  House,  who  are  ever  ready  to 
oppose  any  measure  having  a  tendency  to 
extend  the  power  of  the  people.  We  have 
had  repeated  predictions,  that  from  any 
extension  of  the  power  of  the  people,  some- 
thing will  happen.  Those  predictions  have 
been  ever  faLtified.  Notwithstanding  all 
these  gloomy  forebodings,  this  country  is 
still  in  a  state  of  greater  prosperity  Uian 
history  can  produce  any  instance  of — we 
have  greater  tramguillity  and  order  than  at 
any  former  period,  and  as  a  proof  of  tbis, 
among  the  most  timid  of  all  interests,  tlie 
commercial,  there  is  a  greater  sense  of 
security  than  ever  existed  before.  And 
yet  this  is  also  a  period  at  which  the  insti- 
tutions of  this  country  are  more  under 
popular  control,  in  which  there  is  a  greater 
freedom  of  speech,  and  more  unreatrictect 
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liberty  in  the  expresBion  of  opiTiionB,  than 
at  any  previous  itage  of  our  history.  Not 
only  is  there  in  our  experience  no  ground 
for  alarm  from  the  extension  of  popular 
principlea,  but  I  wilt  say,  that  in  no 
country  is  there  a  more  industrious,  steady, 
peace-loTing  poputalion  than  the  popu- 
lation of  ma  country  at  the  present 
time.  In  no  country  are  the  people  more 
'disposed  to  confide  in  those  above  them, 
more  ready  to  how  to  superior  worth  and 
intellect,  wherever  it  is  found — in  no  coun- 
try in  the  world  is  there  a  more  super- 
stitious reverence  fbr  their  ancient  institu- 
tions. I  say,  these  are  all  important  con- 
nderations,  in  regard  to  the  measure  of 
confidence  which  you  are  justified  in 
reposing  in  a  people,  when  I  call  upon  you 
to  extend  to  that  people  a  protection  in  the 
eiennne  of  that  right  which  yon  admit  they 
ought  to,  hut  which  I  say  they  cannot, 
exercise  freely  without  that  protection. 
What  excuse  then  can  yon  find  for  not 
extending  to  them  that  protection  7  We 
are  not  particular  in  insisting  upon  the 
ballot  alone,  but  we  ask  you  to  oevise  a 
remedy  which  will  accomplish  our  com- 
mon object;  and  is  it  too  much  to  ash, 
(unless  indeed  you  are  prepared  to  contend 
that  the  people  should  not  exercise  their 
lights  freely,]  that  when  you  refuse  us  the 
ballot  you  will  devise  something  better? 
But  you  say,  "  the  ballot  has  evil  ten- 
dencies." Now,  first  I  deny  that  those 
evil  tendencies  do  exist,  and  next,  I  say 
that,  admitting  they  do  exist,  your  argu- 
ment goes  for  nothing,  unless  you  prove 
that  the  evils  consequent  on  the  adoption 
of  the  ballot  are  greater  than  those  which 
at  present  exist ;  for  it  is  but  to  assert  a 
truiam  to  say,  that  to  any  human  institu- 
tion evils  may  or  do  attach.  But  I  believe 
there  are  great  moral  advantages  which 
will  result  from  the  ballot.  Ibelieve  it 
will  improve  the  character  both  of  our  can- 
didates andour  constituency.  It  will  teach 
the  candidate  that  he  roust  earn  the  good 
{minion  of  the  constituency  in  order  to 
obtain  their  votes,  for  he  will  find,  that  a 
very  different  species  of  qualification  is 
now  required  for  a  Member  of  Parliament 
to  ^vhat  used  to  exist.  He  will  find  that 
the  head,  rather  than  the  head-money  is 
looked  to.  And  it  will  improve  the  con- 
stituency, for  when  they  are  secure  in  the 
diacbarge  of  their  duty,  they  will  be  much 
more  likely  to  discharge  it  than  at  present. 
I  am  aware  it  has  been  said,  that  even  if 
the  ballot  were  to  be  established  it  would 
not  put  an  end  to,  but  rather  increase,  the 
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evils  at  present  existing,  becauK  it  wonld 
only  excite  a  great  deal  of  ingenuity  in 
order  to  extract  from  a  -man,  or  from  hii 
nearest  relatives,  the  manner  in  which  be 
voted,  and  that  it  would  in  shnrt  originate 
a  vast  machinery  for  the  collecting  of  in- 
formation of  this  kind.  But  how  does  this 
prove  the  extent  to  which  the  evils  which 
the  ballot  Is  intended  to  prevent  are 
carried  now !  It  shows  that  these  evils 
exist  to  such  en  extent,  that  man  will  have 
recourse  to  such  despicable  expedients 
rather  than  to  vote  with  them.  And  this 
only  proves  more  strongly  the  necessity  of 
some  remedy.  After  ail,  if  there  is  any 
one  not  yet  convinced  in  favour  of  the 
ballot  the  process  of  conversion  is  easy, 
for  he  has  only  to  tale  all  the  arguments 
u^  from  time  to  time  by  its  opponents, 
and  they  so  perfectly  answer  and  confute 
each  other  that  they  alone  must  be  suffi- 
cient, I  think,  to  convince  any  person.  I 
mys^sat  on  a  Committee  to  try  a  petition 
against  a  return  that  had  taken  place  on  an 
election  in  the  city  of  York,  where  so  much 
bribery  on  the  one  side,  sjid  so  much  intimi- 
dation on  the  other,  prevailed,  that  the  Com- 
mittee were  obliged  to  declare  that,  under 
the  continuance  of  such  a  system,  it  was 
unpossible  to  have  a  free  election.  I  was 
applied  to  by  some  of  the  electors  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  establish  vote  by  Ballot  in  the 
city  of  York,  and  I  refused  to  do  so,  simply 
lest  I  should  appear  to  be  a  party  to  a  con- 
clusion that  the  ballot  applied  to  the  city 
of  York  in  particular,  and  was  not  suited 
to  the  country  in  general.  The  case  of  the 
city  of  Ycrk  is  only  one  among  the 
numerous  instances  in  which  parties  have 
applied  to  thb  House  for  the  protection  of 
the  ballot  in  the  exercise  of  their  franchise. 
And  I  do  say,  that,  before  you  refuse  it, 
you  are  hound  to  show,  that  there  is  a 
belter  remedy  to  he  applied  to  the  evils 
that  now  exist.  I  cordially  support  the 
motion,  because  I  believe  there  is  no 
danger  in  trusting  the  people  in  the  free 
exercise  of  their  elective  franchise,  because 
the  protections  at  present  to  free  exer- 
cise are  not  adequate,  and  because  I  be. 
lieve  the  ballot  to  be  the  only  effectual 
means  for  accomplishing  that  object. 

Mr.  William  Roche  said,  that  analysed 
as  the  subject  had  been,  both  during  the 
present  and  former  debates,  he  rose  but  to 
express  a  few  observations  in  support  of 
the  decidedly  favourable  view  he  enter- 
tained of  ihe  motion — that  he  knew  net 
any  measure,  more  calculated  to  produce 
unmixed  good  to  society,  oi  one,  moM 


2£ 


-.,h,  Google 


380 


ThsBaOot. 


{COHMOlfS} 


TheBaJht. 


8M 


coi)g»iiial  to  tha  ■Tnrit,  the  intcrMts,  and 
cslm  procedure  of  our  cODBtitutional  righta,  fidenl, 
ih&n  •ot«  by  btllot— ScHioD  afier  Se^iion 
wa  are  piling,  Sir,  statutes  upoa  stetDiea 
to  repreu  and  punish  corruplion  and  inti" 
■nidation,  but  without  effect,  which  the 
reprebensibte  Irenes  brought  to  light  on 
e»ery  general  election,  and  on  no  occasion 
moK  conspicuously  and  painfaliy  than  the 
lest,  amply  demonstrate — when  too,  the 
time  or  the  Hou«e  was  so  engaged,  and  its 
character  so  affected  by  the  proceedings 
then  exhibited  before  ihe  Election  Com- 
initteeB~-and  why.  Sir,  did  those  statutes 
and  th«ir  penat  eDaciments  fail  of  effect, 
but  because  we  never  reached,  or  extir- 
pated the  root  of  the  evil,  by  adopting  a 
Mcret  system  of  voting;  for  where  temp- 
tation and  opportunity  are  held  out  to  the 
human  mind,  the  hope  of  escape  from 
detection  overrules  the  dread  of  discovery 
and  punistinient ;  but  take  away  the  con- 
fidence which  generale*  that  temptation, 
and  the  evil  dies  a  natural  death.  That 
he  was  not,  however,  soaanguine  ai 
that  every  and  complete  advanLagi 
at  once  be  obtained,  because  he  knew  tliat 
cornipiionistsand  iniimidatora would  make 
a  atriig'gle  (o  mar  ita  advantages,  but  that 
it  would  be  a  dying  stru^le,  for  they 
would  soon  see  that  they  threw  away  their 
money  and  their  ihieats,  and  therefore, 
er«  long,  fall  into  (of  necesaity)  the  general 
fee)in§;s  and  wiihes  of  the  community. 
He  was,  he  said,  as  anxious  to  put  down 
popular  coercion  and  tyranny, 
tyranny  of  the  landlord,  or  any  otbei 
iufluence;  and  the  value  of  this  measure 
consisted  in  producing  this  equal  and 
Ifsneral  freedom  from  restraint — that  he 
himaelf  during  his  elections  experienced 
the  disadvantage  of  the  present  intimidat- 
ing system,  for  several  persons  told  him 
they  were  unwilling  (o  register  their  votes, 
at  all,  lest  they  should  bring  upon  them- 
selves the  auger  of  the  landlord,  or  some 
such  master ;  indeed,  he  considered  that 
without  the  protection  of  ballot,  it  was,  in 
many  instances,  quite  a  cruelly  to  give  the 
fntncfaise,  for  many,  very  many,  expe- 
rience disaster  and  rtiin  to  themselves,  and 
iheir  families,  by  voting  against  the  wishes 
of  (heir  superiors,  but  it>  accordance  with 
their  own  feelings  and  their  country's  in- 
terests~-that  he  was  quite  sure,  that  even 
before  we  enjoyed  the  whole  and  perfect 
advantages  derivable  from  this  measure, 
weshould  open  our  eyes  to  its-benefits  end 
look  back  with  aurpriie,  why  we  reiiited 


delayed  it  so  long ;  and  he  was  con' 

the  opponents  themselves 
perience  the  quiet  and  hap- 
piness which  the  nol  interfenng  with  the 
franchise  of  their  dependants  (beyond  that 
of  advice  and  recommendnlion,  a  moral 
influence  which  must  always  last]  would 
produce,  by  removing  so  ample  and  worry- 
ing a  source  of  discord  between  themselves . 
and  those  dependants — that  under  these 
views,  the  motion  should  have  his  warcaeit 

Mr.  Robinson  did  not  agree  with  the 
hon  Member  for  Wolverhampton,  that  the 
ballot  would  be  any  improvement  of  the 
elective  franchise,  and,  therefore,  he  should 
oppose  il  now,  as  he  always  bad  done 
before.  He  wished  to  ask  what  evidence 
there  was  of  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
people  for  vole  by  ballot?  Did  it  appear 
in  the  number  of  their  petitions  for  it? 
No.  And  there  was  another  indication  of 
the  apathy  which  prevailed  upon  tbia 
question,  in  the  fact,  that  on  tha  very  6rat 
night  the  hoD.  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  was  to  have  brought  forward  him 
nioiion,  there  were  no  hon.  Members  in  the 
House  to  support  him,  nor,  indeed,  he 
believed,  was  the  hon.  Member  present 
himself.  He  represented  a  very  )ar)^ con- 
stituency, and  ellhoiigb  he  was  free  to 
admit,  that  among  them  there  were  some 
persons  in  favour  of  the  ballot,  and  that 
they  had  solicited  him  to  vote  for  it,  he 
could  not  possibly  avoid  stating  that  an 
immense  majority,  including  the  humbler 
classes,  were  not  in  favour  of  it,  or  at  least, 
had  not  expressed  their  anxiety  about  it  at 
all.  He  doubted  that  the  ballot  would  put 
an  end  to  bribery,  as  the  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  opposite  benches  expected;  there  might 
be  less  temptation  for  peraons  to  hold  out 
a  bribe,  where  there  was  a  chance  of  being 
deceived,  but  as  long  as  receivers  and 
payers  of  money  existed,  bribery  could  not 
be  entirely  prevented.  It  would  be  quite  as 
reasonable  for  the  Members  of  that  House 
to  ask  to  vote  by  ballot,  as  it  was  for  their 
constituents  to  require  it.  Was  tiot  every 
hon.  Member  placed  in  that  situation  when 
they  were  called  upon  to  vote,  either  one 
way  or  the  other,  upon  a  question  which 
made  them  very  naturally  wish  they  could 
vole  by  ballot  f  He  was  only  stating  that 
which  could  not  be  deniea, — that  hon. 
Members  were  often  called  upon  to  vote 
contrary  to  the  wish  of  their  conslituenta, 
and  that  they  would  therefore  be  glad  to 
vote  by  ballot.    He  would  therefore  wy. 
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that  thtty  1i«d  ft  right  to  ask  their  consti- 
tuencies, if  they  niihed  for  ballot,  to 
allow  them  t6  vote  in  the  House  by  ballot. 
He  recollected  that  a  deputation  from 
some  of  hif  constituents  once  waited  upon 
him  and  declared,  that  they  could  not 
support  him  onless  he  would  promise  to 
Tote  for  the  Inllot.  He  told  them,  he  was 
not  disposed  to  give  such  a  promise,  and 
would  rather  lose  his  seat.  What  was  the 
consequence?  Every  one  of  them  vaied 
for  him.  There  was  something  revolting 
in  the  idea  of  exercising  a  public  trust,  in 
a  secret  manner.  He  had  nerer  asked  one 
of  his  independent  conaiituents  to  give  a 
foto  contrary  to  his  conscience;  for  he 
believed  the  best  security  for  both  candi- 
date and  constituent,  was  in  public  opinion. 
He  denied  that  the  poor  only  desired  the 
ballot;  there  was  another  class  of  persons 
who  were  mnch  more  anxious  for  ft — those 
who  wished  for  it  in  order  tohave  an  oppor- 
tunity of  deceiving  both  parties,  when  ihey 
pleased.  Considering,  then,  that  corrup- 
tion at  elections,  would  not  be  removed  by 
the  ballot,  he  should  oppose  the  motion. 

The  Honse  divided,  Ayes  88;    Noes 
139;— Majority  61. 

Litt  of  the  Atkb. 
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Beckett,  rt.hon.Sit  J. 
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Sir  H.  Hardinge 
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Sir  M.  S.  Stewart 

n.  Fainkertey 

Arthur  Cole 

Sir  John  Wrotlesley 

J.  F.  Feclor 

Sir  R.  Peel 

F.  Baring 


The  Factory  Act.]  Mr.  Hindley 
moved  Tor  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  ameod 
the  pre  Bent  Factor;  Act. 

MT.LabouchereobwTved,  that  the  feeling 
of  the  House  bad  on  many  occasioni  beeti 
expressed  in  amannerunfaiourableto  any 
further  cxperimeDt  with  regard  to  the  ex- 
isting law  upon  the  subject.  It  appeared 
to  be  tlie  general  leutiment  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers, that  the  preient  Act  had  not  yet  had 
a  fair  trial,  and  he  thought,  under  exist, 
ingcircurnstances,  if  any  new  measure  were 
introduced,  it  would  be  productive  of  great 
excitement  in  the  manufacturing  districts, 
and  very  serious  iuconvetiience. 

Lord  Aihlty  should  be  Uwayi  leady  to 


support  any  general  measure  oF  tbe  ktnd 
which  the  hon.  Mover  was  known  to  ad- 
vocate, though  he  thought  tbe  present  a 
moat  unfavourable  time  for  bringing  for- 
ward a  proposition  of  the  sort,  and  had 
done  all  in  his  power  to  dissuade  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  from  making  such  a 
motion.  Still,  if  the  House  gave  leave  to 
bring  in  aBill,  the  measure  proposed  should 
have  his  most  cordial  support. 

Mr.  Wason  was  understood  to  say,  it 
had  been  agreed  on  all  sides,  that  the 
present  stdte  Of  tbe  law  required  slter- 

Mr.  Young  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  injure  (because  he  advocated 
by  pressing  the  preaent  motion. 

Sir  John  Hobkouse  recommended  post- 
ponement till  next  Session. 

Mr.  Htndley  contended,  that  the  motion 
he  bad  just  made  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill,  was  perfec^tly  consistent  with  what  he 
had  previously  done  upon  this  subject.  He 
complained,  that  the  friends  of  the  factory 
children  had  been  on  several  occasions 
charged  with  all  the  ill  consequences  aris- 
ing  from  llie  Act ;  and  even  His  Majesty's 
Government  had  not  scrupled  to  lend 
themselves  to  the  accusation,  but  as  it  was 
most  unfounded,  be  hoped  it  would  be 
withdrawn.  If  it  were  given  up,  heihoiild 
have  no  objection  to  withdraw  his  motion. 
Government  ought  to  take  the  respoost- 
bility  of  the  measure  upon  themselves. 

Mr,  Ooulburn  requested  the  hon.  Mover 
not  to  press  the  present  proposition,  for  it 
could  be  brought  to  no  successful  Usue  in 
the  present  Session. 

Lord  Francis  Egerlon  concurrad  with 
the  last  speaker,  and  joined  with  him  In 
requestiufr  a  postponement  of  the  motion. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  His  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  not  responsible 
for  the  enactments  of  the  Bill :  it  was  an 
act  of  the  Parliament,  and  Ministers  were 
now  only  responsible  for  the  tnanner  in 
which  it  might  be  carried  into  effect.  He 
certainly  had  taken  steps  towards  its  en- 
forcement, but  he  submitted,  that  what 
bad  occurred  did  by  no  means  impose 
upon  tbe  Government  the  least  obligation 
now  to  bring  forward  any  proposition  on 
the  subject. 

Mr.  Hindley  would  withdraw  hit  motion, 
but  he  should  be  at  all  times  the  sopporter 
of  a  ten  hours'  Bill. 

Court  OF  Szssioif  (Scotland)].  The 
Lotd  Advocate  moTed  lor  leave  to  bring  in 
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a  Bill  br  the  belter  regalatioD  ofthe  office 
of  auditor  of  accounts  in  the  Court  of 
Session,  in  Scotland,  and  for  the  appoint- 
nent  of  two  accountants- general  in  the  said 
CourU 

Sir  William  Jfoe  objected  to  the  motion, 
as  the  Bill  nould  create  two  new  offices, 
without  any  necessity  for  it.  This  Bill, or 
at  least  one  very  like  it,  made  its  appearance 
last  Session ;  and  it  was  then  proposed 
thatone  office  should  be  created  of  one  ac- 
countant-general for  Scotland  ;  but  the 
feeling  of  the  country  against  it  was  so 
stTong,  that  the  learned  Lord  felt  him- 
self quite  unable  to  proceed  with  the 
measure,  without  the  recommendation  of  a 
Committee.  A  Committee  was  accordingly 
obtained  ;  and  he  could  not  deny  that  the 
Report  of  that  Committee  was,to  acertain 
extent,  favourable  to  the  measure  now  pro- 
posed by  the  learned  Lord.  The  evil 
which  wanted  a  remedy  consisted  o(  this 
— the  Court  of  Session  had  the  power, 
when  it  was  applied  toon  behalf  of  infants 
and  insane  persons,  to  appoint  factors  or 
curators  to  take  care  of  their  estates,  and 
ibe  practice  was,  to  oblige  them  to  find 
UGurity  for  their  good  behaviour  in 
the  office  to  which  they  were  appointed. 
That  was  all  they  were  bound  to  do  ;  but 
that  duty  had  been  n^lected,  and  the 
estates  had,  in  some  instances,  suffered  a 
good  deal.  Now,  to  remedy  this  evil,  the 
learned  Lord  proposed  to  create  two 
new  officers.  But  why  should  not  the 
Clerks  of  Session  in  Scotland  perform  the 
duty,  receiving,  as  they  did,  a  sdlary  of 
1 ,000/.  a  year,  as  he  might  say,  for  doing 
nothing,  because  all  tbeir  duty  was  to 
mark  down  the  terms  of  the  decisions  of 
the  Courts.  There  were  four  gentlemen 
who  held  these  offices,  and  looking  at  this 
fact,  he  would  say,  that  the  House  ought 
not  to  listen  for  a  moment  to  the  proposi- 
tion of  ilie  learned  Lord.  It  ought  also  to 
be  remembered,  that  this  was  the  23d 
day  of  June,  a  period  which  he  considered 
too  late  in  the  Session  to  brintf  forward  a 
measure  of  this  nature.  On  the-e  grounds 
he  should  certainly  take  the  sense  of  the 
HoD-e  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  ask  the  learned 
Lord  to  explain  how  it  was  that  the  refocm 
which  was  recommended  by  the  House 
two  years  ago,  with  regard  to  the  Court 
of  Exchequrr  in  Scoibnd,  had  not  been 
carried  into  effect.  He  hud  heard  that  it 
had  not,  and  before  new  expenses  were 
incu([td,be  withed  to  know  why  the  charge 
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The  Lord  Advocate  was  quite  willing 
that  as  rigid  an  examination  as  could  be 
instituted,  should  be  directed  to  every 
measure  which  he  proposed,  but  then  he 
did  say,  that  if  he  showed  ihatthe  measure 
was  consistent  with  public  economy,  nnd 
necessary  for  the  protPClion  of  the  property 
of  orphans  and  others,  it  ought  not  to  be 
delayed,  except  on  grounds  applicuble  to 
that  measure  alone.  With  reference  to 
what  had  been  stated  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  abont  the  creation  of  new  offices,  in 
which  he  seemed  to  imply,  that  the  crea- 
tion'of  the  office  was  for  a  particular  indi- 
vidual, he  denied  it,  and  he  challenged 
him  lo  name  any  person  who  had  hiid  the 
smallest  piomise  from  him  (the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate) with  respect  to  that  office — nay,  he 
doubted  whether  any  individual  he  had  in 
his  contemplation  would  accept  of  that  of- 
fice. Bjt  there  wasacharge  made  by  htsri^iht 
hon.  Friend,  with  regard  to  the  conduct  of 
the  Court  of  Session.  He  said,  that  they 
were  deficient  in  their  duty,  and  that  this 
deficiency  had  been  going  on  for  a  long 
period.  Now  this  was  a  very  serious 
charge,  that  they  bad  deserted  their  duty 
in  regard  lo  giving  protection  to  orphans, 
and  indeed  a  more  serious  charge  could 
hardly  be  brought  against  a  court  of  justice. 
But,  in  his  opinion,  if  one  officer  were 
appointed  for  that  express  purpose,  and  if 
the  proposition  of  his  right  hoit.  Friend 
were  carried  into  effect,  the  same  defective 
system  of  which  he  complained  would  pre- 
vail, and  that  was  the  reasun  uhy  he 
proposed  to  appoint  two  offirers.  His  rlt;ht 
hon.  Friend  said,  that  those  duties  mrght 
be  discharged  by  the  Clerks  of  the  Court 
of  Session,  but  he  apprehended  iliey  could 
not,  because  it  was  iheir  duty  to  l>e  tn 
Court  at  the  very  lime  when  those  inquiries 
were  going  on.  His  ri«hl  hon.  Friend 
seemed  also  lo  be  of  opinion,  ihat  ihr-re 
was  an  unnecessarv  numlier  ul  CIpiks  of 
Session-  If  he  could  muke  out  a  ran-  lo 
prove  ihal  the  number  was  lot)  £rf-<t,  then 
he  (ihe  Lord  Advocate)  w»ul<l  not  be 
against  a  proper  reduction;  liui  the  n-iniin- 
Blrances  he  had  received  from  the  Court  of 
Sesiion  were  to  the  effect,  tb^i  he  ml  down 
too  much,  and  he  was  therefore  placed  in 
a  very  peculiar  situation.  There  w.is  only 
another  quesii-m  iipim  which  he  hid  to 
touch,  and  that  was  ilie  late  pi-iio<l  of  the 
Session  at  which  this  Bill  was  sought  to 
be  introduced.    In  reply  to  that,  he  mmt 
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olneTve,  that  after  this  period  many  Bills 
had  been  introduced,  and  this  measure 
had  not  been  brought  forward  earlier, 
because,  in  consequence  of  ibe  great 
number  of  Bills  relaiing  to  Scotland,  which 
had  been  broughi  forward  at  a  former 
period  of  the  Session,  he  was  afraid  it 
would  not  meet  wlih  the  attention  of  the 
House. 

Sir  OeoTgt  Clerk  contended,  that  the 
Courts  of  Session  were  sufficiently  large  to 
undertake  the  duty,  without  creating  two 
new  offices.  He  apprehended  that  the 
House  would  require  more  evidence  thso 
that  which  bad  been  given  by  the  Lord 
Advocate,  before  they  would  be  persuaded 
to  create  t>vo  new  offices,  when  it  bad  been 
shown  that  there  were  ample  means  in  the 
established  courts  of  justice  to  effect  the 
purposes  which  it  was  the  professed  object 
of  the  Bill  to  accomplish.  With  regard 
to  the  ClerLs  of  Session,  one  of  these  four 
^Dilemen  was  the  profesEor  of  Scotch  law 
in  one  of  the  universities,  and  was  at  the 
bead  of  the  commission  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  state  of  the  law,  and  he  had 
not  yet  heard  that  that  gentleman  did  not 
amply  perform  all  the  duties  required  of 
him  as  a  clerk  of  the  Court  of  Sessioi 
There  was  another  of  those  gentlemen  who 
was  placed  at  the  head  of  another  of  those 
numerous  commissions  appointed  by  the 
present  Government,  and  another  who  was 
deputy  registrar,  and  had  the  cbai^  of  all 
the  pnblic  records,  and  yet  be  never  heard 
that  the  performance  of  this  duty  inter- 
fered with  his  duties  as  a  Clerk  of  the 
Session.  Now,  it  was  quite  clear  from  the 
easy  nature  of  their  duties,  that  the  Clerks 
of  the  Session  might  very  well  undertake 
the  auditing  of  the  accounts  of  the  factors, 
of  minora  and  insane  persona'  estates,  and 
thev  would  have  plenty  of  time ;  for,  in 
addition  to  the  lime  the  Court  was  sitting, 
they  would  have  the  wbole  vacation,  which 
was  six  months.  The,Lord  Advocate  bad 
stated  that  the  salaries  of  these  new  officers 
were  to  be  raised  out  of  fees  paid  by  liti- 
gants ;  but  why  saddle  them  with  this  ex- 
pense, when  the  Clerks  of  Session  had  a 
salory  sufficiently  large  for  the  duties  they 
would  hare  to  discharge?  Under  these 
circnmitancei  be  should  give  his  most  cor- 
dial support  to  his  right  hoti.Friend  in  his 
opposition  to  this  Bill. 

Mr.  Wallace  thought  it  was  a  pity  that 
hon,  Qentlemen  opposite,  who  now  ap- 
peared so  anxiousfoirefarm,had  not  done 
•ooaetbing  to  provs  tbeir  sincfrity  vben 
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they  wera  tn  office.  However,  all  wu  well 
tliat  ended  well,  and  be  should  therefore 
now  address  himself  to  the  question.  Ag 
to  the  Clerks  of  Session,  they  were  not 
competent  to  do  theduty,  and  no  wonder, 
for  the  intention  in  appointing  them  was, 
to  give  to  several  men  a  sort  of  sinecure. 
He  agreed  with  the  right  bon.  Baronat 
in  thinking  the  composition  of  the  Court  of 
Session  and  the  way  in  which  itdlscbarged 
its  duly  unsatisfactory,  and  he  would  add 
the  word  "  disgraceful."  The  Supreme 
Court  of  Session  only  sat  two  hours  and 
two  minutes  for  five  days  in  the  week  for 
104  days.  But  look  to  what  the  Judges  of 
England  did,  Scotland  did  not  enjoy  the 
advantages  which  ought  to  have  been  ex- 
tended to  her  when  trial  by  jury  was  in- 
troduced, in  consequence  of  the  desire 
there  was  to  accommodate  it  to  the  system 
of  the  Judges  retiring  for  three  parts  of 
the  year  to  their  country  houses.  Indeed 
the  Jury  Court  was  compered  to  the  gar- 
den of  Eden,  because  it  was  made  for 
Adam.  That  system  had  remained  like 
a  millstone  about  their  necks,  and  there 
was  no  chance  of  having  it  removed. 
However,  hewasof  opinion  that  the  Bill  of 
the  learned  Lord  would  be  an  immense 
improvement,  and  he  should,  therefore, 
give  his  hearty  support  to  it. 

Mr.  Goulburn  did  not  think  that  be 
should  have  been  induced  to  rise  upon  thia 
subject,  but  after  the  statement  made  faj 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down, 
thst  bis  right  bon.  Friend  near  him  bad 
not,  during  his  tenure  of  office,  introduced 
any  reforms  in  the  Scottish  courts,  or 
made  any  reductions  in  those  offices,  which 
ought  to  have  been  abdished,  he  felthiia- 
telf  called  on  to  rite.  He  believed  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  in  Parliament 
at  the  lime  he  now  reftnTed  lo ;  but  if  be 
inquired  of  many  boa.  Gentlemen  upon 
his  side  of  the  Honse,  he  would  find  tbet 
they  all  ooucumd  in  the  expressions  of 
approbation  and  praise  which  were  pro- 
fusely uttered  when  his  right  hon.  Friend 
filled  the  office  of  Lord  AdvocaU.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  had  done  more  to  redan 
the  judicial  establisbmeat  of  the  Scotch 
Courts  than  any  man  who  preceded  him  in 
that  office  had  done,  or  any  who  followed 
him  could  hope  to  do ;  uid  at  one  blow  be 
did  away  with  jndioal  officea  to  the 
amount  of  36,000/.  per  annum;  end, 
above  all,  hia  merit  was,  tiiat  in  ndcin; 
those  leductiona  he  waa  deeliag  imi 
office*  to  wbichi  in  the  Mtmtl  osoiRvf 
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JBdwigil  prebrinestt  faa  had  a  righl  to  look 
not  oqIj  00  account  of  the  high  legal  sta- 
tion which  he  occupied,  but  of  the  great 
taleota  and  integrity  which  adorned  hii 
character,  He  had  merely  repealed  Ihii 
for  the  infoimation  of  those  hon.  Members 
who  were  not  in  Parliament  at  the  time, 
and  who  might  otherwise  have  beeo  misled 
by  the  atatement  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Greenock.  Wiih  regafd  to  the  quesiioo 
Wfore  the  Houw,  relating  to  the  appoint- 
meat  of  accDuntants-ganeral  to  take  care 
of  the  estates  of  minors  and  insane  persons 
it  was  admitted  that  the  Court  of  Session 
was  not  overburdened  with  btisiness,  and 
that  they  ought  to  lit  more  hours  in  a  day 
and  dispatch  more  business.  He  said  then 
that  the  plan  of  hit  light  hon.  Friend  met 
the  views  of  every  one  who  had  spoken  on 
this  question,  and  his  plan  was  to  impose 
on  tlie  court  the  duty  of  looliof  after  the 
estates  of  minors  and  insane  persons.  It 
had  been  shown  that  the  clerks  ofSession 
were  amply  adequate  in  ninaber  to  dis- 
charge this  duty,  and  they  were  certainly 
not  overworked,  since  it  appeared  that  two 
geotleoien  out  of  the  four  had  been  seiectad 
by  Goveiflroent  to  fulGl  other  very  impor- 
tant and  onerous  duties,  which  ihey  could 
perform  without  detriment  to  the  public 
service.  He  was  glad  to  hear  that  the 
Bar  waa  in  so  fiouriihing  a  state  in  Scot- 
land, since  no  one  would  accept  of  an 
office  of  700/.  n-year,  for  the  learned  Lord 
said  that  he  did  not  believe  that  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  Bar  could  be  found  who  would 
accept  the  office  of  Accountant  General. 

The  Lord  Advocate  was  misrepresented 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  said 
DO  such  thing,  nor  anylhiag  approaching 
to  it.  What  he  did  say  was,  that  bis 
right  hon.  Friend  oppoaite  could  not  name 
any  particular  individual  whom  he  had  in 
contemplation  who  would  accept  of  the 
office, 

Tiie  House  divided— Ayea  93;  Noet 
69 ;  Majority  24. 
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IS.]    BUU    Raid  ■  third  Hme^-DubUnPo; 
I.   icalHt  ths  UDlnniUe'    IScetlBid) 


LoiAhlp^  Arasidmaiti  lo  the  trkh  Kuideipd  Cnpon- 
Um"  BlU.— 'Bt  the  HirqucH  of  LAittvownm,  'flrom 
HiTirftitdirtrt,  Mg^iM  tbe  AmtodinBiti  nudi  bj  theli 
LntdihiiH  la  ttw  Iriih  Municipal  R*<iinn  BlU^-Bf  [ha 

Mfa.— BrlhcBulc 


SantmantLl  ud  Uw  Duko  at  Ci 
pool,  tor  RemoTalorjniiliCiiil 

PaiflOK   DiBciFLiNE.]     The  Duke  of 
BiehiHond,    afier  calling  their  Lo  dshipt 
■ttention  to  the  Report  of  the  Inspectora 
ofPrisona,  relative  Co  the  state  of  Newj^ate, 
begged  lo  aslchii  noble  Friend  at  the  head 
of  hi<  Majeaty's  Government,  whether 
was  tbe  intention  of  Minitlera  to  remo 
the  Prisoners  non'  confined  in  Newgate 
the  Penitentiary,  where  he  believed  there 
was  plenty  of  room  for  them.     The  Go' 
vernment   posiesiied   this  power  under   a 
Bill  which  he  (the  Duke  of  Richmond) 
had  introduced  last  Session.     He  wished 
to  know  whether  Government  had  taken 
any  steps  for  this  purpose,   and  if  i 
whether  it  was  their  intention  to  do  so 

Viscount  Melbourne  replied,  that  the 
Report  of  the  Inspectors  of  Prisons  had 
e'igaged  the  most  serious  attention  of  hi 
Usjeity's  Oovernment,  and  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  ibe  Home  Department  had 
taken  measores  to  remedy,  so  fai 
power  extended,  the  defects  they  had 
pointed  out.  Those  defects,  he  fully  ad- 
mitted called  loudly  for  the  intervention 
either  of  the  executive  or  of  Parliament. 
He  had  great  pleasure  in  being  enabled 
to  inform  bis  noble  Friend,  (bat  a  Bill  was 
in  preparation  for  amendingthe  Gaol  Acts, 
Bgreeably  lo  the  suggestions  of  the  Com- 
miasioners,  although,  perhaps,  the  pres- 
sure of  other  business,  and  the  advanced 
period  of  the  sittings  of  the  Houses,  would 
prevent  its  being  introduced  this  Session. 
With  respect  to  Newgale  a  proposition  had 
been  made  by  Government  to  the  Cor- 
poration of  London,  which,  if  accepted  by 
them,  wodM  have  tbe  effect  of  remedying 
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the  evils  which  existed,  not  only  in  the 
gaol  of  Newgate  but  in  all  the  city  pnami. 
No  answer  had  yet  been  received  to  this 
communication,  but  there  was  every  reason 
to  believe  that  it  would  be  acceded  to.  He 
iras  not  aware  that  there  was  any  present 
intention  of  removing  the  prisoners  con- 
fined in  Newgate  to  the  Penitentiary,  tmt 
the  matter  should  be  reconsidered.  At  all 
events,  measures  were  under  consideration 
for  providing  an  effectual  and  fundameittal 
remedy  for  the  evils  that  prevailed  in  New- 
gale and  in  tbe  other  city  prisons. 

The  Earl  of  Ripon  was  very  glad  the 
subject  had  been  brought  forward  by  the 
noble  Duke.  He  trusted  the  Corporatioa 
of  London  would  receive  the  comtnuaj- 
cation  favourably,  and  he  hoped  the  notice 
now  taken  of  the  subject  might  be  an 
additional  inducement  to  them  to  do  so. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  only  wished  to 
add,  that  he  considered  the  Report  of  the 
Inspectors  of  Prisons  a  very  excellent  one, 
and  that  he  entirely  concurred  with  every 
statement  contained  in  it.  The  state  of 
the  borough  prisons  was  very  bad  ;  and  he 
thought  it  important  that  in  the  event  of 
the  Bill  to  which  his  noble  Friend  had 
alluded  not  passing  in  the  present  Session, 
they  should  not  beallowed  to  alter  their  gaols 
without  previously  submitting  to  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  copies  of  the  proposed 
plans.     Subject  dropped. 


Ektaii,s($cotlahd).]  On  tbe  Motion 
of  the  Earl  of  Rosebery,  their  Lordships 
resolved  themselves  into  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  on  tbe  Gatails  (Scotlwd) 
Bill, 

The  1st  and  2nd  Clanws  were  agreed  to. 

On  the  3rd  Clause, 

The  Earl  of  Manifield  rose  to  move, 
that  it  be  expunged.  He  objected  to  it 
because  it  gave  to  heirs  of  entail  ■  power 
to  grant  interminable  leasee,  which  they 
were  expressly  forbidden  to  do  by  the 
entails  themselves.  Many  persons  he 
knew  were  desirous,  particularly  since  the 
Reform  Act  passed,  to  prevent  bnilding  on 
their  estates,  which  it  was  the  object  of 
this  claose  to  allow.  He  knew  that  a  man 
could  not  take  his  property  to  the  grave 
with  him,  but  it  had  not  yet  been,  and  he 
hoped  it  never  would  be  declared  in  that 
Assembly,  that  no  man  should  possess  the 
means  of  controlling  the  applicatioit  of 
his  property  after  his  death.  He  would 
divide  the  House  on  the  queatioD,  that  it 
be  expunged. 


,v  Google 
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The  Earl  of  Rotehery  supported  the 
elmise ;  he  thonght  he  hsd  so  modilied  it 
in  the  Select  Committee  as  to  ensare  the 
noble  Earl's  approbation. 

The  Barl  of  Devon  could  not  consent  to 
such  an  immense  alteration  as  this  clause 
vould  make  in  the  law  without  some 
absolute  necessity,  and  none  such  had 
been  shown  to  exist.  Some  restriction 
sbonld  be  preserved  over  the  distribution 
of  land,  and  this  clause  mail  be  put  out. 

The  Committee  divfded  on  the  original 
motion  :  Contents  17 ;  Not  Contents  27 — 
Hajority  10. 

Clause  struck  out. 

The  remainder  of  the  clauses  were 
agreed  to.    The  House  resumed. 

HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Friday,  June   24, 
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■  DtwODiaii  from 


LiTHBFOOL  DooKB.]  Lord  Francis 
Egerton  moved  the  further  consideration  of 
the  Liverpool  Docks  Bill. 

Lord  CUm  wished  that  the  clause  in  the 
Bill  which  exempted  vessels  going  to  Run- 
corn, Frodsham,  and  other  places,  from 
paying  Dock-rates  to  the  Liverpool  Dock 
Company,  should  also  extend  to  EUmere. 
To  accomplish  his  abject,  he  would  move 
that  the  Bill  be  recommitted. 

Mr.  Wilbraham  seconded  the  motion. 

Viscoont  Sandon  could  not  agree  to  the 
motion  of  his  noble  Friend,  which,  if  car- 
ried, would  ruinously  affect  the  property  of 
the  bmdhalders  invested  in  the  Docks,  and 
irhidi  all  the  vessels  that  entered  the  port 
of  Liverpool  were  liable  to.  The  sol^ect 
•vns  one  of  much  interest,  and  very  deserv- 
ing the  attention  of  the  Mouse;  and  he 
contended  that  such  amotion  at  least  could 
not  be  made  without  previous  notice. 

Mr.  Enia-t  apprehended  that  neither  the 
amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  (Olive),  nor 
the  clause  of  which  it  was  merely  an  ex- 
tenaon — the  clause  which  exempted  Run- 
corn and  other  towns  from  paying  Dock- 
rates  to  Liverpool,  could  stand— for  both 
the  clause  end  the  amendment  were  asainst 
the  standing  orders  of  the  House.  He  felt 
■o  strongly  on  this  point,  that  he  would  not 
detain  ue  House,  but  appeal  at  once  to  the 
'  Speaker,  for  he  felt  confident  that  the  pnnt 
of  law  was  decidedly  against  the  clause ; 
hut  if  it  were  to  be  decided  otherwise,  he 
would  oppose  the  measure  generally. 

Tho  SptaJur :  Hafing  teen  appealed  to 


my  opinion,  with  a  view  to  deode  the 

Juesdon,  I  will  recall  the  attention  of  the 
louse  to  the  facts.  A  motion  having  been 
made  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
Ludlow,  relative  to  a  certain  clause  in  the 
Dill,  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
Liverpool,  stal«d,  that  such  clause  had  been 
inserted  contrary  to  the  Standing  Orders, 
and  that  it  was  his  intention  to  move  that  it 
be  struck  out  The  real  question,  then,  for 
consideration  is,  whether  the  clause  has  been 
inserted  contrary  to  the  Standing  Orders. 
I  believe  I  am  correct  in  stating,  that  the 
notices  wbich  have  been  mven  in  the  in- 
stance of  this  Bill,  apply  only  to  alterations 
to  be  made  respecting  the  constitution  of 
the  Board  of  Trustees,  and  the  management 
of  the  Docks ;  end  that  no  notice  has  been 
^ven  of  any  intention  to  propose  an  altera- 
uon  with  regard  to  the  tolls.  If,  then, 
there  be  an  iteration  made  by  the  Bill  in 
the  tolls,  whether  by  addition  or  diminution, 
notice  should  have  been  ^ven  to  the  parties 
interested,  and  whose  property  must  be 
afiected  by  such  alteration,  of  the  intention 
to  propose  it.  Now,  no  such  notice  has 
been  given  here,  and  1  apprehend,  therefore, 
that  the  clause  must  he  struck  out  of  the 
BiU.  I  hope  that  the  Mouse  will  always 
bear  in  mind,  that  the  Standing  Orders 
have  been  framed  for  the  protection  of  all 
classes  of  the  community,  and  that  they 
never  can,  and  never  ought  to  be,  dis- 
regarded, unless  where  some  strong  special 
case  is  made  out ;  and  where,  in  addition, 
it  is  clearly  and  distinctly  shown  that  that 
particular  departure  from  them  will  not  be 
productive  of  injury  to  those  persons  for 
whose  protection  they  are  intended. 

Lord  Clive,  with  the  leave  of  the  House, 
would  withdraw  his  motion. 

BUI  to  be  considered. 

Lord  Francis  Egerton  moved  that  the 
Amendment  he  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  Etvarl  would  proceed  to  oppose  the 
Bill.  The'-question  was,  whether  the 
Dock<rate  payers,  a  small  constituency,  or 
the  immense  municipal  constituency  of 
Liverpool,  were  to  have  the  superintending 
power  over  the  Dock  estate.  He  said  the 
Dock-rate  payers  were  a  small  constituency. 
They  consisted  of  hundreds — the  municipal 
constituency  was  composed  of  thoiiMndi. 
The  Dock  rate-paying  constituency  was  • 
changing  and  fluctuating  body — the  cod- 
stituency  of  the  town  was  of  a  fixed  and 
enduring  character.  If  the  Dock-rate- 
payers formed  the  constituency,  they  might 
be  Bulgect  to  undue  contml.  A  wealthy 
mertjumt  could  (under  the  existing  system) 
cn«t«  vgten  only  a  day  bdbie  tbo  e'    " 


S&I  UmpootDochs. 

ot  thoK  vha  ware  w«re  deidaed  b^  the 
Bill  to  maiuge  tbe  Dock-eitnts  of  Lirei- 
pool  The  Municipal  Reform  Bill  had 
wcured  the  municiptl  voters  from  such 
undue  inteipoaition.  They,  thereforej  were 
the  body  wnoae  reprejentatives  in  the  new 
couiudlj  should  manage  a  trust  co  important 
to  the  town  as  the  Dock  trust.  That  these 
poners  sbould  have  vested  in  (he  old  Cor- 
poration WBi  highly  objectionable.  That 
thcf  should  not  vest  in  the  new,  freely- 
sleeted,  and  responiible  body,  wai,  in  his 
opinion,  most  objectionable  also.  The 
Municipal  Beform  Bill  involved  the  con- 
centration irf  local  funds  in  the  hands  of 
the  Local  Council.  This  Bill  was  againit 
that  principle.  Was  it  against  no  other 
principle  of  the  Municipal  Reform  Bill? 
Vei.  If  there  was  one  element  of  that 
Bill  more  marked  and  more  essential  than 
the  rest,  it  was  this,— that  the  police  of  the 
towns  should  be  concentrated  in  the  new 
local  authorities.  The  police  was  the  organ 
of  good  governmeiit  in  the  town.  Yet  this 
Bill  continued  a  principle  of  separation  of 
the  poiice  of  Liverpool.  Tlie  Docks  of 
Liverpool,  nearly  all  of  tbem  open  to  the 
streets,  extended  for  three  miles  along  the 
town.  If  the  police  were  separated  into  a 
dock  police  and  a  town  police,  how  could  It 
act  with  due  uniformity  and  vigour,  or  be 
conducted  on  proper  principles  of  eamomy 
and  order?  The  Committee  on  this  Bill 
had  received  evidence  of  the  most  striking 
character  on  tliis  point.  Mr.  Mayne,  the 
diief  of  the  metropolitan  police,  bad  de- 
clared it  to  be  essential,  on  general  prin- 
ciples, that  both  polices  should  be  comlnned. 
He  considered  such  combination  the  soul  of 
a  tygUa  of  police.  The  superintendent  of 
the  police  at  Liverpool  declared  the  same 
on  his  local  knowled^.  So  did  the  magis- 
trates' clerk,  and  ibe  eminent  stipendiary 
magistrate,  Mr.  Hall,  who  now  presided  in 
the  courts  at  Liverpool.  To  this  over- 
powering evidence  no  answer,  either  of 
uct  or  of  areuraent,  was  given  by  their 
exponents.  Yet  the  Committee,  by  a  small 
majority,  carried  the  continuance  of  two 
separate  police  forces.  He  called  on  the 
House  to  assert  the  princ^iles  of  that  Bill ; 
to  act  upon  them;  to  devolve  on  the 
CouDcil  which  they  th^nselves  had  created, 
ths  pow«a  of  which  it  was  wwthy;  to 
concentrate  the  police;  and  consult  the 
lasting  interests  of  Liverpool. 

Viscount  SandoH  said,  diat  from  the 
iateicst  made  by  his  hon.  Ci^eague  and 
ptlms,  to  fill  the  benches  at  the  opposite 
side,  it  was  very  evident  that  the  intention 
mi  to  tun  tUfc  wliicb  wh  itrictlf  a  cnn* 
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menial  question,  into  a  party  (trogg^ ;  and 
he  regretted  to  peroeire  that  hon.  Memfaen 
connected  with  Government  should  sanc- 
tion a  proceeding  that  was  likely  to  be 
productive  of  the  most  serious  injury  to 
the  commercial  interests  of  the  countnr. 
The  trustees  of  the  Liverpool  Docks 
were  disposed  to  come  to  an  amicable 
and  satisfactory  arnmgement  with  the 
town-council,  and  for  that  purpose  had 
made  several  propositions  to  them,  and 
it  was  not  until  these  propositions  had 
been  rejected,  and  a]I  idea  of  an  amii>- 
able  termination  to  the  differences  hod 
disappeared,  by  the  town-council  insisting 
on  a  predominance  in  the  trust,  that  the 

Present  Bill  was  introduced  into  that 
louse.  There  had  been  an  ancient  struggle 
between  the  corporation  and  the  peopleiof 
Liverpool  on  this  subject.  In  ISAS,  and 
1820,  the  first  struggle  took  place,  when 
Mr.  Gladstone  endeavoured  to  wiaot  the 
control  of  the  trust  fVom  the  corporation  of 
that  time,  and  to  place  it  in  the  hands  of 
the  rale-payers,  on  the  grounds  that  the 
corporation  were  an  irresponsible  body, 
and  that  those  who  contributed  to  the  toUs 
had  the  best  right  to  see  tbem  dispensed. 
Mr.  Huskisson  soon  after  followed,  and  in- 
risted  on  the  same  riglit,  and  a  compromise 
took  place,  which  was  favourable  to  the 
rate-payers.  To  show  that  this  was  not  a 
political  question,  some  of  the  gentlemea 
now  in  ^le  town-council  coinaded  with 
the  views  of  the  trustees,  and  signed  tbeir 
names  to  a  document  to  that  effect ;  and  it 
was  not  until  they  had  found  that  by  tfaa 
pessingof  the  Municipal  Bill,  that  they  hod 
tlie  power  in  their  own  hands,  that  they 
changed  their  sentiments.  It  might  be 
said  that  the  case  was  materially  alteisd 
since  the  passing  of  that  Act;  but  he 
b^^  to  inquire  whether  the  town-cou^ 
cil  had  been  selected  by  the  rate-pavers, 
and  whether  tliey  were  responsible  to  them. 
Many  of  the  promoters  of  this  Sill  h^ 
been  the  political  friends  of  his  hon.  Col- 
league (Mr.  Ewart)  at  the  lost  election. 
Alt  that  was  desired  by  the  friends  of  the 
Bill  was,  that  9,000/.  or  10,0001.  should 
not  be  ^^tlied  to  the  general  puiposes  of 
the  police  c£  Liverpool,  wi^ot  any  a^ 
curity  that  the  property  of  the  Dock  Ccns- 
pany  wouU  be  dnly  protected.  That  it 
would  not  be  duly  protected  was  evid^it 
from  the  faet,  that  although  the  Dock  Com- 
paniea  of  London  umtributed  their  pra|ior-> 
tion  to  the  common  police  of  the  metri^U^ 
th^  were  obliged  to  maintain  a  ^wcmI 
pobce  to  guard  them  against  d^redatioB. 

Suiit  would  deubtlMi  betlw6iiela«ntftec 
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at  Liwrpwl,  if  tbs  amendment  wen  car- 
ried. If  the  pwKnt  Bill  wen  not  pawed, 
there  would  be  no  fit  and  responntdepennni 
to  Mohts  and  manBge  the  trust.  \^Criet  of 
"  Dmde,"  "  QM*Hon:'2 

Mr.  JoAm  Stanley  *aid,  if  ati^  party  seal 
were  shown  on  the  occarion,  it  wai  on  the 
nde  supported  bj  the  noble  Lord,  who 
himielf  wa>  no  Inefficient  or  indolent  cood- 
jntor.  As  to  the  measure  before  the  House, 
in  the  first  place  the  promoters  of  it  had 
departed  from  the  form  in  which  it  was 
originally  introduced,  and  had  re-modelled 
it  more  in  consonance  with  their  own  Tten 
and  wishes.  In  the  nest  place,  he  (Mi 
E.  J.  Stanley)  considered  the  rate-payers 
the  most  improper  persona  who  coutd  be 
conoemed  in  the  Liverpool  Docks;  while 
t^  town-council,  on  the  other  band,  had  a 
pramanent  iatereat  in  them.  The  rate- 
payers cared  nothing;  about  the  estafaliih- 
nient,  and  would  not  suffer  if  it  fell  ' 
ruin  to*morrow.  The  interest  of  the  ton 
council  was  identical  with  the  interests  of 
the  whole  town  of  Lirerpool.  Whoever 
might  he  ia  possession  of  the  Dochs,  care 
mutt  be  t^en  lest,  in  another  year,  a  i 
sure  should  sot  be  passed,  compelling  them 
to  reduce  the  dues  to  the  lowest  possible 
amount ;  for  if  they  did  not,  the  whole 
trade  of  the  port  of  Liverpool  might  be  en- 
dangered. As  a  representative  of  Cheshire, 
he  called  upon  hnn.  Hemben  to  unite  with 
him  in  rejecting  this  Bill.  If  it  were  not 
rejected,  it  would  be  impossible  hereafter 
to  reintroduce  the  clause,  so  mBterial  to  the 
interests  of  that  part  of  the  kingdom. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original  ques- 
tion: Ayes  173;  Noes  197 — Majority  S*. 

lAttofthe  Area. 

Agnew,  Sir  Andrew  Campbell,  Sir  H. 

Atsagier,  Captda  Canoii^,  Sir  S. 

Arbnthiwl,  Hoo.  H.  CarHvright,  W.  R. 

Ashley,  Lord  Chichester,  A. 

Ashley,  hon.  H.  ChJsholni,  A. 

Bapot,  hon.  W.  Clerk,  Sir  O. 

Bailey,  J.  Cole,  Viscount 

Balfour,  T.  Cole,  bon.  A.  H. 

Baring,  F.  ConoUy,  E.  M. 

Baringv  U.  Bingham  Corbelt,  T. 

Baring,  W.  Cony,  hon.  H,  T.  L. 

Baring,  Thomas  Crewe,  Sir  O. 

Beckett,  Sir  J.  Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 

Bell,  Matdiew  Damer,  D. 

Sethell,  Richard  Darlinn^too,  Bai)  of 

BUcfcbame,  I.  Dickj  Qaintin 

Bolliogi  William  Dotiin,  Abel  Rons 

Sonham,  R.  Francis  Duffield,  Thomti 

Bradshaw,  J.  Duooombe,  hon.  W. 

BranutonJ  T.  W.  East,  Jame*  Buller 

Cdcraftf  i'  U.  tMsv,  Ricbud  }, 


Egerloo,  Wm.  Tatton    Martii 

EgertOD,  Sir  P.  Meynell,  Captain 

Elley,SirJ.  "■       -  - '^ - 

Elwes,  J. 

Bntwisle,  John 

Estcourt,Thos.  O.  B. 

Feildi       "" 


Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Finch,  George 
Fleming,  John 
Forbes,  WiUiam 
Forester,  hon.  O.C.W. 
Forsier,  Charles  S. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T.  W, 
Gaskell,J.  Mines 
Gladstone,  Thomas 
Gladslooe,  W.  E. 
Oiynne,  Sit  S.  R. 
Gordon,  W. 
Gore,  O. 

Goulbam,  lion,  H. 
Goulburn,  Sergeant 
Graham,  Sir  J. 
Greene,  Thomas 
Greisley,  SirR. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grimslon,  hon.  E.  H. 
Hale,  Robert  B. 
Halford,  H. 
liaise,  James 
Hamillon,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hanmer,  Kir  J.,  bart. 
Harcourt,  G. 
Hardinge,  Sir  H. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hawkes,  Thomas 
Hay,  Sir  J.,  bart. 
Hayes,  Sir  E.S.,  bart. 
Heathcote,  G.J. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Hill,  Loid  Arthnr 
Hou  Ids  worth,  T. 
Hoy,  J.  B. 
Hughes,  Hughes 
Jackson,  Sergeant 
In^nro,  R. 
Inglis,  SirR.  H.,  bart. 
IrtoD,  Samuel 
Johnstone,  Sir  S, 
Jones,  W. 
Jones,  Theobald 
Kearsley,  J  H. 
Kirk,  Peter 
Knatchbull,  Sir  Ediv. 
Knighttey,  Sir  C. 
Lees,  J.  P. 
Lefroy,  Sergeant 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lowther,  Cot.  H.  C. 
Lowiher,  Lord 
Lowther,  J. 
Lucas,  Edward 
Lushington,  S.  R. 
Lyson,  boD.  ColH.B. 
Mabon,  Lord 
Manners,  Loid  C« 


Miles,  Philip  J. 
Mosley,  Sir  O.,  baH, 
Neeld,  J. 
Nicliol,  Dr. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Owen,  Sir  John,  hart. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Palmer,  George 
Palmer,  Robert 
Patten,  John  Wilton 
Peel,  Sir  Robert,  bart. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Pi  got,  Robert 
Plumplre,  J.P, 
Polhill,  Frederick 
Pollen,  Sir  J.,  bart. 
Praed,  James  B. 
Price,  fUchard 
Pringle,  A. 
Rae,  Sit  William,  bU 
Keid,  Sir  J.  Rae 
Richards,  J. 
Robinson,  G. 
Ross,  Charles 
Rusbbrook,  Colonel 
Russell,  C. 
Scarlett,  hon.  R. 
Scott,  Lord  J. 
Shaw,  F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Sibihorpe,  Colonel 
Smyth,  Sir  G.  H.,  bt 
Somerset,  Lord  E. 
Somerset,  Lord  G, 
Stanley,  Edward 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  Sir  M.S., bt. 
Sturl,  Henry  Charles 
Tennent,  J.  E. 
Thomas,  Colonel 
Treoch,  Sir  Frederick 
Trevor,  hon.  Arthur 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Twiss,  H. 
Tyrrell,  Sir  J. 
Vere,  SirC.  B.,  hart. 
Vesey,  hon.  Thomas 
Vivian,  John  Ennts 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R,  R. 
Wall,  Charles  Baring 
Walter,  John 
West,  J.  B. 
Wilbraham,  hon.  B. 
Williams,  T.  P. 
Wodehouie,  E. 
Wood,  Colonel 
Wortley,  hon.  J.S. 
Wynn,  rt.  hoo.  C.  W. 
Wyno,  Sir  W. 
YooQg,  G.  F. 
Young,  J. 


Sandoa,  Lord 
£(eitoii>  lAidfteii 
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Lilt  of  the  NoEB. 
Adam,  Sir  C. 
AslioDby,  H.  A. 
Ainsnortli,  P. 
Anton,  O. 
Butbaw,  John 
"^1,  Edwird 


Baldwin,  Dr. 
B>li.N. 
Bannennan,  A. 
Barclay,  David 
BariDg,  F.  Ttiomhill. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Barry,  G.  S. 
Beaucleric,  Major 
Bellevr,  Richard  M. 
BfiDoell,  J. 
Bentincli,  Lord  W. 
Berkeley,  hon.  F. 
BewM,  T. 
Biddulp,  R. 
Bish,  TliomaB 
Blackburne,  J. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
filamire,  W. 
Bodkis,  J. 

B««e«,J. 

Bowrios,  Or. 

Brady,  D.C. 

Bridcceraan,  H. 

Brodia,W.  B, 

Broth  en  on,  J. 

Browne,  R.  D. 

Bailor,  C. 

Boiler,  E. 

Burtoo,  Henry  P. 

Buller,  hon.  P. 

Byng,G.S. 

Callagban,  D. 

Campbell,  Sir  J. 

Campbell,  W.  P. 

Catendish.hon.G.H. 

Cayley,  Ed'iard  5. 

Chalmers,  P. 

Chapmao,  M.  L. 

Clay,  William 

Clire,  Edward  B. 

Clire,  Viscount 

Cli*e,  hon.  H.  H. 

Codringlon,  Sir  E. 

Collier,  loho 

Conyngham,  Lont  A> 

Crawford,  Wra.  S. 

Cnwford,  William 

Corieia,  Edward  B. 

Dalmeny,  Lord 

DepoiaoD,  J.  Evelyn 


DuDcombe,  T.  S. 
Duodas,  hon.  J.  C. 
Dasdaa,boi).  T. 
Dundaa,  J.  Deanes 
Edwarda,  CotoneL 
Elphinstone,  Howard 
Evani,  0. 
FiuktriVr  J9l»>  I*' 


Fergus.  John 
FerguaoD,  Sir  R. 
Ferguson,  Robert 
Fergnsson,  rt.  hn.  C. 
FiUgibbon,  hon.  B. 
Finn,  Will.  FrancU 
FiUroy,  Lord  Cbarlea 
FitzsimoD,  Chris. 
Fitzsimon,  N. 
Fort,  John 
French,  F. 
Gaskell,  Daniel 
Goring,  H.  D. 
Grattan,  J. 
Grattan,  H. 
Grey,  Sir  G.,  bart. 
GrosTEnor,  Lord  R. 
Orote,  George 
Guest,  J. 
Gully,  John 
HarvBy,  D.  W. 
Hay,  Sir  Andrew  L. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Hobhouse.rt.hon.SirJ. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Holland,  E. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hume,  J. 
Jervis,  J. 
Johnston,  Andrew 
Labouchere,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Lambton,  H. 
Langton,  Wra.  Gore 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lefevre,  C.  S. 
Lennard,  Thomas  B. 
Usier,  Ellis  Cuntifie 
Loch,  J. 

Lushinglon,  Charles 

Lynch,  Andrew  U.  S. 

Macteod,  R. 

M'Namara,  Major 

Mangles,  J. 

Manoribanks,  S. 

Marshall,  W. 

Marslaod,  Henry 

Maule,  hon.  F. 

Methuen,  Paul 

Morpeth,  Lord  Vis. 

Morrison,  James 

Moaiyn,  hon,  E. 

Mullins,  F.  W. 

Murray,  rl.  hoo.  J.  A. 

Nagte,  Sir  Richd. 

O'Brien,  C. 

O'Coonell,  D. 

O'Connell,  John 

O'Connetl,  M  J. 

O'Connell,  Morgan 

O'Conor,  Don 

O'Ferral,  Rich.  More 

Oliphant,  L. 

aLoghlin,  H. 

Ord,  W.  H. 

Oswald,  J. 

Pipt,F. 


(COMMONS}      ConmvLla^am^Titlm.      tfiS 
Thompson,  Col. 
Tbomely,  T. 
Tooke,  W. 
Towuley,  R.  G. 
Tracey,  Charles  H. 
Trelawney,  Sir  W.  L. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Turner,  W. 
Tynte,  J.  K. 
Vemey,  Sir  H.,  bart. 
Villieia,SirCharieaP. 
Wakley.T. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Walker,  Richard 
Wallace,  Robert 
Warburton,  H. 
Waion,  B. 

Westenra,  hon.  J.  C. 
Wigney,  I.  N. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Wilde,  Mr.  Serg«Mit 
Williams  W. 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Williams,  Sir  J. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
WtnningtOD,Capl.H. 
Wood,  C. 
Woulfe,  Mr. 
Wrighlson,  W. 
Wroitesley,  Sir  J. 
Wyse,  T. 


PaAer.J. 

Pamell,  rt.  hn.  Sir  H. 
Parrotl,  Jasper 
Psiiison,  J. 
Pease,  Joseph 
Pechell,  Capt.  R. 
Pelham,  hon.  0.  A. 
PendarTes,E.W.  W. 
F^illips,  C.  M. 
Pioney,  W. 
Potter,  R. 
Power,  J. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Rice,  rt.  hon.T.  S. 
Koche,  W. 
Roche,  D. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Rolfe,  Sir  M.  R. 
Rundle,  J. 
Russell,  Lord 
Ruih*en,  E. 
Sanford,  E.  A. 
Scott,  Sir  £.  D. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seale,  Colonel 
Sharpe,  Gen. 
Shell,  R.  L. 
Smith,  B. 
Stenart,  H. 
Strutl,  E. 
Smart,  V. 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Tulfourd,  Sergeant 
Tancred,  H.  W.  Ei 

Tliomsoo,rt.hn,C.P.    8t 
The  Bill  thrown  out. 


COHHUTATIOK  OF  TlTHEB  (EHBLANd).] 

Lord  John  Russell  moved  the  order  of  the 
day  iat  the  further  consideration  of  the 
Report  on  the  Cominutution  of  Tithes  BUI. 

Mr.  Thtmat  Duncombe  presented  a  peti- 
tion from  Ware  against  the  payment  of 
amall  tithes.  He  would  take  that  oppor- 
tunity of  asking  the  noble  Lord  whether 
he  meant  to  introduce  any  Bill  this  session 
for  the  abolition  of  personal  tithes? 

Lord  John  Russell  was  understood  to 
say  that  he  had  such  a  Bill  in  preparation. 

Mr-  Arthur  Trevor  wished  to  call  the 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
the  clause,  which  appointed 
irs  to  carry  this  act  into  esecti- 
thought  it  most  important  for 
the  interest  of  all  parties  concerned,  hut 
more  especially  for  the  interest  of  the 
clergy,  Uiat  it  should  be  known  who  the 
Commiauoners  were  to  be.  By  the  BUI  as 
it  now  stood,  they  might  be  Roman  Csr- 
tholics,  or  Dissenters,  or  Jews,  or  penont 
of  any  other  persuasion.  Now,  he  held  it 
essentially  necessary  that  these  commia- 
sionen  should  be  members  of  the  Church 
of  England  u  hf  kw  ctttUUied.    Be 

.■.,C.ooqIc 
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wu  aware  Utat  tie  view  he  haA  taken  f  that  the  measure  thenbefoze  the  Houae  wu 
this  Buhject  differed  widely  from  the  opi-  a  settlement  of  a  question  between  two  di«_ 
nion  of  other  hon.  Members;  at  the  same  j  puling  parties  who  could  not  asree,  and  he 
dme,  conceiving  it  to  be  a  matter  of  great  ;  did  not  ace  why  the  public  should  be  called 
importance,  he  should  move,  that  after  the  '.  upon  to  pay  for  the  arrangement  of  their 
words  "  it  shall  be  lawful  to  appoint  two  '  dispute  by  the  Legislature.  He  thought 
fit  pentous"  the  words  "  being  members  of  ,  it  would  very  much  expedite  and  promote 
the  Church  of  England  as  by  law  esta-  the  voluntary  i:nmmutation  of  titlie  if  the 
blished''  be  inserted.  I  costs  of  arbitratiun  were  to  be  paid  by  the 

Lord  John  Biutell  considered  such  an  '  patties  themselves— namely,  the  parson  and 
amendment  altogether    unnecessary,    and  j  the  lay  impTopriators. 
should  oppose  it.  I      The  House  divided  on  Mr.  Hume's  mo- 

Mr.  Anhur  Trevor  would  divide  the  lion: — Ayes  10 ;  NoestiO;  Majority  50. 
House  on  it;  a  division  accordingly  took  The  Solicitor- General  proposed  the  in- 
pluce: — Ayes  19;  Noes  58;  Majority  39.  troduction  of  a  proviso  at  the  end  of  Clause 
Mr,  Hume  wished  to  call  the  attention  35,  relating  to  the  modiiictition  of  special 
of  the  House  to  the  9th  Clause,  which  '  eases,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  the  Com- 
enacted  that  the  salaries  of  the  Commis-  missiuners  power  in  cases  where  the  titfae> 
■ioners,  &c.,  and  all  other  expenses  at- 
tendant   upon   the   operation   of  the    Act, 


were  to  be  paid  out  of  the  consolidated 
fund.  Now  to  this  he  was  decidedly  op- 
posed, and  he  did  not  see  why  the  parties 
mterested  in  the  settlement  of  the  tithe 
(Question  shonld  not  pay  a  rate  in  propor- 
tion to  the  amount  settled,  for  the  purpose 
of  defraying  these  expenses.  It  was  sup- 
nosed  that  £)th  parties  would  be  benefitted 
ay  this  Bill,  it  was  supposed,  too,  that  the 
public  eenerally  would  be  benefitted  ;  but 
even  allowing  that  they  would,  he  did  not 
think  that  the  consolidated  fund  xhould  be 
reaorted  to  so  very  frequently  as  it  had  been. 
He  should  tberafore  move,  that  the  re- 
mainder of  the  clause  after  the  words 
"  shall  be  paid"  be  omitted,  for  the'purpose 
of  inserting  words  to  this  efiect— "  out  of  a 
ntte  chargeable  on  those  interested  in  the 
award  of  the  Commissioners,  in  sucfa  a 
manner  that  all  aforesaid  expenses  may  be 
equally  and  justly  borne." 

Lord  John  RuMell  believed  the  proper 
time  for  the  hon.  Member  to  move  such  an 
amendment  would  be  on  the  re-commit- 
tnent  of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  was 
quite  right  in  bis  opinion  respecting  the 
consolidated  fund  regarding  bills  generally ; 
but  in  thia  instance  he  (Lord  John  Rut* 
sell)  did  not  see  how  they  could  impoae 
tbeae  charges  upon  particular  individuals. 

Mr.  Hume  would  mo' 
jecomtDitted. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  veir  much  doubted 
this  instance  the  propnety  of  attempting 


had  taken  a  less  amount  than  the 
composition  originally  agreed  upon,  in  any 


impose 


the 


upon  Kriy  particular  class.     It  was  the  set- 
tlement of  a  great  national  question,  and 
lie  thought  it  but  just  that  the  expenses 
thould  be  paid  out  of  the  national  fund, 
Mr.  Thomat  Duncombe  was  of  opinion. 


year  during  the  last  seven  years,  to  fix  that 
diminished  amount  as  the  rate  of  payment 
in  future. 

Sir  Jiobert  Inglit  thought  it  would  be 
very  unfur  to  the  tithe-owner  to  take  ad« 
vantage  of  his  liberality  to  the  tithe-payer. 

The  proposition  was  agreed  to. 

Lord  John  Rvtsell  s^d,  it  was  hia  in- 
tention to  propose  that  in  cases  where  com- 
positions, either  from  the  length  of  time 
they  had  been  in  esbtence,  or  from  other 
circumstances,  were  either  too  high  or  too 
low,  to  give  the  ComroisaioDers  a  fuller 
power  to  deal  with  such  as  appeared  to  be 
fraudulent  or  collusive,  according  to  the 
best  of  their  judgment. 

Mr.  William  Cranjbrd  gmi,  he  had  been 
induced  to  give  a  great  deal  of  attention  to 
this  sulnect  by  an  accidental  circnmstance. 
He  had  become  acquainted  with  the  case 
of  a  rectory  in  Surrey,  the  composition  for 
the  tithes  of  which  was  very  inadequate. 
During  the  last  seven  years,  comparing  it 
with  the  price  of  the  produce,  the  propor- 
tion of  tithe  which  the  rector  got  was  as 
forty  to  100.  Taking  the  expense  of  col- 
lection, and  all  other  charges,  at  fourteen 
per  cent.,  which  he  was  sure  would  be 
more  than  sufficient,  there  remained  86/, 
out  of  every  100^.  in  the  hands  of  the 
that  the  Bill  be  |  tithe-payer,  who,  according  to  the  amount 
of  composition,  would  pay  only  forty-eight 
parts,  and  retain  thirty-eight  parts  of  the 
tithe  justly  due  to  the  rector.  He  believed 
this  case  was  not  an  uncommon  one,  and 
therefore  he  was  glad  that  the  noble  Lord 
was  disposed  to  meet  it. 

Mr.  Blamire  thought  the  proposition 
calculated  to  do  a  ereat  deal  of  good;  but 
he  believed  that  wnen  the  Bill  came  into 


>  of  defraying  the  expense 
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operation  tbe  Commusiiniers  would  find 
man^  difficulties  spring  up,  wliich  were 
never  anticipated.  He  thought  it  would 
be  an  improveinent  upon  the  plan  of  the 
noble  Lord  if  the  Commiraioners,  when 
they  met  with  cases  of  difGcuIty,  not  fairly 
provided  for,  were  required  to  suspend 
their  decision,  and  to  institute  an  inquiry 
snd  report  thereon  to  the  Government. 
This  would  prevent  the  necessity  of  giving 
them  too  much  discretionary  power,  to 
which  he  believed  many  hon.  Members 
were  opposed. 

Mr.  Edward  Butler  was  satisfied  with 
the  proposition.  He  did  not  tliink  the 
discretionary  power  to  be  reposed  in  the 
Commismoners  too  large.  In  regard 
such  cases  as  those  alluded  to,  it  would 
be  found,  that  by  a  subsequent  clause  of 
the  Bill  the  Commissioners  were  required 
to  compare  the  compositions  under  consi- 
deration with  the  average  rale  of  composi- 
tion in  neighbouring  parishes. 

Mr.  Goulburn  expressed  a  fear  that  these 
speoal  provisions  would  be  productive  of 
serious  inconveniences  to  many  clergymen. 
Since  the  House  had  not  adopted  the  vo- 
iuntory  principle,  but  had  decided  in  favour 
of  a  compulsory  payment  of  tithes,  be 
thousbt  the  Commissioners  ooriit  to  he 
Testra  with  ample  discretion-  He  trusted 
also,  that  by  whomsoever  they  might  be 
appointed,  they  would  be  men  of  fi) 
int^rity,  abUity,  and  high  charactei 
clergy  were  moat  ansious  for  an  amicable 
adjustment  of  this  question  ;  they  asked  no 
estTBordinsry  favour,  no  partiality ;  but, 
Oft  the  other  hand,  they  were  entitled  to 
all  the  protection  which  the  Government 
Commissiimers  could  afford  to  them. 

Lord  EbringUm  quite  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  being  convinced 
that  the  success  of  the  measure  wholly  de- 
pended  upon  the  character  and  qualifica- 
tions of  the  commissioners. 

Mr.  Lennard  believed  the  clause  would 
be  very  bcneficiil  to  both  titbe-Kiwners  and 
payers.  He  was  doubtful,  however,  whe- 
ther it  would  sufficiently  meet  the  case  of 
landlords  of  small  estates,  who  would  be- 
come responsible  for  the  payment  of  tiihei, 
tud  be,  as  it  were,  mere  bailifls  for  tho 
tithe- receive. 

The  amendment  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord  was  agreed  to. 

lause  S7  being 
consideration  of  the  Ho 

Mr.  Jerna  said,  there  would  be  consider- 
able difficulty  in  applying  this  clause  to  the 
wealds  of  Kent  and  Sussex.     For  esampli 


of  wood  gfown  for  hop-poles  ?  On  these 
the  average  of  the  last  seven  years  would 
never  operate  with  justice.  He  tbou^t 
that  with  respect  to  such  cases  the  Cma^ 
missionen  should  be  left  a  discretionary 
power,  and  be  permitted  to  take  the  titho 
according  to  the  district,  or  according  to  the 
fonn,  just  as  they  roisht  find  upon  uiquirjr 
to  be  the  practice  of  the  place. 

Lord  John  RutteU  said,  that  the  wealds 
of  Kent  and  Sussex  were  generally  exempt 
from  tithe,  but  there  stiD  might  remain 
some  difficulty  as  to  coppice  woMs. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  it  was  monstrous  that 
fruit  and  the  produce  of  gardens  should  be 
subjected  to  tithe,  they  being  the  result  of 
an  amount  of  capital  vastly  greater  than 
was  applied  to  land  used  for  other  purposes. 
As  respected  gardens,  the  average  c^  the 
last  ten  or  seven  years  could  he  no  fair 
rule,  the  more  especially  as  the  increasing 
facilities  for  the  transport  of  garden  pro- 
duce would  materially  alter  the  value  of 
earden  ^ound.  As  respected  Uiii  part  of 
the  subject,  it  might  be  difficult  to  alter 
existing  practices,  but  be  hoped  that  new 
ground  would  be  protected. 

Sic  Robert  Peel  remarked,  that  as  ibis 
qnestion  stood  oa  separate  grounds,  and 
the  noble  Lord  found  great  difficulty  ia 
dealing  with  it,  it  had  better  be  treated  u 
a  special  case,  and  he  therefore  ihonghi  it 
would  be  more  advisable  to  leave  th« 
words  "  coppice  wood"  out  of  this  dauoe, 
and  allow  the  Commiasionen,  after  ao  in- 
quiry on  the  subject  to  suggest  what 
seemed  to  them  the  best  mode  of  dealing 
with  this  difficulty. 

Lord  John  Runell  consented  to  this 
proposition,  and  the  words  "coppice 
wood"  were  struck  out  of  the  clause, 
which  was  agreed  to. 

Clause  .18,  which  provides  for  the  com 
of  charge  of  culture  of  hop-grounda  and 
market-gardens,  being  pn^sed. 

Mr.  Huma  observed,  that  be  agreed  with 
the  clause  as  far  as  the  word  "  land"  in 
in  (he  40th  line,  but  what  followed  waa 
bolly  against  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
which  was,  lo  make  a  settlement  once  for 
all  of  the  tithe  question,  in  order  to  gire 
an  opportunity  oF  improving  the  lantTby 
an  application  of  capital.  All  land  wbicb 
might  be  cultivated  as  garden-grounds  or 
hop-grounds  afler  the  commutation  wer« 
to  be  subjected  to  bo  additional  rent- 
harge.  Now  be  objected  lo  this  taxation 
if  capital,  ond  he  should  ihererore  move 
that  all  that  part  of  the  clause  after  the 
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Lord  /oA»  Ruitell  was  quite  ready  to 
■dmit  that  tbii  clauie  «bs  in  oppositioD  to 
the  general  principle  of  the  Bill,  but  he 
introduced  the  exception  because  a  depu- 
tation or  the  constituents  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  waited  on  him  to 
lepreaent  the  peculiar  hardship  of  their 
case.  He  explained  to  the  market  gar- 
deners the  general  principle  of  the  Bill — 
Bamely,  that  a  rent-charge  was  to  be  pay- 
able on  the  aterage  of  the  last  seven 
J  ears,  upon  which  their  representation  to 
im  was,  that  they  having  expended  a 
large  capital  on  the  improvement  of  their 
market  gardens,  if  this  principle  were 
acted  upon  they  would  continue  liable  to 
a  very  heavy  charge,  while  the  owners  of 
arable  land  or  commoa  land  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood, paying  a  ver^  low  tithe  com- 
position, would  come  into  competition 
with  them,  and  they  would  be  ruined. 
He  was  extremely  reluctant  to  introduce 
this  exception  into  the  Bill,  bnt  when 
the  hon.  Member's  coostituenls  pressed 
bim  so  strongly,  be,  very  much  against 
hia  wilt,  gave  way  on  this  point.  He  bad, 
therefore  made  this  provision,  that  when 
land  was  brought  into  cultivation  as 
marttet-garden  ground,  or  hop-ground,  it 
abould  be  liable  to  the  same  payment 
which  the  flame  kind  of  land  was  to  pay 
BOW.  "Hiis  was  one  point  of  view  in  which 
the  question  might  be  considered ;  bitt 
there  was  also  another  view  of  the  subject. 
The  hon.  Member  did  not  object  to  the 
first  part  of  the  clause.  He  said,  it  was 
quite  fair  that  when  land  ceased  to  be 
cultivated  as  a  market-garden,  it  should 
cease  to  pay  the  extraordinary  rent-charge, 
but  that,  if  arable  land  was  cultivated  as 
market-garden  land,  it  should  not  pay  a 
bigher  tithe  than  it  did  before — a  proposi- 
lioa  in  which  there  was  neither  fairness 
nor  justice.  If  the  hou.  Member  meant 
to  say  that  market-gardens  should 
liable  for  ever  to  the  higher  amount  of 
lithe-composition,  but  that  all  persons  who 
were  not  liable  now  should  never  be  liable, 
he  could  understand  that  ai^ument,  but 
to  make  this  one-sided  proposition  wss 
not  agreeable  to  common  sense  or  com- 
mon fairness. 

Mr.  Waritmrlon  did  not  think  that  the 
nobte  Lord  had  fairly  put  the  argument  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Middle- 
sex, because  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was 
not  to  throw  any  obstacle  in  the  way  of 
the  extraordinary  application  of  capital  by 
hicieariDg  the  tithe  on  account  of  the  im- 
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provement  of  land.  Whether  his  FViend, 
the  Member  for  Middlesex,  or  any  one 
one  else,  had  made  representation!  to  the 
noble  Lord,  he  wished  he  had  attended  to 
the  principles  of  his  own  Bill.  There 
might  be  other  persons  who  had  made  re- 
presentations, there  were  the  hop  proprie- 
tors as  well  as  the  market  gaideneni 
affected  by  this  clause,  and  what  was  this 
but  an  endeavour  to  maintain  the  mono- 
poly of  the  existing  hop-growers  in  favour 
of  Worcestershire,  Kent,  Surrey,  or  any 
other  part  of  England  which  was  a  district 
for  hop  cultivation  ?  This  was  against  the 
principle  on  which  the  Bill  was  founded, 
and  was  a  proof  that  it  would  have  been 
better  to  adopt  hi»(Mr.  Warburton's)  plan 
to  get  rid  of  tithes  altogether,  throwingr 
the  burden  on  the  consolidated  fund,  and 
getting  quit  of  the  difficulty  in  this  wav. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  observed,  that  if,  wten 
they  came  to  discuss  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member,  he  had  not  more  cogent 
arguments  to  adduce  tfaan  those  which  he 
had  now  employed,  a  more  futile  motion 
could  never  have  been  made;  and,  as  ha 
had  put  forward  these  arguments  in  ad- 
vance, he  presumed  that  they  were  the 
most  efficient  which  he  had  at  his  com- 
mand. But  be  would  inquire,  if  this  ex- 
ception applied  to  hop-grounds  why  should 
it  not  apply  to  market-gardens?  And 
where  was  the  injustice  if  hop-grounds 
and  market-gardens  were  put  on  the  same 
footing?  The  hon.  Member  seemed  to 
assume  that  all  market-gardeners  were 
small  freeholders,  each  cultivatiog  their 
acre  of  land,  and  that  their  interests  were 
to  be  neglected  because  they  were  humble 
people.  But  he  apprehended,  that,  al- 
though the  market-gardeners  cultivated  a 
small  portion  of  land,  the  owner  of  that 
land  might  be  a  very  ricj)  roan,  possestinr 
a  great  quantity  of  this  kind  of  ground^ 
let  out  to  ten  an  Is -at-will,  and  woatever 
advantsge  would  be  derived  if  the  boa. 
Member's  proposition  were  agreed  to, 
would  not  oenefit  the  tenant-al-will,  but 
the  great  proprietor,  for  they  might  depend 
upon  it  that  when  the  land  was  out  of 
lease  he  would  have  the  advantage.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  get  rid  of  an  nn> 
certain  charge  on  the  application  of  capital 
to  land,  and  that  if  a  large  amount  of 
capital  were  expended  in  the  improvement 
of  land,  it  should  not  be  subjected  to  the 
payment  of  the  value  of  one-tenth  of  the 
produce,  bat  of  a  definite  sura.  The  Bill 
divided    the    chalet    made   upon  the' 
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land  in  lien  of  tith«,  into  two  clawes, 
an  ordinary  and  eslraordinary  charge) 
but  the  extraordinary  wa>  equally  de- 
finite  vith  the  ordinary  charge.  It 
vould  not  be  an  uncertain  suin,  varying 
with  the  amount  of  produce,  but  as- 
certained and  fixed.  One  would  indeed 
exceed  the  other,  but  each  would  be 
equally  deRnrte. 

Mr.  Jervis  contended,  that  the  clause 
was  in  oppoailioD  to  the  principle  of  this 
Bill,  as  it  would  check  the  expenditure  of 
capital  upon  land.  It  was  quite  right 
that  garden-gtound  and  hop-ground  should 
pay  the  extraordinary  charge  as  long  as 
they  remained  under  that  mode  of  eulliva- 
tioD ;  but,  that  ground  which  would  now 
have  to  pay  the  ordinary  charge  should 
be  subjected  to  an  extraordinary  payment 
when  improved  by  the  applieatioa  of 
capital  was  wholly  tniscbieTous  in  prin- 
ciple, and  inconsistent  with  the  Bill  itself. 
The  fact  was,  this  clause  wai  introduced 
merely  because  a  deputation  of  bop- 
growen  had  waited  on  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  Benelt  expressed  bis  wish  to  do 
justice  to  all  parties,  and  if  the  market- 
gardeners  were  injured  by  the  Bill,  he 
would  give  tbern  compensation,  but  he 
could  not  agree  to  an  exception  which 
would  lay  an  embargo  on  the  whole  land 
of  the  kingdom.  They  were  prohibited 
by  this  clause  from  converting  their  lands 
into  gardens  or  growing  hops.  When 
railroads  were  established,  land  fifty  or 
sixty,  or  even  100  miles  off,  might  come 
into  competition  with  the  market-gardens 
near  the  metropolis,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  hops  would  be  grown  in  other  coun- 
ties than  those  in  which  they  were  now 
cultivated.  The  principle  of  the  Bill, 
which  was  very  ably  laid  down  by  the 
noble  Lord  in  bringing  forward  the  mea- 
■ure,  was  to  take  Iff  the  embargo  of  taxa- 
tion opoD,  and  encourage  the  outlay  of 
capital.  By  the  adoption  of  this  proposi- 
tion injury  would  be  done  to  so  lasting  an 
extent,  as  to  make  the  Bill  wholly  different 
from  what  it  was  originally. 

Sir  Bobert  Price  supported  the  original 
clause,  which,  in  his  judgment,  was  of 
considerable  utility.  The  amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  would,  if 
carried,  operate  as  a  great  fraud  upon  the 
tilhe-ownets  of  the  country. 

Mr,  Aglionby  admitted  that  the  question 
waa  one  of  great  difficulty,  but  he  thought 
no  person  could  have  attended  to  the 
observations  just  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wiltshire  (Mr.  Benett),  without 
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feeling  bound  to  vote  for  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex. He  hoped  the  House  would  not  con- 
sent to  sacrifice  the  great  principle  of  the 
Bill  for  the  sake  of  serving  the  interests  of 
a  few  individuals. 

Colonel  Thompion  thought  the  claufe* 
instead  of  involving  the  principle  of  fair- 
ness which  had  been  attributed  to  it,  gave 
two  boons  at  once  to  the  possessors  of  old 
hop  and  garden-ground,  and  to  nobody 
else.  It  first  relieved  them  from  the  cod- 
tinuance  of  the  full  rate  in  the  event  of 
their  land  being  wrought  out,  end  then 
guarded  them  against  the  competition  of 
their  neighbours  who  might  have  land, 
which  the  removal  of  the  burthen  of  lithe 
would  bring  into  pro&table  cullivation  for 
hops  and  gardens.  He  could  appeal  to 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  whether  in 
any  share  he  had  taken  in  the  debates  oil 
the  present  subject,  he  had  not  ahowa  a 
friendly  disposition  to  the  tithe-owners  and 
to  the  church  ;  and  be  therefore  said  with 
more  cooGdence,that  he  did  not  believe  the 
church  was  at  tbe  bottom  of  this  demand 
for  the  preservation  of  the  principle  of  tithe 
in  a  particular  case,  or  would  make  any 
objections  to  the  first  part  of  the  clause 
without  the  last.  It  was  tbe  owners  of  old 
hop  and  garden  grounds  vertus  the  owner* 
of  new,  with  a  view  to  keeping  them  oot 
of  the  market,  and  thus  depriving,  tha 
public  of  the  advantage  they  ought  to  have 
derived  from   the  removal  of  the  tltlie- 

Major  Beauclerh  observed,  that  the  only 
difficulty  arose  from  the  waul  of  a  proper 
definition  of  the  words  "  market- garden." 
Unless  those  words  were  properly  defined, 
thousands  of  persons  would  spring  up,  and 
by  changing  the  cultivation  of  their  land* 
effect  a  fraud  on  the  tithe-ownere,  by 
obtaining  an  exemption  from  tithes. 

The  Solicitor  Ganiral  supported  th« 
clause  as  it  stood  in  tbe  Bill.  The  cUuie 
was  founded  in  justice,  and  would  work 
beneficially  to  the  whole  commanity. 

Mr,  Slritet  remarked,  that  the  eSact  of 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  fot 
Middlesex  was  to  abolish  this  species  of 
tithes  altogether.  If  such  was  the  object 
of  the  hon.  Member,  he  be^ed  of  bin  to 
make  the  proposition  directly,  and  then  it 
could  be  fairly  met  and  disposed  of,  instead 
of  by  this  side<wind,  circuitous,  and  ex- 
pensive mode  of  effecting  that  object.  If 
the  amendment  was  carried,  a  man  had 
only  to  change  his  mode  of  cultivating  his 
lands  to  be  exempt  from  tithes,  aira  to 
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prevent  tbis  injustice  to  tithe-owners  he 
abould  support  the  clEtuae  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  Hwne,  before  the  House  divided; 
wished  to  set  himself  right  in  respect  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Home  Department.  The 
noble  Lord  had  stated,  tSiat  this  clause 
was  the  mere  adoption  of  the  proposition 
of  the  deputation  which  had  wailed  upon 
him  on  this  subject.  He  must  be  allowed 
to  say,  that  the  proposition  made  by  him 
on  behalf  of  the  deputation  was,  that 
garden-ground  should  be  placed  on  the 
fame  footing  as  similar  land  adjoining  it, 
and  that  hi*  whole  argument  had  been 
gainst  the  injustice  of  giving  to  the  cler- 
gyman a  tithe  upon  the  capital  expended 
and  employed.  If  the  clause  were  his,  he 
would  now  moat  readily  gi»e  it  up. 

The  House  divided  on  the  amendment 
—Ayes  23  ;  Noes  104— Majority  81. 

Mr.  Warburton  moved  a  proviso,  to  bi 
added  to  the  clause,  to  the  efiect  that  all 
gardens,  not  being  cottage-gardens,  should 
be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  market-gai 
dens,  for  all  the  purposes  of  this  Bill. 

Proriso  rejected,  and  clause  agree  to  . 

On  the  49[h  Clause, 

Mr.  Oonlbvrn  said,  that  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  was,  that  the  reat-chai^e  should  be 
estimated  with  reference  to  the  value  re- 
ceived for  tithe  during  the  last  seven 
years.  Now,  it  so  happened,  that  in  pa- 
rishes where  there  was  a  great  extent  of 
common,  a  lar^  portion  of  the  Vicar's 
tithes  were  derived  from  that  common. 
He  received  the  tithe  on  the  milk  of  the 
cows,  and  on  the  wool  of  the  sheep  which 
fed  on  the  common.  These,  then,  were 
tithes  paid  on  cattle  belonging  to  small 
cottagers.  The  apportionment  clause  di- 
rected that  the  total  amount  of  the  rent- 
charge  should  be  apportioned  among  the 
lands  of  each  parish.  Now,  he  did  not 
aee  how  it  was  to  be  apportioned  over  the 
common  land,  or  to  whom  the  tithe-owner 
would  have  the  right  of  applying  for  the 
payment  of  his  tithe.  Was  the  lord  of 
the  manor  to  be  liable?  If  the  tithes 
;eed 
that 
om- 
who 
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Hr,  H«n«  said,  that  he  considered  the 
proporltoDs  of  wheat,  barley,  and  oat^ 
for  the  valuation  of  the  rent-charge  ought 
to  be  altered;  and  that  the  proporiioni 
ought  to  be  one-half  of  wheat,  one  quar- 
ter of  barley,  and  ooe  quarter  of  oats, 

Mr.  Povlell  Thomson  observed,  that 
that  point  had  been  fully  discussed  in 
Committee. 

Mr.  Goulbum  thought  that  the  clause 
would  materially  affect  the  security  of  the 
clergyman's  income,  because  it  permitted 
the  rent-chaige,  instead  of  being  laid  on 
the  whole  of  the  land  belonging  to  one 
estate,  to  be  apportioned  on  a  certain  part 
of  the  land,  provided  the  value  of  that 
part  should  be  equal  to  double  the  value 
of  the  tithe  due  for  the  whole  estaU. 
Now,  he  thought  that  the  clergyman's 
income  would  be  much  less  secure,  if  it 
were  made  to  proceed  from  only  a  part, 
and  not  from  the  whole  of  the  land.  If 
the  value  of  that  part  a(  the  land  should 
fall,  or  if  the  land  itself  should  cease  to  ha 
cultivated,  the  incumbent  might  be  re- 
duced to  utter  destitution. 

Sir  /.  Wrottesley  said,  that  such  an 
apportionment  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  had  alluded  to  could  not  take  place 
without  the  consent  of  the  tithe-owner; 
and  the  value  of  the  portion  of  land  on 
which  the  rent-charge  might  be  laid  must 
be  not  merely  double,  but  at  the  leust 
double  of  the  value  of  the  tithe  due  on 
the  entire  estate. 

Lord  John  RusieU  said,  he  bad  no 
objection,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wished  it,  to  make  it  necessary  that  the 
value  of  the  particular  portion  of  land  on 
which  the  rent-charge  might  be  placed 
should  be  at  least  three  times  more  than 
the  value  of  the  tithes  due  for  the  entire 
estate. 

Amendment  to  that  effect  adopted. 

Sir  Robert-  Peel  said,  that  the  alleged 
grievance  in  Ireland  was,  that  parlies  were 
called  on  to  maintain  a  Church  from 
which  they  derived  no  benefit.  Now,  let 
the  House  consider  what  might  be  the 
operation  of  the  present  clause  fifty  or  1 00 
years  hence.  He  saw  nothing  in  the 
clause  to  prevent  tithe  due  on  land  in  one 
parish  from  being  apportioned  on  tithe 
situate  within  a  different  parish.  Now,  if 
a  Dissenter  should  become  possessed  of 
the  land  thus  subject  to  tithe,  he  would 
certainly  have  a  greater  grievance  to 
complain  of  than  that  which  it  was 
alleged  the  Calbolics  of  Ireland  laboured 
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tinder,  for  he  would  have  to  pay  not  only 
ft>r  t*>e  lupport  ofa  Church  from  which  he 
derived  no  benefit,  but  he  wouli)  also  be 
compelled  to  contribute  to  ihe  support  or 
the  incumlieni  of  a  different  parish  rrom 
that  in  which  hia  property  wa*  situate. 

Mr.  Edward  Bulter  laid,  that  the 
Dissenter  might  feel  ciuie  to  complain 
even  when  he  paid  for  the  maintenance 
»f  a  clergyman  of  the  Eatahliiihed  Ciiurch 
in  the  parish  where  his  properly  was  ailu- 
sle ;  but  if  the  properly,  peculiarly  fub- 
jeet  to  the  pHymenl  of  the  rent-charge, 
fell  into  the  hands  of  a  menil)er  of  the 
Church  of  England,  he  could  have  no 
right  lo  object,  although  Ihai  rent-charge 
might  be  piiid  to  the  clergyman  of  a  oif- 
fereiit  pariiih,  inasmuch  as  its  purpoie 
wat  the  maintenance  of  the  Church  lo 
which  he  belonged. 

CUmw  aicrerd  to. 

After  all  iheclauaea  had  been  considered, 

Mr.  Waller  aaid,  that  in  recommending 
the  ctuuxes  of  which  he  had  given  notice 
to  the  consiileralion  of  the  Houae,  he  did 
trust  that  he  «hould  have  a  friendly 
aadienc«f;for  after  all  that  had  heensaidon 
the  sufferings  of  those  who  were  called  the 
laboartnfc  clergy — the  inadequacy  of  their 
remuneration — the  injuries  resulting  to  re- 
llgioD,  and  consequently  to  the  country, 
froffl  pluralities  and  non- re  side  nee,  he 
thought  that  it  would  be  a  great  reffeclion 
on  the  chararter  of  honDurnble  persons, 
connected  in  fact  with  the  Church  by  the 
tenure  of  \ay  impropriations,  if  the  first 
measnre  which  had  a  tendency  to  di 
minish  those  great  evils,  by  an  operalio 
or  supposed  operation  upon  their  in 
Urealf,  were  cried  down.  They  could  not 
pot  much  faith  in  the  sincerity  of  ihi 
mantetlona  which  they  so  frequently  heard 
from  lavmen —whether  belonging  lo  the 
Eaiablisbed  Church  or  Di:>aenlerB  — of  the 
destitute  state  of  numerous  parishes,  and 
the  inadequacy  of  the  revenues  to 
port  a  reiident  minister,  if  the  moment 
when  a  reasonable  method  of 
iUfgsited — and  his  should  be  no  other 
than  a  reasonable  one — it  were  rejecteii, 
because  it  could  not  effect  that  which  was 
impossible,  namely,  apply  money  to  the 
existing  wants,  without  in  fact,  taking  it 
from  anywhere.  He  hoped  he  should  be 
enabled  to  shoW]  both  from  law  and  reaaon, 
from  nhence  the  money  ought  to  come; 
Btid  that  it  would  be  taken  with  such  mo- 
deration, and  under  such  restrictions,  and 
with  uicb  B  pDttion  of  countsrvailiog  ia. 
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detnntftcBtion  to  the  indiyidoals  wfc«  miglit 
be  aflVcled,  that  none  should  have  tnj 
great  cause  for  complaint.  There  had 
been  laid  on  the  table  of  the  Hoose  three 
Reports  from  certain  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  state  of  the  Esta- 
blished Church  with  reference  to  ecelest- 
astical  duties  and  revenues.  The  Com- 
missioners it  WB9,  perhaps,  unnecessary  to 
state,  were  his  Majenty's  late  and  present 
Ministers,joinedwiihcertain  of  the  dignita- 
ries of  the  Church.  It  was  notorious,  that 
very  general  satisfaction  was  felt  both  in 
that  House  and  throughout  the  country 
with  the  recommendations  afld  general  le- 
nour  of  these  reports;  for  therein  they 
found  the  members  of  a  Church  certainly 
not  overpaid  upon  the  whole — though  the 
funds  of  the  Establishment  might  be 
unequally  distributed — therein,  he  said, 
they  found  the  members  of  the  Charch 
throwing  themselves  upon  their  own  re- 
sources, curtailing  their  own  dignities,  and 
reducing  the  more  opulent  mefflbersof  th« 
body,  to  raise  the  poorer  and  nwre  un- 
Irieuded.  Not  to  dwell  much  upon 
those  Reports,  he  found  by  the  second  of 
them,  that  the  number  of  prebendal  stalls 
to  be  abolished  was  above  360 ;  after 
which  there  would  barely  be  ■  sufficient 
number  of  the  clergy  left  (o  perform  lh« 
ordinary'cathcdralduties;  and  that  thesaio 
to  be  derived  hence,  and  applicable  to  the 
improvement  of  small  livings,  would  not 
exceed  130,000/.  per  annam.  But  appli- 
cable to  the  improvement  of  what  livingt  ? 
Not  those  certainly  which  were  the  pro* 
periy  and  In  the  patronage  of  laymen,  and 
of  which  laymen  were  now,  and  were  lo 
continue  to  be,  in  the  receipt  of  the  tithes. 
This,  he  said,  would  be  a  plunder 
of  the  Church,  of  which  there  was 
no  similar  instance  on  record ;  and  were 
the  plunder  executed,  what  would  be 
the  effect  of  such  a  misapplication  of 
funds  which  ought  to  be  held  sacred? 
Why  simply  this — that  those  livings  (at 
least  many  of  them)  would  be  aold  U  & 
higher  price ;  they  would  forthwith  be 
brought  into  the  market  with  a  view  to 
put  more  money  into  the  pockets  of  tha 
needy  proprietoii  i  and  he  (Mr.  Wsliar) 
had  already  heard  of  an  increased  tleraand 
being  made  for  the  advowson  of  a  ima]] 
living,  on  the  plea  that  It*  revenues  would 
be  abnrtly  improved  by  the  Eccleaastieal 
Cotnmisiioners.  It  was  obvious,  therefore, 
that  even  in  common  honesty  the  19D,D0Of. 
given  up  by  the  Church  at  one  «id  oS  the 
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aBtaUklinieiit,  could  only  be  cmplojred  at 
tbe  other  end  of  it — that  u,  to  relieve  thoie 
livines  which  were  •trictly  clerical  property, 
and  dependent  on  the  cathedrals  whose  re- 
venues had  been  sacrificed  for  this  very 
purpose.  He  was  aware  that  in  many 
cases  the  impropriations  had  been  sold  and 
resold  eince  the  original  grant  by  Henry 
VIII.,  and  it  would  be  asserted  on  behalf 
of  many  of  the  present  possessors,  that  the 
full  value  of  them  had  been  given,  the  titi- 
pend  of  the  clerical  incumbent  being  a  fixed 
sum  ;  and  this,  he  bad  no  bemtation  in  con- 
fessing, was  the  chief  difficulty  with  which 
he  should  have  to  contend.  But  ho  denied 
that  this  property  bod  ever  bome  the  saniE 
value  in  the  market  as  other  freehold  pro- 
perty ;  he  asserted  that  its  saleable  value 
had  Men  lower  on  account  of  its  liabilities. 
Me  knew  it  would  be  said  that  the  diffi- 
culty and  e:[pense  of  the  collection  of  tithe 
rendered  it  less  valuable.  He  allowed  for 
all  this:  he  would  set  apart  what  sum 
gentlemen  lilied  for  covering  these  expenses, 
and  he  would  then  take  the  net  residue, 
and  he  anerted  that  this  had  never  ordina- 
rily sold  for  as  nuny  years'  purchase  as 
the  same  sum  derived  from  any  other  ipe- 
cies  of  freehold  property:  it  was  obvious, 
therefore,  that  the  clerical  incumbent  had 
always  been  conridered  as  having  a  lien 
upon  it  He  was  aware  also,  that  what 
had  been  conceived  as  the  highest  legal 
authority— that  of  Bishop  Gibson,  who 
had  been  since  copied  by  Bum  and  other 
writers  on  ecclesiastical  law — might  appear 
at  fint  ngbt  to  make  a^inst  that  doctrine. 
That  eminent  writer  said,  "that  it  is  a  per. 
remptory  doctrine  delivered  throughout  ihe 
books  of  common  law,  that  rince  the  dis- 
■olution,  all  impropriations,  at  least  in  the 
hands  of  laymen,  have  become  merclay-fees, 
or  inheritances  of  a  mere  temporal  nature, 
from  whence  it  is  inferred  that  the  urdinary 
hath  no  power  to  make  any  augmentation 
of  a  vicarage  out  of  a  rectory  which  is  in 
the  hands  of  a  lay  impropriator."  Bishop 
Gibson,  however,  and  the  writers  who  have 
copied  him,  could  not  mean  that  lay  impro- 
priations were,  to  uk  the  words  juat  cited, 
under  no  more  liabilities  generally  than 
"mere  lay  feei,""  or  inheritances  of  a  mere 
temnoral  nature.     Why,  in  the  first   in- 


were  mere  lay  fees,  and  to  infer  from  thence 
that  they  were  not  more  tangible  for  con- 
tingent obligations  then  other  freehold  pro- 
perly, was  contrary  to  the  fact.  What 
these  liabilities  were  would  be  best  learned, 
and  might  indeed  be  learned  with  certainty, 
from  their  origin.  Henry  VUI.,  on  the 
dissolution  of  the  monasteries,  by  taking 
from  the  religious  houses — tbnt  is,  on  tlicir 
compulsory  resignation — what  wus  theirs, 
took  it  also,  and  muf^t  have  conveyeit  il  lo 
others,  with  all  its  liabilitita,  limitations, 
and  burdens,  as  well  ns  its  privileges;  and 
among  those  liabilities  the  ndcijiiaie  support 
and  maintenance  of  a  minister  for  the  pur- 
forroance  of  divine  worship  in  the  paro- 
chial churches  was,  beyond  all  duubt,  one. 
Wherever  a  regular  minister  was  instituted, 
he  was  entitled  to  sue  for  a  congrua  portio 
of  the  tithes  for  his  support.  On  tliete 
grounds  he  thought  it  right,  on  an  occiiaion 
like  the  present,  when  a  general  commu- 
tation of  tithe  wes  about  to  tukc  place,  that 
the  congma  porlio,  or  adequate  part,  to  the 

fiansh  priest  should  be  assigned  out  of  uU 
ay  impropriations.  The  reasonableness 
and  justice  of  such  a  measure,  he  himself 
felt  he  had  demonstrated.  Its  public  utility 
would  be  almost  past  calculation  ;  but  it 
might,  in  some  decree,  be  estimated  by  the 
eviU  which  were  felt,  and  the  dissatisfaction 
on  account  of  those  evils,  resulting  from 
the  uon~residcnce  of  the  clergy,  and  the 
consequent  necessity  of  pluralities.  Neither 
did  he  believe  that  the  impropriators  them- 
selves, if  they  considered  the  matter  justly, 
would  find  their  right*  very  injuriously 
affected  by  the  clauses  which  he  now  pni- 
posed,  but,  on  the  contrary,  ihey  would 
only  be  the  more  permanently  establiuhed 
and  secured  by  them ;  for  if,  while  the  in- 
sufficiency of  every  other  species  of  benefice 
to  maintain  its  minister  was  gradually  re- 
moved by  the  measures  now  in  hand,  the 
incumbents  of  lay  impropriations  were  still 
suffered  to  starve  or  to  exist  on  a  pitiful 
ace,  the  people  would  begin  to  ask 
themselves  the  question  why  they  paid  ' 
tithes,  or  whatever  else  the  noble  Lord's  Bill 
might  substitute  for  tithes,  to  these  persons, 
lay  impropriators,  when  whole  parishes  of 
which  they  were  the  impropriators  were 
allowed  to  derive  no  corresponding  good 
the  payment,  were  deprived,  or  nearly 
deprived,  of  all  religious  instructiim.  It 
was  only,  therefore,  by  the  just  relinquish- 
ment of  a  very  small  portion,  that  they 
could  ultimately  secure  the  rest ;  and  by 
the  partial  restoration  of  these  impn)pri- 
ations  to  their  legal  use,  that  the  residue 
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could  be  secured  to  the  proprietors.  The 
clause*  proposed  would  of  course  speak  for 
themselves.  He  only  hoped  that  it  was 
thoroughly  imderstood  (hat  he  did  not  mean 
in  every  or  in  any  case  to  take  300/.  a-year 
out  of  the  impropriators'  receipts,  but 
simply  to  raise  the  existing  income  of  the 
living  to  that  sum  wherever  the  clerical 
duties  were  satisfactorily  performed.  The 
hon.  Member  moved  the  following  clauses : 

"  And  whereas,  by  an  Act  passed  in  the  Ut 
and  2nd  years  of  the  reigo  of  his  present  Ma- 
jesty, entitled  "AnAol  to  exiend  the  provi- 
sions of  an  Act  passed  in  the  39lh  year  of  ihe 
reign  of  his  Majesty  King  Charles  and,  entitled 
'An  Acl  for  confirming  and  perpetuating  Aug- 
meniaiions  n:iade  by  Ecclesmstical  Powers  to 
small  VioarDgBS  and  Curacies,'  and  for  other 
purposes,  ecclesiastical  corporations,  and  cer- 
tain other  corporate  bodies,  bein^  onners  of 
rpcloriesimpropriateorof  any  tithes,  or  portions 
oflillies,  were  and  are  enabled  under  certain 
restrictions  to  annex  such  reclories,  impro- 
priate iilhes,  or  portions  of  lithes,  or  any  part 
thereof,  lu  the  church  or  chapel  of  the  parish 
or  place  In  which  the  rectory  impropriate  shnl! 
lie,  or  in  which  Ibe  tilhes,  or  portiona  of  tithes, 
afaall  arise: 

"  And  whereas  a  great  Dumber  of  small  *i- 
caraiii'S  and  perpetual  curacies,  and  other 
benefices,  have  been  autcmenied  by  ecclesias- 
tical cot^orations  under  the  provisions  of  tbe 
said  Act,  and  );reat  bene6ls  have  resulted  from 
sach  nti^mentalioos  ;  and  it  is  desirable  that 
further  augmentations  of  a  like  nature  should 
be  encouraged,  and  with  that  view  it  is  expe- 
(fienl  that  such  facilities  as  are  bereinarter 
mentioned  of  augmenting  small  ricarages  and 
perpetual  curacies,  and  other  benefices,  should 
be  Kiven  to  lay  impropriators  and  others  :  Be 
it  therefore  enacted,  that  it  shall  be  lawful  for 
any  lay  person  or  persons  (not  coming  within 
the  provisions  nf  the  said  Act  of  the  1st  and 
2nd  years  of  his  present  Majesty)  who  is,  ot 
■re,  or  shall  be,  the  owner  or  owners  of,  or 
who  shall  have  uny  absolute  power  of  disposi- 
tion at  law  and  equity  over  any  rectory  im- 
propriate, or  any  tithes,  or  portion  of 
tilhes,  arising  in  any  particular  parish  or 
place,  or  any  rent-charge  for  which  the  tithes 
•hall  hare  beeo  commuted  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  Act,  by  a  deed  duly  executed,  to 
annex  auch  rectory  impropriate  or  Iilhes,  or 
portion  of  tithes,  or  rcQt-char|^,  or  any  lands 
or  lithes  on  rent-charge,  being  part  or  parcel 
of  any  such  rectory  impropriate,  unto  any 
church  or  chapel  within  the  parish  or  place  in 
which  the  rectory  impropriate  shall  lie,  or  in 
which  Ibe  tithes  or  porUon  oF  tithes,  or  rent- 
charice  shall  arise,  to  the  intent,  and  in  order 
that  the  same  may  be  held  by  the  vicar,  per- 

Eelual  curate,  or  other  incumbent  for  the  litoe 
eing,  of  such  church  or  chapel ;  and  every 
such  deed  shall  be  effectual  to  all  intents  and 
purposes  whatsoever,  any  law  or  statute  1°  the 


contrary  notwithstanding.  Aod  be  it  enacted, 
that  any  person  or  persons  otherwise  within 

Ihe  provisions  of  the  last  preceding  leclian  oF 
tliis  Act,  shall  be  deemed  for  the  purposes  of 
this  Act  to  be  the  owner  or  owners  of,  or  to 
have  the  absolute  power  of  disposition  over 
any  rectory  impropriate,  or  tilhes,  or  propor- 
tion of  tithes,  or  lands,  notwithitaodiDg  sack 
rectory  impropriate,  tithes,  or  portion  of  tithes 
or  laods,  (nay  at  the  time  of  the  anneiatioa 
thereof  be  subject  to  some  existing  lease  or 
leases;  provided  that  in  any  case  in  Rhich 
any  rectory,  impropriate  tithes,  or  portion  of 
tithes,  or  lands  snail  be  annexed  to  any  church 
or  chapel,  pursuant  to  the  power  in  that  behalf 
hereinbefore  contained,  the  annexation  thereof 
shall  be  subject,  and  without  prejudice  to  any 
lease  or  leases  which  previously  to  such  atinex- 
Btion  may  have  been  made  or  granted  thereof. 
And  in  every  such  case,  any  rent  or  rents, 
which  may  have  been  reserved  in  such  lease 
or  leases  of  the  premises  so  annexed,  or  (in 
case  any  other  hereditaments  shall  have  been 
also  comprised  in  such  lease  or  leases)  some 
proportional  part  of  such  rent  or  rents,  such 
proportioned  part  to  befixed  and  determined  in  - 
and  by  the  instrument  by  which  the  annexa* 
lion  shall  be  made,  shall,  during  the  continu- 
ance of  the  said  lease  or  leases,  be  payable  to 
the  vicar,  perpetual  curate,  or  other  incum- 
beot  for  the  time  being  of  the  church  or  cha- 
pel to  which  the  premises  shall  be  annexed  as 
aforesaid.     And,  accordingly,  such  vicar,  pcr- 

EetuaL  curate,  or  other  incumbent  for  tbe  time 
eing,  shall,  during  tbe  continuance  of  sncb 
lease  or  leases,  have  all  the  same  power  lor 
express  payment  of  the  same  rent  or  rents,  or 
of  such  proportional  part  thereof  as  aforesaid, 
as  the  person  or  persons  by  whom  the  annexa- 
tion shall  have  been  made,  or  any  of  them 
might  have  had  in  that  behalf  in  case  the 
said  premises  bad  not  been  annexed. 

"  Provided  always,  and  be  it  enacted,  that 
in  all  cases  in  which  any  rectory,  or  tithes,  or 
glebe,  or  any  rent-charge  for  which  litbea 
shall  hare  been  commuted  under  the  provisions 
of  thia  Act,  shall  be  in  the  hands  of  any  lay 
person  or  persons  not  coming  within  the  pro- 
visions of  the  said  Act  of  the  1st  and  3nd  years 
of  his  present  Majesty,  and  it  shall  appear  to 
the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  in  which  the  same 
shall  lie  or  arise,  that  the  income  of  the  ricar, 
perpetual  curate,  or  other  incumbent  of  the 
parish  or  place,  where  such  rectory,  tithes, 
glebe,  or  rent-charge,  shall  lie  or  arise,  is  not 
adequate  for  enabling  snch  vicar,  perpetual 
curate,  or  other  incumbent  riBcientfy  to  dis- 
charge the  duty  of  the  church  or  chapel  be~ 
longing  to  such  parish  or  place,  it  shall  be  law- 
ful for  such  Bishop,  and  he  is  hereby  directed 
and  required,  by  writing,  under  his  hand  and 
seal,  to  give  notice  thereof  unto  his  Majesty's 
Commissioners  appointed  to  consider  the  state 
of  the  Established  Chnrcb,  with  referencB  to 
the  ecclesiasticat  duties  and  revenues,  who 
shall  thereupon  give  to  tbe  person  or  persons 
who  shall  be  in  the  poMMsiun  orraceipt  of 
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ibe  Teoti,  Utues,  and  profila  of  tucb  rectoiy  or 
glebe;  or  in  the  receipi  of  »uch  lithes  or  rent- 
cliarge,  or  nho  shall  otherwise  be  known,  or 
supposed  by  such  Comtnissionen  to  be  the 
owner  or  owners  of,  or  to  hare  an  interest  in, 
such  rectory,  tithes,  glebe,  or  rent-charge, 
notice  of  the  inadequacy  of  the  income  of  such 
vicar,  perpetual  curate,  or  oilier  iocumhent. 
Stating  summarily  in  such  notice  the  particu- 
lars and  extent  of  the  duly  which  aeroWes 
upon  such  vicar,  perpelua!  citrate,  or  other 
incumbent,  and  thereby  requiring  the  person 
or  persons  to  whom  socb  notice  shall  be  giTcn 
to  augment  the  income  of  such  vicar,  perpe- 
tual Gtirate,  or  other  iticumbent,  by  all,  or 
some,  or  one  oF  the  waya  or  means  pointed 
out  in  the  provisions  of  ihis  Act:  provided 
always,  ana  be  it  enacted,  ihnt  the  power  of 
annexation,  hereinafter  contained,  shall  not  in 
any  case  be  exercised  so  as  to  augment  in 
Tslue  any  vicarage,  perpetual  curacy,  or  other 
beoeficea  wbatioevei,  which  at  the  lime  of  the 
intended  exercise  of  the  power  shall  exceed 
in  the  clear  annuat  value  the  sum  of  300f. ; 
and  shall  not  in  any  case  be  exercised  so  as  to 
raise  the  clear  annual  value  of  any  vicaragi;, 
perpetual  curacy,  or  other  benefice,  to  any 
greater  amount  than  the  sum  of  300^  And 
be  it  enacted,  that  in  every  case  in  which  it 
■hall  be  desired,  upon  the  exercise  of  the 
aforesaid  power,  to  ascertain,  for  the  purposes 
of  this  Act,  the  clear  annual  value  of  any  vica- 
rage, perpetual  curacy,  or  other  benefice,  it 
shall  be  lawful  for  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese 
wiihin  which  the  tame  shall  be  situate,  for  the 
ioforraalion  of  the  said  Commissioners,  to 
cause  such  clear  annual  value  to  be  determined 
and  8!tcerlaiDed  by  any  two  persons  whom 
■Dch  fiishopa  shall  appoint  far  that  purpose, 
by  writing,  under  bis  hand,  which  writing  is 
bereby  directed  to  be  after^ardi  annexed  lo 
the  instrument  by  which  the  power  shall  be 
exercised.  And  a  certificate  of  such  clear  an* 
nual  value,  written  or  endorsed  on  the  instru- 
ment by  which  the  power  shall  be  exercised, 
and  signed  by  such  persona  as  aforesaid,  shall, 
for  all  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  be  conclusive 
evidence  ot  such  cleat  annual  value  as  afore* 

"  And  be  it  enacted,  that  in  every  case 
where  the  power  of  annexation  hereby  given 
shall  be  exercised,  the  instrument  by  which  the 
same  shall  be  so  exercised  iball,  within  two 
calendar  months  after  the  dale  of  the  same,  be 
deposited  in  the  registry  of  the  diocese  within 
the  vicarage,  perpetual  curacy,  or  other  bene- 
fice  augmented,  shall  be  locally  situate.  And 
an  office  copy  of  any  such  instrument  deposited 
in  any  such  registry  as  aforesaid  (such  office 
copy  being  certified  by  the  registrar  or  his 
deputy)  shall  be  allowed  as  evidence  thereof 
in  all  courts  and  places.  And  every  person 
shall  be  entitled  to  require  any  such  office 
copy,  and  shall  also  be  allowed  at  all  usual 
and  proper  times  to  search  for  and  inspect  any 
instrument  which  shall  be  so  deposited.  And 
Iba  lejistrar  shall  be  eitlitled  to  tb«  sam  of  St. 


lOre,  for  depositing  any  such  instru- 
aforesaid,  and  to  the  aum  of  It  and 

,  for  allowing  any  such  search  or  in- 
ai  aforesaid,  and   to  the  sum  of  6d. 

more  (besides  the  siamp-duty)  for 
every  law  folio  of  seventy-two  words  many 
office  c(<py  to  be  made  and  to  be  certified  as 
aforesaid. 

"  Provided  also,  and  b?  it  enacted,  that  this 
Act,sorarasregnrdsnui[mentationsof  vicarages, 
perpetual  curacies,  and  other  benefices,  shall 
extend  only  to  that  pari  of  the  United  Kingdom 
called  England  and  Wales." 

Lord  John  Rasselt  mid,  be  wotild  op- 
pose the  bringing  up  of  the  clauses.  They 
did  not  at  all  refer  to  the  Bill  then  liefote 
the  House.  They  referred  solely  to  lay. 
impropriation!!,  and  he  thought  that  laj- 
itupropriate  tithes  could  not  be  applied  to 
the  uses  of  the  Church.  Lay  impnipriate 
tithes  were  now  objects  of  mortgage  and 
sale  like  any  other  property  in  the  maiket, 
and  there  was  no  power  in  the  law  to  com- 
pel lay  impropriators  to  contribute  to  the 
Church  in  the  way  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Berlcshire  proposed.  He  had  re- 
ceived a  letter  on  this  subject  from  a  lay 
impropriator  who  bad  a  nominal  income  of 
500/.  a-year,  but  after  paying  the  clerjiv- 
man  100/.  a-year,  he  had  only  lOOt  Irft'to 
himself;  hut  if  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire  were  carried,  of 
paying  the  acting  Minister  out  of  the  lay 
impropriate  funds,  the  impropriator  would 
have  to  pay  the  difference  out  of  his  own 
packet.  He  (Lord  John  Russell)  objected 
to  the  bringing  up  of  the  cLiujes  therefore, 
because  they  proposed  to  deal  with  property 
which  could  not  he  conudered  as  Church 
property.  It  was  property  held  and  dis- 
posed of  under  circumstances  totally  different 
from  those  which  related  to  property  belong- 
ing to  the  Church. 

The  question  that  the  clauses  be  brought 
ived. 
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8f  5  Municipal  Grrpomtiotu 
your  Lordalilps'  attention  to  the  Bmend- 
maaU  which  have  been  made  by  the  Com- 
mons in  the  amended  Bill  KDt  down  by 
your  Lordahipa.  The  great  extent  and 
nntnberoftbeamendnienU  which  wera in  the 
fint  instance  made  by  youT  lordships,  and 
the  great  extent  and  number  of  the  amend- 
ments which  have  been  made  by  theolher 
Houie  of  Parliament  in  the  present  Bill, 
bore  necessarily  caused  a  considerable 
time  to  elapse  befbre  this  matter  could  be 
brought,  with  all  the  necevsary  informa- 
tion, under  your  Lordships'  cansideraliou. 
I  cannot  say  that  1  regret  in  any  respect 
this  lapse  of  time ;  I  cannot  lay  that  in 
any  Te#pecl  I  do  otherwise  ihan  rejoice  in 
this  delay,  because  it  has  afforded  time 
foranyihinff  like  irritation  to  subside — foi 
anything  like  feelings  of  anger  to  dii 
-away,  and  renders  it  more  likely  that  youi 
Lordships  will  do  that  which  in  any  case 
I  should  have  expected,  but  which  I  do  in 
this  eapect,  with  the  uimosi  confidence— 
namely,  that  you  will  give  these  amend- 
ments that  cool,  that  calm,  and  thatjm- 
partial  consideration  which  their  impor- 
tance and  the  authority  from  whence  they 
are  derived  clearly  and  evidently  demand 
at  your  Lordships'  hands.  Mj  Lords,  we 
concur  in  the  wish  expretted  by  the  noble 
Duke  opposite,  on  the  presentation  of  a 
petition  in  the  earlier  pait  of  this  evening. 
We  hope  that  your  Lordships  will  not 
suffer  yoitrselves  to  be  in  any  respect 
IJmidated  by  clamour;  that  you  will  not 
suffer  yourselves  in  nny  respect  to  be  af- 
fccted  bv  threats  ;  that  you  will  not  suffer 
yourselves  in  any  respect  whatsoever  to 
nave  your  judgments  biassed,  warped,  or 
irritated  by  any  recent  propositions  which 
may  have  been  made,  but  which,  in  my 
opinion,  fall  in  their  very  statement  by 
their  own  absurdity,  and  t'herefbre  require 
no  further  allusion  from  ma.  But,  my 
Lords,  while  we  express  this  wish  on  the 
one  hand,  we  hope,  on  the  other,  that  your 
Lordships  will  not  suS'er  youraelvei  to  be 
so  affected  by  any  conarderattons  of  this 
nature,  or  by  any  ohtervationt  that  may 
have  been  made,  as  to  be  indooed  wot  to 
give  ihesearoendments  that  full,  that  calm, 
and  that  impariml  consideratioa  which 
they  deaeire.  If  you  shall  find,  upon 
consideration,  that  you  have  taken  a  hasty 
and  an  erroneous  view  of  this  subject,  you 
wHI,  I  am  rnre,  be  the  first  to  act  the  manly 
part  of  retracting  what  yoa  feel  to  be  a 
mistake,  mod  of  evincing  a  readiness  to 
yield  to  reaiODt  which  appeu  to  you  to  bs 
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more  sound,  more  just,  and  bett«r  foHAdtd. 
With  these  few  preliminary  obserrationa, 
my  Lords,  1  will  proceed  to  call  your  at-> 
tention  to  these  amendment*.  I  think  it 
is  impoitible  but  that  you  must  admit  tha 
fairness  and  justice  of  the  very  calm  and 
temperate  statement  with  which  the  Co«d< 
mons  have  prefaced  them.  I  think,  too, 
that  your  Lordships  must  feel,  if  these  pro. 
ceedings  should  really  terminate  and  con- 
clude in  a  diff'erence  between  the  two 
Houses,  that  you  have  commenced  tbia 
warfare,  rather  in  e  rough,  rather  in  • 
rude,  and  rather  in  an  offensive  manner. 
My  Lords,  you  sent  down  to  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  a  Bill  totally  changed 
in  its  nature,  altered  in  all  its  provisions, 
changed  in  its  title,  altered  entirely  in  the 
whole  of  ita  principles,  bearing  no  reaem- 
blance  or  eimilitade  to  Ibe  Bill  sent  up  to 
you  from  the  House  of  Commons  except 
in  its  subject  matter,  and  excepting  wo 
far  that  it  is  also  a  Bill  having  reference  to 
Municipal  Corporations  in  Ireland.  It  ii 
impassible  that  your  Lordships  can  do 
other  than  feel  that  this  is  a  very  itroog 
mode  of  proceeding,  and  one  which,  if  it 
were  adopted  towarda  your  Lord^Jpa,  I 
feel  quite  certain,  not  only  that  you  wonid 
refuse  to  acquiesce  in,  but  that  you  would 
reject  with  the  utmost  indignation.  If 
your  Lordships  do  not  feel  on  this  sut^ect 
that  it  is  a  strong  measure  you  have  takes, 
if  you  do  not  feel  tliat  it  ia  a  neaaare  in  ■ 
great  degree  ofTensive  in  its  character,  if 
you  ds  not  feel  that  it  is  one  in  which  yo« 
could  not  expect  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament to  acquiesce— ;tben,  my  Lords,  I 
will  only  say,  that  I  view  with  considerable 
snrprise,  and  can  very  imperfectly  undeiw 
stand,  the  natara  of  the  ^vdgmcBta  whiiA 
arrive  at  such  a  conclasion.  I  haw  only 
now  to  stale  the  amendments  which  tin 
Commona  have  proposed  to  your  Lotd- 
thipa  in  this  Bill ;  those  amendments  are 
so  very  distinctly,  clearly,  succinctly,  and 
fairly  atated  in  the  conclvding  FeMOos  al- 
leged by  the  Commons,  that  1  caanot  giro 
your  Lordships  a  better  gevenl  idea  nf 
them  than  by  reading  the  mragn^h  to 
which  I  allude.  "  In  the  BHI,  as  no» 
amended, the  Comroenihave  consented  to 
confi«e  the  establishment  of  town-couociU 
to  twelve  considerable  oities  and  tevna,  of 
which  their  weahh  and  importanoc  reador 
them  -well  suited  to  luch  sytlem  «(  lowl 
government."  Oarrickfefgns,  I  noder- 
atand,  poiseues  conaideraUa  wealth  astl 
property,  aod  ii,  monorer,  an  mize  town, 
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it  li  Am  theM  rMioni  thst  these  townt 
btve  been  aelecied  for  the  purpoce  or 
Imnnp  ectabltshed  in  them  those  ingtitu- 
tioni  ffhieh  we  contend  are  essential  to 
the  intereaU  of  the  country  at  lai^,  and 
which  we  contend  ere  more  particularly 
enential  to  the  interests  of  Ireland,  where 
local  goYefrment  is  more  particularly  re- 
<|ujrea.  "The  Commons  have  further 
provided  for  the  local  government  of  twenty 
cities  and  towns  of  lesser  extent  and  popu- 
lation by  applying  to  them  the  enactments 
of  a  Btatule  specially  relied  upon  in  the 
BSiendmentgof  the  Lords,"  Seventeen  of 
these  towns  are  Parliamentary  boroughs  ; 
three  of  them  do  not  return  Members  lo 
Pftrliamjent,  but  they  are,  I  undersianfl,  in 
point  of  wealth  and  importance,  next  lo 
Ibe  other  tanrna ;  and  tl^erefpre  ihs  Com- 
moiis  have  thought  proper  loiqclude  them 
in  Lhia  achedule,  thereby  insuring  lo  them 
tlie  benefit  of  local  and  municipal  govern- 
ment, free  (lom  sil  (he  inconvenience  and 
diaad vantages  of  ilie  Acl  to  which  they 
isfer.  The  provisions  of  that  Act  being 
lift  to  tha  rate-payers  lo  carry  into  execu- 
tioa,  were,  as  your  Lordships  know,  very 
aeldon  adopted  stall.  You  are  very  pro- 
bably aware,  from  a  perusal  of  the  amend- 
atats,  of  die  measurea  which  are  proposed 
to  raadei  the  adoption  of  the  Act  compul- 
■ery,  and  it  is  therefore  unnecessary  for 
SM  to  detail  them,  lo  addition  to  eni- 
poweriog  two  justicM  of  the  peace  to  call 
a  meeting  of  persons,  who  are  in  fact  com- 
pelled to  adopt  the  provisions  of  the  Act, 
there  are  in  the  amendments  of  the 
Conjraons  others  of  great  importance, 
indadiog  one  in  reference  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  coroners,  which,  contrary  to  all 
ftmner  precedent,  is  vested  by  your  lord- 
ships' Bill  in  the  hands  of  the  Lord- 
LieutenBDl.  But  at  the  question  now  is, 
whether  your  Lordships  will  adopt  the 
general  principle  of  these  amendaients,  or 
whether  you  will  reject  them,  I  will  not 
Taste  your  time  with  minor  details,  which, 
if  you  are  prepared  to  adopt  the  general 
priaciplej  will  be  easily  settled  hereafter, 
and  wnich  if  you  are  not  prepared  to  adopt 
it,  it  11  wholly  unnecessary  for  me  lo  repeat. 
This  qgeatioD  has  been  already  so  very 
amply  and  fully  discussed  in  so  many  de- 
balsa  ia  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and 
tbe  gftounds  oo  which  we  have  itrgued  the 
aueslion  ue  |0  very  distinctly,  clearly,  and 
nicibly  laid  4v^^  <<>  the  reasons  alleged 
^  tbe  ConwDops,  that  it  would  be  ^y 
wasting  your  Lordships'  time  if  I  were  to  do 


more  than  ^rie6y  recapitalate  tbe  very 
strong  reasons  which  should  induce  you 
to  accede  to  these  amendments.  In  the 
iirst  place,  your  Lordships'  amendments 
adopt  a  ditferent  principle  with  respect  to 
Ireland  from  (hat  which  prevails  in  any 
other  part  of  his  Majesty's  dnminJuns ;  dij^ 
fereut  from  that  which  prevails  in  England 
different  from  that  which  prevails  in  Scot- 
land, different  fiom  that  which  prevtiils,  1 
ehend,  in  any  of  the  rojonies  belonging 
to  England.  In  adopling  that  principle, 
my  Lords,  you  are  taking  a  st>  p  which  is 
undoubtedly  hurtful  end  mortifying  lo 
''le  feelings  of  the  Irish  people,  tfovt  I 
k  you  is  that  wise  or  piudent — is  that 
i^e  or  prudent  in  what  yon  yonrselvef 
present  to  be  the  state  of  Ireland  at 
present  ?  U  it  wise  or  prudent,  whi:n  ilie 
nds  of  the  people  of  tl)ut  country  an 
just  beginniutc,  as  it  were,  in  a  certain  de< 
!,  tocicrttrise,  to  tear  tliem  open  sfiesh, 
oil  must  inevitably  do,  by  this  course 
of  proceeding?  Even  if  your  Lordships' 
measures  were  in  some  degree  prtferalile 
to  those  which  we  propose,  would  it  be 
wise  to  oh  lain  ihem  at  ihis  saciiSce  ?  la 
it,  I  ask  you,  wise  or  prudent  to  do  that 
which,  alihoufth  it  may  not  create  a  great 
feeling  at  the  present  lime,  (as  a  nirbla 
Friend  of  mine  think*,  wfaeibrr  jusifv  or 
not  1  will  aol  say),  siill  will  hereaAer  b«- 
referred  to,  and  looked  back  upon  and 
quoted  as  an  instance  in  which  the  British 
Ugialaturehas  undervalued  end  insult«l 
the  feelings  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  by 
miking  a  marked  difference  between  them 
and  the  people  of  the  oilier  parts  of  the 
ire?  In  the  next  plnce,  even  if  you 
give  up  the  advantages  of  local  munictpal 
government,  which  we  ask  you  to  preserve, 
will  yon  give  up  the  advaniHge  of^  disiinr- 
tion — wilt  you  give  up.the  advantage  of 
authority — will  you  give  up  the  advantage 
of  influence,  all  of  wtiich  we  have  already 
argued,  and  I  say  justly  argued,  are  more 
highly  prized  in  Ireland  than  in  any  other 
part  of  the  King's  dominions^  And 
further,  my  Lords,  wilt  you  depart  moat 
plainly  and  decisively  from  the  principles 
of  the  Act  for  the  removal  of  the  Catholic 
disabilities?  My  lords,  the  main  [vinciple 
of  that  Act  was,  that  every  office  of  dis- 
tinction, every  office  of  power,  every  oflic« 
of  emolument)  should  be  tbruwu  open  to 
the  whole  people  of  the  country  without 
any  distinction  of  religion.  What  do  your 
Lordsfa^w  do  ?  You  immediately  matie  a 
distinction,  and  foaod  it  most  plainlj  and 
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diitJDCtly  upao  the  religions  diSerencea  lead^  to  malce  ftw  othen.  Bat  what  I  hat* 
which  exist  in  Ireland.  My  Lords,  I  am  ftlwayi  oburved,  and  what  I  have  alwaTi 
surprised  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  found  relatire  to  these  inconustewaes  ia 
(Ljndhurst)  who  brought  forward  the  public  men— which,  after  all,  are  nthec 
amendments  in  this  House,  should  have  awkward  features  in  a  man's  public  tifc^ 
adopted  the  principles  involved  in  them.  >  which  always  afford  points  upon  which 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord,  as  we  well  j  flttacls  may  be  made,  which  always  require 
know,  has  heW  very  different  opinions  at  i  defence,  the  more  particularly  as  they 
different  times  on  the  subject  of  these  Ro-  '  generally  wear  at  first  rather  a  questionalJ« 
man  Catholic  disabilities.  On  the  fith  of  aspect,  and  one  difficult  to  be  explained — 
March,  1827,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  ■  what  I  have  always  observed,  and  found, 
then  Master  of  the  Rolls,  made  a  speech  °Kf  Lords,  has  been,  that  the  error  in  oon- 
against  concession  tj>  the  Roman  Catholics  duct  invariably  is  not  in  the  second  step, 
'-  "i—  House  of  Commons  j  again,  on  the  ■  'f  ^  io  the  first     The  first  change  of  op- 


10th  of  June,  182S,  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  utting  on  the  Woolsack  in  this 
Rouse,  aa  Lord  Chancellor,  made  another 
speech,  also,  against  the  concession  of  the 
Catholic  claims.  The  first  of  these  speeches 
appears  to  me  to  be  very  cursorily  and  im- 
perfectly reported  ;  the  second  is  reported 
more  clearly  and  forcibly,  and  seems  to  be 
sanctioned  by  better  authority.  Both  these 
speeches  go  very  strongly  against  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  proposed  concession ;  the  se- 
cond puts  very  strongly  the  danger  of 
concession  without  adequate  security ;  and 
it  was  on  this  ground  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  refused  his  assent  lo  the 
measure.  On  the  Srd  of  April,  I8S9,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  still  sitting  as 
Chancellor  upon  the  Woolsack,  makes  a 
most  decisive  speech  in  favour  of  the 
eoncessiun  of  these  claims ;  he  puts  them 
upun  the  broadest  principles,  and  boldly 
Mates  "  The  Roman  Catholic  was  in  no  man- 
ner incapable  of  exercising  the  privileges  of 
a  free  citiaen  in  a  free  state.  His  opinions 
regarding  civil  power  and  civil  matters 
accorded  with  those  of  other  men ;  and  in 
no  manner,  therefore,  did  they  incapacitate 
him  from  discharging  the  duties  of  a 
lepslator.""  My  Lords,  if  they  do  not  inca- 
pacitate him  from  discharging  the  duties  of 
a  legislator,  they  surely  do  not  incapacitate 
him  from  discharging  the  duties  imposed 
upon  him  by  this  Hill.  In  mentioning  the 
nuble  and  learned  Lord's  speeches,  I  have 
no  intention  whatever  of  reproaching  him 
for  the  suddenness  with  which  he  changed 
his  opinions ;  such  a  reproach  would  come 
with  but  an  ill  grace  from  anybody,  but 
perhaps  it  would  come  peculiarly  iU  from 
me,  for  I  have  myself  changed  my  opinions 
on  great  public  questions ;  I  have  felt  it 
my  dutj  to  do  so,  without  being  actuated 
bjr  any  inl«reated  motives,  and  the  allowance 
which  I  claim  for  myself  I  am  perfectly 
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is  generally  right;  it  is  genendly 
founded  upon  sound  principles ;  it  is  gene- 
rally called  for  by  circumstances ;  but  the 
eiTOr  is  in  having  rapidly,  in  early  youth, 
or  under  the  impressions  of  party,  or 
perhaps  in  deference  to  the  authority  of 
others,  pledged  yourself  irrevocably  and 
voluntarily  to  measures,  to  opinions,  and 
to  principles,  which  afterwards,  on  maturer 
cimsideradon,  and  under  altered  circum- 
stances, you  find  it  imposnble  to  sujnKHt  or 
maintain.  What  I  complain  of  m  Uis 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  present 
occasion  is,  not  that  he  changed  hn  opi- 
nions rapidly,  but  that  in  all  the  argument* 
he  now  advances  he  seems  disposed  to  re* 
cede  frum  those  sounder  and  better  opi- 
nions which  he  professed  in  1829,  and  to 
return  to  those  which  he  held  in  ISS8  and 
1827'  And,  my  Lords,  whatever  may  be 
the  dangers  of  Ireland  at  the  jneaant 
moment — whatever  may  be  the  feeUogt  €£ 
the  Roman  Catholic  population— whatenc 
may  be  the  power  posarased  by  tlie  RomaiL 
Catholic  Ctragy — and  whatever  may  be  the 
manner  in  which  they  employ  thoae 
powers,  let  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
depend  upon  it  that  the  remedy  for  thoae 
ei^g  is  to  be  found  in  other  measures  thaa 
in  a  return  to  anything  like  those  exclusive 
principles  which  prevailed  before  18Sd,  and 
before  the  Act  of  1793,  My  l^rd^,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, made  a  speech  which  has  enated  a 
great  deal  of  oltscrvation,  both  within  and 
without  the  walls  of  this  House.  I  wiali 
to  advert  to  it,  not  with  reference  to  vaj 
expressions  to  which  it  may  have  given 
ris&~-not  with  the  view  of  making  mj 
attack  upon  the  noble  Lord,  or  of  exciting 
anything  like  feelings  of  animosity  or  in- 
dignation on  the  present  oecaiioo,  bat 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  advaitiogi 
coolly  and  calmly,  to  what  I  concave  to 
have  been  his  aivument.  The  noUe  and 
learned  Laid  m£->"  We  were  toid«  triMO 
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A»  Bantu  Catholic  Bdief  BUI  poned, 
thu  it  would  be  porfiectl;  acquieseed  ia~- 
tiutt  it  would  be  complMely  and  wholly 
ladifactorj',  end  that  alt  would  be  peaceftd 
and  trmquil;  whereas,  on  the  contrary, 
WB  hare  had  more  tamult  than  ever ;  we 
fasTO  bad  meaflures  most  injurious  to  the 
Frateitant  Helicon;  we  have  had  the 
■poUstion  of  the  Protestant  EBtabli^raent ; 
we  have  hod  all  the  attacks  upon  tithe; 
and  now,  at  last,  it  has  come  to  this — 
that  the  population  of  that  country  stand  in 
arraj'  against  each  other,  in  a  state  of  un- 
eompramising  hoatUity."  My  Lords,  I  must 
beg  leave  to  say,  that  I  have  some  observa- 
tionatomake  upon  every  stage  of  this  speech. 
In  the  fint  instance,  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  tays,  "  We  were  told,"  and  so  forth ; 
as  if  lie  had  not  himself,  in  the  speech  of 
1839,  to  which  I  have  before  adverted, 
held  out  as  strongly  as  any  body  could  a 
pro^iect  of  the  peace  and  tranquillity 
which  were  to  ensue  &om  the  pasting 
of  that  measure.  My  Lords,  it  is  very 
natural,  when  people  wish  measures  to  be 
pasted  which  they  intend  should  operate 
M  measures  of  conciliation,  which  they  in- 
teitd  should  be  considered  as  a  boon,  that 
they  should  be  inclined  to  exaggerate  the 
efiectt  of  that  boon  ;  and  in  speaking  of 
such  pTovisions  they  are  apt  to  draw  pic- 
tures of  tranquillity  and  happinetn  which 
ere  not  likely  to  be  realised.  But,  my 
Lords,  I  confeie  1  do  not  recollect  any 
sound  («  distinct  argument  which  was  held 
out  at  that  time  from  which  itwas  to  be  In- 
ferred that  the  measure  would  necessarily 
be  the  unmediate  instrument  of  peace,  sa- 
tia&Dtion,  and  tranquiUity.  1  ask  your 
Lordships  to  reflect,  that  it  is  out  of  the 
question  that  such  results  should  have 
ensued  from  it^  that  it  is  totally  contrary 
ts  the  histoty  of  man,  that  it  it  totally 
contrary  to  the  experience  of  ages  that 
any  such  effect  should  have  been  caused 
by  a  measure  which  aflected  the  situation 
of  so  large  a  portion  of  the  population, 
and  which  was  an  admission  into  power  of 
a  vast  number  of  persons  who  bad  been 

Ciously  excluded  from  it.  It  would 
I  been  perfectly  unuHtural  to  expect 
that  it  should  have  done  so  at  once,  without 
any  checks,  without  any  changes,  without 
any  alterations.  Look  to  our  history,  my 
Lords — look  to  those  periods  to  which  we 
now  lo(A  back,  with  the  greatest  pleasure, 
satiBfaction,  and  gratitude.  Look  to  those 
eventa  which  are  never  mentioned  in  this 
HoosD  without  praise  and  admiration, 
npMUlly  ftcin  many  noble  Lords  whom  I 
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see  on  die  oi^xnite  nde  oF  the  Hoose. 
Consider  the  Refomiatian — cmuider  the 
Revolution.  Those  events,  when  we  look 
back  upon  thero,  diminish  to  a  single  oin 

frightful  and  tremendous  events  notwith- 
standing. To  the  Reformation  we  all  look 
bock  with  the  greatest  satisfaction  and 
gratitude.  I,  myself,  am  sincerely  and 
devotedly  attached  to  the  principles  of  the 
Refonna^on ;  I  am  sincerdy  and  devotedly 
attached  to  the  spirit  of  free  inquiry 
and  the  right  of  private  judgment — princi- 
ples which  I  consider  charBcteristics  of  the 
Reformation — principles  which  1  trust  will 
be  maintained  by  chose  from  whom  we  have 
a  right  to  claim  their  support ;  although 
feelings  of  a  very  different  nature  may 
show  themselves  in  the  bosom  of  the 
Church,  or  of  the  Universities.  What,  my 
Lords,  were  its  immediate  efiectsf  Blood- 
shed, civil  dLscord,  dreadful  rebellion  I  re- 
bellion in  the  eastern  and  western  counties, 
rebellion  in  the  Scottish  counties  that  wai 
successful  for  months,  and  superseded  for  a 
time  the  authority  of  the  King  of  that  day 
in  this  country.  A  series  of  events  oc- 
curred, my  Lords,  which  I  will  not  reca- 
pitulate, but  which  render  it  to  my  mind 
perfectly  clear,  that  the  beneGts  of  the 
Reformation  were  never  really  felt  or 
estahli^ed  until  the  Revolution.  This 
great  event,  certainly  the  bulwark  and 
security  of  our  liberties,  if  not  the  founda- 
tion of  them,  was  at  the  moment  the  cause 
of  a  most  dreadful  state  of  political  society 
—father  was  in  arms  against  son,  and  son 
against  fitther,  and  all  the  ills  of  a  dis- 
puted Bucceinon.  We  may  call  that  Revo- 
lution bloodless  in  itself,  but  we  must  recol- 
lect that  it  was  purchased  at  the  expense  of 
two  loog,  protracted,  and  bloody  wars, 
under  the  effects  of  which  we  are  sufTering 
at  the  present  day.     My  Lords,  I   do  nut 

filacc  Catholic  Emancipation  on  the  same 
evel,  but  1  consider  it  as  an  event  of  suf- 
ficiently similar  character  to  justify  me 
in  saying  that,  judging  from  history,  it  was 
not  in  human  narure,  nor  was  it  to  be 
expected,  that  Lhings  would  at  once  subside 
into  that  state  of  peace  and  tranquillity, 
the  non-result  of  which  has,  according  to 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  occarioaed  so 
much  disappointment  and  surprise.  Th« 
noble  Lord  mentions,  among  the  evils 
which  have  flawed  from  the  Catholic 
Emancipation  Gill,  the  Church  Tempora- 
lities Bill,  and  the  diminution  of  the 
Church  Bstahlishment  in  Ireland-.- 
toxALyndhurtli  Doubled IiehadsBidK, 
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Vlaooiut  MMtmnui  Dow  Ae  aoU* 
Hullcutud Lord ratnct  It? 

Losd  I^/ndkurtl :  I  do  not  iitnwt.  I 
ioubt  that  I  anr  «id  ml 

Viscount  Melbourne:  Of  the  Churolt 
TraiporalttiBi  Bill,  ntj  Lordi,  I  vaty  ny, 
m  the  fin^  place,  tb>t  it  wu  an  Act  of  tha 
Lagitlalure ;  and  I  believe  tbe  efiecti  cf 
^at  meoiure,  notwitlutandinK  the  rtrong 
feelinRS  that  preratl  in  IraUiul,  hare  been 
in  tfaauighstt  degree  lolutarj  and  beneficial. 
I  believe  that  it  has  given  the  clergjr  more 
power  and  more  wei^t,  and  that  they  are 
much  more  likelj  to  lupport  the  cauie  uf  re- 
ligion now  than  thej  were  before  ibi  paving. 
1  declare  (olemnly,  my  Lords,  that  in  this, 
and  in  all  the  meosuiei  I  have  introduced, 
or  may  propose,  I  have  had  no  other  object 
in  view  than  that  of  relieving  the  Protest- 
ant reli^on  from  that  which  evidently 
does  not  ia^lilat«  its  progress,  and  whioh 
has  been  already  sufficiently  long  tried, 
and  applying  the  resources  of  the  Ettab- 
lishmeat  to  means  that  may  better  conduce 
to  the  puritjcation  of  the  teiifpon  of  the 
CDunliy.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord,  in 
the  speech  to  which  I  refer,  also  alluded  to 
the  question  of  tithes,  a  most  painful  sub- 
ject certainly,  on  which  I  will  not  further 
debate  upon  the  present  occasion.  1  will 
not  vk  you,  my  Lords,  whether  you  night 
not  have  prevented  much  of  this  evil  by 
Kiaing  the  opportunities  which  have  been 
preKnted  to  yea  for  that  purpose.  With 
reepect  to  t&e  ncMe  and  learned  Lord's  last 
Bosertieu,  that  tbe  population  of  Ireland 
stand  arrayed  a^atnat  each  odier  in  a  state 
of  vneampromiaing  boetUity,  I  brieve  that 
is  a  most  exaggerated  atateaMnt,  «nd  one 
which  is  in  no  respect  borne  out  by  the  real 
state  of  feeling  in  Ireland.  The  obeervo- 
tions  which  were  made  by  the  noUe  and 
Icaised  Lord  were,  as  I  have  taken  oeco- 
aon  t9  say  before,  of  the  greataet  import- 
ance fiw  his  wdtlnown  abilkiee  and  the 
station  he  has  filled  in  this  country.  I 
have  &tBttiot»  thought  it  right,  without 
the  least  degree  of  a^erity  en-  acrimony, 
and  withont  the  diriiteit  reference  to  any 
^■vessioDB  that  m^t  appear  to  form  a 
ground  (at  other  obeerrations,  to  state  in 
what  reepeet,  and  why,  I  differ  from  tbe 
Boble  and  learned  Lonl  on  this  occasion. 
Mt  Lords,  I  faaT«  already  stated  the  great 
firauiplB  and  the  grounds  on  which  the 
Connnu  have  feuiSed  their  amendments. 
I  hare  already  stated,  that  your  dignity, 
your  wei^t,  your  influence,  yonr  autho- 
rity in  dtts  oenntiT,  are  sufficiently  fixed 
hU  fcunfct  vpva  wl  the  fldrautages  which 
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result  fn»n  your  dutraettr.  Nobody  oas 
injure  it,  my  Lord*,  hut  yourwlno.  Xht 
posseinon  of  presept  power  and  the  rk^t 
of  individual  property  are  apt  tomislaadaU 
men.  My  Lords,  I  implore  you  not  to  ha 
led  away  by  the  imdisputad  sway  jrau  pea> 
BBSS  in  this  House,  to  mistake  your  posUM 
with  respect  to  the  other  House  of  Parlioa 
mant.  I  beg  leave  to  call  to  your  reeollaa* 
tion,  for  the  purpose,  if  posnhle,  of  openiag 
your  eyea  s  little,  some  facts  which  1  really 
think  leem  to  have  escaped  your  mfimery. 
In  the  year  1834,  theGovammentof  tUa 
country  was  dissolved  by  eircumatspnag 
which  it  is  unnecmiary  for  me  to  repeat. 
The  nohle  Lords  coming  into  <rfGee  duos 
to  do  that  which  I  shall  ever  consider  as  » 
most  violent  and  unjurtiSable  act,  of  whidi, 
if  I  were  in  their  sitnatioi),  I  would  not 
have  been  the  kuthor— the  violent  and 
unjustifiabla  act  of  dissolving  the  Pa^a- 
ment.  Hy  Lords,  I  «y,  that  if  th^  oooM 
not  form  their  Government  without  dii" 
solving  that  House  of  Coniinoiif,  th^  wera 
bound  to  give  up  the  attempt.  However, 
they  did  diuolve  that  Parliunent.  A  nenr 
Parliament  was  chosen,  under  all  tbo 
power  and  influence,  whatever  that  may  bo 
(roudi  euggerated,  I  believe),  which  tbe 
possession  of  Government  f^ves.  They 
met  that  Parliament ;  they  were  in  « 
minority  of  seven ;  they  were  in  a  mini^^ 
of  ten ;  they  wen  in  a  minority  ef  thir- 
teen. Tfab  year  their  minority  eommcnaoA 
at  about  foity>five,  and  it  had  grown  in  lh» 
last  division  to  nearly  douUe  the  number. 
Now,  I  ask  your  Ltmlshipi  to  conader, 
what  hasbemthecauseof  tfaispro^saon^ 
I  ask  you  to  coMtder,  whether  it  is  not 
owing  to  your  own  fniimidence— vri 
it  is  not  owing  to  your  own  aatcooi 
whether  it  is  not  owing  to  your  own  bUnd* 
nois  'Whether  it  is  not  owing  to  l^  maa- 
ner  in  ^ieh  you  ee^  to  separate  yetw* 
selves  fixwi  the  whole  body  of  the  pe^le— 
from  the  manner  in  whioh  you  have  tried 
to  do  every  thing  that  is  unpopular,  and 
^tamed  from  doing  anylshing  that  has  ia 
it  the  elcBKnts  i^  generosity  and  popu- 
larity. I  wish  you  to  conuder,  whetbw 
this  is  net  the  cause;  and,  my  Lards,  ft 
will  be  well  for  you  to  tbii^,  cef  the  causes 
which  have  occaaioned  diii  retrogrodo 
moveoient  in  the  other  House  d  ^lia> 
ment,  while,  at  the  same  time,  it  is  vei^ 
remarkable  that  ihe  whole  of  the  interae- 
diate  elections  have,  for  ibe  most  part,  beea 
in  your  favour.  There  is  another  point, 
my  Lords,  to  which  I  wish  to  refer.  We 
ace  oftea  told,  wd  w«  hwtttooa  fivfiHiM^ 


,,  Google 


80S         Mmtkipal  <kfp»rations 


Inftmaed  In  tlw  ooone  of  the  prewnt  Ses- 
^otit  tbBt  jroQ  have  with  you,  and  we  haro 
•gkiiut  III,  the  great  majority  of  the  intel- 
ligenee,  the  power,  the  weight,  and  the 
ianponuMBOf  the  country;  that  you  have 
ivith  you  the  majority  of  the  gentry,  that 
70a   have   with  you  the  majority  of  the 
olca^y,  that  you  hare  with  you,  dictinctly, 
the  voice   of  the  two  Univeraitiet.     My 
XiOiYb,  I  will  not  deny  that  thii  may  he 
the  truth  ;  nor  will  I  stop  to  inquire  what 
x««Uy  if  the  troth  of  the  matter.     But  if 
you   have    this  support,   I   implore  your 
I<oTd«hipa  not  to  be  too  confident,  and  not 
to  rely  upon  it  too  tar.     I  have  the  greatest 
leapect  for  the  majority  of  the  gentry  of 
thia  country ;  I  have  the  greatest  respect 
for  the  d^y;  I  have  no  disrespect  for, 
nor  do  I  feel  anything  of  ill-will  towards, 
the  Univeruties ;  but  depend  upon  it,  my 
Lords,  these  interests  are  not  omnipotent  in 
this  country ;  nor  were  they  omnipotent 
when    other    interests,  such  as    those  c^ 
towns  and  cities,  the  interests  of  commerce 
and  manufactures,  the  interests  of  the  Dis- 
aenters,  and  the  general   opinion  of  the 
people,  were  all  as  nothing  compared  with 
what    they    are  now.     My   Lords,  great 
iqeagurea  have  been  carried  in  opposition  to 
their  interests ;  whole  dynasties  have  been 
changed,  families  have    been  placed, 
and  maintained,  upon  the  throne  in  oppo- 
sidon   to   the   majority    of    the    gentry ; 
Bunt  distinctly  and  certainly  in  opposition 
to  the  greet  majority  of  the  clergy,  and  in 
opposition  to  the  decided  opinion  of  the 
two  Univeruties.     My  Lords,  I  only  pray 
yon  not  to  tely  too  much  upon  the  opinion 
and  support  of  your  party.     I  earnestly 
entreat  you,  to  unite  togeAer  the  interests 
and  ladings  of  all  classes  of  sodety ;  and  I 
entreat  yon  to  tAe  the  first  step  towards  this 
desirable  renih  1>y  acceding  to  these  amend- 
ments   whini  have  been    sent   up  from 
the  Coniimnu,  and  thm  estaUidiing  yonr 
wnght,  yonr  ftuAority,  your  power,  and 
your  dignity  in  the  feelings  and  affeotions 
«f  tbe  people  of  Itdmd.     The  noble  Vis. 
ooont  condnded  by  mwing  that  tbe  amend. 
vents  be  bow  taken  into  coBsidevation. 

Lord  Lynikmnt  nid,  tny  Lords,  tb( 
BoUe  Viioonit,  nsteftd  of  calling  yoar 
Lorfchipt'  mention  ta  tbe  detailed  aneod- 
neato  contained  in  tbe  paper  on  your 
Lordships'  table,  hsi  draught  proper  to 
employ  the  greater  part  of  his  speech  in  a 
personal  attack  upon  myself,  and  the 
nmrse  wfrich  I  have  pursued  upon  this  oc- 
carioK.  The  noble  ViKomit  has  recalled 
w  JVWt  tiOldnilpB  Ac  |MRt  IB  VIC  jiiuuns 
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ings  which  I  took  with  respect  ts  tba  Ro- 
Catholic  Rdief  Bill,  and  has  pointed 
out,  for  disapprobation,  as  I  nnderstand 
him,  the  inconsistencies  of  my  conduct 
with  respect  to  that  measore,  I  can  only 
say,  my  Lords,  that  I  acted,  in  the  course 
I  followed,  with  men  of  as  much  honour, 
of  as  moch  attachment  to  the  constitntion, 
as  deeply  read  in  the  laws  and  history  of 
Britain,  as  independent  in  their  views  and 
condoct  as  any  body  of  men  that  ever  ex- 
isted in  this  country.  When  that  vast 
measure  was  adopted  it  was  adopted  by 


noble  Lords  in  connexion  with  me,  after  a 
calm,  cool,  and  deliberate  investigation  of 
the  whole  question  ;  and  because  we  felt 
it  to  be  our  doty  to  represent  to  our  So- 
vereign the  necessity  of  pursuing  that 
coarse,  becanse  we  felt  that  we  had  no 
altemetive  at  that  moment  with  reference 
to  the  situation  in  which  this  country  was 
placed,  it  was  that  we  adopted  that  mea- 
re.  At  the  time  we  did  it,  it  is  quite 
iposaible  to  suppose  that  we  were  infla> 
enced  by  interested  motives,  because  there 
was  not  one  among  us  who  did  not  feel 
and  know  that  the  probable  result  of  the 
course  we  were  pursuing  would  be,  that  we 
must  retire  from  office,  and  that  the  nobis 
Lords  opposite  would  succeed  to  our  posi- 
tion.  Still,  however,  considering  the  sub- 
ject, maturely,  deliberately,  and  in  all  its 
'  cumstances,  we  felt  that  we  were  bound 
pursue  that  course.  The  noble  Viscount 
has  stated  that  I  said  upon  a  former  night, 
that  the  conset]uences  which  resulted  from 
that  measure  were  contrary  to  the  eipeo< 
tations  which  I  formed.  1  repeat  that  1^ 
servatioo.  The  consequeoces  which  hara 
resulted  from  that  measare,  the  cendod 
of  those  tndividnals  who  were  partief  to  it, 
and  who  were  eager  for  its  accomplish- 
ment, have  disappointed  my  expecftattons; 
and  I  cannot  do  better  for  the  purpose  of 
illustrating  what  I  mean  uponthisoccaeion, 
than  to  recal  to  your  Lordships'  recollet^ 
tion  a  qnolation  made  at  that  time,  de- 
scriptive of  the  consequences  that  wonM 
result  from  granting  the  measare  of  cmn^ 
cipation  to  the  Roman  Catfaolica  «f  IfB' 
land  L— 

'^^-^—  siinal  alba  naulis 
Stella  refutsit, 
Defloit  saiis  Bgilatm  htrnier ; 
Conci4vnt  vmti,  fnyiii  n  tqne  iinbes, 
fit  mimx,  anod  sie  votnere,  yvnlo 
Unda  reaimbit." 
'HiBt  was  the  qnotaftion  made  fbr  tbe  pitr- 
poMB  of  •HiiUMia^  tb*  voMequenow  tMt 
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would  malt  from  the  pwaing  of  the 
measure  of  Catholic  Emancipatioo,  Haik 
the  efiecta  which  have  Sowed  from  it,  and 
say,  whether  they  are  Dotdirectl^  the  rererte 
of  all  that  are  denoted  and  indicated  in  the 
passage  to  which  I  have  referred.  Step  by 
step,  since  that  time,  encroachments  have 
been  made  upon  the  Proteatant  establiih- 
tnent,  and  continued  with  pertinacious 
animosity,  contrary  to  the  pledges  at  tha^ 
time  made  as  an  eocoura^ment  to  pursue 
the  course  we  then  adopted.  The  noble 
Viscount  further  goes  on  to  say,  that  at 
the  time  we  entered  office,  in  1B34,  we 
panned  a  most  unJustiGahle  course  in  ad- 
vising his  Majesty  to  dissolve  his  Parlia- 
ment. He  made  that  statement  and  asser- 
tion, but  upon  what  grounds  he  has  ad- 
vanced the  statement,  andwhatare  the  rea- 
•ODi  assigned  for  the  sssertion,  we  are  left 
in  utter  ignorance.  What,  my  Lords,  can 
be  more  regular,  what  more  proper,  what 
more  in  accordance  with  the  principles  of 
our  free  constitution  than  ihia^that  when 
his  Majesty  is  advised  to  make  a  change 
in  his  Councils,  an  appeal  should  be  made 
to  the  sentiments  and  wishes  of  the  people 
of  England  to  sanction  and  support  an  act 
(odone  by  his  Majesty?  Itwas  in  accord- 
ance with  [hat  principle,  almost  uniformly 
acted  upon  on  a  similar  occasion,  that 
Ministers  then  advised  a  dissolution  of 
Parliament,  II  appears  to  me  a  constitu- 
tional course,  a  legitimate  course,  a  wise 
and  proper  course  to  pursue.  I  state 
this  my  Lords,  not  in  opposition  to  the 
Masoning  of  the  noble  Viscount,  for  he 
supported  his  opinion  by  uo  reasoning 
upon  this  point,  but  in  opposition  to  the 
bare  statement  and  assertion  of  the  other 
aide  of  the  House.  With  respect  to  the 
coune  we  are  now  pursuing,  the  noble 
VitcouDt  has  (old  db  that  we  are  not  to 
give  way  to  intimidation  or  to  threats,  and 

Jet  the  greater  part  of  the  conclusion  of 
is  speech  consisted  in  nothing  but  a  series 
of  implied  threats,  an  attempt  to  iospire 
Bs  with  feelings  of  apprehension  as  to  the 
ooDSeqoence  of  the  course  we  ere  about  to 

Krsoe.  I  shall  only  refer  your  Lordships 
cic  to  the  commencement  of  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Viscount,  in  which,  address- 
ing your  LordshFps  in  the  spirit  in  which 
you  ought  to  be  addressed,  he  told  you  it 
was  imponiUfl  to  abandon  your  judgment 
and  opinions  upon  a  measure  of  state 
policy  from  any  base  and  low  motives  of 
that  description,  Contrast  that  part  of 
hit  -ipwch  with  tha  other— compare  the 


cool  and  deliberate  commencement  with 
the  impassioned  declamation  with  which  it 
closed,  and  will  any  of  your  Lordships 
doubt  which  is  the  course  we  ought  to 
pursue  ?  What,  then,  my  Lords,  is  that 
course  7  It  was  pointed  oat  to  you  by 
my  noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of  Wellington) 
when  pieseoting  a  petition  in  the  former 
part  of  the  evening.  For  a  series  of  yean 
the  towns  of  Ireland  were  governed  by  a 
certain  form  of  municipal  institutions  ; 
both  Hoases  of  Parliament  agreed  that 
those  institutions  are  vicious,  and  ought  to 
be  reformed.  Both  hare  assented  to  this 
proposition,  bat  they  are  not  agreed  upon 
the  means  by  which  it  is  to  be  effected. 
What  is  the  consequence?  The  present 
system  must  continue  till  the  Houses  come 
to  a  distinct  understanding  upon  this 
subject.  The  noble  Viscount  seems  to 
conceive  that  we  are  to  a  certain  extent 
bound  to  follow  the  opinions  of  the  other 
House  upon  this  subject.  I  beg  leave  to 
say  that  this  House  also  represents  the 
nation~-that  we  are  no  less  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  nation  than  the  House  of 
Commons,  which  is  stated  to  represent 
the  people,  and  I  believe  at  this  moment, 
whatever  maybe  the  noble  Viscount's  opin- 
ion, that  we  as  fully,  and  no  less  fairly  re- 
present the  opinions,  the  sentiments,  the 
feelings  of  the  great  body  of  the  nation, 
as  their  representatives  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  I  feel,  and  the  noble  Vis- 
count haa  expreased,  the  utmost  possible 
respect  for  theopinions  of  the  other  House, 
and  whenever  I  have  the  misfortune  to 
differ  from  them  upon  any  conclusion  of 
slate  policy — and  I  am  sure  my  noble 
Friends  around  me  are  impressed  with  the 
same  conviction — I  feel  it  lo  be  my  duty 
cautiously  to  deliberate,  aod  fully  to  con- 
sider that  difierence  ;  but  when  I  am  not 
entirely  convinced  by  the  reasons  they 
allege,  it  is  my  duty,  as  an  independent 
Member  of  Parliament  and  of  this 
House,  to  act  according  to  the  dictates  of 
my  unbiassed  judgment.  That  is  the 
course  I  have  pursued — the  course  whicb 
the  noble  Lords  with  whom  1  am  acting, 
have,  I  am  persuaded,  pursued.  It  is  be- 
cause we  feel  that  the  consequence  of  the 
measure  as  sent  up  to  us  originally  by  the 
other  House,  and  presented  to  as  in  its 
amended  form,  would  be  productive  of 
mischief  to  the  united  empire,  and  of 
great  evil  and  calamity  to  Ireland  itself, 
and  that  it  would  be  fatal  to  the  Pio- 
tnunt  interests  of  thatoewitfT*-*! isbf. 
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CBniQ  we  ire  intprewed  irith  tbii  coriTtc-  Lords,  «u  a  man  irf  a  toj  d 
tion  that  we  refmed  ta  pau  the  Bill  in  its  for  nothiog  cam  be  more  stmnglj  a 
former  sfaape,  and  it  ii  on  the  tame  grounds  with  the  well-teroperad  we^OD  of  the 
that  ire  are  diiinclined  to  adopt  the  Gentlemvi  to  whom  I  hate  referred,  than 
tmendmeniB  now  proposed  to  us.  The  the  coarae  rusty  Uadeofhts  asKioiate.  I 
noblo  Viscount  employed  the  greater  part  hwe  not  powers  of  description  adequate 
of  his  speech,  not  in  pointing  oai  the  bear-  to  'te  Usk  of  painting  him,  hut  I  wish  I 
ingsofthealteredBillnowbeforeihe  House,  were  for  the  moment  posseMed  of  tboM 
but  in  accomplishing  a  purpose  to  wliirh  *''«Ji  "^  ""We  Viscount  so  eminenll; 
I  have  referred,  and  in  adverting  to  « hat  enjoys.  I  nhull  never  forget,  and  your 
fell  from  me  on  a  former  night.  I  am  ex-  lordships,  1  aui  sure,  never  will,  the  por- 
iremely  desirous  of  saying  something  to  '™*  "*'"'''  ^f  ''""  ""  *  ^°^^  °'«\^  ™ 
your  Lordships  upon  that  subject.  I  am  t'""  l-er*"!— huw  he  appeared  wrapped  la 
desirous  of  redeeming  the  pledge  I  gave  •nyrte'y,  and  hera  d«l  by  polen.s,  visiting 
with  reference  to  it.  and  T  am  ionscious  ""'  P'^"*^  ^'^  ""•/  ">  *-^'^  revolutions  of » 
that  I  owe  it  in  some  sort  to  your  Lord-  ^"'"77*?"^  "•""  e«fed  upon  U^ 
ships  as  welt  at>  to  myself  to  do  so,  be-  doubtful  whether  heought  to  be  «.nsiaered 
cause,  as  what  I  uttered  at  the  time  was  ff  ^  benevolent  nr  as  a  malignant  gemus-- 
not  reproved  by  your  Lordships,  I  feel  ""  Z"  f  .?  or  goblin  damned." 
*»,,.  tiT^  i  A  — ,  '„  „_i  Accnrriinjt  to  the  quotation  of  the  noble 
that  the  censure  heaped  upon  me.  and  viscount,  the  noble  Lord  seemed  almost 
the  attacks  directed  against  me,  are  ,n  „  if  he  would  say,  wrapt  in  a  spirit  of  ad- 
•oroe  sort  also  directed  against  your  .^^.  ■'  tb/  quotation-"  I'll 
Lordships.  First,  aa  to  my  accusers.  i„]i  thee  king,  fatter!"  I  wish  I  po.se.ed 
The  first  of  my  accusers  in  order  of  time  t^e  powers  which  the  noble  Vis«nint  dis- 
was  a  gentleman  a  Member  of  the  other  ,^^  a^.  occasion;  but  this  person 
House  of  Parliament,  who  immediately  U  so  scathed  himself,  has  so  exhibited  him- 
after  the  Bill  was  sent  down  to  the  self  in  a  variety  of  postures,  not  always  tlw 
Other  House,  was  sent  off  to  Ireland  as  „o,i  ^^.ly  and  decent,  amidst  the  shouU 
an  apostle  of  agitation  for  the  purpose  and  applause  of  a  raulritude,  that  all  de- 
of  creaiiDg  a  movement  in  that  country,  gcription  upon  my  part  is  totally  unnccei- 
Meetinp  were  called,  reaolutions  were  pre-  gary.  But  these  exhibitions  have  not  been 
pared,  lustice  to  Ireland. — the  usual  topic,  bootless  to  him  ;  he  has  received  lavish  con- 
—equality  of  civil  institutions,  and  those  trihutions,  I  may  say,  ducal  contribu«on« 
words  to  which  the  noble  Viscount  has  al-  from  the  connesions  of  the  present  Go- 
luded,  aliens  by  descent  or  aliens  by  blood,  vemment,  while  at  the  same  time  he  hfw 
or  some  expresrion  of  that  kind,  weredes-  wrung,  by  the  aid  of  the  priesU,  the  mi- 
canted  on,  for  the  purpose  of  getting  up  serable  pittancefrora  the  handsof  the  starv- 
a  little  Bgitatbn.  Unfortunately,  however,  ing  and  famishmg  peasant.  This  peiaon 
the  plot  did  not  entirely  succeed.  But  that  has  in  every  shape  and  form  insulted  your 
Gentleman  who  had  been  used  to  missions  of  Lordships,  your  Loidshipe"  Houae,  and 
tbiikind,  was  not  without  his  resources,  for,  many  of  you  iniltviduallT — he  has  do- 
as  has  been  stated  in  the  course  of  the  even-  nounced  you  ;  doomed  yoii  to  destnicticm, 
ing.  he  threw  another  ingredient  into  the  and  availing  himself  rf  your  courtesy,  ha 
cauldron  which  he  knew  was  powerful  in  i  comes  to  your  Lordships'  Bar,  he  liatena 
its  operation.  He  created  a  little  bustle  ]  to  your  proceedinas,  be  marks  and  he  mea- 
tm  a  day  or  two,  which  however,  happily  gures  you  as  his  victims—"  Etiam  is  satuu 
has,  since  in  a  degree  subsided.  I  bear  turn  »enit— notat,  dengnatque  oculia  ad 
no  enmity  to  that  hon.  Member;  he  was  cvdem  unumquemque  nosfirtm."  The  per» 
labouring  in  his  vocation ;  and  if  1  had  a„„  „hom  these  ex^^Msions  originally  bad 
ihonn  any  enmity  to  bim,  it  would  at  least  one  redeeming  quality — witness  tha 
have  subsided  almost  in  a  moment,  from  la«t  soene  of  his  life,  if  you  read  it  in  the 
the  great  pleasure  I  have  derived  over  and  description  of  the  historian.  Mindful  of 
over  again  from  his  liaht  and  brilhant  elo-  his  former  elevation  and  dignity,  so  aUcL 
quence,  and  above  all  from  the  abundant  „  poUtic,  so  eloquent,  he  ever  letuned  Uw 
amusement  he  has  lately  afforded  me  by  Tirtuc  of  courage.  Where  was  the  aocus»* 
his  felidtoui  explanations,  and  the  extra-  tion  against  me  made,  and  under  what 
ordinary  drollery  by  which  the  end  of  that  I  circums  tences?  At  a  meeting  of  the  ii" 


statement  was  accompanied.    That  Gentle-    bitants  of  Middlesex,  in  the  midst  of  tba 
naawasmjr  first  accuser.    The  next,  my   £[iend«  of  free  institatirai.  Ukm  decIuoHn 
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for  jattioe-^tsmal  joatice — tbera  did  be  |  twfefed  fin-  tbe  purpoK  of  oheddi^  a, ;». 

for  the  «difio»ti(iii  of  bii  MidimiM,  vent  his  <  ceeding  of  m  much  iTregulority  u  that 
which  hai  been  attributed  to  the  ooUa 
Lord,  This  ia  1117  Kcood  resion  for  beuig 
incredulous  on  tbe  subject.  But,  mj  Loidt, 
I  have  jet  another  reason.  The  noble  Lord 
to  whom  I  allude,  tbe  Secretary  of  State 
for  tbe  Home  Departmenti  preades  iuKnoe 
sort  uver  the  justice  of  tbe  country.  He 
Hiuat  be  well  acquainted  with  the  fir>t 
principles  of  justice,  and  no  principle  was 
more  sacred  tnan  this— that  a  man  should 
not  be  put  on  bis  trial  in  his  absence.  I 
cannot,  therefore,  easily  believe  that  tbe 
noble  Lord  would  have  made  such  a  charge 
in  a  place,  where  it  was  impossible  for  me 
to  answer  it.  I  am  not  defending  tbe  noble 
Lord;  I  am  stating  reasons  for  believing 
that  tbe  observations  attributed  to  the 
noble  Lord  never  could  have  fallen  from 
him.  I  cannot,,  1  repeat,  imagine  that  tbe 
noble  Lord  had  made  a  charge  aminst  me 
in  my  absence,  when,  of  courwi  J  had  no 
opportuoity  of  replying  to  it,  or  of  ex- 
plaining my  meanine.  I  am  the  more 
conGrmed  in  this  opinion,  when  I  recollect 
that  that  noble  Lord  is  the  author  of  a  dra- 
matic work,  in  which  the  grand  inquiii- 
tor  is  made  to  boast  of  the  fair  manner  in 
which  bis  court  is  conducted  in  compariMm 
with  ordinary  courts.  He  ohservei,  that 
even  an  act  of  accusation  is  not  allowed  to 
inue  against  a  person  untii  ha  has  hnn 
heard  m  his  defence.  The  poetical  linei^ 
my  Lords, are  these:— 

"  It  do«  not  hold  ita  priionen  KOOMd 
"  Till  tbej  thenualTM  us  h—ii." 
I  do  therefore  think,  that  if  that  soble  Lord 
bad  intended  to  mnke  a  charge  against  me, 
be  would,  in  common  courtesy,  and  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  ordinary  rulea  whidi 
prevail  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  cer- 
tainly in  this,  and  formerly  in  tbe  other, 
not  have  done  so  without  first  giving  ma 
notice,  in  order  that  I  might  have  had,  if 
necessary,  communication  on  the  subject 
with  some  Member  of  the  other  House. 
These  are  the  reasons  which  induce  me  not 
to  give  credit  to  tfae  report  of  a  charge  and 
accusation  having  been  made  against  me  hy 
the  noble  Lord.  Now,  as  to  the  charge 
itself,  what  is  it  ?  It  is  this — that  I  stated 


ooarae  and  scurtilous  jeits  at  the  murder  of 
a  monarch,  and  at  the  same  time  and  almost 
in  the  aame  breath,  insulted  by  the  insi- 
dious venom  of  his  flattery  the  successor  of 
that  mooardi,  our  present  moat  gracious 
Sovereign.  Such  is  the  man  who  has  as- 
aailed  me,  aucb  tbe  circuraslances  under 
which  the  anault  was  made.  Another 
asaaillant  to  whom  I  must  allude,  is  one  of 
■ome  gentler  demeanour,  of  bland  speech, 
of  moat  amiable  manners,  a  little  too 
rtrcmgly  tinctured  with  ultra>liberaliim. 
When  I  say  tlie  individual  to  whom  I  am 
DOW  referring  is  my  assailant,  I  mean  that 
he  is  my  rnxtrted  accuser ;  for  allow  me  to 
be  incredulous  on  tbe  subject,  and  I  am 
quite  sure  that  you  will  share  that  incredu- 
lity with  me.  The  noble  Lord  to  whom 
1  refer  has  long  been  a  Member  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  As  a.  Wbiff 
he  must  have  studied  the  Constitution  and 
fimns  of  that  House.  Ai  the  leader  of  it, 
it  is  hia  duty  partioularly  to  attend  to  the 
Older  and  regularity  of  its  proceedings.  He 
is  a  writer  on  the  Constitution,  and  knows 


it  poanhle,  then,  to  suppoce  that  a  person 
so  drcumatanced  should,  availing  himself 
of  your  Lordships^  courtesy,  come  to  the 
Bar  of  this  House,  collect  words  spoken  in 
the  heat  of  debate,  and,  then  going  to  the 
other  House,  there  repeat  them,  and  attack 
and  denounce  the  Speaker  of  them  ?  Is 
that  possible?  Am  I  not  doing  justice  to 
the  noble  Lord  in  supposing  that  he  could 
not  so  have  acted  ?  But  this  is  not  all :  I 
have  another  ground  for  my  incredulity.  I 
long  had  the  honour  of  a  teat  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  and  I  know 
well,  from  my  ofaaervationi  of  the  conduct 
oC  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  then 
filled  the  chair,  that  if  any  individual, 
whatever  his  situation  in  that  House  mi^t 
have  been,  haf  come  from  your  Lordships* 
Bar  repeating  and  attempting  to  observe 
upon  what  he  had  heard  there,  he  would 
instantly  have  been  called  to  order.  I  am 
new  speaking  of  past  times.  But  I  know 
the  right  hon.  Gientleman,  who  at  the  pre. 
feat   moment    occui '       ''        '    '       '     ' 


the   chair  of   the  1  as   a 


I  for   1 


granting    municspel 


,  and  am  proud  j  institutions  to  the  Irish,  that  "  they  wei« 


feat   moment    occupie 
other  House  of  Parliai 

to  call  him  my  friflnd.  He  is  a  lawyer  by  |  aliens  by  descent,  that  they  spoke  a'difier. 
profession,  and  sat  for  many  years  on  the  j  eat  language,  and  had  different  hahdta 
Whig  aide  of  the  House,  and  therefore  fWnn  ours ;  that  they  considered  us  to  be 
tanat  of  neoesaty  be  acquainted  with  con-  '  invaders  of  their  soil,  and  were  desbeus  of 
atitutional  law  and  practice.  I  cannot,  removing  us  from  the  country."  I  made 
than,  but  suppou  that  be  would  have  in-  I  no  such  statement,  noi  did  I  tay  aaylhisiK 
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mUing  it.     No  expreMim 


■  erer 
!  upra  nliiiA  Koy  pcraon,  not 
«f  «  weak  inUllcct,  or  not  dUpowd  to  nu- 
mdantuid  and  murepreKDt  what  I  ttaled, 
cttuU  hm  put  luefa  ■  canitmctian.  That 
thiiwai  thsciM  uobvLout,  I  tbi&k,  fram 
tbe  conduct  of  the  noble  Lordi  oppMita. 
What  did  the  noUe  Viaeouot  (Helbourne) 
do  on  the  oecauon  when,  it  it  laid,  those 
wordi  were  uttered  b^  me  t  He  remained 
perfectly  quiet  in  bit  place,  and  made  no 
comment  whatever  on  what  are  now  con- 
sidered aa  most  exCraordtnary  and  unjusti- 
fiable espressioiia.  The  noble  Marquess, 
who,  it  will  be  remembered,  took  lo  active 
a  part  in  thote  debates,  remained  equallj 
•ilent.  In  fact,  no  notice  at  all  wai  taken 
of  Hbat  fell  from  me  on  the  occanon  allu- 
ded to,  and  no  lucli  feeling  was  then  ex- 
cited as  altetnpta  Iibts  been  since  made  to 
nise.  It  i«  true  that  the  noble  Marquess 
•ofoe  fourteen  days  afterwards,  and  mibio- 

3uent  to  the  scenes  which  were  gat  up  in 
reland,  and  before  the  InbabitaniB  of  Hft- 
rylebone  bad  made  an  allusion  to  what 
the  noUe  Marquev  he«  celled  "  nererto 
flirgotten  expresriom."  [The  Marqueas 
Latudonne. — It  was  only  a  few  days  after 
the  disenssion  that  I  aUuded  to  them.]  It 
was  a  great  many  days  after,  for  it  was 
on  the  occasion,  as  your  Lmdchips  will 
recollect,  of  my  presenting  a  petition  from 
a  Romas  Catholic  priest.     The  noble  Mar- 

Sueaa  then  referred  to  thoce  words,  either 
I  censure  or  in  compliment,  expressing 
his  regret  that  I  bad  used  them,  and  hi« 
hope  that  I   would  explain  them,  I   re- 

Fliedthatl  had  nothing  toexplain,  and  that 
would  satisfy  your  Lordships  that  I  had 
never  made  the  statement  attributed  to  me. 
The  charge  against  me  hag  been  repeated 
this  evening  by  the  noblo  Viscount  oppo- 
dte.  Now,  let  me  direct  your  Lordships' 
attention  to  the  statement  really  made  by 
me,  every  word  of  which  I  will  completely 
jOBtify.  It  was  frequently  asked  during 
the  debates  on  the  Irish  M'     '  '    ' 


and  on  the  oceadon  t 
been  particularly  made.  "  Will  you  deny 
to  Ireland  what  you  have  granted  to  Eng- 
Ind!"  What  was  the  answer  given  to 
that  question  t  It  was  this — that  the  Mi. 
nisten  themselves  have  in  their  own  Bill 
proceeded  on  the  principle  of  applying 
oiSerent  provisions  to  Ireland,  and  have 
Kfuaed,  in  consequence  of  tbe  peculiar  state 
of  Ireland,  to  grant  tbe  same  powers  to  the 
Irish  Hunicdpal  Corporations  as  they  granted 
to  the  English  Corporations.  One  of  tbe 
trgunents  whieh  I  uied  on  the  ereniDg 


alluded  to  wat  to  thia  eftet — titat  it  «ii 
abaord,  unless  the  stale  of  soeitty  in  tke 
two  coontnes  could  be  shown  to  he  tha 
same,  to  say  that  the  histitntioiu  wbid 
are  good  in  ^e  <hm  oountiy  roust  seeea- 
sarily  be  good  in  the  other ,-  and  I  iltna. 
trated  my  meaning  by  a  kind  of  scfaool-bof 
refetence  to  the  bed  of  PnKrustas.  Again, 
tbe  Ministers  proposed  to  abolish  the  pre- 
sent Corporations  in  Ireland :  for  what 
reason?  Because  they  are  party  institn- 
tioni,  and  therefore  produt^ve  ct  eriL 
I  otiserrcd,  that  there  were  two  parties  in 
Ireland  much  embittered  a^tnat  eadi  otiMri 
and  that  the  eBtablishment  of  new  Cwpcb 
rations  ai»»rding  to  tbe  Ministerial  [jn 
would  be  a  substitution  of  party  Corpora* 
tioni  of  a  new  sort,  in  lieu  of  those  whidt 
might  be  ahtdisbed.  That  was  my  vgi^ 
ment,  and  that  led  legitimately  and  pnv- 
perly  to  a  description  of  the  two  parties  in 
Ireland.  And  what  was  the  descriptum  I 
gave  of  them  ?  I  do  not  flinch  from  it ;  I 
repeat  it.  On  the  one  side,  1  said,  then 
is  on*  fourth  of  tha  population  of  En^Uifc 
descent  and  hahits,  E^teataats  in  rdigioa^ 
and  adhering  warmly  to  tha  eaanaxioK 
with  this  country.  Is  that  an  accurate  da. 
soipticm  of  oneof  tbesepsrties?  Who  were 
on  tbe  other  ude  ?  Panoni  of  a  different, 
and,  with  regard  to  tbe  English  party  ta 
whom  1  ittfeired,  of  an  alien  descent.  Tha 
sense  in  which  these  words  were  used  is 
quite  obvious.  They  differ  to  a  great  eK> 
tent  in  manners,  language,  habits,  and 
religion,  and  they  look  on  as  as  invadetK 
I  admit  that  I  cud  they  were  anxiuas  for  a 
separation,  and  desirous  to  drive  us  linn 
the  country.  Is  this,  or  is  it  not,  a  comot 
description  of  the  two  parties  in  Ireland  > 
When  I  gave  that  description  I  at  least 
acted  fair^.  I  so  thought,  and  so  ooBsi> 
dered;  and  who,  my  Lcrd^  wate  my  in> 
structors  f  Those  persons  who  now  dfc 
nounoe  and  accuse  me.    They  were  nnr 


Who  is  it  that  whenever  it 
purpoBs   worked  on  tha  faeiingi 
and  prejudices,  arising  out  of  a  difierenea 
of  descent,  that  called  the  ProtettanU  at 
Ireland   foreigners,    Saxoni,    SaaNnagfas} 
Who  is  it  that    has  over  and  over  tgiim, 
whenever  it  niited  his  particular  objeet,  d*> 
dared  that  he  never  would  eease  to  esatt 
one  portion  of  the  population  against  tha 
■'ler. 
"  A*  long  u  Poptsb  sptit  Nid  Kytha 
Sbait  dif  and  cut  the  Suacna^'i  titfaa  f 
Who  is  it  that  has  applied,  with  the  same 
view  of  exciting  a  feeling  of  hostOity  and 
antipathy,  the  term  "  Sassena^'*  to  a  aM» 


„  Cockle 
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flrttaitd). 


Lord,  foaoBilj  Secretarj  for  Irdimd,  and 
Keeived  from  tbst  noble  individual  nidi  an 
inBtction  ai  recalled  to  one's  lecoUectitHi  tlie 
lines  in  an  anaent  fable — 

"  CliouiiU  cutis  Mt  tumnio*  darepU  per  •rtut, 

Nacquicqum  niii  tdIdub  eiat  ?  " 
Who  ii  it,  ^ain,  that  hai  denominated  thii 
Imperial   PBrliunent,    both    b^   word   of  ] 


at  prearot  tor  the  Repeal  of  die  Uiu« 
and  the  aepatation  of  Ireland.  Allow  m^ 
mj  Lotd«,  before  I  leaTc  this  suljeet,  to 
repeat  a  stanaa  out  of  an  Iriik  ballad, 
which  has  been  quoted  in  the  other  Home. 
bj  the  noble  Lonl  to  whom  I  have  alluded 
in  reference  to  this  subject.  The  ballad 
sung  in  the  streets  of  Kilkenof,  at  the 


mouth  and  in  writings,  a  foreign  Parlia-  i  time  when  a  man  was  being  tried  foi  mur^ 


ment ;  has  called  this  House  an  assemblf 
of  forngners,  and  applied  the  same  term  to 
the  Protestants  of  Ireland  t  Who  is  it, 
that  in  reference  to  this  ver;  PHrllament, 
has  made  use  of  the  term  "  alien?"  He 
who  is  now  taj  accuser-  This  is  my  de- 
fence, if  defence  be  necessary.  Who  is  it, 
hut  another  of  my  accusers,  that,  speaking  ;  mjsetf  toti^trongly  on  the  subject,  are  not 


der,  arising  out  of  resistance  to  tithes. — 
"  Tbe  da;  oT ransom,  thsnk  Heaven  1  li  dated, 

Tbeae  cursed  demons  must  qnit  the  laod : 
It's  now  these  fareifln  snd  proud  inTsden 

Shall  feel  the  weight  of  each  Irish  hand." 
Have  I  not,  mj  Lords,  made  out  what  I 
undertocJc  to  establisli?      If  I   i 


of  Ireland,  described  the  Irish  and  the 
English  to  be  divided  against  each  ether, 
with  enmity  even  stronger  than  that  felt 
by  the  Welch  mountaineers  for  their  Saxon 
invaders  7  Who  told  us  that  this  enmity 
was  not  the  consequence  of  a  difference  of 
ndigion,  hut  was  hereditaiy— that  it  ex- 
istM  when  the  two  parties  were  oE  the 
same  religion?  One  of  my  accusers.  So 
much,  then,  as  to  the  description  of  tlie  two 
parties  into  which  1  reland  b  divided.  And 
now  as  to  the  use  of  the  term  "  invaders." 
Who  is  it  that  called  the  Enzlish  "  invaders 


my  accusers  the  very  persons  wlio  sumdied 
me  with  the  language  they  now  affect  to 
condemn  ?  I  now  quit  this  subject,  I  hope 
for  ever.  With  regard  to  the  matter  upon 
which  your  Lordships  will  have  to  decide 
this  ni^t,  I .  must  repeat  what  I  have 
already  said,  that  the  noble  Viscount  hat 
not  explained  to  your  Lordships  the  im^ 
sons  set  forth  by  the  Ccmmoiii  in  the  pun 
on  the  Table.  He  hoi,  however,  touwed 
on  one  point,  to  which  it  is  moat  "»■*■"■? 
that  I  diould  advert,  becwue  I  must  a>y, 
with  all  due  deference  to  the  noUe  Vi»< 


of  Ireland  ("    tlist  dated  the  misery   and  '  count   and   the  House   of  Commons,   tor 


degradation  of  that  country  from  the  6nt 
day  when  the  English  banner  was  planted 
un  its  toil  ?  Who  is  it  that  called  the 
"  union  "  an  atrocious  and  most  ahominahle 
measure;  that  pledged  himself  over  and 
over  again  to  repe^  that  union,  though 
every  man  knows,  end  no  one  better  than 
the  individual  I  refer  to,  that  the  Repeal 
of  the  Union  u,  in  1^,  the  entire  and  total 
separation  of  the  two  countries  P  Who  it 
it  that  told  Ireland  that  it  should  sot  be  a 
petty  and  peltry  province,  hut  a  free  and 
independent  nation ;  and  that  the  Saxont 
■hoiud  be  t«u^t  that  lesson  ?  My  accuser. 
Hit  ciy  fur  repeal  is  now  dropped,  his  ex- 
titiooa  are  suspended;  but  on  what  terms 
and  ocmditions?  Mark  I—"  Justice  to 
Ireland."  And  what  description  has  that 
individual,  within  a  very  small  space  of 
time,  given  of  the  meaning  he  sttachei 
to  the  words  "justice  to  Irdand?"  It  is 
thia,  my  Leads, — the  complete  and  entire 
goreninient  of  that  country  by  the  Roman 
Catholic^  the  extinction  of  tithe  in  any 
Aaga  or  form,  the  introductiou  of  the 
voluntary  system,  and  theentiredemolition 
of  the  Protestant  Ettablishment  in  Ireland. 
These  are  his  terms,  the  terms  on  which 
■kne  he  ia  ooateDt  to  lay  aidde  hi<  exertioiu 


which  I  entertain  the  sincereet  respect,  tihat 
they  seem,  in  my  opinion,  to  have  mi&. 
understood  their  own  Bill,  and  the  natuiv 
of  their  own  unendments.  The  object  of 
the  Bill  was,  as  every  person  who  read  it 
must  have  teen,  to  estaUiih  some  system  of 
government  in  Ireland  which  should  in- 
sure peace  and  tranquillity.  That  wm 
stated  to  be  the  object  of  thia  Bill  in  its 
preamble.  How  was  that  to  be  efiiscted  ? 
By  the  abolition  e£  the  existing  Coiponk. 
tioni  (not,  perhapt,  in  terms  but  in  tub. 
stance,  as  every  person  reading  the  Bill 
mutt  be  convinced),  the  subsntutioB  of 
other  Corpontiont  in  place  of  tliem,  and 
the  separation  from  these  new  Coiporaiiau 
of  everything  connected  with  the  adminJa- 
tration  of  justice,  the  entire  control  over 
which  was  giren  to  the  Crown.  These 
were  the  ikree  points  to  which  the  Bill 
was  directed.  It  is  taid  that  we,  by  oar 
amendments,  have  formed  an  endi^y  new 
Bill.  Now  what  hsve  we  done?  We 
have  assented  to  the  first  part  of  the  mesi 
sure — the  abolition  cf  the  Corporatioos  ; 
and  to  the  third— the  jdacing  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Crown,  everythii^  oonnected 
with  the  administration  n  justice ;  hot  sve 
have  ngected  the  lecond  part  of  tha  KU— 
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the  erection  of  new  Coiporations ;  and 
have  substituted  something  in  its  stead. 
How  tlie  Bill,  as  amended  by  your  Lord- 
BhipS)  can  be  called  an  original  Bill, 
I  uave  noble  Lords  opposite  to  explain. 
Do  we  make  it  an  original  Bill,  when 
out  of  the  three  measures  which  it 
embraced  we  adopt  two,  and  modify  or 
atneod  the  other  part  of  the  Bill  ? 
But  it  has  been  said  by  the  noble  Viscount 


BilTby 


tbat  a  vast  number  of 
been  introduced  into  the  Bill  by  your  Lord, 
ships,  and  this  point  is  dwelt 
sons  of  the  Commons.  But  it  followed  aa 
a  matter  of  course,  the  moment  we  de- 
dded  that  new  corporations  should  not  be 
created,  that  all  the  details  of  the  Bill  ap. 
plicable  to  the  construction  of  those  corpora- 
tions should  be  expunged,  and  the  clauses 
directly  or  indirectly  bearing  on  tbat  matter 
amounted  to  no  less  than  sixty.  Again,  there 
was  property  belonging  to  the  corporations, 
the  man^ement  oi  which  remained  to  be 
provided  ior,  and  fifty  or  sixty  clauses  were 
necessary  for  tbat  purpose.  It  is  not,  how- 
erer,  the  number  of  new  clauses  that  can 
make  a  bill  an  original  one,  but  the  object 
to  which  those  clauses  are  directed.  The 
noble  Viscount  said  something  about  the 
title  of  the  Bill  being  changed,  and  that 
prant  is  also  adverted  to  in  the  reasons 
of  the  Commons.  Your  Loidships  might 
be  led  to  infer  from  the  expressions  con- 
tained in  those  reasons,  that  the  House  of 
Commons  thought  that  we  were  not  justi- 
fied in  altering  the  title  ;  yet  there  is  not  a 
single  page  of  the  index  to  your  Lordships' 
journals  which  does  not  contain  a  great 
number  of  instances  of  alterations  effected 
in  the  titles  of  Bills  by  this  House.  I  will 
refer. to  one  instance.  A  Bill  came  up  from 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  for  digfran- 
chising  the  Borough  of  Gnunpound,  and 
for  transferring  the  right  to  return  two 
Members  to  the  town  of  Leeds.  That  Bill, 
then,  embraced  two  objects:  and  what 
was  it  that  your  Lordships  did  ?  You 
adopted  the  first  part,  and  rejected  the 
sectnid;  and  gave  to  ^e  county  of  York 
the  right  of  returning  two  additional  Mem- 
bois.  Of  course  a  corresponding  sltetution 
was  made  in  the  title  of  the  Bill ;  and 
when  it  went  down  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, its  reception  was  objected  to,  on  the 
ground  on  which  these  reasons  were  found- 
ed. However  a  noble  Lord  got  up  and 
said,  that  the  Bill,  as  sent  to  the  Lords,  was 
directed  to  two  objects — the  disfrancbise- 
metit  of  Gramjnund,  aud  the  transferring 
of  the  right  of  raprcsenta^n  to  Leeds  i 
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the  other  House  had  assented  to  one  part 
of  the  Bill,  and  had  substituted  something 
in  place  of  the  second ;  and  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  Bill,  as  amended,  should 
pass.  Who  was  that  individual  ?  The 
nohle  Lord  who  is  now  the  leader  of  the 
Ministerial  party  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  The  alteration  of  the  title  of 
the  Bill  now  before  your  Lordships  was 
also  adverted  to  in  a  former  debate,  and  a 
noble  Baron  opposite  (Lord  Holland)  bad 
cited  the  Danby  case.  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  noble  Baron  misunderstood  the 
whole  bearing  of  that  case.  The  House  of 
Commons  sent  up  to  the  Lords  a  Bill  of 
atttunder,  which  was  converted  into  a  Bill 
of  banishment^  The  Commons  objected  to 
this  alteration,  and  gave  tbeir  reasons  for 
their  objection.  I  should  not  be  surprised 
that  the  noble  Baron  misundenitood  the 
case,  if  he  stopped  at  the  end  of  the  first 
reason,  which  stated,  that  the  Bill  appeared 
by  its  title  to  be  a  new  Bill, — thai  it  had 
been  converted  from  a  Bill  of  attainder  into 
a  Bill  of  banishment.  The  nohle  Lord's 
argument  was  valid,  stopping  there,  but  the 
Commons  proceeded  to  say  that  they  objected 
because  banishment  was  not  a  legal  punish- 
ment for  high  treason ;  that  the  alteration 
implied  that  the  Commons  had  not  properly 
investirated  the  case  ;  and  tbat  if  parties 
absconding  from  justice  should  he  allowed 
to  get  better  off  than  those  who  remained 
fur  trial,  nobody  would  remain  for  that 
purpose.  It  therefore  appeared,  that  it 
wag  not  the  mere  alteration  of  the  title 
which  induced  the  Commons  to  reject  the 
Bill,  but  the  alteration  of  its  enactments  in 
a  manner  contrary  to  law,  4nd  calculated 
to  lead  to  an  unfair  inference  with  regard 
to  the  House  of  Commons.  jAs  to  the  Bill 
now  before  your  Lordships,  I  do  not  know 
what  its  abject  is  in  one  particular.  There 
are  twenty  towns  in  Ireland  to  which  the 
gth  of  George  4th  is  proposed  to  be  forcibly 
applied.  Arc  these  towns  to  cease  to  be 
corporate  towns?  Are  tbeir  charters  to  be 
taken  away?  I  understand  that  it  is  in- 
tended to  deprive  them  of  their  present 
corporate  character,  but  on  looking  to  the 
Bill  I  cannot  find  any  clause  ahtUibing 
their  corporations.  There  are  clauses  de- 
priving the  corporations  in  these  towns  of 
their  property  and  of  all  trusts  under  local 
Acts  of  Parliament,  but  I  wish  the  noble 
Viscount  to  point  out  the  clause  by  whidi 
these  corporations  are  abolished.  There 
are  some  observations  inserted  in  the  rea- 
sons with  respect  to  the  clause  relating  to 
charitable  trusts  which  appear  to  me  to 
2G 
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bare  do  proper  Bppliciion  to  that  dan*. ;  to  their  loclittw,  the  noble  VUcoant^ 
w"  made  ViT  material  alteratim  in  that'  a  clauM  in  the  Bill  before  the  Hottie,  pro- 
dauM,  and  I  am  at  a  low  to  conceive  why  po»e«  to  force  .«  adoption  on  them.  U  w 
one  clau«e  wag  itrpck  out,  and  the  original  a  clause  of  Unation,  forcing  on  the  people 
one  introduced.  But  these  are  detaila  on  tery  severe,  and,  in  gome  insWncei,  op- 
which  I  do  not  wish  to  trouble  the  House,  !  presiive  taxation  ;  and  on  that  ground  I 
because  ther  may  he  the  subject  of  afier  object  10  it  sirongly.  Again,  the  9th  of 
conwderation.  I  now  come  to  the  two  ;  George  4th.  ia  in  its  nature  a  local  Acl.  It 
mainpoints  for  your  Lordships'  consider!-  corresponds  nearly,  in  all  its  provisions, 
tion— the    application   of  the    statute  of  i  with  a  local  Act  of  Parliament;  and  how 


tion — the    application   „    -..-    ,  

gth  George  4th  to  twenty  towns  in  Ireland,  |  can  I  assent  to  apply  a  local  Act  di 
■nd  the  giving  new  corporate  charters  '  ■  .      ,  ■     .-  ._  .        ...  •  -. 


icted 
'  to  such  objects  to  twenty  towns  at  once  ? 


twelve  large  towns  in  that  country.  I  oh-  I  Your  Lordships  have  experienced  its  failure 
cot  most  strongly  to  the  forced  application  ;  in  one  of  the  towns  to  which  it  has  been 
of  9th  George  4th  to  any  of  the  towns  of  j  applied.  The  town  of  Kingstown  chose 
Ireland.  When  our  amendments  went  to  adopt  it ;  but  in  a  very  short  time  the 
..  _     .,  __  T> .u —  . »„  j  inhabitants  found  it  to  be  a  most  perni- 


down  to  tha  other  House,  those  twenty 
towns  and  other  towns  in  Ireland  were 
left  to  tale  the  benefit  of  that  Act  if  they 
thought  proper ;  hut  the  nohle  Viscount, 
and  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  desire 
to  force  the  provisions  of  that  Act  on  twenty 
Irish  towns.  I  cannot  bring  mysdf  to 
think  that  those  twenty  towns,  on  whom 
this  forced  application  is  attempted  to  be  | 
made,  understand  the  nature  of  the  provi- 
■ions  of  the  Act  of  Parliament ;  and  when 
we  are  told  that  we  ought  not  to  introduce 
an  original  Bill  in  the  shape  of  an  amend- 
ment, what  Bill,  let  me  ask,  could  be  more 
entirely  original  than  this — introduced, 
ton,  in  the  shape  of  en  amendment  upon  an 
Bmendraent ;  and  without  giving  the  parties 
most  deeply  interested  time  for  considering 
its  e^U  ?  The  Ministers  tell  us  to  act 
towards  Ireland  as  we  do  to  England ;  and 
this  very  enactment  is  a  violation  of  the 
principle  which  they  announce.  We  have 
HI  England  a  similar  Acttothegthof  Georj^ 
4th  ;  Tl  is  called  Mr.  Portman's  Act.  Is 
this  ever  forced  on  the  people  of  England? 
On  the  contrary,  every  security  was  given 
to  the  inhabitants  of  towns,  in  order  that 
they  might  not  be  taken  hy  suriprise,  and 
ample  time  was  given  to  them  for  conei- 
denng  the  effect  of  applying  the  Bill  to  any 
town-  It  is  only  when  two'thirdi  of  the 
population  desire  the  application  of  this 
Act,  that  it  can  be  enforced.  But  I  object 
to  the  enactment  of  the  Bill  before  your 
Lordships  becauses  it  forces  the  9th  of 
George  4th  on  the  Irish  towns  actually 
against  the  inclination  of  the  inhabitunli. 
The  noble  viscount  himself  has  slated,  that 
only  sis  or  seven  towns  in  Ireland  hi 
availed  themselves  of  ibe  benefit  of  that 
Act.  It  appears  from  that  statement,  that 
the  inhabitants  of  towns  in  Ireland,  are 
not  disposed  to  call  that  Act  into  opera- 
tion !  and  yet,  after  ibey  have  manifested 
their  unnilUngness  to  have  the  Act  applied 


ciouB  Act,  as  far  as  related  to  that  town, 
and  they  applied  for  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment to  stay  the  operation  of  the  9th  of 
George  4tb  in  Kingstown, the  preamble  of 
which  states  that  that  statute  had  been 
productive  of  most  mischievous  conse- 
qjences.  And  yet  it  is  now  proposed 
peremptorily  to  force  that  statute  on  twenty 
towns  at  once,  with  ibe  professed  inienlion 
of  doing  justice  to  Ireland.  But  it  hM 
been  said,  though  I  did  not  hear  it  with 
my  own  ears,  yet  1  know,  on  very  good 
authority,  that  it  bas  been  stated,  that  the 
compolsory  application  of  this  statute,  the 
9lhofGeorge4th,  would  not  he  oppressive 
to  the  twenty  towns  specified  in  this  Bill, 
because  the  charges  which  it  would  occa- 
sion would  be  paid  out  of  the  property 
belonging  to  the  towns,  which  property  ii 
described  as  Lwing  considerable.  Now, 
what  ii  the  fact  T  Six  of  these  towns  have 
no  property  at  all,  and  nine  of  them  have 
not  more  than  250^  a-year  each ;  which 
property  is  charged  with  heavy  debti,  and 
includes  the  tolls  which  are  to  be  aboliabed. 
Thus  it  appears,  that  fifteen  out  of  the 
twenty  towns  have  not  funds  at  all  propor- 
tionate or  adequate  to  meet  the  charges 
which  would  by  this  Bill  be  impoaed  on 
them,  i  do  say  that  the  measure,  as  agreed 
to  by  your  Lordships,  leaving  it  to  the 
towns  in  Ireland  to  adopt  or  not,  ai  they 
might  think  fit,  the  provisions  of  the  9th 
of  George  4th,  is  beyond  all  comparison 

frererafalc  to  this  measure  of  compulsion. 
have  now  only  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
otiier  part  of  the  Bill,  giving  new  Corpora- 
tions to  twelve  towns  in  Ireland.  Thia 
subject  has  been  so  often  considered,  that 
it  would  be  unpardonable  in  me  again  to 
discuss  it.  I  am  satisfied  that  if  your  Loid- 
ships  should  adopt  this  part  of  the  mea- 
sure, it  would  be  productive  of  the  greatest 


dOl        Municipal  Corporations 

possible  evilfl.  The  original  preamble  of 
the  Bill  fltates  the  object  aimed  at  to  be 
good  and  quiet  covernmeot.  Do  you  be- 
lieve (hat  by  aooptiug  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill,  ihe  lowns  afftcted  by  it  would 
be  well  aad  quietly  governed?  Would 
the  introduction  of  annual  elections,  car- 
ried on  as  elections  are  in  Ireland,  tend  lo 
order  and  good  govemraenl,  or  to  tumult, 
strife,  distraction,  and  party  and  religious 
animosity?  What  would  be  the  constitu- 
tion of  these  Corporations  ?  I  repeat  the 
argument  which  in  the  beginning  of  the 
discussions  on  this  subject  1  urged,  and 
with  which  I  will  conclude  them— that  it 
would  be  absurd,  after  getting  rid  of  the 
present  Corporations,  because  they  are 
nuisances,  are  party  instilutionfl,  to  estab- 
lish in  their  place  party  institutions  of  a 
nature  infinitely  mote  objectionable  and 
mischievons.  This  is  my  great  ground  of 
objection  to  the  present  measure.  To  what 
purpose  would  the  new  Corporations  be 
applied  ?  Do  not  the  people  who  gorern 
Ireland  say,  that  every  measure  must  he 
carried  by  agitation;  and  when  a  difficulty 
is  felt  in  effecting  any  object,  do  they  not 
exclaim  "  Agitate  I  agitate  !  agitate  ?"  If, 
then,  that  party  should  get  possession  of 
the  government  of  these  large  towns,  would 
Ihey  not  be  converted  into  the  most  de- 
structive engines  of  agitation,  and  most 
pernicious,  as  far  as  the  Protestant  interest 
Is  concerned  t  But  is  not  this  the  object 
of  the  Bill  7  Does  not  the  measure  speak 
for  itself?  Let  your  Lordships  look  to  its 
provisions.  Why  did  the  noble  Viscount 
create  new  Corporations  by  his  Bill?  Solely 
for  the  purpose,  as  he  has  said,  of  creating 
them.  At  present  the  Corporations  have 
nothing  lodo,  except  to  administer  justice. 
The  new  Corporations  would  be  deprived 
of  all  power  in  that  respect.  The  .business 
of  watching,  paving,  and  lighting,  forms 
no  part  of  the  duties  of  the  existing  Cor- 
porations :  that  is  all  performed  by  trustees 
under  local  Acts  of  Parliament,  and  is 
well  and  effectively  performed.  What, 
then,  remains  for  the  new  Corporations  to 
do? — absolutely  nothing,  as  the  noble 
Viscount  has  stated  himself;  but  in  order 
to  give  them  something  to  do,  it  is  tiro- 
posed  lo  abolish  the  local  trusts,  and  to 
make  the  corporators  the  trustees.  Is  it 
not  evident,  when  those  behind  the  noble 
Viscount,  who  push  and  goad  hirTl  forward, 
making  liim  come  down  to  your  Lordships' 
IIodw,and  utter  such  cictrnvagant  speeches 
as  the  one  he  has  delivered  ibis  night— is 
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il  not  evident  that  their  design  Is  to  havt 
these  Corporations  as  places  of  deposit  for 
the  purpose  of  agitation,  whenever  aglta- 
tion  may  be  necessary  to  gain  any  parti- 
cular object  ?  If  I  were  one  of  those  dis- 
posed to  say  that  tithes  should  be  extin- 
guished, that  they  should  nut  be  paid  in 
any  shape,  that  the  voluntary  system  should 
be  established,  that  the  Protestant  religion 
should  be  annihilated,  and  that,  as  the  last 
step,  the  "  union  "  should  be  repealed,  aa 
the  consequence  and  climax  of  those  mea- 
sures, I  would  asBent  to  the  Bill  as  it  has 
come  up  from  the  other  House  ;  I  would 
da  more— I  would  say,  let  the  whole  thing 
be  accomplished  at  once;  let  us  not  go 
Blep  by  step.  If  you  pass  this  measure, 
will  you  then  stop?  It  will  be  impossible. 
Does  not  every  concession  you  make  add 
power  to  one  party,  and  render  it  more 
diificult  to  resist  the  next  demand  ?  It  ta 
because  I  foresee,  that  at  no  distant  period, 
this  measure  would  lead  to  the  conse- 
quences I  have  stated,  because  those  con- 
sequences are  in  my  mind  deplorable,  de- 
structive to  the  interest,  independence,  and 
integrity  of  the  empire,  that  I  oppose  the 
noble  Viscount  in  what  he  now  proposes  to 
yonr  Lordships.  I  will  not  take  this  first 
step.  It  is  not  a  step  of  peace  and  con- 
ciliation which  Hill  soothe  discontent,  and 
lull  agitation  to  sleep.  On  the  contrary, 
it  will  provoke  agitation,  by  convincing  the 
people  of  its  success,  and  encourage  it  by 
rewarding  discontent.  It  will  not  disarm 
the  Catholics,  it  will  erect  them  a  strong 
fortress,  and  supply  them  with  the  means 
ofbattering  the  Protestant  religion.  I  have 
considered  these  circumstances  with  calm- 
ness, with  caution,  and  to  the  best  of  my 
ability.  I  entertain,  as  I  said  when  I  set 
out,  the  greatest  possible  respect  for  the 
other  House  of  Parliament — anything  con- 
nected with  or  belonging  to  myself,  I  would 
at  once  surrender  to  them  ;  but,  my  Lords, 
I  am  here  one  at  least  of  the  guardians  of 
the  interests  of  Ihe  empire, and  I  feel  that  it 
is  a  duty  I  owe  to  my  country,  whatsoever 
may  be  the  consequences,  and  satisfied  that 
the  consequences  of  the  measure  now  pro- 
pounded will  be  such  as  I  have  pointed 
out,  to  oppose  the  motion  of  the  noble  Vis- 
count opposite. 

The  Marquess  of  ClanricardetaJA,  that 
when  ho  ventured  to  present  himself  to 
their  Lordships'  attention,  after  ibe  elo- 
quent speech  just  addressed  to  the  House 
by  the  noble  and  lenrned  l/inl  opposite. 
he  must  commence  by  observing,  that  elo- 
2G2 
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quest  as  that  ipeecK  most  certainly  was, 
still  he  (the  Marquess  afClanricarde)  had 
nerer  heard  a  speech  addressed  lo  this  or 
any  other  assembly,  which  contained  less 
of  aigunient,  or  more  of  mere  assertion. 
The  noble  and  lenrned  Lord  had  accused 
hi^  noble  Friend,  the  first  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  with  having,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  dealt  with  assertions.  Why  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  himself  dealt 
in  a  whole  series  of  asseriiois  against  the 
people  of  Irelaml,  while  he  was  unable  to 
adduce  one  fact  in  their  support.  He  did 
not  wish  to  fasten  upon  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  the  expressions  as  to  aliens, 
or  aov  other  word  used  by  him  on  a  former 
occasion,  and  justified  by  him  to-night; 
but  he  would  sHy,  that  the  speech  just  de- 
livered advised  their  Lordships  to  take  a. 
step  that  was  fraught  with  danger  to  them- 
selves, and  10  the  country.  The  arguments 
o(  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  coming 
from  the  party  of  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  was  the  champion  and  the 
organ  in  that  House,  contained  nothing 
new ;  they  had  been  used  for  the  last  fifty 
years,  by  those  who  maintained  Protestant 
ascendancy,  and  who  opposed  the  measure 
of  Catholic  emancipation  on  the  same 
ground  as  that  now  urged — namely,  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  not  fit  to  he 
intrusted  with  free  institutions.  A  most 
•loqaent  and  distin^iihed  Irishman,  now 
no  more,  had  described  the  Tory  party  of 
that  day  thus:—"  That  party  had  for  a 
time  been  removed,  when  the  exertions  of 
the  country  (Irelaud)  recovered  her  liberty, 
Bod  in  aa  evil  hour  returned  again,  when 
bei  exertions  proceeded  to  excess ;  it  re- 
turned after  a  long  famine,  and  with  all 
the  poison  of  ita  old  principles.  Character 
of  their  own  to  stand  upon,  these  veterans 
of  power  had  none :  but  they  had  the 
excesses  of  lorae  of  the  populace  on  which 
to  build,  and  they  formed  an  administra- 
tion, not  on  their  reputatioo,  but  upon  the 
disrepute  of  the  populace."  Precisely  the 
same  was  now  the  course  pursued — charges 
of  disloyalty,  of  violence,  and  of  outrage 
were  now  advanced  against  the  Roman 
Catholic  population  of  Ireland,  as  affording 
ample  reasons  why  they  ought  not  to  re- 
ceive political  power.  But  if  he  wanted  a 
complete  answer  to  the  speech  made  by 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  to-night,  he 
would  read  the  whole  speech  delivered  in 
1829  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
when  he  advocated  the  measure  of  Catholic 
emsncipation,  brought  forward  by  the  Go- 
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veroment  of  which  he  formed  a  part.  The 
assertions  then  made  by  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  would  entirely  overturn  aod 
completely  contradict  the  assertions  put 
forth  by  him  to-night.  But  his  nobleand 
learned  Friend  had  said,  that  he  would  not 
go  into  the  details  of  the  measure  ;  neither 
would  he,  because  the  real  main  question 
and  principle  to  be  this  night  decided  was, 
whether  the  people  of  Ireland  were  to  be 
treated  as  the  rest  of  the  population  of 
Great  Britain — were  they  to  be  treated  as 
British  subjects,  or  as  aliens  ?  That  ques- 
tion, and  that  principle,  he  (the  Marquess 
of  Clanricavde)  warned  their  Lordships  oot 
lo  decide  precipilantly  against  the  people 
of  Ireland.  Against  the  views  put  forth 
on  this  question  by  his  noble  aod  learned 
Friend  opposite,  he  had  his  own  authority 
on  a  fortner  occasion,  and  had  the  au- 
thority of  almost  every  great  statesman 
that  had  done  honour  to  this  nation — of 
Mr.Pitt,  of  Lord  Castlereagh, and,  in  short, 
of  all  who  had  taken  part  in  the  passing  of 
the  Act  of  Union,  or  in  promoting  Catholic 
emancipation.  But  were  the  opinions  of 
those  great  authorities  necessary  to  be  cited, 
when  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  ia 
his  speech  on  Catholic  emancipation  him- 
self stated,  that  the  admission  of  Roman 
Catholics  to  power  was  but  the  sequence  .the 
corollary,  to  that  same  Act  of  Union?  Nay, 
more,  the  Emancipation  Act  itself — a  mea- 
sure which  emanated  from  the  Govemmeot 
with  which  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
opposite  was  highly  connected,  speciBcally 
(and  as  it  were  with  a  view  to  the  question 
now  under  discussion)  and  directly  re- 
fers to  Municipal  Corporations  in  Ireland. 
The  I4th  section  of  that  statute  said, 
"  that  it  should  be  lawful  for  any  Romaa 
Catholic  to  be  a  member  of  any  lay  body 
corporate,  and  to  hold  any  place  of  trust 
therein,  upon  taking  and  subscribing  the 
oath  in  the  Act  set  forth."  With  this 
clause  in  that  statute  he  begged  to  ask  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  whether  at  the 
lime  of  passing  the  measure  of  emanci- 
pation, it  was  intended  to  cheat  the  people 
of  Ireland  ?  Was  it,  then,  intended  to  de- 
lude ibem,  by  declaring  that  they  should 
he  members  of  the  Corporation,  resolving 
afterwards  to  tell  them  that  they  were  not 
fit  to  be  admitted  into  Corporations?  If 
that  were  intended,  then  he  must  say,  that 
the  measure  of  emancipation  was  a  cheat 
— the  Act  of  Union  was  a  cheat  upon  tlie 
people  of  Ireland.  The  noble  and  learnetl 
Lord  talked  of  the  Roman  Catholics  ai  a 
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paity.  Grant  that  they  were,  but  CTen 
then,  was  it  on  account  of  their  numbers 
that  they  were  to  be  deprived  of  the  rights 
benelits,  and  advantages,  of  free  institu- 
tions. But  he  denied  thut  this  measnre 
now  before  their  Lordships  went  to  give 
power  to  a  party — it  was  not  upon  party, 
but  upon  the  people  of  Ireland  that  it  con- 
ferred power.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  also  spoken  of  the  agitation 
wbich  prevailed,  and  the  mode  in  which 
elections  had  been  carried  on  in  Ireland, 
and  had  urged  those  poinis  as  grounds  for 
the  deprivationof  the  people,  or  that  coun- 
try oftne  rights  even  now  enjoyed  by  them. 
What  had  been  in  some  instanMts  the  mode 
in  wbich  elections  bad  been  carried  in  this 
country?  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  was 
fond  of  citing  the  Report  of  the  Intimida- 
tion Committee,  but  he  would  quote  an- 
other authority.  Some  years  ago  two 
petitions  were  presented  nnder  the  Gren- 
ville  Act,  complaining  that  at  each  of  the 
then  last  elections  for  Westminster  outrages 
had  been  committed  by  purposely  armed 
bands,  and  that  even  murders  had  been 
perpetrated.  Upon  these  petitions  not  the 
least  redress  was  obtained — no  censure,  no 
punishment  inlticted  upon  the  ofiunders, 
nor  was  any  measure  adopted  to  prevent  the 
repetition  of  similar  scenes.  Still  1ee.H  did 
anybody  propox  to  disfranchise  the  people 
of  England,  because  of  these  and  several 
similar  outrages  elsewhere.  That  being 
•0,  he  contended,  that  it  weih  now  proposed 
to  attack  the  people  of  Ireland  because  they 
were  thought  to  be  weak,  and  to  rob  them 
of  rights  ivbich  no  person  would  dare  to 
attempt  to  take  from  the  people  of  Eng- 
land. Again,  the  noble  Lord  relied  upon 
the  exietence  of  agitation  in  Ireland  as  a 
ground  upon  which  to  justify  his  proposi- 
tion. Was  agitation,  however,  confined  to 
Ireland?  Had  there  been  no  agitation  at 
Ipswich,  at  Glasgow,  at  Edinburgh,  and 
elsewhere  ?  Was  it  not,  then,  unfair  to 
apply  a  doctrine  to  Ireland  which  no  one 
would  venture  to  apply  to  England  ?  It 
had  also  been  stated  that  the  people  of  Ire- 
land did  not  desire  the  m^ntenance  of  Cor. 
porations.  He  must  deny  the  assertion, 
though  it  was  well  known  that  th^  bad 
long  felt  the  grievances  in  them,  and  it 
could  not  be  disputed  that  the  abuses  of 
corporate  trusts  had  been  a  constant  source 
of  complaint.  Still,  however,  they  desired 
not  their  destruction.  On  the  contrary, 
they  (to  use  the  language  of  the  great 
ttatesaan,  whose  woris  he  bad  already 
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quoted,  Mr.  Grattan)  "  kne 
rate  cities  and  towns  were  th 
habitation  of  constitutional  liberty."  Tbe 
noble  and  learned  Ixird  had  alluded  to  the 
prosperity  of  the  towns  of  Manchester  and 
Birmingham,  though  they  were  not  pos- 
sessed of  Corporations,  and  on  their  pros- 
perity he  founded  an  argument  that  there 
was  no  necessity  for  the  maintenance  of 
Corporations  in  Ireland.  Now  he  would 
venture  to  say  that  no  professional  quibbler 
ever  took  a  more  frivolous  ground  of  argu- 
ment. Look  what  the  free  institutions  of 
this  country  had  done  for  the  people  d 
England,  and  the  effect  they  had  product  d 
on  the  genius  and  character,  end  habits  of 
the  people,  and,  despite  tbe  instances  of 
Manchester  and  Birmingham,  cited  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  nobody  could  be 
bold  enough  to  assert  that  by  similar  inst- 
tutions  and  the  same  laws  being  applied  }o 
Ireland  that  country  would  not  be  bene- 
fited. This  view  had  been  taken  S30  or 
340  years  ago  by  Sir  John  Davis,  who  had 
written  upon  the  subject.  That  learned 
individual  even  then  said,  that  "if  the  laws 
of  England  had  been  applied  to  and  estab- 
lished in  Ireland  in  the  time  of  Henry,  of 
John,  or  of  Kichard — if  the  country  had 
then  been  divided  into  counties — if  judges 
had  gone  half-yearly  circuits  for  the  trial 
and  punishment  of  malefactors — if  the  fairs 
and  markets  had  then  been  ossiniilated  to 
those  of  England,  and  if  corporate  bodies 
had  been  then  originated,  Ireland  would 
have  been  really  subjected,  and  a  )«rfctt 
union  between  the  two  countries  effected." 
The  writer  added,  that  "  Ireland  never 
could  be  conquered  unless  she  was  made 
subject  to  one  king,  to  one  allegiiince,  and 
to  one  law."  On  the  present  occu<iioD,  the 
some  language  had  bcN^n  resorti-d  to  that 
had  been  used  in  the  discussions  upon  the 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill  by  tbe  oppo- 
nents of  that  measure.  It  was  then  said, 
and  the  same  argument  was  repeated  now, 
that  by  the  admission  of  Koman  Catholics 
to  civil  power  none  but  Roman  Catholics 
would  be  returned.  But  what  was  the 
fact?  Why,  that  not  one-half  of  the 
Irish  representatives  were  Koman  Catholics. 
Upon  this  point  there  was  one  case  to 
which  he  must  advert.  There  was  a  cor- 
porate town  in  Ireland  situate  in  a  Ca- 
tholic district — he  alluded  to  Wexford, 
which  had  returned  to  Parliament  a  Pro- 
testant gentleman  in  preference  to  a  Reman 
Catholic,  nithough  there  were  many  Ca- 
tholic gentlemen  of  propccly  and  talent 
amongst  its  inhabitants^  and  aotne  of  them 
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members  of  ita  corporation.  Again,  !n  thi 
choice  of  cMrporate  ofiicen,  the  seleclioi 
had  been  made  there  without  reference  to 
religioui  or  political  diitinctions,  and  of  the 
corporate  body  there  had  been  elected,  after 
the  pasaing  of  the  Emancipation  Act,  by  a 
constituencjr  fowr-fifthi  of  whom  were  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  perBuation,  four  Fro- 
teRtant  gertlerocn,  two  of  whom  were  of 
Conaervative  principles.  Agai 
the  election  of  burge^jes  the  choice  of  the 
same  constituency  had  fallen  upon  three 
Proteatant  and  three  Roman  Catholic  gen- 
tlemen. There  was  ample  proof  that  in 
every  instance  where  there  was  a  free  elec- 
tion the  Irish  people  attended  as  fairly  as 
possible  to  the  merits  of  the  candidntea 
without  reference  to  their  reli^on.  He 
had  no  wish  to  intimidate  their  Lordships, 
but  he  did  not  hedtate  to  say  that  on  the 
decision  of  to-night  much  of  their  weight 
and  influence  in  the  country  depended. 
A  noble  Friend  of  his,  who  spoke  early  in 
the  evening,  suggested  that  it  would  be 
better  to  let  the  whole  matter  atand  over 
for  another  year.  But  was  that  the  man- 
ner in  which  tlicy  could  be  gravel;^  wished 
to  proceed  with  this  matter?  By  the 
amendments  which  their  Lordships  had 
ndoptcd  and  sent  down  to  the  other  House, 
he  found  that  the  easting  corporate  officers 
would  be  contiuucd,  many  of  them  for  life, 
and  yet  they  were  chosen  by  those  very 
curporators  whom  the  noble  Lords  opposite 
declared  had  so  grossly  abused  their  trust. 
This  would  be  a  most  dangerous  course  for 
their  Lordships  to  adopt.  He  did  not  thinic 
that  the  noble  Lords  opposite  rightly  cstL 
mated  the  manner  in  which  their  conduct 
was  watched  by  persons  out  of  doors.  They 
did  not  seem  lo  consider  that  it  was  not 
only  their  vote,  hut  the  argument  and  the 
ground  on  which  the  vote  was  given,  that 
was  considered  elsewhere.  The  noble  Lord 
opposite  said  that  three-fDurths  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  were  Roman  Catliolics.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  just  propoTtion  —  he 
thought  that  flvc-sixths  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  Roman  Catholics.  Qut  sup- 
posing them  to  be  only  three-fourths,  the 
noble  Lords  opposite  said  to  them,  "  You 
shall  not  have  these  rights  and  this  free- 
dom, because  you  do  not  exercise  the  pri- 
vileges you  already  possess  in  a  way  to  give 
t»  satisfaction;"  and  he  should  like  to 
know  why  not?  Because  they  did  not 
support  the  party  of  the  noble  Lords  oppo- 
ute ;  because  they  would  not  submit  to 
the  dominion  and  control  of  that  party ; 
becaofO  they  turned  that  party  out   of 
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power.  From  the  time  of  Mr.  PJit  to  the 
present  day,  the  majorities  in  the  House  <^ 
Commons  in  favour  of  the  CaUiolics  upon 
all  subjects  relating  to  the  grievances  of 
Ireland  had  been  constantly  increaung. 
This  was  a  proof  that  the  people  of  Irelaml 
knew  rightly  how  to  estimate  the  value  of 
free  Institutions.  He  (the  Marquess  of 
Clanricarde)  did  not  wish  their  Lordships 
to  give  undue  weight  to  any  opinions  that 
might  be  expressed  out  of  doors ;  but  at 
the  same  time  he  felt  that  it  would  be  idle 
for  them  to  rest  there,  if  they  did  not  in 
some  degree  attend  to  the  feelings  of  their 
fellow- Buhjecta,  It  was  absurd  to  say  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  did  not  feel  strongly 
and  warmly  upon  this  subject.  "Ifyousay 
to  them  that  they  are  not  fit  to  receive  free 
institutions,  you  place  yourselves  directly 
and  at  once  in  a  vital  struggle  with  the 
people  of  that  country.  The  question  i*, 
shall  our  power  and  influence  prevail, 
or  shall  the  rights  and  privileges  of 
the  Irbh  people  prevail?  1  would  have 
your  Lordships  remember  that  the  people 
of  Ireland  are  on  this  occasion  backed  ny 
the  people  of  England.  It  is  my  firm 
belief,  that  if  the  House  of  Commons  had 
adopted  the  amendments  as  sent  down  by 
tliis  House,  founded  upon  the  reasoning 
on  which  these  amendments  were  adopted, 
the  union  between  the  two  countries  must 
have  been  repealed — there  would,  in  fact, 
no  longer  be  a  virtual  uninn  between  them. 
If  PatKaraent  had  said  to  the  7,000,000  of 
Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland,  '  Yuu  are  not 
fit  to  possess  the  free  institutions  enjoyed 
by  the  people  in  England/  I  think,  in_ 
deed,  that  the  Eoman  Catholic  population 
would  be  unfit  to  be  amalgamated  and 
mixed  up  with  the  people  of  this  country, 
if  they  submitted  tamely  to  such  language, 
and  did  not  call  for  a  repeal  of  the  Untun. 
If  your  Lordships  follow  the  course  which 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  wishes  you  to 
take,  you  will  place  yourselves  at  once  lu  a 
struggle  with  the  Irish  people,  who  will 
bflve  enlisted  on  their  side  the  sympathies 
of  every  freeman  in  tliis  and  every  other 
country.  It  is  not  the  language  of  threat 
or  intimidation  when  I  say  that  that  is  not 
(he  position  in  which  any  branch  of  a  legig- 
Liture  ought  to  stand  in  relation  to  any 
portion  01  the  people  for  whom  it  is  tu 
legislate.  I  am  as  sincerely  attached  as 
any  of  your  Lordships  to  the  privileges  and 
to  the  honour  of  this  House,  hut  it  is  not 
too  much  for  me  to  say  that  I  love  th« 
liberties  of  my  native  country  more;  and 
it  ia  my  consolatioa  aad  Veij  oosdiM  to* 
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night,  vhen  I  give  017  rote  for  the  exten. 
aion  of  equal  rights  to  mj  countrymen,  to 
know  that  I  am  ^ring  the  best  vote  in  my 
powu  for  upholding  toe  power  and  influ- 
ence of  your  Lordihipi'  House." 

Viscount  Falkland  wished  to  disclaim 
any  portion  of  that  responsibility  which  he 
thought  their  Lordships  would  incur  by 
rejecting  or  materially  altering  the  Bill 
now  sent  up  to  theic  Lordships  tor  a  second 
time.  He  was  likewise  desirous  of  saying, 
that  the  arguments  used  in  opposition  to 
tlie  Bill  excited  his  astonishment.  The 
whole  objection  raised  to  the  measures  of 
his  Majesty's  Govcmment  amounted  to  this 
-~tbat  great  excitement  already  prevailed 
in  Ireland — that  irresponsible  persons  used 
undue  influence  in  that  country — and  that 
by  the  concession  of  this  measure  that  In- 
fluence would  be  exercised  in  a  manner  de- 
trimental to  the  general  interests  of  the 
empire — and  on  these  grounds  it  was  said, 
that  however  plausible  might  be  the  de- 
mand for  equal  legislation  for  the  two 
countries,  the  circumstances  in  which  Ire- 
land stood  did  not  warrant  it.  With  re- 
spect to  the  state  of  excitement  which  pre- 
railed,  he  admitted  and  deeply  deplored  it. 
He  also  regretted  that  the  great  moral 
influence  which,  in  a  well  regulated  coun. 
try,  ought  to  he  exercised  hy  the  Govern 
ment  alone,  should  be  possessed  hy  an  irre. 
■ponnble  individual.  But  he  at  the  same 
time  felt  that  in  order  to  remove  that  undue 
influence — to  weaken  the  formidable  power 
equal  to  the  Government  itself,  it  was  the 
imperative  duty  of  the  advisers  of  the 
Crown  to  endeavour  to  allay  that 
ment  which  served  to  inoease  undu 
mce,  and,  by  remodelling  the  laws,  to  leave 
no  reasonable  cause  for  excitement  or  dis- 
content. Within  hia  recollection  Ireland 
had  never  been  tranquil  or  quiet,  and  he 
was  oonvuiced  the  evil  arose,  not  from  op- 
pcwtion  to  the  law,  but  from  the  law 
itieir.  He  believed  that  if  this  Bill  had 
been  allowed  to  pass  in  its  original  form, 
tbe  attempt  to  allay  excitement  would 
have  been  successful,  and  he  still  thought, 
that  even  as  sent  back  from  the  oUier 
House,  it  would,  if  passed,  have  a  most 
beneficial  tendenn'.  With  these  feelings, 
and  also  anticipating  very  different  resnlts 
from  those  urged  by  noble  Lords  oppcoite, 
lie  was  most  devoutly  anxious  for  the  suc- 
cess of  the  DiU.  If  it  were  passed,  he  was 
confident  that  the  discontent  which  existed 
la  Ireland  would  subside,  and  the  prospe- 
rity of  the  countiy  be  materially  promoted, 
not  that  he  would  undertake  to  say  that 


the  meanire  would  prove  a  panacea  for  all 
the  evils  of  Ireland,  but  it  would  tend  to 
their  alleviation,  and  it  could  not  be  de^ 
nied  consistently  with  the  welfare  of  Ik> 
land.  Indeed  it  could  not  be  denied  with 
any  d^rec  of  consistency  or  sound  poli<7. 
Their  Lordships  had  alraody  given  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  Catholic  eroandpation, 
and  they  had  also  granted  them  an  equal 
share  of  Parliamentary  reform.  The  people 
of  Ireland  were  now  in  poasesuon  of  those 
rights,  and  the  jpower  resulting  from  them. 
It  was  too  late  for  their  Loidshipi  to  think 
of  retreating  from  the  eonsequenoes  of  tha 
measures  they  had  eranted.  As  to  tbo 
assertion  that  when  Ireland  was  in  a  mora 
tranquil  state,  a  measure  similar  to  the  pre* 
sent  could  be  applied  to  the  country,  he 
was  not,  on  hji  part,  disposed  to  qneatioii  or 
doubt  the  fulfilment  of  any  pledge  thew 
Lordships  might  give ;  but  he  aj^ne- 
hendcd  that  the  people  of  Ireland  might  not 
have  the  same  confidence,  and  instead  of  the 
establishment  of  tranquillity,  thev  would 
have  a  strong  feeling  of  dissatisfaction, 
with  all  its  distracting  consequenoes.  Jn 
conclusion,  he  expressed  a  hope  that  their 
Lordships  would  not  place  themselves  be- 
tween the  people  of  Ireland  and  a  measuro 
which  they  undoubtedly  looked  with  a 
strong  national  interest. 

The  Earl  of  Ripon  need  hardly  say  that 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had  just 
sat  dawn,  aAer  addressing  their  Lordshipi 
for  the  first  time,  was  one  which  would 
make  their  Lordships  always  anxious  to 
hear  what  he  wished  to  say  whenever  he 
thought  fit  to  deliver  his  sentiments  upon 
any  subject,  and  if  he  was  not  convinced  ij 
the  arguments  which  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord  in  the  course  of  bis  speech,  it 
was  not  from  the  lack  of  ability  or  the 
want  of  candour  with  which  he  had  urged 
those  arguments.  He  had  to  address  him. 
self  to  certain  topics  which  hud  been  sug- 
gested to  him  by  the  observalions  of  bis 
noble  Friend  who  had  spoken  last  but  one, 
and  who  had  expressed  his  fears  that  by 
adopting  that  line  of  conduct  which  ho 
seemed  to  think  their  Lordships  would 
pursue,  they  would  lose  the  respect  of  the 
friends  of  freedom,  who  took  a  different 
view  of  the  subject  to  that  which  tbe 
majority  of  their  Lordships'  House  were 
likely  to  entertain.  He  certainly  should 
be  sincerely  sony  if  any  act  in  which  lie 
participated  should  expose  him  to  the 
danger  of  forfeiting  the  esteem  of  the 
friends  of  freedom,  and  he  flattered  himself 
that  on  the  ground  of  the  reprd  he  hid 
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shown  to  the  public  interest,  and  eipeciiilly 
in  the  case  of  Ireknd,  with  respect  to  the 
coune  he  had  pursaed  on  the  Emancipa- 
tion Bill,  he  wa*  not  likely  to  tale  a  course 
■which  ought  to  forfeit  for  him  the  respect 
of  the  friends  of  freedom.  But  it  was  hia 
lot  to  differ  from  his  noble  Friend  upon 
this  occasion,  taking  as  he  did  a  difierent 
view  of  the  practical  efiects  and  conse* 
qnences  which  would  follow  close  upon  the 
heels  of  this  measure.  His  noble  Friend 
had  told  their  Lordships,  and  in  pretty 
plain  tenoB  too,  that  a  refusal  to  pass  this 
measure  would  be  justly  looked  upon  as  an 
innitt  to  Ireland,  and  they  were  told  that 
they  would  offend  public  feeling  and  com- 
promise  their  own  existence.  But  for  his 
own  part  he  did  not  entertain  the  same 
apprehensions  with  whioh  his  noble  Friend 
seemed  to  be  orerpoweredj  because  he  be- 
lieved that  the  people  of  England,  and  the 
people  of  thij  empire  collectively,  before 
they  condemned  their  Lordships,  before 
they  consigned  them  to  the  extinction  with 
which  they  were  threatened,  and  under 
the  ban  of  which  he  was  then  address- 
ing them,  would  not  fot^t  what  the 
House  of  Lords  had  done  for  the  country, 
and  that  they  bad  always  shown  them- 
selves to  be  the  real  friends  of  freedom. 
It  was,  as  his  noble  Filend  had  stated, 
perfectly  true,  thai  in  discussing  a  question 
of  this  kind,  their  Lordships  had  differed 
from  the  House  oT  Commons.  But  what 
then?  The  House  of  Commons  had  over 
and  over  again  differed  from  itself;  and 
therefore,  it  surely  coqld  not  be  said  that, 
for  thai  reason,  forgetting  everylhiof  that 
that  House  had  done  to  promote  ihe  wel- 
fare of  the  empire  at  large,  and  the  in- 
numerable Bills  which  it  had  passed  for 
the  advantag;eof  the  subject,  the  House 
of  Lords,  instead  of  receiving  credit,  ought 
to  get  nolhing  but  reproach.  There  was 
another  reason  why  he  did  not  feel  the  ap- 
prehension which  oppressed  bis  noble 
Friend.  Tt  was  indeed  ralber  an  old  atory, 
but  there  «ras  nothing  siaid  last  year  on  the 
subject  of  the  English  Municipal  Bill, 
when  it  seemed  most  advisable  to  their 
Lord!<bii)s  (o  introduce  some  amendmpnts 
into  llie  Bill  which  was  sent  up  to  ibcin 
from  the  House  of  Commons.  His  noble 
Friend,  it  was  true,  bed  not  been  sparing 
of  bis  wnrnings  and  admonitions,  and 
another  noble  Friend,  ihe  cause  of  whose 
absence  he  in  common  with  their  Lordships 
deeply  regretted,  used  much  more  forcible, 
and,  he  might  say,  indignant,  language  in 
convej'ing  the    same   warnings  and  the 


same  admonitions.  But  their  Lordships 
did  amend  that  Bill,  although  they  bad 
been  accused,  in  proposing  the  amend- 
ments which  they  had  tbought  it  theirduty 
to  introduce,  of  an  iutenlion  to  subject 
it  to  an  emasculating  mutilation.  Novr, 
was  there  any  honest  man  who  would  say 
that  any  of  the  atneDdmenli  which 
were  introduced  into  the  Bill  in  its 
passage  through  their  Lordships'  Honae 
did  emasculate  or  mutilate  that  Bill,  or 
deprive  the  public  of  those  advantages 
which  were  expected  to  result  from  its 
adoption  ?  He  had  been  a  good  deal  sur- 
prised, he  must  confess,  in  listening  to  the 
speeches  of  his  noble  Friends  who  spoke 
from  the  Other  side  of  the]  House,  when 
he  observed,  how  entirely  they  had  set 
aside  all  that  had  b«en  done  to  those  por- 
tions of  the  Bill  to  which  that  Houae  had 
assented.  The  object  of  his  noble  Frieod'a 
argument  was  to  show  that  their  Lord- 
ships had  destroyed  the  Bill,  and,  waving 
all  that  had  been  said  and  written  on  the 
subject  in  other  places,  that  whereas  they 
had  acknowledged  that  the  CorporatioBs 
of  Ireland  did  not  represent  the  popular 
voice,  in  refusing  to  create  new  Osrpora- 
tions,  they  were  careless  of  the  feeling  of 
the  people,  and  indisposed  to  apply  a 
remedy  to  grievances  of  which  they  ad- 
mitted the  existence.  But  he  apprehended 
that  the  real  question  upon  which  their 
Lordships  had  to  decide  was — what  wu 
the  nature,  and  what  the  peculiar  com- 
position and  circumstances  under  which 
Corporations  in  Ireland  existed,  and  not 
whether  the  constitution  and  character  of 
English  Corporations  were  suitable  to  ihe 
circumstances  of  this  country.  It  wai 
perfectly  notorious  that  Corporations  were 
established  in  Ireland  for  the  purpose,  in 
the  first  place,  of  firmly  fixing  the  doni- 
nation  of  England  ;  and,  in  the  next  pUce, 
of  establishing  in  that  country  the  Pro- 
testant religion.  ItwasperfectlyobviouB, 
that  in  the  course  of  time  instttntioBs 
founded  with  a  view  to  the  furtherance  of 
these  objects  might,  in  a  country  like  Ire- 
land, be  found  unsuitable  to  the  purposes 
which  they  were  designed  to  promote, 
and  that  grievances  would  arise  which  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  remove. 
These  grievances  they  admitted  and  were 
prepared  to  remove,  and  while  they  were 
ready  to  act  on  the  broad  principles  of 
justice,  and  to  remove  from  Ireland  any 
just  cause  of  offence,  their  views  were  not 
thougfat  iDeipedisnt,  but  when  th^  ircre 
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called  on  to  discuu  the  second  part  of  the 
queilion — what  ahould  be  done  afler  the 
extinction  of  the  CoTporationB  nov  io 
exbtence? — it  became  a  queslion,  as  he 
might  call  it,  of  common- place  expediency, 
not,  as  it  was  pretended,  whether  justice 
should  be  done  to  Ireland,  but  whether 


Br^meots  had  been  used  on  the  other 
■ide  in  favour  of  the  establishment  of 
Corporations  in  Ireland.  He  was  quite 
aware  that  it  might  be  urged,  that  Cor- 
poratioDS  were  good  Ehiogs  in  themselves 
— ibat  they  had  been  good  things  in 
England,  where  they  had  been  lately 
remodelled,  and  that,  as  Ireland  was 
part  of  the  same  empire,  she  was  entitled  ', 
to  have  the  same  privileges  as  the  I 
former  country.  But  he  was  not  ready  j 
to  agree  with  those  who  maintained  that  j 
England  had  Corporations,  and  therefore 
it  would  be  an  insult  to  Ireland  if  she  also  | 
had  not  Corporations.  If  they  looked  at  ; 
the  functions  which  a  Corporation  had  to 
perform,  they  wonld  see  that  good  internal 
regulation  and  quiet  government  were 
among  the  fiist  objects  which  municipal 
govemmeut  ought  to  secure.  Among 
these  objects  we  might  naturally  turn  to 
the  ordinary  objects  of  a  municipal  form 
of  government — namely,  the  lighting, 
paving,  and  cleansing  of  a  town,  and  other 
objects  of  that  kind.  But  what  was  the 
condition  of  Ireland  with  respect  to  Cor- 
poralioni  ?  Tlie  fact  was,  they  were  regu- 
lated according  to  Local  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  would  ask,  if  their  Lordships 
had  repealed  those  Acts  of  Parliament 
and  transferred  the  duty  to  the  new  Cor- 
porations ?  Far  from  it,  for  the  words 
they  had  put  into  the  clause,  said,  that 
whereas  it  might  be  expedient  to  alter  the 
regulations  of  Municipal  Corporations  in 
Ireland,  it  should  be  competent  (the  Act 
did  not  say  imperative)  to  the  Comtnis- 
aiooers  under  the  Oih  of  George  4th  to 
transfer  the  powers  with  which  they  were 
invested  to  the  new.Corpor.iiions,  and  if 
k  should  so  happen,  as  might  very  well 
happen,  that  the  Commissioners  were  not 
willing  to  give  up  the  trust  which  was 
placed  in  their  hands,  he  should  be  glad 
to  know  what  these  Corporations  which 
noble  Lords  opposite  wished  to  establish 
would  have  to  do  ?  What  had  they  to  do, 
as  far  as  the  Bill  went,  with  the  mainte- 
nance of  internal  tranquillity  ?  Thry 
actnally  refused  these  Corporations  the 
poww  of  voting  (or  a  Watch  Committee, 
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at  the  very  moment  when  they  introduced 
an  universal  Constabulary  Bill.  It  was 
impossible  that  these  systems  could  woric 
together.  After  all,  what  was  the  most 
important  concern  ?  The  administration 
of  justice  was  not  to  be  intrust  d  to  these 
Corporations.  The  Bill,  which  was  con- 
sidered of  so  much  importance  that  their 
Lordships  were  not  to  be  allowed  lo  inter- 
fere witi)  it,  deprived  Corjwrations  alto- 
gether of  one  most  essential  particular  of 
self-government — namely,  the  administra- 
tion of  justice.  The  Corpomtions  in  Ire- 
land were  not  to  be  permitted  to  choose 
Sheriifa  or  the  Clerks  of  the  Crown,  and 
he  would  put  it  to  their  Lordships,  whether 
it  was  prudent  or  expedient  to  create  a 
Corporation  which  was  acknowledged  to 
be  unfitted  for  the  admin  isl  ration  of  justice. 
There  was  another  point  to  which  he 
wished  to  advert — namely,  the  adminis- 
tration of  property.  Anybody  who  heard 
all  that  had  been  said  on  the  subject  of 
Irish  Municipal  Corporations,  might  sup- 
pose that  everyone  of  the  towns  to  which 
it  was  intended  to  apply  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill  were  like  the  Corporation  of 
Liverpool  or  the  Corporation  of  London. 
Now,  he  would  take  the  liberty  of  alluding 
to  two  or  three  cases  in  order  to  assuro 
their  Lordships,  that  a  Corporation  was 
quite  unnecessary  for  the  welfare  of  a  town. 
He  would  refer  to  (he  case  of  Belfast, 
which  was  a  very  wealthy  and  thriving 
town.  Now,  what  would  be  its  situation 
under  the  new  Bill  ?  Everything  con- 
nected with  the  administration  of  justice 
was  conducted  through  the  instrument- 
ality of  Local  Acts,  and  the  Corporation 
really  had  no  property  to  deal  wiih.  If, 
then,  the  Corporaiion  had  nothing  to  do — 
if  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  cleansing 
of  the  town,  nothing  lo  do  with  the  paving 
or  lighting,  and  no  property  to  admiuister, 
he  could  not  understand  how  this  fallacious 
notion  about  an  insult  to  Irelaod  could 
have  originated.  Suppose  this  new  Cor- 
poration obtained,  how  were  its  officers  to 
be  paid  1  Paid  ibey  must  be,  if  the  Cor- 
pordiions  were  established;  it  would  be 
necessary  to  pay  the  Mayor,  to  pay  the  Re- 
corder, the  town-clerk,  the  town  anything ; 
in  fact,  to  God  a  salary  for  any  otBce  they 
mightchonsetocreaie,  and  next  todefray  the 
expeiices  which  were  likely  to  be  incurred, 
and  which  must  l>e  incurred,  in  carrying 
this  Act  into  etfect,  and  then  (o  apply 
the  surplus  revenue  for  the  benefit  of  the 
town.  But  there  would  be  no  surplus 
revenue,  it  was  clear,  because  then  wMili^ 
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be  no  revenue,  and  to  Belfast  muit  be 
taxed  in  order  to  lupport  a  CorporatioD. 
And  yet  (heir  Lordships  were  told,  that  it 
tbey  did  not  give  Ireland  Corporationi, 
the;  ffould  insult  her.  He  was  awaie, 
that  io  one  part  of  the  world  it  was  con- 
sidered an  insult  to  ask  a  gentleman  to  pay 
a  debt  i  but  he  had  yet  to  learn,  that  to 
eicuse  a  number  of  persons  from  paying  a 
tax  mts  to  be  looked  upon  as  an  insult. 
Nowi  with  respect  to  the  city  of  London- 
derry,the  whole  of  the  property  of  the  Corpo- 
latton  was  mortgaged  to  the  creditors  of  the 
Corporation.  He  did  not  think  that  this 
new  acheme  would  be  agreeable  to  the 
inhtbitanta  of  Loadonderry,  and  he  rather 
thought  that  they  bad  petitioned  against 
the  Corporation  with  which  noble  U>rds 
opposite  wished  to  endow  them.  He 
would  next  refer  to  the  case  of  a  Corpora- 
tion which  had  some  property  to  ad- 
minister. That  Corporation  was  the  Cor- 
poration of  the  eity  of  Cork,  and  as  it  ap- 
peared that  it  had  very  large  property, 
he  had  made  a  raemorandom  of  it  which 
WEii  worth  noticing.  The  Corporation  of 
Cork  had  property  to  the  amount  of 
6,237/.  a  year ;  but  in  looking  at  the  pro- 
perty of  a  Corporation,  it  was  very  material 
to  consider  from  what  source  their  revenues 
were  derived.  Now  of  this  6,3371.,  no 
leu  then  4,976J.  were  derived  from  tolls, 
from  which  the  rreemen  of  Cork  were 
esempt,  and  this  would  leave  about  1,S60/. 
applicable  to  corporate  purposes.  But  it 
ao  happened  that  the  Corporation  of  Cork 
was  blessed  with  a  debt,  not  very  large 
indeed,  but  somehow  or'other  the  debts  of 
a  Corporation  were  apt  to  increase  instead 
of  diminish.  Thiidebt  amounted  to7,247f., 
bearing  an  annual  interest  of  362^  There 
remained  then  for  corporate  purposes  about 
^QQl„  and  after  all  the  necessary  expensea 
had  been  defrayed,  there  would  remain 
the  mighty  annual  sura  of  103^  to  pay  the 
Mayor,  Iho  Recorder,  and  the  town-clerk. 
The  Commissioners  had  stated,  that  this 
branch  of  the  corporate  revenues  was 
falling  off,  and  wag  extremely  uncertain 
and  precarious,  and  yet  this  was  just  the 
time  whan  they  were  going  to  create  a  new 
charge  .on  a  decreasing  revenne.  The 
Coramiasioners  classified  these  as  gateage 
tolls,  as  market  tolla,  and  as  ont  tolis, 
which  were  not  collected  without  extor- 
tion, violence,  and  oppression,  and  paid 
by  ignorant  and  poor  persona;  end  yet 
their  Lordships  were  called  the  enemies  of 
Ireland  because  they  did  not  think  it  right 
to  MMUiah  or  npport  Corpontiooa  which 
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drew  their  revenues  from  such  aourcea  as 
these.  In  the  town  of  Oalway  the  whole 
revenne  of  the  Corporation  was  derived 
from  tolli,  and  if  the  Bill  were  to  paii,  he 
did  not  know  how  the  Corporation  would 
manage,  becaute  its  property  was  in  Chan- 
cery, and  at  any  rate  be  very  much 
questioned  whether  it  were  likely  to  get 
possession  of  ill  income  at  any  very  early 
period.  He  was  therefore,  taking  all  that 
tie  had  shown  to  be  the  case  into  con- 
sideration, entitled  to  ask,  whether  they 
thought  that  tolls  were  a  safe  and  avail- 
able property,  and  whether  they  might  not, 
in  fact,  be  said  to  be  dead  and  gone,  con- 
demned as  they  were  by  the  Bill  of  the 
Government,  condemned  by  the  Commii- 
sioners,  and  condemned  by  the  Bill  which 
had  passed  their  Lordships'  House ;  and 
they  might  depend  upon  it,  that  whether 
thii  Bill  pasted  or  not,  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  collect  tolls.  They  must  per 
force  abandon  the  collection  of  tolls,  M- 
cauie  they  could  not  get  anybody  to  pay 
them.  There  was  vet  another  case  to 
which  he  would  call  their  Lordships'  atten- 
tion, that  of  the  Corporation  of  the  city  of 
Dublin.  Now,  any  person  who  was  unac- 
quainted with  the  peculiar  circumstances 
of  the  case  would  be  naturally  inclined  to 
compare  the  Corporation  of  the  city  of 
Dublin  with  the  Corporation  of  London. 
Aa  yet  the  English  Municipal  Corporation 
Commissioners  bad  not  favoured  their 
Lordships  with  a  Report  of  the  state  of 
Ihe  Corporation  of  I.ondon  ;  but  be  muat 
say,  that  he  had  not  heard  that  there 
was  anything  so  monstrous  in  the  consti- 
tution of  the  Corporation  of  London  as  to 
require  any  very  sweeping  or  extensive 
changes.  Alter  it  as  they  pleased,  they 
would  stilt  leave  it  all  those  functiona  whicn 
naturally  belonged  to  a  Gorporalion. 
They  would  leave  it  the  control  over  the 
lighting,  the  paving,  and  the  cleansing  of 
the  city,  the  navigation  ofthe  river,  and  the 
exclusive  management  of  the  police  and 
the  administration  of  justice,  t(^therwitli 
an  immense  property.  But  what  would 
be  the  condition  of  the  Corporation  of 
Dublin?  It  was  to  have  nothing  to  do 
with  the  paving,  nothing  to  do  with  the 
lighting,  nothing  to  do  with  the  improve- 
ment  of  the  city  ;  nor  would  it  have  any 
thing  to  do  wilh  the  management  of  the 
police ;  for  by  the  Dublin  Police  Bill, 
which  was  passed  the  other  day,  the  Cor- 
poration of  Dublin  was  deprived  of  any 
share  which  it  formerly  bad  ia  con— 
U9ltiDg>  snd  orgBoiiiBg  iba  p<rfice  of  ib« 
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city.  Nov,  if  a  Corponitiaa  wen  to  ba 
fornwd  vhicbwunot  st  liberty  to  exeTciie 
these  function*,  it  would  be  nothing  bni  > 
vera  ciput  tnortwtm,  a  sbtdow  of  a  Cor- 
pontion  ;  its  bonee  would  be  manowleH, 
It  would  ht^re  no  ipeculation  in  its  eyes. 
Why,  gracious  Heaven  1  nhat  was  the 
reason  for  establishing  these  Corporations  ? 
He  knew  very  well  what  hi*  noble  friends 
would  say — he  knew  they  would  lay,  that 
the  principtes  of  the  ConBtitmioD  required 
that  in  all  these  matters  the  elective  prin- 
ciple should  be  carried  into  effect  in  mu- 
nicipal office*,  ill  order  to  show  the  attach- 
ment they  had  to  public  liberty.  He 
really  thought  that  there  was  something 
like  a  fallacy  in  that  argument.  Did  not 
the  notion  of  an  elective  body  depend 
essentially  upon  some  duties  to  be  per- 
formed ?  Those  were  the  principles  on 
which  every  thing  of  that  nature  was  con- 
ducted in  England;  and  he  would  ask, 
whether  it  waa  wise  or  prudent  that  Cor- 
porations in  Ireland  should  be  cribbed, 
cabined,  and  confined,  and  tied  down  with 
nothing  to  do?  When  Ireland  was  under 
Poyning's  law,  all  the  forms  that  were  ob- 
served in  the  British  House  of  Common* 
were  maintained,  but  the  Parliament  had 
no  power  to  pass  a  single  Act  without 
the  consent  of  the  English  Privy  Council. 
Their '  right  to  deliberate  was  rendered 
therefore  almost  valueless,  and  it  waa 
therefore  no  wonder  that  they  asserted  the 
principle  for  which  be  was  conUnding,  that 
when  there  was  an  elective  body  they 
ought  to  have  something  to  do— a  maxim 
which  applied  not  only  to  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  but  to  every  municipal  and 
parochial  cfGce,  Upon  these  grounds, 
without  entering  into  other  arguments 
which  might  have  a  tendency  to  increase 
the  initation  which  existed  and  to  aggra- 
vate the  ill  feeling  which  unhappily  pre- 
vailed on  this  su^ect — without  touching 
upon  the  topic  of  the  danger  that  might 
arise  from  granting  Corporation*  to  Ire- 
land, he  feltjoBtiliedin  saying,  that  whilst 
lift  was  prepared  to  act  in  conformity  with 
the  great  principle  of  equal  government, 
which  required  tne  destruction  of  esiBting 
Coiporations,  he  considered  it  highly  inex- 
pedient end  unjust  to  establish  Corporations 
which  would  have  no  duties  to  perform. 

The  Earl  of  Wirtchilsea  declared,  that 
he  fully  entered  into  the  feelings  expressed 
b^  the  noble  Lord  who  had  spoken  pre- 
TMOiIy,  and  was  e(|uaUy  impruted  with 
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the  propriety  of  taking  every  euw  in  putting 
an  end  to  a  system  which,  however  souna 
and  useful  heretofore,  was  yet  axcluiive.^ 
to  avoid  establishing  another  which  migbl 
be  equally  objectionable  in  the  latter  point 
of  view.  A  transrsrence  of  such  ezolutivo 
power  waa  equally  as  bad  in  practice  as  ita 
previous  existence.  It  had  been  abused, 
and  the  wisest  plan  was  to  abolish  it.  He 
would  ask  their  Lordships,  whether  it  wer« 
politic  to  extend  that  agitation  which  had 
already  inflicted  such  injuries  in  Ireland, 
and  had  afforded  to  one  individual  such 
facilities  of  exercising  his  talents,  for  the 
disturbance  of  the  social  relations  of  the 
two  countries?  That  individual  had  said, 
that  as  the  Bill  for  the  reform  of  the  Cor. 
porationa  of  England  was  intended  to  ex- 
tend the  effects  of  agitation  begun  by  the 
Catholic  Relief  Bill,  and  was  introduced 
as  the  precursor  of  similar  changes  in  Ire- 
land, if  thev  now  refused  to  follow  it  up  by 
the  Bill  before  them,  they  ought  to  follow 
it  up  by  an  abolition  of  the  measure  of 
1829.  He  heartily  hoped  that  the  effect 
of  their  Lordships' deliberations  that  even- 
ing would  be  to  correct,  as  far  as  lay  in 
their  power,  the  baneful  legislative  influence 
that  Had  been  thus  admitted  to  interfere 
in  the  direction  of  the  national  councils, 
and  he  hnped  tbey  would  not  forget  the 
argumentative  necessity  which  that  indivi- 
dual had  impressed  on  them.  He  thought 
that  if  they  looked  around  calmly  and 
steadily,  not  only  out  of  the  House  but 
within  it,  they  would  find  a  sufficiency  of 
indications  to  convince  them  that,  in  re- 
fusing to  sanction  the  continuance  of 
arrangements  in  Ireland  for  the  purpose 
of  maturi«g  the  views  of  revolutionary 
agitation,  they  were  diichareing  a  great 
duty  to  the  satisfaction  of  all  whose  in- 
fluence was  real  and  decisive  throngb  the 
country,  and  whose  approbation  waa  cre- 
ditable and  desirable.  He  would  only  ask 
them  to  look  to  the  public  expression  of 
opinion  in  their  favour,  and  to  proceed  in 
tbeir  course  of  prudent  legislation,  un- 
daunted by  the  clatnonra  of  individnalt. 
He  should  not  trouble  their  Lordsbint 
with  any  further  observations,  and  Bhould 
merely  state  his  intention  of  voting  forth* 
amendment  proposed  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord. 

Earl  Orey :  I  can  asauTO  yonr  Lok1» 
ships  that  it  is  with  great  reluctance  I  rise 
to  address  you.  In  doing  so,  let  me  Bnt 
^sclaim  being  actuated  by  any  personal 
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by  this  aide  of  the  House, 
it  has  been  too  much  my  lot  to  be  engaged  .  aod  of  tne  measure  carried  by  the  other 
throuKbout  life;  but  I  trust  I  bare, done  ^  side  of  the  House.  I  dissent  from  the 
with  It  for  ever.  The  only  feeling  wbicb  statement  of  the  noble  and  teamed  Lord, 
actuates  me  on  tbe  present  occasion  is,  that  the  Bill  seat  by  this  House  to  the 
that  (tandiDK  aloof  as  1  do  from  all  party  '  House  of  Commons  was  merely  an  altera- 
paasion  aod  bias,  I  am  desirous  for  a  short  \  tion  of  tbe  Bill  which  hud  been  sent  by 
time  to  trespass  on  yoiur  Lordships'  atten-  ;  the  House  of  Commons  to  us.  The  noble 
tion,  in  the  hope  that  I  may  suggest  and  learned  Lord  asserted  that  tlie  Bill, 
something  that  may  allay  tbe  heats  and  :  as  sent  up  by  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
animosities  which  on  this  and  on  other  .  meet, involved  three  principles) — the  first, 
occasions  have  been  but  too  prevcileot.  I  the  abolition  of  tbe  existing  Corporations 
repeat,  my  Lords,  that  it  is  io  the  true  ;  of  Ireland — the  second,  the  substitution  of 


and  sincere  spirit  of  peace  and  conciliati 
that  t  now  rise  to  address  you.  I  ask 
your  Lordships  if  you  thinic  that  the 
course  you  are  pursuing  is  likely  to  lead 
to  that  end  at  which  I  am  persuaded  you 
all  of  you  aim— the  pacitication  of  Ireland, 
and  the  general  establishment  of  peace 
and  tranquillity  in  tbe  empire  ?  Into  the 
detMls  of  the  Bill  which  wa.%  originally 
sent  to  Mn  by  tlie  House  of  Commons,  and 
ubich  was  refurne  I  by  us  to  that  House, 


been  made  in  th:it  chnit^ed  Bill  by  the 
other  Hon<«,  it  is  not  my  intention  now  to 
enler.  Thbseare  matters  which  may  wiih 
more  proiiriety  be  considered  at  a  future 
pcriix),  if  th<'  measure  shall  proceed.  I 
agree  wiih  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
that  there  are  at  jirescnt  two  (mints  fiir 
out  (.-ooHiileration,  akhnngb  I  thall  de^ 
scribe  those  points  in  terms  somewhat 
dtlfi:rent  from  tlioiie  uw^  by  tbe  noble  and 
learn'-ft  Lonl.  The  tirst  p'^int  is  to  con- 
sider the  objt^t  and  tendency  of  the  men- 
sure  liefiire  u*.  TIte  next  and  the  more 
immediate  and  urgent  juint  is,  to  consider 
the  measure  with  reference  to  khe  (eeliog 
which  uitha|ipily  has  been  excited  on  the 
subject  in  the  other  House  of  Farliament. 
Ab  to  the  object  and  tendency  of  the  mea- 
sure which  ought  tn  be  adopted,  I  feel  that 
I  cannot  be  contradicted  when  1  state, 
that  the  existence  of  abuses  in  the  Corpo^ 
ratwD*  of  Ireland  being  acknowledged  by 
all  parties,  it  is  proper  that  we  should 
consider  which  are  the  best  roenns  of  a)>- 
plying  a  remedy  to  those  abu>es.  All 
agree  in  that  Vhe  difference  between  us 
is  this— whether  we  shall  proceed  by  alter- 
ing the  constitution  of  those  Corporations ; 
or  whether,  that  being  deemetl  hopeless, 
we  should  entirely  alMlish  tliem.'  And 
here  I  must  dissent  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord's  desCTiption  of  the  difference 
between  the  two  meaaarei — of  tbe  mea- 


other  Corporations —the  last,  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice.  To  two  of  those  prin- 
ciples the  noble  and  learned  Lord  asserted 
that  your  Lordships  agreed,  and  that  you 
rejected  only  the  second.  Now  I  put  it 
to  your  Lordships  whether,  in  rejectiog 
that  second  principle,  you  did  not  reject 
the  whole  essential  principle  of  tbe  mea- 
sure. The  state  of  the  fact  is  this  :— 
Abuses  are  universally  acknowledged  to 
exist  io  the  Corporations  of  Ireland,  which 
yiiu  find  it  necessary  to  correct,  and  in 
order  to  correct  them  your  Lordships  pro- 
pose to  tiike  from  the  people  of  Ireland  all 
corporate  institutions  whatever,  instead  of 
reforming  those  institutions,  so  as  to  leave 
the  people  in  the  enjoyment  of  the  same 
local  rights  and  privileges  as  are  enjoyed 
hj  their  fellow-subjects  in  England  and 
Scotland.  Is  not  this  an  essential  difler- 
ence  from  the  principle  of  the  Bill  as  sent 
up  to  your  Lordships  by  the  other  House 
of  Parliament?  It  may  be  exceedingly 
proper  to  abolish,  not  entirely  but  in  part, 
certain  of  those  Corporations ;  but  to  de- 
stroy all  corporate  rights  and  institutions 
throughout  the  country  would  surely  be 
contrary  to  every  principle  of  policy  and  of 
justice.  The  principle  of  the  measure  seat 
to  us  by  the  House  of  Commons  was,  that 
tbe  people  of  Ireland  were  entitled  to  have 
the  same  privileges  conferred  upon  them 
as  had  been  conferred  on  the  people  of 
England  and  Scotland  by  the  MunidpftI 
Corporation  Bill.  It  is  most  extraordinary 
that  when  a  proposition  is  made  to  correct 
abuses  in  ancient  institutions,  that  propo- 
sition should  be  met  by  noble  Lords  oa 
the  other  side  of  the  House  with  a  propo- 
sition to  extirpate  them.  Consistently  with 
the  political  doctrines  which  had  been 
usually  maintained  by  those  noble  Lords. 
they  are  the  very  lust  persons  from  wbom 
I  should  have  expected  such  a  suggestion. 
I  am  fai,  however,  from  wishing  to  cftSt 
any  injurious  imputation  upon  anybody. 
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It  IB  undoubtedly  true  tliat  principles  can- 
Dot  change ;  but  it  is  also  true,  bb  has 
been  said  this  eveoing  by  a  noble  Lord, 
that  tbe  application  nf  priaciptes  may  vnry 
according  to  circumstanceB,  and  that  uuder 
some  drcumstances  it  may  be  considered 
fit  and  expedient  to  pursue  a  certain  line 
of  conduct,  which,  under  other  circuin- 
stances,  wouid  be  neither  fit  nor  expe- 
dient. That  is  the  ground  on  which  I  am 
desirous  of  understanding  the  noble  Lords 
opposite  as  resting  their  hostility  tn  the 
original  measure.  Into  the  details  of  that 
meaanre,  which  have  already  been  so  ably 
explained  by  my  noble  Friend,  tt  is  not 
my  intention  to  enter.  I  have  neither  the 
power  nor  the  inclination  to  do  that.  But 
this  is  the  first  time  that  I  have  heard  it 
asserted  that  CorporatioRB  in  Ireland  must 
in  any  shape  be  an  eril.  This  is  the  first 
time  [  have  heard  it  asserted  thut  because 
they  have  few  Functions  to  discharge,  they 
must  therefore  be  dangerous.  Hitherto 
your  Lordships  hare  been  accustomed  to 
consider  corporate  dimity  as  valuable ; 
and  I  could  not  hare  imagined  that  you 
would  have  been  induced  to  deprive  the 
people  of  Ireland  of  them  by  one  sweeping 
act  of  legislation.  It  is  somewhat  extra- 
ordinary,  also,  that  the  proposition  of  the 
noble  Lord  ifl  neither  more  nor  leu  than 
this,  "  reject  this  Bill  in  order  that  those 
Corporations  which  have  nothing  to  do, 
and  which  I  therefore  maintain  are  a  nui- 
sance, and  an  evil  may  be  continued  for 
at  least  another  year."  See,  my  Ixirds,  the 
situatioa  in  which  Ireland  at  present  stands. 
That  there  were  rights  and  privileges  due 
to  the  pteople  of  Ireland — rights  and  privi- 
leges estat>Iished  by  Catholic  emancipation, 
I  have  not  heard  any  one  deny.  That 
those  rights  and  privileges  would  be  con- 
ferred by  a  great  majority  of  your  Lord- 
ships, but  for  the  existence  of  particular 
circumstances  is  equally  evident.  The 
question  is,  however,  whether,  or  not,  not- 
withstanding those  circumstances,  it  is 
sound  policy  to  deny  to  the  people  of 
Ireland,  that  equality  of  rights  wliich 
all  acknowledge  to  be  their  due?  The 
people  of  Ireland  feel  it  to  be  their  due — > 
they  claim  it  as  their  due — they  assert  it, 
and  justly,  to  be  the  natural  consequence 
of  the  state  of  freedom  in  which  ihey  were 
placed  by  Catholic  emancipation.  Your 
Lordships  acknowledge  this  equality  of 
rights  to  be  the  due  oF  the  people  of 
Ireland — but  you  withheld  it  on  the  ground 
of  particular  circumatances.  It  was  ad- 
mitted by  a  noble  Friend  of  mine,  who 
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addressed  your  Lordshipa  for  ths  first  time 
this  evening,  and  in  a  manner  which  miiBt 
induce  every  one  to  wish  that  he  may  do 
so  rre[)uently,  that  the  people  of  Ireland, 
if  they  were  in  another  condition,  might 
justly  cldiiM  ihe  Fume  lights  and  privileges 
as  (he  people  of  the  other  part:)  of  ilia 
empire,  and  thiit  the  time  might  arrive 
when  those  rights  anil  privilpi^t's  nilL^lit 
probably  be  conferred  upon  iheni.  My 
Lurda,  I  freely  ndniit,  an<l  I  deeply  lament 
the  fact,  thui'li)e  people  ol'  Iiclanil  aie  ut 
the  present  moment,  divided  and  distracted. 
No  body  fi-els  unil  laments  that  la;:!  more 
than  I  do.  Bui  I  ask  your  Lordaliips, 
whether  the  course  which  you  are  pursuing 
is  likely  to  remedy  a  state  of  things,  the 
existence  of  which  we  a!)  deplore?  I  am 
sure  I  deeply  deplore  it.  Nnw,  my  Ix>rds,  I 
will  gi>  further.  I  will  admit,  that  under 
the  present  circumstances  uf  Irt'Iuml,  the 
apprehensions  urged  by  the  noble  Lords 
opposite,  as  their  reasons  for  noi  agreeing 
to  the  measure  propostd  by  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  aie  not  wholly  un- 
deserving of  attention.  1  do  Dot  pretend 
to  deny,  that  after  long  excitement,  long 
agitation,  long  cuntentioa,  if  iheae  rights 
are  suddenly  given  In  the  people  of  Ireland, 
they  might  in  the  first  instance  be  exercised 
indiscreetly.  But,  my  Lords,  while  I  allow 
there  may  be  some  ground  for  this  appre- 
hension, I  contend  that  it  has  been  greatly 
exaggerated  by  the  noble  Lords  opposite. 
And  what  we  have  to  conftder  is,  what 
must  be  done  for  the  purpose  of  rescuing 
the  people  of  Ireland  from  the  state  of  dis- 
content in  which  they  now  are — what  must 
be  done  for  the  purpose  of  re-establisbiag 
law  and  order  in  Ireland,  and  of  making 
the  people  of  that  country  fit  for  the  enjoy- 
ment of  the  rights  which  are  their  due? 
Now,  my  Lords,  I  again  ask  you,  is  that 
an  object  which  is  likely  to  be  obtained  by 
the  course  which  you  are  pursuing  ?  You 
find  the  people  of  Ireland  discontented  and 
agitated  ;  you  are  called  upon  by  them  to 
reform  their  Ctirporations ;  but  you  will  not 
do  so,  fur  fenr  of  consequenres;  and  by 
your  refusal,  you  continue  the  discontent 
and  agitation  which  you  wish  to  see  ter- 
minated. You  admit,  that,  but  for  that  tem* 
porary  obstacle,  you  would  adopt  the  course 
recommended  to  you  by  the  other  House. 
Nay, if  it  were  not  for  those  circumstances,  it 
would  be  a  mmkery  and  insult  to  withhold 
from  the  people  of  Ireland,  that  which 
Catholic  emancipation  taught  them  to  ex- 
pect.   But,  mj  Lords,  what  will  be  the 
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reiDlt  of  allowing;  the  cotitirmance  oF  the 
CsiBting  BgitatioD  and  discontent  ?  We 
have  been  told  alao  that  the  aversion  to  the 
meaiare  proposed  hj  the  House  of  Com- 
tnons,  IK  nearly  general  throughout  this 
country.  I  deny  it.  I  believe  that  the 
reverse  is  the  case,  I  know  that  there  are 
many  persons,  not  only  among  those  nho 
in  general  concur  in  political  opinion  nith 
his  iMajesty's  present  Government,  but 
«mong  those  who  differ  from  them,  who 
feel  very  sensibly  the  deprivation  oF  right 
to  which  the  people  of  Ireland  are  at  pre- 
■ent  subjected.  I  have  had  the  names 
nentJoned  to  me  of  persons  of  influence 
connected  with  what  is  called  the  "  Con- 
servative interest,"  who  hare  put  them- 
selves forward  in  requisitions  for  public 
ineelings,  to  petition  Parliament  to  pass 
thia  Bill.  The  people  of  Ireland  are  a 
generous,  a  brave,  and  a  highly  esciteable 
people.  Hy  Lords,  I  will  not  spealc  of 
individuals.  It  bat  been  too  much  the 
practice,  of  late,  to  do  so  in  this  House. 
But  this  I  will  say,  that  if  there  are  any 
penons  whoae  objects  are  hostile  to  the 
peace  and  tranquillity  of  Ireland,  I  do  not 
know  how  your  Lordships  could  better 
consult  the  views  of  such  persons,  than  by 
giving  them  the  means  of  appealing  to  the 
sensibility  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  of 
persuading  them,  that  they  are  not  treated 
with  equal  justice.  And  here,  my  Lords, 
I  beg  leave  to  guard  myself  against  being 
supposed  to'*join  in  the  common-place 
declamation  on  this  subject — that  until  the 

fresent  moment  justice  was  never  done  to 
reland.  In  answer  to  that  declaration,  I 
refer  those  nho  will  exercise  their  reason, 
to  the  course,  which,  for  the  last  ten  years 
Parliametil  has  pursued — I  will  not  say  of 
concession,  for  I  dislike  the  word,  but  of 
originating  discussions,  and  passing  laws, 
the  object  of  which  has  been,  to  give  to 
the  people  of  Ireland  the  rights,  of  which 
theyhetl  hitherto  been  deprived,  and  which 
they  claimed  on  the  ground  of  justice.  To 
me,  therefore,  it  appears  to  be  most  unjust 
to  say  that  now,  for  the  first  time,  justice 
is  done  to  Ireland.  I  am  quite  sure,  thai 
my  noble  Friends  in  his  Majesty's  Govern- 


this  moment  I  aay,  my  Lorda,  thatifit 
be  the  agitated  state  of  Ireland  which 
deters  you  from  doing,  whit  you  would 
otherwise  do,  if  you  wish  that  agitation  to 
cease,  if  you  wish  the  people  of  Ireland  to 
become  fit  for  the  full  enjoyment  of  their 
rights,  pass  this  Bill.  To  refuse  to  do  lo, 
will  be  to  lead  to  fresh  agitation,  to  fresh 
excitement,  to  render  the  people  of  Ireland 
ten  times  more  unfit  for  the  enjoyment  of 
their  righta,  and  to  render  the  evil  which 
is  now  comparatively  slight  find  temporary 
incurable  and  interminable:  until  at  last, 
you  will  find,  that  that  which  you  are  now 
called  upon  to  do  as  an  act  of  justice,  you 
must  do  as  an  act  of  necessity,  when  it 
will  entirely  fail  in  producing  that  salutary 
eFTcct,  which  at  the  present  moment  may 
reasonably  be  expected  from  it.  I  am  weU 
aware,  my  Lords,  that  in  all  I  have  said 
upon  this  subject,  I  have  been  anticipated 
by  others,  and  that  much  more  might 
easily  be  added  ;  but  1  will  not  trespass  on 
your  Lordships'  time,  especially  as  I  am 
anxious  to  proceed  to  that  other  and  moat 
important  consideration — namely,  what 
course  it  is  advisable  for  your  Loraships  to 
pursue  with  respect  to  this  Bill.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  and  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site have  expressed  their  hopes,  that  jovi 
Lordships  will  firmly  adhere  to  yonr  former 
determination  on  the  subjecL  Aoother 
noble  Lord  has  said,  that  this  House  should 

field  nothing  to  ihreaU  or  intimidation. 
D  that  sentiment  I  completely  concur.  If 
1  thought  any  attempt  were  making  by 
threats  to  induce  your  Lordships  to 
consent  to  any  improper  Conceasion,  I 
should  be  the  first  man  to  oppose  it. 
I  am  anxious  to  maintain  the  honour  of 
this  House;  I  am  anxious  to  maiutua  the 
just  influence  of  this  House  ;  but  1  know 
that  that  honour  and  that  infiuence  can  be 
maintained  only  by  the  general  respect  of 
the  people,  and  by  their  conviction  that  we 
are  exercising  our  high  privileges  for  theix 
benefit,  not  for  our  own.    But  any  attack  t 


your  Lordihips'  House,  any  denial  of  your 
__^,^^  Lordships'  legal  authority,  1  should  be  one 
that !  of  the  first  to  meet.  On  that  point  I  ad- 
.".ern-  I  ^"^  "*  '^^  Bantiment  which  I  formerly 
ment  disclaim  any  participation  in  siich  a  '  "P^wed,  and  which  has  been  freqoenUy 
sentiment.  I  am  quite  sure,  they  will  not  quoted,  sometimes  {j  the  purpose  of  ccn- 
drny.  that  while  I  had  the  honour  to  be  at  ""■?  <">«  •mmetimes  for  that  of  appi«batior» 
the  head  of  that  Government,  a  constant    "/ ■  /  t  i.^  to  support   the   order  to 

anxiety  existed  to  adopt  such  measures,  as    ^^I'^l  ^  '^  °"8  "P""«'  «??  ""J""*  ?*^* 
might  do  that  very  jnsliceto  Ireland  which    ;'*"■^^™ay  be  made  upon  it.        feel  bound 
it  is  now  said  was  never  contemplate,!  till    'f'  '^.'*  ""y /"^--"Pf.  ^T   ""'l^e    meons. 
•^  I  to  make  us  do  that  of  whirn  we  disttp- 
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pmre*  If,  &X  iiutaim,  undar  the  name 
of  B  reform  of  thii  House,  n  proportion 
were  to  be  made  whicli  would  be  in  ita 
ooosequencea  not  teform  but  deitructioa  to 
this  Houie  and  to  the  Monarchy,  mnd  if  ell 
experience  be  not  falae  to  the  freedom  of 
the  people,  1  should  be  found  in  the  ranks 
of  its  moit  detennioed  opponents.  But  is 
there  any  such  danger  in  the  present  case? 
I  am  sure  that  if  your  Lordships  will  re- 
flect a  moment  you  will  acknowledge  that 
there  is  not.  The  Bill  which  was  sent  up 
to  you  from  the  Houbo  of  Commons  your 
lundshipi  entirely  changed.  You  altered 
its  preamble,  you  altered  its  principle;  nnd 
notwithstanding  the  slost  of  the  noble  and 
Uamed  Lord,  you  altered  nine-tenths  of 
its  enactments.  My  Lords,  such  a  proceed- 
ing as  this  I  can  never  understand  but  as  a 
total  rejection  of  the  meusiire,  and  a  subtti- 
tution  of  another  measure  entirely  different 
in  prindple  and  character.  This  is  not 
exactly  the  way  to  conciliate.  Nor  aid  you 
alone  send  the  Bill  back  tc  the  House  of 
Coinimms  entirely  changed.  You  chansed 
it  by  the  introduction  of  a  principle  which, 
vhei  aeveral  dticusnona  and  dtVirions,  the 
HoDSB  of  Commons  had  rejected.  Now, 
my  Lords,  when  you  say,  that  the  feelings 
of  this  House  ought  to  be  respected,  you 
should  at  the  same  time  respect  the  feelings 
of  the  other  House.  How  did  the  House 
of  Commons  act }  They  received  this  al- 
tered Bill  in  a  manner  and  a  spirit— I  do 
not  speak  of  the  violent  conduct  of  indivi- 
duals, which  I  condemn — but  the  House 
at  Isrge  received  this  alUred  Bill  ii 
ner  and  a  spirit  wlkich  1  must  characterise  as 
that  of  moderation.  Thev  did  not  imme- 
diately reject  your  alterations.  They  pro- 
ceeded c^mly  to  consider  them,  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  how  far,  insist' 
ently  with  their  own  views  of  right  and 
justice,  they  could  modify  the  Bill  so  as  to 
meet  your  wishes.  My  Lords,  the  altera- 
tions then  made  by  the  House  of  Commons 
have  not  been  fairly,  have  not  been  gene- 
louily  represented  by  the  noble  and  learned 
XiOrd.  It  must  be  arident  to  every  impar- 
tial man,  that  those  alterations  indicate  the 
deure  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament  to 
go  as  far  as  they  could  to  meet  your  Lord- 
sliips'  ohjectioni ;  and  you,  my  Lords,  are 
called  upon  to  meet  them  in  the  same  spi- 
rit. For  what  did  the  House  of  Commons 
do?  Out  of  the  fifty  Corporations 
prehended  in  the  original  Bill  they  re- 
tained only  twelve,  and  those  of  the  i 
populous,  wealthy,  and  commercially 
portant  places  in  Ireland.  To  twenty  others 


they  applied  the  compulsory  enacUnents  of 
9th  George  4th.  To  this  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  objected,  on  the  ground  that 
they  were  free  before.  But  that  was  not 
the  case.  The  objection  was  to  the  placing 
of  the  whole  of  the  property  of  the  Corpo- 
rations in  the  hands  of  CommissioneiB  of 
the  Crown,  instead  of  allowing  that  pro- 
perty to  be  administered  by  Commissioners 
of  their  own  choosing.  This,  however,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  said  was  a  hard- 
ship, for  that  they  had  an  option  in  the 
original  BUI.  That  I  deny.  They  had  no 
optjon.  For  although  they  might  apply  for 
CommissionerB  to  manage  their  property, 
under  the  Act  of  the  gth  Geo.  4th,  still 
that  property  was  not  to  be  taken  from  the 
management  of  the  Commissioners  of  the 
Crewn,  if  the  Crown  withheld  its  appro- 
bation. It  was  a  great  amendment,  there- 
fore, in  the  Bill  to  correct  the  violence  and 
injustice  of  taking  from  all  the  corporate 
towns  the  management  of  their  propcrty.and 
piecing  it  in  the  hands  of  Crown  Commia. 
The  question  for  your  detennl- 
,  whether  you  will  consent,  with 
reference  to  twelve  of  the  most  important 
places  in  Ireland,  to  act  upon  the  prindple 
on  which  you  have  acted  universally  with 
reference  to  England  and  Scotland,  or 
whether  you  will  make  an  invidious  dis- 
tinction, by  which  the  people  of  Ireland 
will  find  themselves  excluded  from  a  par- 
ticipation in  the  benefits  to  which  they  were 
justly  entitled.  My  Lords,  1  am  not  at  all 
surprised  at  the  strong  feeling  which  the 
course  you  have  taken  has  excited.  I  do 
most  seriously  hope  that  you  will  re-con- 
slder  your  determination,  and  that  you 
wUl  look  carefully  at  the  measure  in  a  sin- 
cere spirit  of  conciliation,  and  with  a  desire 
to  see  if  it  be  not  possible  to  come  to  some 
agreement  with  the  other  House  upon  the 
subject-  The  details  of  the  measure  may 
admit  of  alteration ;  but  what  I  especially 
entreat  you  to  examine  is,  the  practicability 
of  leaving  the  enjoyment  of  corporate  rights 
open  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  instead  of 
increasing  discontent  by    refusing    them. 


your  LordBnipa  may 
think  fit  to  make,  I  hope  the  House  of 
Commons  will  be  prepared  to  receive  in 
the  same  spirit  of  moderation  which  they 
have  already  manifested,  in  order  that 
this  unhappy  question  may  at  length  be 
brought  to  a  happy  termination.  Recol- 
lect, my  Lords,  that  if  you  have  thought 
it  oSensive  to  you  that  a  propodtton 
should  be  mode  to  you  which  you  had 
already  rejected,  the  House  of  Commotu 
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must  have  felt  it  ofiendTe  to  them  to 
have  a  propmition  made  to  tliem  which 
they  had  already  rejected.  When  a  differ- 
ence arises  between  two  coordinate  hranches 
of  the  Leeiiilature,  bow  is  it  poesible  that 
such  a  difierence  can  ever  be  reconciled, 
if  each  Btcmly  and  solemnly  declares  its 
deternjination  not  to  yield  anything  to 
the  other?  Under  Buch  circomstances 
what  course  can  be  adopted  but  a  middle 
course,  each  party  giving  something  and 
receiving  something?  The  House  of  Com. 
mens  have  set  your  Lordships  an  example. 
They  have  given  up  much.  They  haveen- 
deavoured  to  remove  your  Lerdship'  ob- 
jections. ThCT  now  call  u^on  your  Lord- 
ships to  consider  the  Bill  in  its  modified 
form.  I  hope  you  will  consider  it,  and 
that  you  wiQ  try  whether  it  may  not  be 
made  acceptable  to  both  Houses.  You 
fear  agitation  in  Ireland,  as  the  consequence 
of  grouting  these  rights  to  the  Catholics. 
You  fear  tne  creation  of  what  have  been 
called,  how  wisely  1  will  not  say,  "  nor- 
mal schools  of  agitation."  I  repeat,  that 
I  consider  your  apprehensionfl  to  be  ex- 
aggerated. Whet  IS  the  real  state  of  the 
case  i  What  means  or  what  opportunity 
will  there  be  of  mischief?  The  attention 
of  the  individuals  on  whom  rights  will  be 
oonferred  by  the  measure  will  be  chiefly, 
if  not  entirely,  confined  to  local  matters. 
In  my  opinion  the  effect  will  be  rather  to 
direct  active  minds  from  evil  to  bene6cial 
pursuits.  That  I  believe  will  be  its  effect, 
and  at  least  I  am  convinced,  tbat  there  is 
no  reasonable  ground  for  expecting  such 
an  increase  to  a^tation  in  Ireland,  as 
should  induce  your  Lordships  to  reject  the 
measure.  But  if  you  do  reject  it,  does  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  or  does  the  noble 
Earl,  or  does  any  other  of  your  Lordships 
imagine  that  the  interval  between  the  pre- 
sent and  the  next  Seadon  of  Parliament 
will  not  be  filled  with  disaffected  meetiogs, 
with  inflammatory  speeches,  and  with  all 
the  other  apparatus  of  agitation,  to  a  de- 
gree tenfold  greater  than  we  have  hitherto 
witnessed?  My  Lords,  I  have  already 
said,  that  I  wish  this  question  to  be  taken 
lip  in  a  spirit  of  peace  and  conciliation  ;  in 
that  spirit  I  am  myself  desirous  of  talcing  it 
up.  I  have  not  been  unwilling  to  consider 
how  far  the  Bill  might  be  advantageously 
modified.  There  is  one  su^estion  which 
I  will  venture  to  offer  to  your  Lordships, 
for  which  suggestion  I  alone  am  responsi- 
ble, not  havmg  communicated  to  ray 
noble  Friend  my  intention  of  making  it, 
and  not  having  any  reason,  except  the  con- 
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vicdon  of  its  expediency,  to  beHeve  thrf 
it  will  be  acceptable  to  either  aide  of  your 
Lordships'  House.  In  the  Bill,  za  it  last 
left  your  Lordsbips'  House,  and  as  it  now 
stands,  there  is  a  clause  regulating  the 
voting  for  auditors  and  assessors.  Now, 
in  another  Bill,  ordered  to  be  brought  into 
the  House  of  Commons  by  Lora  John 
ItusGell,  the  Attorney  General,  and  Mr. 
Vernon  Smith,  a  Bill  for  regulating  cha- 
ritable trusts,  there  is  a  clause  providing 
that  every  person  entitled  to  vole  shaU 
vote  for  only  half  the  number  of  trustees. 
I  wish  your  Lordships  would  consider  if 


ing  on  the  election  of  town  councillors, 
which  would  in  a  great  degree  remove  the 
objections  to  the  measure  which  some  of 
your  Lordships  entertain.  Suppose,  for 
inetauce,  that  every  voter  was  restricted  to 
voting  for  only  half  the  number  of  town- 
councilloiB.  The  consequence  would 
be,  that  there  could  be  no  exclusive 
party  established,  hut  that  a  minority  in 
any  Corporation,  of  whatever  persuason 
they  might  be,  could  retain  their  due  share 
of  influence.  My  Lords,  I  believe  it  is  an 
overstatement  to  say,  that  even  if  the  Bill 
were  carried  in  its  present  shape  its  efiects 
would  be  exclusive,  because  it  would  be 
only  a  transfer  of  authority  from  one  , 
party  to  another.  Many  of  the  Corporc^ 
tions  in  Ireland  are  divided  into  wards,  and 
in  many  of  those  wards  the  Protestants 
would  have  the  preponderance,  I  am  told, 
that  even  in  Waterford,  where  the  Ca- 
tholics are  most  numerous,  the  elections 
would  not  be  of  tbat  exclusive  character 
apprehended.  But  even  if  tbat  were  the 
case,  the  propontion  which  I  have  ven- 
tured to  throw  out  would  remedy  the  evU. 
It  is  obvious,  that  if  a  voter  were  restricted 
to  vote  for  only  half  the  toirn-councillors, 
unless  the  majority  of  one  opinion  could  be 
swelled  to  two  to  one,  no  principle  of  ex- 
clusion could  be  established.  What  I  pro- 
pose, however,  is,  that, the  voter  should  be 
restricted  to  vote  for  five-eights  of  the 
town-councillors.  My  Lords,  1  throw  out 
this  proposition  in  the  crude  and  ill-di- 
gcsted  form  it  suggests  itself  to  me ;  and, 
if  it  meets  with  your  concurrence,  I  shall 
suggest  that  the  further  consideration  of 
the  sut^ect  shall  be  adjourned  to  a  conre- 
nient  but  early  day,  when  cJauses  can  be 
introduced  into  the  Bill  to  carry  it  into 
effect.  I  shall,  however,  certainly  (until  I 
know  how  far  it  may  be  thought  proper 
greemeat  of  thu  KHrt,  la 
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the  waj  of  conceesion)  puue  beEore  I  take 
upon  royaelf  any  motian  of  this  sort.  And 
bere  (  should  certainly  refrain  from  longer 
troubling  your  LordBhips,  but  that  there  is 
one  other  point  la  which  I  would  beg  your 
particular  attention.  It  was  stated  by  a 
noble  Lord  opposite,  in  presenting  a  peti- 
tion in  the  earlier  part  of  the  evening — 
from  whom,  by  the  way,  I  gather  that  he 
has  not  voted  on  the  previous  questions  in 
connexion  with  this  measure— that  noble 
Lord  ventured  an  opinion,  that  it  waa  not 
a  satisfactory  proceeding,  and  that  it  was  a 
measure  to  which  he  was  adverse,  to  take 
from  the  people  of  Ireland  all  Corporations, 
and  then  he  expressed  a  hope  that  in 
another  Session  some  measure  which  should 
have  the  effect  of  conciliating  all  parties 
might  be  passed.  Now,  my  Lords,  let  me 
beg  of  you  to  consider,  whether,  if  you  see 
before  you  the  possibility ;  and,  stitl  more, 
if  you  see  the  necessity  of  being  obliged,  at 
■ome  future  period,  to  pass  some  such 
measure  as  this,  it  it  wise  or  expedient  to 
defer  doing  so  even  for  another  Session  ? 
Wait  for  another  Session,  my  Lords,  and 
what  shall  we  gain  in  the  interval.  Have 
we,  my  Lords,  no  experience  as  to  what 
may  be  the  result  of  putting  oE  our  deci. 
idon  where  we  see  an  eventual  necessity  for 
concession  ?  How  was  it  with  respect  to 
the  Catholic  question  p  Was  not  that  mea- 
■ure  resisted  by  your  Xxirdships  for  years, 
and  were  you  not  in  the  end  compelled — 
most  unwillingly  compelled  —  in  conse- 
quence of  a  pressure,  that  you  could  not 
oppose,  to  grant  a  much  larger  measure  of 
relief  than  was  at  first  called  for  ?  But, 
my  Lords,  there  is  a  still  more  recent  case, 
from  which  we  ought,  if  we  are  wise,  to 
gather  experience — need  I  say  I  allude  to 
toe  Irish  Church  question  i  Consider 
what  has  been  the  consequence  of  your 
rejection  of  the  measure  proposed  to 
you  on  this  subject  in  the  year  18S4. 
Acting  upon  the  advice  of  those  who 
now  call  upon  you  to  resist  the  pro- 
posals of  the  House  of  Commons,  you 
refused  to  adopt  the  Tithe  Bill  proposed 
to  you  in  that  year ;  in  the  next  year  you 
found  that  tlune  very  persons  who  so  ad- 
vised you,  were  compiled,  most  reluctantly 
but  irreaistibly  compelled,  to  propose  to 
Parliament  a  measure  far  more  extensive, 
.  in  regard  to  the  adoption  of  the  principle 
contended  for,  than  that  of  the  previous 
session.  But  that  was  not  alL  No,  my 
Lords;  hy  a  large  majority  of  the  other 
House,  even  to-  that  extended  measure  a 
condition  was  annexed — I  may  say  a  new 
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Eindple  was  introduced,  from  whidi  yont 
Drdsbips  felt  bound  to  withhokl  youz 
assent,  and  to  which  you  still  object.  To 
that  principle,  upon  the  policy  or  expedi' 
ency  of  which  1  shall  at  present  offer  no 
comment,  my  feelings  and  opinions  respect- 
ing it  are  well  known—to  that  principle 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  continue* 
to  pertinaciously  adhere,  and  while  you 
continue  to  object  to  it,  it  is  evident  no 
settlement  of  the  question  can  take  place. 
And  now,  my  Lords,  what  is  the  state  of 
Ireland  in  consequence  of  this  disagreement  ? 
Look  to  the  situation  in  which  it  has  been 

? laced  hy  the  decision  of  your  Lordships, 
'he  state  of  Ireland,  my  Lords,  is  this; 
the  law  is  either  openly  and  successfully 
resisted,  or  it  u  enfon»d  in  a  manner  whim 
puts  to  rout  all  that  good  feeling  and  love 
of  order  in  which  the  test  Government  con- 
i  in  which,  as  was  well  observed 
by  Mr.  Burke,  "  the  cheapest  defence  of 
nations"  is  centered.  My  Lords,  let  us 
take  warning  by  these  results,  let  us  apply 
ourselves  to  concession  while  concession  not 
opposed  to  principle  is  open  to  us — let  ui 
apply  ourselves  to  the  effecting  of  an  agrees 
menti  while  the  means  of  forming  it  with 
honour  and  credit  is  offered  to  our  accept- 
ance. It  is  with  this  view,  my  L^ards,  I 
have  suggested  a  measure  to  your  conn- 
deration.  I  think  as  it  is  that  you  might 
adopt  the  Bill  as  it  now  stands,  hut  with 
the  alterations  I  suggest  I  am  of  opinion 
that  you  can  have  no  reasonable  ground  of 
objection  to  it.  But  "wait,"  it  is  said, 
"  till  another  s^sion."  Are  you  sure,  my 
Lords,  that  in  another  session  the  proposals 
now  made  In  you  will  give  satisfactioa  to 
the  people  of  Ireland  ?  Are  you  sure  that 
you  will  not  then  be  required  to  go  much 
farther,  and  that  the  concesuons  you  can 
now  make  with  honour  and  credit  to  your 
legislative  characters,  will  not  be  ft^'ced 
from  you  without  regard  to  either  the  one 
attribute  or  the  other  ?  I  propose  a  com- 
n  every  way  consistent  with  your 
honour,  and  it  is  in  your  power  now  to 
avail  yourselves  of  it ;  but  if  you  wait  foe 
another  sessian,  with  all  the  agitation,  with 
all  the  clamour  that  will  take  place  in  the 
interval,  I  will  not  answer  that  anymeasure 
of  the  moderate  kind  I  now  suggest  will 
icceptcd  by  the  people  of  Ireland.  As 
nervously  anxious  for  the  maintenance 
of  peace,  good  order,  and  prosperity  in 
these  realms,  as  one  zealous  for  the  honour, 

Kiity,    and  station   of    the  assembly  In 
ich  I  belong,  I  do  most  earnestly  call 
upon  you,  my  Lords,  to  ctmsider  whether 
2H 
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tlMt  pM4»,  pxxt  order,  and  pflMperltj',  and 
vlwthar  that  honour,  dimitj,  and  station 
amy  not  tw  f«srfullv  cndaagtted  by  your 
njaotins  initead  of  nceinng  the  Bill  as 
•ant  1mm:  to  jroB  from  tbo  Commons.  Yes, 
iBj  Liwdi,  these  are  mj  conclnding  words 
to  jrou.  ConsideT  whether  some  means 
snay  not  be  found  by  whidi  an  agreement 
■nifht  be  brought- about  without  the  sa- 
orifioe  of  principle,  or  the  conoesslon  of  pri- 
ril^es.  If  so,  £»  the  sake  of  ail  you  hold 
dear— for  the  sake  of  honour— for  the  sake 
of  jnitioe — ^for  the  sake  of  that  country  in 
wboee  tranquillity  and  prosperity  you  hare 
from  your  station  a  de^  and  absorbing 
interest,  at  once  come  forward,  and  by 
ueathig  the  other  House  of  Parliament  in 
a  spirit  of  honourable  concesuon,  at  once 
pvt  an  end  to  a  dispute  which  cannot  be 
eontinaed  without  danger  to  that  constitu- 
tion under  which  these  realms  have  so  long 
asospered ;  and,  my  Lords,  to  come  nearer 
Wne,  without  diuig«r  to  the  station  in 
which  that  constitution  has  placed  you. 

Lisd  EUtnborough  thanked  the  noble 
Eul  for  the  lone  and  temper  which  be  had 
reoommended  so  strongly  by  his  authority 
and  exftniple,  and  responded  entirely  to  the 
sheers  which  greeted  the  concluding  senti- 
ment of  his  a^lress.  He  muu  first  express, 
what  was  not  only  his  own  feeling,  but  the 
feeling  of  every  noble  Lord  who  had  voted 
•gainst  the  opinions  of  the  noble  £ari  upon 
the  first  discussioii  of  this  question,  namely, 
that  nothing  was  further  from  their  feelings 
than  that  of  disrespect  to  the  House  of 
Commons  in  the  manner  with  which  they 
had  dealt  with  the  measuie.  He  did  not 
wish  to  revive  feelings  which  must  have 
been  excited  by  the  expresuons  which,  un- 
fintunately,  haJd  fellen  from  the  noble  Vis- 
oonnt  who  spoke  at  the  commenoement  of 
diia  debate;  he  would  much  rather  bear 
in  mind  the  expreations  which  had  fallen 
faim  the  noble  Earl  who  had  just  address- 
ed thoir  Lordships'  House,  because  he 
•greed  with  that  noble  Earl,  that  in  order 
to  come  to  a  correct  decision  upon  this 
i|ucstion,  they  must  cnnduot  the  discussion 
in  the  way  in  which  he  had  deseribed,  with 
temper,  calmness,  and  serious  reflection. 
The  pmntsof  did^noe  between  the  House 
of  Commons  and  their  Lordships  were 
easily  enamerated.  He  should  endeavour 
to  meet  and  reconcile  them  where  possible; 
and  he  should  concede  everything  which 
he  could  for  the  sake  of  conciliation.  The 
House  of  Commons  and  their  Lordships' 
House  were  of  perfect  agreement  in  some 
ce^ects  in  rc^ud  of  the  measure  under 
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eonndeistion.  The  House  of  Coanuaia 
{or  instance,  voted  the  abolition  of  oil  Car> 
pontioos  in  Ireland.  The  House  of  Lotda 
did  the  same.  The  House  of  Commons 
had  thought  fit  to  sepamte  the  jndidsl 
functions  in  cities  and  towns  in  Iieland 
from  the  administrative  functions  of  each 
locality;  so  did  the  House  of  Lords.  Thus 
far  there  was  a  complete  agreement  between 
both  Houses  on  two  most  important  posnta. 
But  the  House  of  Lords  and  the  Hoiue  of 
Commons  could  not  agree  on  one  fHinciple 
— on  one  prindple  alone  they  eesentsslly 
differed.  The  natural  and  usual  course  for 
the  House  of  Lards  to  have  taken  in  r^nd 
to  a  difierence  of  the  kind  was  to  reject  any 
measure  in  which  it  was  on  the  aecond 
reading.  But  they  did  not  choose  to  take 
that  vety  obvious  course  in  r^ard  to  the 
present  measure.  They  did  not  do  what 
the  noble  Earl  opposite,  or  thoae  noble 
Lords  who  supported  the  Bill,  mi^t  per- 
haps have  twined  a  discourtesy  or  waot  of 
due  defi»ence  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
On  the  ccntrary,  they  paid  every  reapact 
to  its  opinion  of  the  great  impartaace  of 
the  Bill,  and  took  as  conciliatory  a  conrnas 
could  be  followed.  They  suflered  tin  Bill 
to  be  read  a  second  time— they  aUowed  it 
to  go  into  CommitteC'-and  then  they  psD- 
ce^ed  to  make  those  amendments  in  its 
enactment  which  they. deemed  neeeaMsy 
to  insuring  its  efficacy  for  the  object  for 
which  it  was  intended.  They  thou^t 
that  course  would  be  much  more  reqiecniil 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  they  admu 
ed  it  aoeordingly.  In  all  this  iMiui^ 
could  be  farther  from  their  thoughta  than 
any  appearance  or  intention  of  disrespeot  to 
the  House  of  Commons.  He  wiwlA  be 
very  glad  to  have  it  in  his  power  to  ao> 
cede  to  the  suggestions  of  the  noble  Esrl 
opposite,  but  Uieir  piaotioability  abouM 
fliHt  be  considered.  He  should  ask  their 
Lordships  to  look  at  the  nature  of  the 
propoHilions  before  they  ad^>tad  tbem, 
and  elso  to  the  character  of  the  amend- 
ments  submitted  to  their  consideratioa 
by  the  other  branob  of  the  Legislatnre. 
The  House  of  Commons  and  the  Houae  c^ 
Lords  agreed  in  one  thin^— that  C^pora- 
tions  in  Ireland  should  be  abolished.  Thare 
was  no  difierence  of  opinion  between  than 
as  regarded  the  principle.  Did  the  amende 
ments  on  the  measure  under  diacnsBOB  ad- 
here to  that  agreement?  On  the  oonteary, 
it  reserved  Corporations  in  twelve  m^ea 
and  towns.  The  Bill  sent  down  from  tbmr 
Lordships  was  more  in  unison  with  the 
principle  than  that  tetumed  by  tb«  Com- 
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iii€B§ ;  and  therafan  no  tibaiva  of  ia- 1  ing,  therefore,  whetlier  the;  could  Btcictlj' 
poitUTQ  from  it  for  the  soke  of  disagree-  be  termed  curpoiate  offices,  or  these  offiuers 
mrat  could  fairly  be  brought  Hgniast  them,  corporate  officers,  tliey  hsd  given  them  the 
The  House  of  Comraoiu  and  the  House  of  benefit  of  the  doubt,  bs  it  wu  hut  juuice 
Lordi  agreed  on  the  principle,  that  the  to  do,  and  retained  them  in  their  utuationt. 
BdministTBtion  of  Justice  should  be  separated    It  wat  thought  right  by  their  Lordships  to 


ftom  the  hjcal  administiation ;  and  that  it 
dionid  he  entirely  under  the  control  of 
the  Crown.  There  was  no  difference  there 
either  ;  and  he  was  disposed  to  acquiesce, 
therefbre,  in  the  otgection  of  (he  House  of 
Commons  to  the  amendmeote  of  th^  Lord- 
ships in  that  respect.  The  noble  Lord  op- 
posite had  said,  that  the  difference  between 
the  House  of  Lords  and  the  House  of 
Commons,  was  not  whether  there  should 
be  a  local  eoremment  in  the  cities  and 
lomia  of  Ii^and,  but  whether  it  should  be 
of  the  tbrm  pointed  out  by  the  latter 
the  noble  Earl,  in  slating  it,  had  stated 
rightly  and  clearly  that  thera  was  no  ot 
iection  on  the  port  of  their  Lordships  to 
loaal  gowemment  in  the  citiea  and  towns  i; 
that  country.  The  diffisrence,  then,  wan 
as  he  had  stated,  and  the  only  quea'ion  was 
on  the  form.  The  House  of  Loids  placed 
the  BurpluR  of  corponto  pnmeity  uuder  the 
contml  and  at  the  dispoeu  of  the  Com- 
minionen  appointed  by  the  9th  George 
Ath;  but  the  noble  Earl  and  the  House  of 
CommonB  nid,  that  the  whole  of  the  pro- 
perty, and  not  the  eurplus  alone,  ahouU  be 
ao  appropriated.  In  that  arrangement  he 
(Lord  £llenborough)  was  dispoaed  to  ac- 
quieaca ;  and  therefbre  that  objection  was 
got  rid  of  at  once.  There  was  ajiother 
objection  by  the  House  of  Commons  with 
Ki^iect  to  the  amendments  and  the  clause 
oonoeming  coroposttion.  Their  Lordships 
had  thought  it  right  to  introduce  these 
■mendmeats,  and  lie  hetieved  that  they 
hrtteted  the  Bill;  but  as  the  House  tnf 
Commons  thought  difierently,  and  as  it 
was  opposed  to  them  stron^y,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  there  would  be  no  hesitation 
rat  the  part  of  their  Lordships  to  forego 
them,  and  to  re-introduce  the  clause  in  the 
fotm  and  in  the  very  words  in  which  it 
originally  came  before  them.  So  far  for 
that  cause  of  disagreement.  Another  clause, 
that  respecting  the  retention  of  certain  offi- 
cers io  the  employment  or  under  the  con- 
trcd  of  the  present  Corporations,  weigh- 
maaters,  &c.,  was  the  next  which  the  House 
of  C-ommoni  objected  to,  as  amended  by 
their  Lordships.  Their  Lordships,  in 
amending  that  clause,  had  considereid  that 
some  of  these  officers,  thou^  acting  under 
the  CorporatiiHis,  were  appcunted^and  era- 
pewercd  under  certain  Statutes ;  ami  doubt- 


I,  and  he  penectlj  agreed  with  thee 
in  the  principle;  but  as  it  was  not  a  point 
of  paramount  imp(»Iance  he  did  not  choose 
to  dlfier  from  the  House  of  Commons  on 
it.  On  that,  also,  he  was  disposed  to  yield 
his  own  opinion  for  the  take  of  peace,  and 
make  that  sacrifice  fur  the  purpose  of  con- 
ciliation. The  noble  Earl  opposite  would 
now,  he  trusted,  perceive  that,  conustently 
with  adherence  to  primary  principles,  there 
was  every  wish  on  the  part  of  the  House  of 
Lords  to  meet  the  views  of  the  other  Houas 
of  Parliament  on  the  subject,  and  he  hoped 
that  those  who  charged  it  with  the  ccm^ 
trary  would  do  it  the  justice  to  retract  their 
wrong  opinions.  The  noble  Earl  had  ooa> 
eluded  his  speech  by  a  proposition,  nhicb 
he  stated  that  be  had  commumcatcHl  to  ma 
one  provious  to  his  pn^pounding  it  to  that 
House.  The  oobla  Earl  was,  of  course, 
quite  correct  in  what  he  had  stated  wilb 
regard  to  it ;  but  sliU  ha  felt  bound  to  say, 
that  the  matter  of  it  was  not  new  to  hiin. 
He  had  heard  it  heforo ;  he  had  heard  it 
some  lime  since,  and  he  had  always  oou- 
sidered  it  as  the  principle  on  which  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament  wero  moat  likely  la 
come  to  a  compromise.  The  opinions  i^ 
the  noble  Earl  agreeing  with  lua  on  the 
subject  strengthened  him  the  more  in  that 
belief,  and  he  had  now  little  doubt  of  it. 
But  he  still  thought  that  the  pn^Msitions 
of  the  noble  Earl  should  be  aocompanied 
by  other  provisions,  to  make  them  accepia. 
hie  to  their  Loidshipa;  he  was  of  opiniim 
that,  unless  they  were  modiHed  by  suggea- 
tions  to  be  found  in  other  Acts  oif  Pmia* 
ment,  they  could  not  conustently  be  adopted 
by  that  House.  If  these  modifications  were 
them — if  these  provisions  were 
sought  out  and  added  to  the  pn^wsitions  of 
the  noble  £arl->-it  would  be  found  that  a 
^heap  form  of  local  government,  open  to  no 
objection— a  form  of  government  whidi 
would  leave  no  room  for  the  bitterness  of 
religious  or  political  party  strife — which 
would  affiird  no  facility  for  agitation,  mi|^t 
he  obtained  and  substituted  io  the  place  of 
the  abolished  Corporations ;  and  that  ire. 
land,  under  its  influence,  would  enjoy  peace 
and  tranquillity.  But,  notwithstanding 
what  tlie  noble  Eari  had  allied,  be  did 
not  conceive  it  would  he  posaible  to  cooie 
to  anv  tulisfiictory  amtngcment  oS  the 
2  H  2 
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qundon  in  connexion  with  the  Bill  im- 
mediately before  the  House.  The  House 
■  of  Coranions  had  gent  the  metuure  to  the 
House  of  Lords,  incorporating  in  their 
amendment  of  it  the  9th  Geo.  4th.  That 
Act  contained  •  Toluntary  principle,  and 
of  eourae  was  onlj  applicable  to  the  cases 
fi)C  which  it  was  framed  and  intended. 
Vet  what  did  the  amendments  propose  to 
do?  To  make  that  voluntary  principle 
eompulsory ;  in  other  woid.i,  the  House  of 
Commons  required  the  House  of  Lords  to 
force  a  voluntary  principle  on  the  accept- 
ance of  a  people ;  afid  to  compel  twenty 
cities  and  towns  in  Ireland  to  accept  it 
whether  ihey  willed  or  not.  If  the  L^is- 
lature  contemplated  a  compulsory  measure, 
he  need  not  ufaiierTe  that  they  would  not 
fnme  it  as  a  voluntary  one ;  the  measure 
proposed  to  be  forced  was  framed  on  the 
voluntary  principle— therefore  it  was  en- 
tirely and  completely  inapplicable  to  the 
e  for  which  it  was  intended.  Besides 
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purposes,  they  would  be  injui 


1^  local  government  on  those  towns  and 
(dtieR  which  did  not  desire  to  accept  it. 
Pertu^M  that  miaht  weigh  with  the  Mouse, 
in  addition  to  the  other  objections  to  it 
which  he  had  stated.  To  fiame  a  general 
Statute,  applicable  to  the  case  of  Ireland, 
founded  on  the  eu^|;estiona  of  the  noble 
Earl,  would  r^uire  time  and  due  consi- 
deration.  The  House  was  not  in  a  pontion 
to  draw  up  one  which  would  meet  the  view 
he  took  of  the  case,  in  consequence  of  the 
e  of  proceeding  taken  by  the  House  of 
mens.  To  adopt  the  measure  on  the 
taUe  would  not,  in  nis  opinion,  be  doing 
what  bU  desired  to  do— equal  justice  to 
Ireland.  No  one  believed  that  the  same 
measure  which  would  be  efficadous  as  ap- 
plied to  England,  would  have  the  same 
etfect  M  applied  to  Ireland.  From  the 
variety  of  drcumstances  in  which  the  latter 
diflhred  from  the  former,  there  was  no 
parity  between  them.  No  sane  legislator 
wouU  say,  for  one  moment,  that  the  same 
object — good  local  government,  for  instance 
— ^Duld  be  attained  in  both  by  applying 
the  nme  means  to  one  as  to  the  other.  It 
their  Lordships  wished  to  have  content- 
ment in  Ireland,  if  they  wished  to  have 
peace  among  its  people,  they  would  frame 
a  system  of  local  government  for  that  coun- 
try, which  would  have  the  effect  of  ex- 
clnding  rdigious  or  political  partisanship, 
and  putting  an  eztinguiaher  npon  agita- 
tion. If  they  framed  any  measure  to  that 
Mid  which  woidd  not  eSect  those  salutary 


V  iring  rather 
than  serving  Ireland — they  would  be  be- 
stowing a  curse  rather  than  a  hieing  on 
it ; — the  boon  would  he  luttemess  and  evil. 
He  did  not  see  how  the  House  could  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bill,  to  efiect  the  object  em- 
braced by  the  suggestions  of  the  noble 
Earl  ;  but  he  thought  that  that  object 
might  be  still  effected  in  the  foUowing 
manner: — If  a  motion  were  to  be  made  by 
the  noble  Viscount  opponte  for  an  adjourn- 
ment  of  the  fiirther  consideration  of  the 
question  for  several  weeks,  to  give  him  atid 
bis  colleagues  time  and  opportunity  to 
frame  a  measure  which  would  be  duly  con- 
sidered, and  worthy  of  the  adoption  of  the 
House,  he  thought  it  would  give  sadsfiw. 
tion  to  all  parties.  It  was  quite  clew  that 
the  details  could  not  be  considered  at  pre- 
sent. That  there  was  every  dispositim  oo 
the  part  of  the  House  of  Lords  to  ooDcede 
to  the  other  branch  of  the  Legiilatoitv 
where  the  sacrifice  of  a  ereal  prinSple  wm 
not  required,  he  hoped  he  had  no  occaskm 
further  to  inast  on.  The  object  of  both 
was  the  same ;  the  good  government  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  was  the  end  pn^ioaed  hf 
each,  but  the  means  advocated  were  difo- 
ent.  He  was  moat  anxious  that  the  pei^ile 
of  Ireland  should  have  all  that  their  most 
ardent  advocates  desired — good  local  go- 
vernment and  equal  justice ;  but  he  wmild 
give  them  these  things,  not  in  the  wajr 
proposed  by  the  House  of  Commons — not 
in  Uie  way  au^ested  by  the  noble  Earl — 
but  in  the  way  which  he  thought  beat 
adopted  to  secure  them.  Unless  ^ose  mo- 
dilications  which  he  had  suggested  were 
identified  with  the  noble  Earl's  proposition 
he  could  not  consent  to  its  adoption  ;  neither 
could  he  consent  to  accept  the  measure  as 
returned  to  their  Lordships  by  the  House 
of  Commons.  If  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
were  realty  willing  to  avoid  any  cause  of 
difference  between  the  two  Houses  of  Fan- 
liament — if  they  were  nncere  in  their  vrish 
to  0Te  good  government  to  the  people  of 
Irekind — if  they  truly  deared  to  promote 
the  peace  and  happiness  of  that  country, 
they  might  e&ct  those  objects  by  the  means 
he  proposed — moving  an  adiourniaent  of 
the  question,  and  then  bringmg  in  a  Bitt 
framed  in  a  differeut  manner,  and  eapnUe 
of  meeting  the  ezigency  of  the  can; 
framed  perHaps  partly  upon  the  propoai- 
tion  of  the  noble*  Earl — partly,  perhaps. 
upon  the  Acts  of  Parliament  to  whidi  he 
had  alluded;  one  which  would  meet  die 
views  of  ho^i  branches  of  the  I>anaUtiiie» 
and  give  satisfaction  to  the  pec^  of  Intend. 
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Lord  Holland :  The  noble  Lord  who  has 
this  moment  sat  down  commeDced  bfa 
speech  with  a  very  jutt  and  feeling  enco- 
mium on  the  temper,  candour,  and  good 
feeling  evinced  in  the  observations  of  the 
noble  Earl  who  preceded  him  in  the  debate 
—an  eacomium,  my  Lords,  in  the  propriety 
of  which  I  believe  there  is  none  present 
who  will  not  concur.  The  noble  Lord 
then  very  kindly  proceeded  to  display  a 
little  candour  of  his  own,  and  he  told  us 
of  a  variety  of  instances  in  which  he  had 
shown  a  great  disposition  to  meet  the 
concessions  of  the  Commons.  "  In  all 
little,  minor  things,"  quietly  observed  the 
DoUe  Lord,  "  we  coDcede  with  a  most 
lavish  band  ;  but  with  respect  to  principle, 
there  we  cannot  yield  at  all."  Yes,  my 
Lords,  I  repeat  it— wilh  respect  to  princi- 
ple they  will  yield  nothing  at  all.  Now 
allow  me  to  state  what  has  been  the  nature 
of  this  transaction  in  the  consideration  of 
which  we  are  at  present  engaged.  The 
House  of  Commons  sent  to  you  a  Bill 
foumied  on  certain  principles.  The  one 
principle  was,  that  it  was  eipedient  (o  do 
away  with  the  corrupt  Corporations  that 
■t  present  prevail  in  Ireland;  and  the 
other  that  it  was  desirable  to  grant  lo  the 
people  of  Ireland  living  in  towns,  local 
Corporations,  responsible  to  and  founded 
on  popular  election.  The  latter  of  those 
principles  the  proceedings  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  opposite  upon  the  Bill 
being  so  sent  up  to  us,  called  upon  the 
House  of  Commons  to  give  up.  The 
House  of  Commons  does  not  give  up 
that  principle,  and  when  they  tell  us  that 
they  cannot  give  it  up,  the  answer  of  the 
□oble  and  iuaroed  Lord  and  his  Friends 
jg — "  We  will  grant  you  aconcession  upon 
all  the  details  of  the  measure  upon  which 
we  are  at  variance  ;  but  upon  this  princi- 
ple, of  giving  the  people  of  Ireland  the  ad- 
vantage of  local  Corporations — thii  prin- 
ciple which  yoD  say  is  indispensable,  and 
which  you  tell  us  you  will  not  sur- 
(ender — upon  this  principle  we  will  not 
give  in."  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
■ays  precisely  to  the  House  of  Commons 
what  Mark  Antony  1314  to  Ventidius. 

"  I  will  allow  yon  licence  of  &ee  speech. 

Bat  tor  your  life  no  word  I  like  not.'' 
Ih'a  i»  the  principle  on  which  the  noble 
Baioa  who  last  spoke  would  meet  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  must,  however, 
do  bin  justice,  I  must  admit  that  he 
^oef  not  teem  to  adh«re  to  entirely  lo 
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s  principle  ae  some  others  by  whom  be 
surrounded ;  for  if  yon  consider  hi> 
speech  well,  he  evidently  agrees  much  more 
with  the  noble  Earl  who  sits  behind  him, 
and  who  admits  that  we  may  consider  this 
measure  next  year,  than  he  does  with 
others  of  his  party.  Whythen,  my  Lords, 
what  are  we  to  gather  from  this?  Why, 
that  all  ihissturdiness  on  the  subject  ofprin- 
iples  resolves  itself  into  this :  "  I  will  not 
give  it  up  this  year,  but  I  hold  out  to  you 
chance  of  my  doing  so  in  the  next." 
is  the  sort  ofhopethenobleBaron  holds 
—this  is  the  wise  and  plausible  courie 
he  proposes,  with  the  view  of  conciliating 
the  branch  of  the  Legislature  with  which  we 
are  at  issue.  The  only  result  of  such  a 
plan  will  be  general — in  every  sensegene- 
rai  dissatisfaction.  It  will  please  no  one. 
It  will  not  satisfy  those  who  have  tlie  prin- 
ciple of  the  annihilation  of  the  existing  Cor- 
pora tionsdeeply  at  heart,and  who  think  that 
Ireland  does  not  deserve  to  be  treated  like 
England,  and  to  have  its  people  intrusted 
with  the  management  of  their  local  affair*. 
And  still  less  will  it  please  those  who 
think  that  such  a  principle  is  founded  in 
justice,  and  that  it  is  rendered  nece»ary 
by  the  present  slate  of  Ireland,  that  the 
laws  of  the  two  countries,  in  this  and  in 
every  other  respect,  should  be  as  closely 
as  possible  assimilated.  Neither  of  these 
two  parties  oill  the  noble  Lord's  proposi- 
tion satisfy.  In  fact,  my  Lords,  his  plan 
seems  to  me  to  unite  all  the  meanness  and 
pusillanimity  of  a  compromise,  with  all 
the  rashness,  folly,  and  obstinacy  of  pride. 
I  think  the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Baron 
is  the  very  worst  that  could  have  been 
proposed.  I  know  well  that  we  labour 
under  considerable  disadvantages  in  at* 
tempting  to  dissuade  men  who  have  taken 
up  a  false  position,  from  persevering  in 
their  error ;  and  that,  therefore,  I  shall 
have  much  to  contend  with  in  persuading 
your  Lordships  to  reconsider  your  former 
decision  upon  this  question.  But  actuated 
by  the  belief  that  the  present  is  the  last 
opportunity  you  will  have  of  repairing  the 
injury  you  hare  doue  to  your  legislative 
character,  and  that  the  step  now  takea 
must  decide  the  position  your  Asaembly 
shall  hereafter  occupy  in  the  estimation 
of  the  people,  if  not  in  the  constitution  of 
the  Legislature,  1  have  resolved  to  en- 
counter these  difficulties,  and  to  make  that 
attempt.  My  Lords,  I  have  somewhere 
read,  that  there  is  no  instance  in  which 
greater  proof  of  the  favoar  of  the  goda  U 
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ttfTorded  to  a  general,  than  where  an  nn- 
expected  opportunity  is  afForded  him  to 
retrieve  a  false  Hep.  My  Lordi,  I  think 
thai  opportunity  is  now  aflbrded  to  ua, 
I  roust  M&j,  I  think  the  House  of  Commons, 
in  reference  to  this  Bill,  has  acted  with  a 
temper  that  does  its  Members  immortal 
honour,  and  with  a  good  sense  and  judg- 
ment which  it  should  become  (he  object  of 
every  Assembly  in  this  or  any  other 
country  to  imitate  and  rival.  The  course 
which  that  House  adoptedhas  been  this  — 
not  allowing  itjelf  to  be  carried  away  by 
the  consciousness  of  its  power,  or  the 
dictates  of  anger;  it  has  scat  up  to  us 
such  amendments  as  it  conceived  were  best 
calculated  to  meet  all  the  objections  that 
you  made  to  the  Bill,  consistently  with 
the  principles  upon  which  it  was  originally 
framed.  These  facts  have  been  so  ably 
and  distinctly  stated  to  you  by  the  noble 
Eari  who  last  spoke  from  this  side  of  the 
House  (Earl  Grey),  and  ihey  are  at  the 
same  time,  so  obvious,  that  1  will  not 
trouble  your  Lordships  with  any  further 
observations  upon  them.  1  cannot,  how- 
ever, help  observing,  that  we  have  not  as 
yet,  this  evening,   reverted   to  the    real 

auestion  at  issue.  As  yet,  the  whole 
iscussion  has  turned  upon  a  point  of 
honour — upon  a  triSing  consideration  of 
dignity.  Ood  forbid,  my  Lords,  that  !,  or 
any  man  in  this  House,  stiould  recommend 
you  to  adopt  any  thing  from  intimidation 
or  clamour;  but  I  see  no  intimidation  in 
what  h.is  been  proposed :  and  if  there  be 
clamour,  it  is  but  the  clamour  of  a  friendly 
voice  importuning  you  to  reconsider  the 
steps  you  have  taken.  But  what  is  the 
real  question  awaiting  our  decisionT  It 
resolves  itself  simply  into  this  : — "  Are  the 
principles  which  induced  your  Lordships 
to  idtroduce  amendments  into  the  Bill 
originally  sent  up  to  you,  compromised  by 
your  assenting  to  the  measure  as  it  stands  ?" 
And  here,  before  I  proceed  farther,  let  me 
assure  you  that  I  do  not  wish  to  depart 
from  the  temper  and  moderatton  so  com- 
mended, and,  I  must  add,  adopted,  by  the 
ntMe  Baron  who  preceded  me>  I  must 
■ay,  I  perfectly  and  entirely  agree  with  the 
DOble  and  learned  Lord  (Lyndhurst)  that 
it  is  highly  unparliamentary,  improper, 
snd  irregular,  to  allude  to  what  another 
does  or  says  in  his  abseoce,  and  when  he 
ean  have  no  opportunity  of  defending 
himself  if  wrongly  accused,  or  setting  him- 
self right  if  misrepresented.  1  confess, 
that  on«a  in  tbe  prttent  antl  lo  (oimet 
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Sessions,   1  have  felt  great  regret,  that. 
forgetful  of  the  loic&rs^ueJ  which  some  of 
your    Lordships    have    been    facetiouslj 
pleased  to  attach  to  mj  name — that  of  « 
"  Lord  of  order," — I  did  not  intemipt   a 
great  many  noble  Lords  in  the  observations 
they  indulged  in ;  and  I  confess,  that  b«d  I, 
in  this  respect,  discharged  my  duty,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  who  this  evening 
so  eloquently  preached  forbearance,  would 
have  came  under  my  ban.      My  Lords,  it 
was  with  something  like  sarprise,  that  I, 
in  the  course  of  the  speech  of  the  noUe 
and  learned  Lord  to  whom  I  allude,— a 
speech  abounding,  I  must  say,  in  wit,  and 
eloquence,   and    quotation;    but,  unfor^ 
tUQStely,  equally  replete  with  invective  aod 
abuse — I  say,  my  Lords,  it  was  with  sar- 
prise  and,  indeed,  with  regret,  that  I  heard 
in    that    speech,    observatioDS    render«d 
cruel,  UDWorlliy,   and   offensive,   by    the 
circumsUnce    that    they    were    levelled 
against  a  man  who,  in  all  probability,  was 
not  present,  bat  who,  if  present,  could  not 
rise   to   defend   himself.     My    Lords,    in 
what  has  consisted   one-half  of  the   ar- 
guments which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
used;  nay,  what  has  been  the  nature  of 
almost  every  ailment  used  by  the  other 
side   of  the  House  during  the  last  two 
years?     I  shall  answer  my  own  question. 
It  has  been  one  continued  outpouring  of 
invective  and  abuse  against  an  unfbrtunaie 
individual,  who  was  not  present  to  defend 
his  conduct.     The  individual  to  whom  f 
allude,  has  been  in  words,  but  in  words 
alone,  accused  of  sedition,  disrespect  to 
the  law,  nay,  high-treason  itself;  and  in  his 
accusation,  every  term  of  con  tempt,  of  scar- 
rility,  and  of  abuse,  has  been  raked  up  with 
an  eagerness  worthy  of  a  fir  more  worthy 
cause.       My  Lords,  the  person  to  whom  I 
allude  may  deal  to  a  great  degree  in  scur- 
rilous language  for  aught  I  know  ;  but  I 
am  sura  that  others  use  language  of  as 
strong  a  character  in  abuse  of  bim,  as  ba 
can  in  abuse  of  any  man  or  thing  existing, 
either  ia  reality  or  in  imagination.     It  WM 
the  boast  of  FalsUff,  that  he  was  not 
only  witty  himself,  bat  the  canse  of  wit  in 
others.      Following  bis  eiample,   loodly 
may  Mr,  O'Connell— for  I  need  iwt  say  it 
is  to  him  1    allnde—boBBt,   that  if  ha 
is  indecent,    improper,    and  intemperate 
in    the   langoago    ho   occasiontllv  en* 
ploys,  he  has  the  satisfaction  of  mlktag 
grave     and     respectable     persons,     nt* 
Judges    and    ex>Lord-ChancetloT8,    smI 
Other  UffiB,  learoed  and  gnve  ftmv 
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■get,  equally,  if  not  more  so  ifatD  himaelf. 
But  I  ihall  here  leave  thia  topic;  be- 
fore I  (it  down  I  «hail  have  an  opportunity 
of  leinarking  upon  it,  and  othera  of  the 
like  kind,  in  a  difiereni  way,  and  addreu 
myaelf  to  the  point  from  which  I  diverged. 
I  WW  pTOoeediag  to  obaerve  upon  the  ob- 
ject which  the  noble  and  learned  L<»^ 
and  fai«  Frienda  would  appear  to  have  in 
view.  It  ii  twofold.  The  first  point  they 
aesm  to  indat  upon  ia,  that  the  people  of 
IivUnd  are  not  in  a  condition  to  have 
Ibeae  Corporationa.  This  was  the  position 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  and  to  it 
I  must  in  the  first  instance  address  my- 
aelf. My  £.orda,  i  do  not  with  to  allude  to 
any  remark  made  use  of  by  any  noble  Lord 
in  a  foraiaf  debate,  and  above  all,  I  should 
prefer  not  to  allude  to  what  on  a  forcner 
occasion  fell  from  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord.  I  must,  however,  say,  that  the 
foelinga,  and  the  ai^uments  which  those 
feelings  too  plainly  prompted,  as  to  its 
being  cbildiah  to  legislate  with  respect  to 
Ireland,  as  you  would  for  England,  be- 
cause that  three-fourths  of  its  people  were 
of  a  di&rent  religion  (I  forbear  to  ose 
tbe  stronger  expressions},  was  one  in  every 
■eoae  unworthy  of  that  noble  and  learned 
Lord's  ability  and  station.  This  observa- 
tion was  confined,  it  should  be  observed, 
to  the  question  ofCorporations,  He  did 
not  appear  to  think  it  would  be  bad  policy 
to  aiaimilate  the  laws  between  the  two 
countriea  in  other  respects;  but  to  give 
the  people  of  Ireland  Corporations  like 
tlioie  accotded  to  their  brethren  of  Eng- 
land, that  idea  waschildish.  Such  a  pro- 
poaition  deserved  but  to  be  scouted.  Now, 
wy  Lords,  I  must  say  this  seenia  to  me  to 
be  rather  an  odd  way  of  legislating  on 
this  aubject.  But  even  putting  this  con- 
•idaration  (no  very  absurd  one,  by  tbe  way) 
«iit  of  the  question,  bow  weak,  how  trifiing 
are  the  argumenta  of  the  noble  and  learned 
I.ord  and  his  colleagues  in  opposition, 
Tbe  noble  Lord  tells  you,  that  it  would  be 
highly  inexpedient  to  grant  Corporatioas 
to  Ireland  on  the  plan  proposed  by  the 
Howie  of  Commons,  becanse,  forsooth; 
threa-foucths  of  the  people  of  that  coun- 
try w«re  aliens  in  blood,  religion,  and 
language,  or,  in  other  wordr,  because  he 
ax|Mcttd,  that  into  the  hands  of  those 
twae-fourths  the  proposed  Corporations 
would  fall.  Indeed,  now  that  I  recollect 
Dsyaelf,  the  uoUe  and  learned  Lord 
Md  diatiactly  atatcd,  that  be  waa  not 
diapoMd  to  girt  Conptuatiou  to  IieUad 
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on  the  same  principle  that  thay  Were  given 
-to  England,  because,  if  so,  their  manage- 
ment would  fall  into  the  hands  of  ^ 
majority — namely,  the  Catholic  majority, 
and  so  give  them  a  triumph  over  the  Pro* 
testant  party.  Now,  my  Lords,  in  tbe 
name  of  reason  and  common  sense,  let  ui 
examine  this  argument.  It  is  maintained 
— we  Whigs  (as  we  are  called,  and  I  aea 
□o  reason  why  I  should  not  adopt  the 
term)  maintain  that  the  government  of 
towns  and  ciliea  ought  to  belong  to  the 
inhabitants  or  people  residing  in  those 
towns  or  cities.  We  are  'now,  all  of  as, 
agreed  that  the  abuses  and  corruptions  <j 
the  existing  Corporations  (forgetting,  by- 
tbc-by,  that  those  abuses  and  corruptions 
arose  entirely  from  the  circumstance  of  a 
paltry  oligarchy  being  the  usurpers  of  juat 
rights)  should  be  swept  away,  and  the 
question  between  ua  only  is,  as  to  whom 
the  power  of  local  management  shall 
be  entrusted.  We,  on  this  side  of  tbe 
House,  contend  that  tbe  majority  of 
the  residents  in  the  towna  have  a  title 
to  this  privilege.  For  what  do  you  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  bold  out! 
By  admitting,  that  the  existing  Corpo- 
rations should  be  abolished,  you,  as  K 
consequence,  acknowledge  that  those  who 
now  hold  the  reins  of  power  are  unworthy 
of  their  trust.  It  is  admitted,  that  they 
are  an  exclusive  body,  and,  consequently, 
undeserviug  of  being  retained  in  powef. 
The  natural  presumption  then  would  be, 
that  those  who  admitted  the  exclusiveneu 
of  the  existing  bodies,  would  seek  to 
remedy  the  defect  by  opening  them  to 
the  great  body  of  the  inhabitants  at  la^a. 
But  no !  They  tell  us  with  one  breath, 
that  we  must  not  call  into  existence  the 
corporate  system  proposed  by  this  Bill-*- 
because,  forsooth,  the  three-fourths  of  the 
population  in  whom  it  waa  proposed  to 
vest  the  new  bodies,  were  of  an  exclusive 
sect,  while  with  the  next  they  inform  as 
that  for  the  same  reason  tbe  remaining 
fourth  were  unworthy  of  the  trust,  You 
are  not  to  have  in  power  one-fourth  of 
the  population,  because  they  are  exclit 
sive.  You  are  not  to  have  in  poww 
tbe  remaining  three-fourths  of  tbe  popit- 
lation,  because  they  would  be  exclusive. 
Who,  then,  my  Lords,  are  to  be  the 
governors,  if  the  majority  are  not  to  be? 
We  are  told,  gravely  told,  that  neither  the 
large  portion  nor  the  small  portion  are  wor- 
tliy  of  the  trust.  Who,  then,areso?  IVhylhe 
reeuttmuBtbaadespotiui-^Day,  tbe  very 
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woTrtspcciMof  depotism.  Butlwifh.with-  presenti  now  or  heretofnre  an  nample  cT, 
ottt  farUier  delay,  to  come  to  the  main  ob-  commenced  in  the  good  city  of  Loudon 
MCt  of  the  noble  and  leamedLord  and  his  The  mob  paraded  him  m  Ummph  thourfi 
colleaguea.  My  Lords,  the  real  object  of  !  Mary -la-bonne,  WeatminBler,  Lombetb, 
tiioie  noble  Lords  seema  to  be  fonnded  on    Southwsrk,   and  Middlesex  ;  theii  Lord' 


ships  perhaps  recollected,  "  Numeris  fertor 
lege  solutis,"  in  fact,  they  paraded  in  all 
parts  of  the  metropolis  but  ^e  city  of 
Londoii,where  tbe  normal  lohools  of  agitation 
prevailed.  Shortly  after  this  event  he 
stood  for  the  county  of  Middletex,  where 
there  was  no  Corporation  to  resist  him,  and 
although  he  bore  with  him  the  character 
of  a  slanderer,  a  blasphemer,  and  the 
insulter  of  Royalty  even  m  the  palace,  and 
had  thrown  the  whole  conntry  in  a  State 
of  confusion  and  nproar  from  which  it  did 
not  recover  for  ten  years,  he  was  for  that 
county  returned  to  Parliament—and  ,fi>r 
that  county — through  the  good  bumont 
and  good  sense  of  Lord  North~-sat  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  But  he  sat  not  only 
there.  He  also  succeeded  in  obtaining  a 
seat  in  the  Corporation  of  London,  having 
been  chosen  not  only  an  alderman,  but  the 
Lord  Mayor  of  the  great  metropolis. 

"  Fuit  Ilium  et'ingens  gloria  Teuetomm'" 
Well,  my  Lords,  in  the  year  1780,  a  period 
of  carnage  and  horror,  sach  as,  I  believe, 
finds  no  parallel  in  history,  followed  by  a 
scene  of  conflagration  and  ruin  which  for 
ever  must  disgrece  this  conntry,  took 
place.  This  event,  though  it  hsfl  been  ao 
alleged,  was  not  urged  on  by  any  Cathidic 
priest,  or  by  any  Catholic  agitators.  No, 
my  Lords,  it  was  the  cry  of  *'  No  popery* 
that  was  nearly  laying  in  ashes  at  that 
period  this  great  metropolis.  And  to 
whom  did  the  Government  in  their  emer- 
gency have  recourse  to  check  this  scene  of 
bloodshed.  To  the  agitator,  (he  blasphe- 
Bin^tive  from  the  period  wbeo,  after  being  I  mer,  the  slanderer  of  Royalty  and  the 
ootlawed  and  e;iiled,  he  returned  to  this  |  leveller  of  good  order  and  good  institntioBS 
country  on  the  eve  of  a  general  eleciion.  ,  —John  Wilkes.  The  then  Lord  Major 
It  pleased  him,  outlawed  as  be  was,  to  of  London  had  a  constitniional  timidity 
■et  up  for  the  city  of  London.  What  !  which  prevented  him  from  taking  any 
was  the  consequence  ?  He  was  besten  by  '  decided  step,  and  the  Horse  Guards  had 
•  lar^e  majority,  as  might  be  eipected.  !  scruplea  about  marching  troops  into  the 
Upon  (he  poll  heingdeclared,  the  Govern-  j  city  without  a  warrant  from  a  magistrats. 
ment  thought  it  their  duty  to  lake  fresh  !  The  civic  functionary  could  not  be  foond, 
|>roceedtngs  against  him,  and  in  conse-  i  nor  was  he  willing  to  sign  the  wamat. 
qvence  he  was  arrested.  Here  his  triumph  I  An  attack  on  the  Bank  of  England  WM 
commenced.  Immediately  on  his  arrest,  I  known  to  be  in  contemplation,  and  the 
he  b^an  to  be  regarded  as  the  victim  of  city  and  all  it  contained  seemed  devotad 
perMGution  ;  and  the  mob,  ever  ready  to  to  destruction.  Where  in  this  energettCy 
usiflt  the  apparently  unfortunate,  having  did  the  gentlemen  go? — where  but  to  IM 
rescued  him  from  the  sherifi*,  a  scene  of  incendiary,  the  outlaw,  the  blatpheorar. 
riot,  confusion,  and  violation  of  the  law,  |  Wilkesat  once  cameforward,  andonbaiiK 
«acb  u,  by  the  way,  no  town  to  Ireland    told  that   the  troopt   coaU   not   tumk 


two  propositions,  both  of  which  appear  to 
a«  Bbsnrd  and  follacious.  The  one  is, 
that  Corporations  responsible  to  and  elect- 
ed by  the  people  of  Ireland  are  calculated 
to  prove  btit  hot-beds  of  sedition,  tumult, 
Md  agitation.     The  other  is,  that  the 

Eivation  of  the  advantages  arising  in 
Dgland  from  such  bodies,  is  sure  to 
■ecare  tranqaillity  and  prosperity  in  Ire- 
land. Now,  my  Lords,  both  of  those 
principles  are  contradicted  by  reason  and 
tmdi,and  are,  in  fact,  most  extravagant 
paradoxes.  On  a  former  occasion  I 
endeavoured  to  prove,  from  history, 
that  those  propositions  were  capable 
of  direct  contradiction,  end  since  then 
I  have  much  reflected  on  the  subject 
in  the  hope  of  discovering  an  histo- 
tical  illustration  of  my  position  nearer 
borne  than  those  I  on  that  occasion 
nentiooed,  and  I  discovered  one  well 
adapted  to  my  purpose.  It  refers  to  a 
city  of  no  less  importance  than  the  city  of 
Ltnulon,  aod  to  no  less  a  peisonage  than 
the  celebrated  John  Wilkes.  Now, 
Lords,  let  us  look  what  was  the  conduct 
cf  that  person  when  unconnected  with  the 
corporation  of  London,  and  when  he  was  a 
Member  of  it,  and  let  us  see  if  we  may  not 
judge  therefrom  of  the  effect  of  these 
"  normal  schools  of  agitation,"  I  shall 
not  go  through  the  very  long  history  of 
the  hon.  Member's  life,  though  it  is  very 
fanportaot  as  regards  the  history  of  the 
times,  and  let  roe  add,  very  instructive. 
It   will  suffice  for  me  to 
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withoat  a  warrant,  iaid  "  Well,  they 
■bell  have  one.  I,  as  an  aldermaa,  am 
a  magiitralo  of  the  city  of  Londoa,' and 
I  will  Dal  only  Kga  yon  a  ^neral  warrant, 
but  tnyKlfmarch  at  the  head  of  the  troops 
■ctin;  under  it."  Thus,  my  Lords,  did  the 
nan  who  for  ten  lon^  yean  they  had  been 
abanng  day  after  day  in  the  House  of 
Commons — whom  they  had  described  aa 
■n  agitator,  a  breaker  of  the  peace — the 
mas  whom  they  had  called  every  bad  name 
and  loaded  with  every  opprobrions  epithet, 
aa*e  the  city  of  London  from  the  fnry  of  a 
mob,  and  the  torch  of  the  incendiary. 
And  how  was  it,  my  Lords,  thiB  change 
was  broDght  about  in  him  ?  By  his 
becoming  connected  with  the  Corporation. 
He  became  not  only  a  pupil  in  the  school 
of  normal  agitation,  bnt  an  actual  usher; 
and  the conseqoencewaSffaefelt  responsible 
for  the  honour  of  his  order,  and  he  deter- 
mined lo  maintain  it.  My  Lords,  these 
are  my  morals  to  be  derived  from  this 
history.  There  are  some,  perhaps,  present 
who  sal  in  Parliament  at  the  period  to 
which  I  allude,  and  I  should  not  be  much 
surprised  if  I  now  spoke  in  the  presence 
of  eome  who  turn  up  the  whites  of  their 
eyea,  and  affect  the  utmost  horror  at  the 
idea  of  drinking  a  glass  of  wine  or  bowing 
or  shaking  hands  with  an  agitator,  who 
did  not  think  it  any  disgrace  to  have  the 
good  city  of  London  saved. by  a  blasphemer 
and  an  abuser  of  royalty.  My  Lords,  I  have 
BOtbeen  speaking  of  Mr.  O'Connell,  bulof 
John  Wilkes,  though  I  ad  mi  tmutafo  nomine, 
the  same  atory  might  be  told  of  him  ;  and 
yet,  my  Lords,  such  is  said  to  be  the  reason 
for  denying  to  Ireland  the  advantages  of 
good  government.  With  respect  to  ihe 
proposition  for  postponing  the  question  of 
Reform  in  those  Corporations,  1  conTess  [ 
ibonld  not  be  inclined  to  leave  them  for 
.another  year  under  the  government  of 
those  persons  whom  I  will  not  advert  to 
mora  tarticularly,  lest  I  might  be  betrayed 
into  that  species  of  language  which  I  have 
already  alluded  to  as  having  been  used 
by  Mr.  O'Connell  on  the  one  hand, 
.and  against  him  on  the  other.  I  con- 
fess I  am  not  inclined  to  band  those  in- 
■titutions  over  to  this  band  of  corporators 
/or  another  year;  for,  during  that  time,  I 
believe  they  are  just  the  tort  of  people 
who  vonld  be  likely  to  revel  in  a  good 
deal  of  iniquity.  1  do  not  believe  that 
the  danger  which  has  been  represented  as  j 
likelj  lo  accrue  to  your  Lordships'  House 
fran  agreeing  to  the  measure,  as  sent  up  | 
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from  the  House  of  Commnna,  is  at  all 
to  be  apprehended.  My  Lords,  I  will 
not  attempt  to  use  any  very  strong  ex' 
pressions  on  this  subject.  I  will  say  that 
my  affection  and  regard  for  this  House— 
my  respect  for  it  as  a  useful  branch  of  the 
Constitution — have  grown  with  my  growth, 
and  strengthened  with  my  years.  It 
would  be  more  than  marvel  if  1  did  not 
deeply  feel  the  great  indulgence  which  I 
have  received  from  your  Lordships  ever 
since  1  have  taken  a  part  in  yonr  debates; 
and,  indeedj  I  feel  more  particularly  sen- 
sible of  it,  since  I  presumed  to  take  part 
in  those  debates  with  a  shattered  frame, 
and  still  more  shallered  constitution.  But 
I  pray  of  your  Lordships  to  remember 
that  it  is  not  for  yourselves  you  hold  the 
power  and  distinction  with  which  you  are 
invested  ;  and  that  it  does  not  suit  your 
dignity  to  meet  the  measures  which  come 
before  you  with  a  proud  and  repulsive  re- 
jection, and  with  harsh  and  violent  lan- 
guage. You  should  remember  that  the 
chief  reproach  which  you  make  towards 
those  whom  you  charge  with  using  such 
languagft  elsewhere  is,  that  they  attempt, 
by  calumny  and  vulgar  abuse,  to  punish 
those  who  have  not  exposed  themselves  to 
the  punishment  of  the  law.  If  you  your- 
selves indulge  the  full  eilent  of  your  feel- 
ings, because  vou  are  exasperated  with 
such  persons,  do  you  not  stand  convicted 
of  the  very  offence  with  which  you  so  in- 
dignantly charge  them  ?  If  this  House 
should  act  upon  such  a  principle,  if  it 
couple  with  adverse  votes,  violent  declama- 
tion and  invective  of  this  sort— if  we  teil 
three  fourths  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
"  you  are  three-fourths  of  a  nation,  but 
we  are  in  no  degree  bound  to  administer 
to  such  a  class  of  people  as  you  the  same 
laws  and  the  same  justice  which  we  give 
to  the  others,"  would  not  those  three- 
fourths  of  the  nation  have  full  reason  to 
complain  of  a  wrong  done  lo  them?  It 
is  pitiful  lo  talk  about  the  Bill  as  it  orL 
ginally  came  from  the  Commons,  or  as  it 
now  stands, — legislating  in  one  way  for 
one  part  of  the  country,  and  in  another 
way  for  another.  All  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord's  eloquence  has  failed  to  make  out 
his  case  upon  such  an  argument.  He  lays 
down  a  rule  from  which  no  circumstance* 
will  cause  him  to  swerve.  My  Lords,  there 
is  a  story  I  have  read  about  some  Chinese 
manufacturer  rather  in  point: — An  Eng- 
lish gentleman  wanting  a  dessert  service, 
made  after  a  peculiar  pattern,  sent  ov«r  Iq 
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Cbiiu  K  specimen  plate,  orderiog  that  it 
•hould  be  exactly  copied  for  the  whole 
■errics.  Il  tinlbrtuDattly  hippened,  that 
in  the  pattern  plate  lo  teat  over,  the  Chi- 
neMmaoufaotUTerdiicovered  acrack;  the 
Gonaequencs  Wm,  that  the  entire  lervice 
eent  Ofsr  to  the  party  ordering  it  had  a 
crack  in  each  article  carefully  copied  after 
the  ipecimen  crack.  So  the  noble  and 
teamed  Lord  seems  to  say,  that  if  this 
Bill  ware  not  marked  ia  every  part  with  the 
Crack  i  la  CAiaotie,  it  sball  be  called 
"  not  according  to  pattern,"  and  not  ba 
accepted  at  all.  My  Lords,  if  we  con- 
tinue to  act  upon  such  a  principle  as  this, 
I  do  feel  that  we  shall  go  well  nigh  to 
forfeit  the  respect  for  our  character,  which 
it  should  be  our  constant  aim  to  perpe- 
tuate. My  Lords,  mncli  has  been  eaid  in 
reference  to  allied  menacee  directed 
against  this  House :  -~  as,  on  the  one 
band,  anjUiing  approaching  to  menice 
■hould  be  r^;arded  with  aome  degree  of 
suspicion,  so,  on  the  other,  Judicioi 
and  respectful  admoniticni  should  not  be 
treated  with  acorn.  There  hBTft  been  men 
high  in  rank,  in  power,  and  in  talent, 
as  Burke,  Fox,  Lord  Chatham,  the  Duke 
of  Richmond,— who  have  held  it  to  be  their 
doty  to  direct  strong  admODitions  to  this 
House ;  and,  my  Lords,  had  these  adrao- 
nitioDi  been  attended  to,  what  stores  of 
gold,  what  streams  of  blood  would  have 
bsen  saved  to  this  country  I  My  Lord: 
my  belief  is,  that  U)is  House  is  at  present 
safe  in  tho  afiections  of  the  people  ;  but 
still  it  most  not  attempt  to  legislate  in  a 
spirit  of  hostility  to  the  people,  nor  too 
far  presume  upon  the  affection  which  I 
have  aaid  I  believe  the  people  at  large  en- 
tertain towards  ua.  That  afiection  ia  itili 
•trong  in  the  people's  hearts;  bntlcannot 
refrain  from  stating  my  conviction,  that 
the  Gonrae  which  noble  Lords  opposite 
have  ao  often  punned,  and  aiiil  more,  the 
a^nments  and  the  language  which  they 
make  use  of  in  defending  that  course,  are 
not  calculated  to  give  additional  strength 
to  that  affection.  My  Lords,  I  conjure 
you,  if  there  be  time — I  coojure  you  to 
change  the  resolution  which  yon  have  un- 
happily adopted  in  reference  to  the  present 
•ubject;  and  I  implore  of  ^on  to  grant  to 
the  people  of  Ireland  that  justice  to  which 
they  am  so  eminently  entitled,  and  to 
which,  in  my  conscience,  I  believe  this 
eountry  believes  them  lo  be  entitled. 

Lord  Lyndkurtt  begged  to  say,  that  the 
BoUe  Duon  bsd  forgottCDi  Uut  b«  (Lord 


Lyndhurst)  was  upon  hia  defence  when  ha 
had  spoken,  and  that  he  had  been  invited 
to  that  defence.  Perhape,  the  noble  Baron 
would  allow  him  also  to  remind  him,  that 
the  firat  time  the  name  of  that  indivklnal 
to  whom  he  had  alluded  in  the  course  of 
his  observaliona,  bad  been  mentioned  in 
terms  of  reproof,  [was  in  the  speech  dic- 
tated by  the  noble  Baron  himself. 

Lord  Holland  said,  in  explanation,  thu 
he  merely  had  complained  of  notice  tutving 
been  taken  of  proceedings  in  the  House  <^ 
Commons,  and  of  the  expression  of"  nor- 
mal schools  of  peaceful  agitation."  With 
regard  to  the  speech  dictated  by  his  noble 
Friend's  Administrntion,  he  couid  say, 
there  was  not  the  shadow  of  foundation  of 
truth  Air  stating,  that  the  individu^  to 
wbom  the  noble  Lord  referred,  had  been 
directly  or  iudirectly  alluded  to  in  that 
speech. 

The  Duke  of  WeUingtan  obaerved,  thM 
the  noble  Baron  having  been  absent  from 
the  House  during  the  greater  portion  of 
the  evening,  and  more  particularly  during 
the  early  portion  of  it,  he  bad  heard  none  ot 
those  addresses  which  hid  been  presented 
to  that  House,  entreating  their  Lndahipa 
not  to  attend  to  the  threats  which  bad  been 
levelled  against  them.  The  noble  Baron 
must  elsewhere,  however,  have  heard  of 
those  threats,  and  yet  he  said  that  theic 
Lordships  had  for  their  object,  the  cmaliing 
of  an  individual.  Now,  he  had  heard  no 
speech  to-night,  on  the  part  of  any  noUe 
Lord,  which  had  for  its  oliiect  any  thing, 
except  the  defence  of  the  ohancter  of  that 
House,  and  the  character  of  a  Peer,  from 
the  attacks  of  that  individual.  Aa  for  his 
own  part,  he  had  already  expreased  his 
sentiments,  with  r^ard  to  those  threats, 
which  had  met  with  the  approbation  of 
noble  Lords  opposite,  and  likewise  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  aat  upon  the  crhs  bench. 
He  had  entreated  their  Lordships  not  to 
attend  to  those  threats  or  menaces  on  tk« 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  he  had  en- 
treated them  not  to  be  swayed  by  the  ap- 
erehension  that  it  might  be  said  that  they 
ad  attended  lo  those  threats;  but  dint 
they  should  follow  the  oourae  they  thought 
most  proper,  according  to  the  best  of  their 
judgment,  fbr  the  interests  of  the  conntrr. 
One  would  suppose,  from  what  the  nobU 
Lord  had  said,  that  the  people  of  Iiel^d, 
that  was  to  say,  the  majority,  or  three- 
fourths  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  had  al- 
ways been  in  tho  enjoymant  of  local 
govcnmeBt  and  CorporaiMMtf.  NQw,tbit 
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which  hfl  and  hti  friends  were  prepared  to 
admit  was,  that  the  existing  Corporations 
in  Ireland,  had  been  conducted  on  a  very 
flxcIuiiTG  principle,  and  in  a  manner  which 
afforded  a  very  reasonable  ground  for  dis- 
iBtishction  in  the  country.  They  were 
prepared  in  consequence  of  this,  to  put  an 
end  to  theie  Corporations.  They  had 
heard  a  great  deal  about  the  rights  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  in  connexion  with  Cor- 
porations, but  he  knew  of  no  right  they 
had  in  Corporations,  excepting,  in  those 
granted  by  the  King's  charter,  or  by  Act 
of  Parliament.  He  was  disposed  to  put 
an  end  to  these  Corporations,  on  account 
of  the  principle  upon  which  they  were 
eatabUshed,  having  been  exercised  contrary 
to  the  spirit  of  difTerent  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment, from  the  year  1793,  down  to  the 
present  lime.  But  the  noble  Viscount 
(Melbourne)  and  the  Bill  sent  up  from  the 
House  of  Commons  went  furlher.  They 
went  so  far  as  to  say,  that  you  shall  not 
only  put  an  end  to  these  Corporations, 
on  account  of  their  exclusiveness,  owing 
to  which  three-fourths  of  the  popula- 
tion never  derived  any  advantage  from 
them,  but  you  shall  form  other  Corpora- 
tions in  their  stead,  the  governing  power 
of  which  shall  be  elected  by  (hat  part  of 
the  poonlalion,  which  had  previously  never 
derivea  any  advantage  from  Corporations, 
and  shall  be  placed  exclusively  in  the 
hands  and  under  the  control  of  the  three- 
fourths.  Noble  Lords  opposite  had  drawn 
a  comparison  between  this  measure  and 
CatholicEmancipation.which  was  nothing 
more  nor  less  then  a  measure  for  enabling 
a  class  of  persons,  who  had  long  had  a 
right  of  voting  for  Members  of  Parliament, 
to  sit  in  Parliament,  and  to  hold  all  cor- 
porate ofiices,  which,  by  the  bye,  they  also 
had  nnder  the  operation  of  the  Act  of 
1793.  But  what  did  this  measare  pro- 
posa  ?  Why,  not  only  that  they  should 
nave  the  right  of  sitting  in  Parliament  and 
electing  Members  to  serve  therein,  but 
(bat  th^  should  also  have  the  right  exclu- 
sively of  governing  all  those  towns  from 
the  government  of  which  they  had  been 
eselnded,  almost  to  a  man,  from  the  re- 
motest period,  down  to  the  present.  The 
noble  Baron  (Holland)  said,  that  it  had 
Wt  at  all  been  shown  that  the  persons  who 
would  be  elected  to  govern  those  towns, 
mnild  all  be  persons  'of  that  description  or 
elaas,  and  he  bad  en~ 
by  a  variety  of  anew 
In  (Uw  Dnk«  of  V 
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follow  him.  The  noble  Baron  said,  too, 
if  it  even  were  shown,  that  Hill  it  did  not 
signify  in  the  least,  because  on  the  govern- 
ment of  towns,  being  once  made  over  to 
that  class  of  persons,  they  would  soon  be- 
come the  greatest  people  in  the  universe. 
He  wished  to  cell  to  their  recollection  who 
those  persona  were,  by  referring  to  former 
transactions,  and  to  those  they  saw  going 
on  every  day ;  and  then  to  ask  their  Lord- 
ships, was  it  possible  they  could  transfer 
those  towns  over,  to  the  government  of 
those  persons,  with  justice  to  the  other 
classes  of  the  community,  who  were  those 
who,  at  present,  wielded  the  power.  The 
House  would  see,  that  ibe  lower  classes  of 
persons  who  would  elect  the  town-council, 
were  almost  entirely  Roman  Catholics,  and 
that  the  persons  to  be  most  affected  by 
taxation,  the  power  of  which  would  be 
placed  in  the  Corporations,  would  be  Pro- 
testants. If  noble  Lords  would  look  to 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  they  would  see  it  was  abso- 
lutely impossible  that  the  great  body  of 
those  who  were  to  govern  those  towns 
could  be  of  any  other  persuasion  than 
that,  of  Roman  Catholic.  He  would  say, 
then  that  the  Bill  before  the  House,  would 
give  to  the  poorer  classes  of  the  commu- 
nity, the  power  of  taxing  their  more 
wealthy  fellow  -citizens,  a  system  to 
which  he  could  never  consent.  It  would 
be  a  most  monstrous  power  to  confer. 
The  lowest  class  of  persons  were  to  elect 
these  town-councils,  and  the  town-coun- 
cils were  to  have  the  power  of  levying 
taxes,  not  equally  upon  all  the  people,  and 
in  the  form  of  county-rates,  or  as  the 
town-council  had  in  England,  but  accord- 
ing to  the  principles  of  the  9th  of  George 
4th.  by  which  men  would  have  to  pay 
singly,  doubly,  trebly,  and  quadruply,  in 
proportion  to  the  amount  of  the  property 
of  which  they  happened  to  he  possessed. 
Now,  he  would  say,  Ihat  that  was  a  most 
unjust  system  of  taxation.  It  was  very 
well  when  carried  on  under  the  operation 
of  the  9th  George  4th,  voluntarily  applied, 
but  when  the  provisions  of  that  Act  re- 
garding taxation  came  to  be  fbrced  upon 
the  people  by  these  town -'councils,  elected 
as  he  had  described,  then  would  he  pro- 
test against  it  as  one  of  the  most  unjuit 
principles  that  had  ever  been  adopted  by 
any  Legislature.  He  begged  their  Lord* 
'iet  this  principle  of  tax- 
Jill,  as  it  now  stood,  to 
iDce,  upon  the  citizeni 


of  DuMin,  B«irut,  or  Cork,  and  other 
towna  now  governed  by  Local  Acts  of 
Parliament,  in  addition  to  the  taxes  already 
imposid  by  those  different  Acts;  and  if 
any  towos  should  happen  to  have  adopted 
the  9th  of  Geo[^  4th,.  and  volunUrily 
tubmitted  to  be  taxed  according  to  its 
provisions,  by  the  persons  and  for  the  ob- 
jects therein  recited,  they  would  besides 
nave  to  be  taxed  over  again  by  these  town- 
councils.  It  wai,  therefore,  upon  this 
ground — the  Corporations  being  formed 
for  no  other  purpose  trbatsoever,  but  for 
the  purpose  of  taxation,  every  thing  else 
to  be  provided  for  having  been  positively 
taken  away  from  them  by  the  Bill  and 
handed  over  to  the  Lord-Lieutenanl — it 
was  upon  this  ground  that  he  for  one  would 
•upporl  the  measure  as  formerly  sanctioned 
by  their  Lordships,  and  reject  the  amend- 
ments sent  up  by  the  House  of  Commons. 
But  there  were  olher  parts  of  this  subject 
to  which  he  thought  it  necetsary  to  advert, 
although  they  had  been  already  fully  dis- 
cussed by  his  noble  Friend  on  the  floor 
(Lord  GllenbnrougliJ.and  by  bis  nobleand 
leurned  Friend  behind  liim  (Lord  Lynd- 
hunl).  The  noble  Viscount  (Melbourne) 
who  commenced  the  debate,  as  well  as  t1i 
noble  Earl  (Grey)  who  spolte  from  the 
cro3s-l)ench,  expressed  iheir  great  satisfac- 
tion at  tlie  moderation  which  had  been 
shown  by  the  House  uf  CoiiimonB  with  re- 
ference to  this  subject.  He  was  not  dis- 
posed to  state  any  thing  at  all  calculated 
to  create  or  increase  any  irritation  between 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament;  but  he 
must  be  allowed  to  nay,  that  he  did  thi 
when  the  House  if  Commons  charged  their 
Lordships'  House  with  a  departure  from 
precedent,  ihey  ought  to  have  stated  some 
point  or  other  on  which  they  had  departed 
from  precedent ;  because  he  considered 
a  departure  from  precedent  by  that  or  the 
Other  House  of  Parliament  a  most  serious 
chaise  ;  it  was  neither  more  nor  less  than 
an  usurpation  on  the  part  of  either  House 
wheu  it  did  depart  from  precedent  in  rela- 
tion to  its  procieedings  with  another.  But 
be  maiotamed,  their  Lordships'  proceed- 
ing in  this  instance  was  in  no  degree  to  be 
considered  as  a  departure  from  precedent. 
In  the  first  place,  it  was  no  departure  from 
precedent  to  instruct  the  Committee  to 
make  an  alteration  in  the  Bill ;  in  the  next 
place,  it  was  no  departure  from  precedent 
to  strike  out  one  of  the  principles  of  the 
Bitt;  and  it  was  no  departure  from  prece- 
dent to  make  tbemostexteniirealteralioni 
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the  Bill;  nor  was  it  any  departure  from 
precedent  to  alter  the  title  of  the  Bill,  On 
all  these  points  the  House  bad  proceeded 
according  to  the  usual  practice  in  such 
cases,  nor  was  there  in  any  one  respect  the 
slightest  departure  from  established  prece- 
dent. The  noble  Baran  who  had  Just  sat 
indeed,  endeavoured  on  a  former 
occasion  to  prove  that  the  instruction  to 
the  Committee  was  a  departure  from  pre- 
cedent, and  he  quoted  a  passage  from  the 
of  the  House,  which,  however, 
the  noble  Baron  did  not  apply  quite  cor- 
rectly. The  passage,  as  stated  in  the 
Journals,  did  not  go  the  length  of  declar- 
ing that  the  whole  proceeding  in  question 
should  not  be  drawn  into  a  precedent; 
but  merely  that  one  particular  part  of  it, 
which  did  not  at  all  bear  on  this  question, 
should  not  be  so  interpreted.  [Lord  Hot- 
land  :  The  case  refera  to  the  whole  pro- 
ceeding,] He  begged  the  noble  Baron't 
pardon.  He  was  perfectly  master  of  the 
case.  The  very  next  day  after  the  quota- 
tion had  been  made,  he  had  the  honour  of 
meeting  the  noble  Baron,  when  he  referred 
to  the  Journals  and  found  that  the  prece- 
dent did  not  bear  out  the  noble  Baroo'a 
assertion.  That  was  what  was  stated  in 
the  proceeding;  but  he  repeated  nothing 
had  occurred  in  the  whole  history  of  this 
matter  which  could  on  the  part  of  that 
House  be  deemed  a  departure  from  es- 
tablished precedent;  and  when  such  a 
charge  wasmadeagainstlheHouseof  Lords, 
some  notion  should  in  justice  to  tbem  be 
given  in  what  that  departure  from  prece- 
dent really  consisted.  It  was  perfectly 
true,  as  stated  by  his  noble  Friend,  that  it 
might  not  be  desirable  to  make  very  ex- 
tensive alterations  in  a  particular  Bill ; 
but  if  Bills  were  sent  up  from  the  other 
House  of  such  a  character  or  in  such  a 
shape  as  rendered  it  necessary  for  them  to 
make  great  and  extensive  changes,  their 
Lordships  should  boldly  and  fearlessly  in- 
troduce those  alterations,  and  trust  to  the 
good  sense  of  the  other  House  and  of  the 
public  to  justify  them  for  having  honestly 
discharged  their  duty.  But  in  this  case 
the  House  having  made  those  extensive 
alterations  in  the  Bill,  found  it  to  be  their 
duty  to  alter  its  title  ;  and  that  certainly 
was  not  in  any  way  inconsistent  with  pre- 
cedent.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lyndhurat)  had  referred  to  the  Gram- 
id  case,  which  had  occurred  within  a 


very  few  years,  and  where  the  title  of  the 
Bill,  at  nelt  u  one  of  its  priociplM^  bw} 
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been  changed.  Under  all  theae  circnm- 
stancet,  he  could  not  see  that  any  depar- 
ture from  precedent  had  laken  place.  But 
there  traa  another  point  well  worthy  their 
Lordships'  attention-~'he  alluded  to  the 
clause  which  had  been  inierted  in  the 
Bill,  as  amended  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons with  respect  lo  the  9th  of  George 
4th.  The  9th  of  George  4th  whb  merely 
B  permissive  Act — it  was  forced  upon 
no  one.  The  towns  might  accept  it, 
or  let  it  alone,  as  they  pleased.  But 
what  did  this  Bill  do?  It  imposed  ihe 
provisioDs  of  that  Act  on  twenty  towns 
in  Ireland,  whether  they  approved  of 
them  or  not,  whether  governed  at  present 
by  Local  ActAornot;  in  every  one  of  those 
cases  the  Act  was  imposed  on  them,  and 
they  were  to  be  governed  by  it  in  future. 
What  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
Stated  upon  the  subject  of  Local  Acts  was 
well  worthy  their  Lordships' consideration, 
lliere  was  no  instance  in  which  a  propo- 
■ition  was  made  for  governing  a  town  by 
the  provisions  of  a  Local  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment in  which  all  the  parties  had  not  pre- 
vious notice  of  the  inclination  to  apply 
for  that  Act,  and  in  which  they  were  not 
beard  if  they  thought  proper  before  Com- 
mittees of  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and 
in  which  they  had  not  every  opportunity 
they  could  wish  of  deciding  for  themselves 
whether  or  not  they  would  accept  the  pro- 
visions by  which  they  were  in  future  to  be 
governed.  But  was  this  the  esse  with 
respect  to  those  twenty  towns?  None  of 
them  had  accepted  this  Act,  yet  with  all 
ib  enormous  taxation,  it  was  to  be  im- 
posed on  them  without  their  consent.  The 
9th  George  4lh  being  optional,  it  was  by 
virtue  of  an  alteration  in  a  clause  pro- 
posed bj  the  House  of  Commons  to  be 
made  permanently  compulsory ;  the  House 
of  Commons  taking  the  matter  once  into 
consideration,  and  their  Lordships  only 
allowed  to  take  it  into  consideration  once 
— without,  therefore,  he  must  be  allowed 
to  say,  the  due  and  adequate  considera- 
tion of  Parliament,  it  was 
posed  on  those  twenty  t( 
That  was  a  most  mater 
with  respect  to  the  Amt 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey) 
the  cross-bench,  and  who 
of  Wellington)  always  hi 
most  satisfaction,  and  p8 
present  occasion,  had  p 
Lordshipa  a  plan  forcing 
iQlo  execution,  of  whici 


somelbing  before,  but  which  be  conld  not 
but  consider  altogether  impracticable.  It 
appeared  to  him,  in  the  6rst  place,  that  ia 
the  existing  state  of  this  proceeding  it  was 
absolutely  impossible  for  the  House  to 
adopt  such  a  scheme.  He  rntertained  ob- 
jections to  such  a  schtmeunder  any  circum- 
stances;  but  he  was  ((uite  cerluin  it  was 
wholly  iiiipoasible  at  present  for  the  House 
to  adopt  thitt  proposition.  What  ihey 
had  before  ihem  now  u-as  a  proposnl  made 
by  ihe  Housi:  of  Commons  to  alter  certain 
niiieLidments  made  by  their  Lordships  in 
the  original  Bill ;  and  care  should  be  taken 
not  to  depart  from  the  usual  rule  of  pro- 
ceeding on  »uch  Bn  orcasinn.  He  be- 
lieved he  was  not  mistaken  in  saying,  that 
those  rules  of  proceeding  would  totally 
prevent  the  adoption  of  the  noble  Earl's 
plnn.  But  if  those  rules  permitted  its 
adoption,  he  confessed  he  ha<i  other  ob- 
jections to  it:  to  son^e  of  which  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Grey)  had  himself  adverted, 
and  which  were  perfectly  conclusive  against 
it  in  his  (the  Duke  of  Wellington's)  mind. 
That  measure  must  at  all  events  be  con- 
nected with  the  forced  imposition  of  the 
9th  of  George 4th,  and  all  its  accompany- 
ing taxation  on  the  several  Corporalions, 
and  to  that  he  could  not  feel  other  than 
the  strongest  objection.  The  noble  Vis* 
count  thought  proper  on  a  former  occasion, 
upon  discussing  this  measure,  to  state 
that  the  amendments  proposed  to  this  Bill 
had  not,  he  was  convinced,  been  suggested 
by  a  right  boo.  Friend  of  his  who  first 
mentioned  them  in  another  place:  that 
they  were  stronger  measures  than  either 
bis  right  boo.  Friend  or  he  himself  would 
have  thought  of  proposing,  end  that  Ihey 
must  have  been  suggested  by  others  who 
were  younger, and  poaiibly  not  quite  so  cau- 
tious. He  must  be  permitted,  however,  to 
say,  that  he  believed  his  right  hon.  Friend 
'  t  the  other  House  was  the  person  who 
-.-iginally  proposed  them,  while  he  would 
tell  the  noble  Viscount  that  the  pre- 
sent   was   only    a    modilication,    and     a 
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the  first  inalance,  be  goferaed — the  coble 
Lord  (Lord  Holland)  aaid  deBpotically : 
but  he  said  not  despotically,  but  governed 
by  the  Kiog,  as  Weslminiter,  as  Soulh- 
warlc,  aB  Fintbury,  aa  Manchester,  ai  Bir- 
■niDgham  were,  and  if  the  towns  in  Ire- 
laod  were  governed  as  well  as  any  of  those 
plftces  he  had  mentioned,  there  could  not, 
ne  conceived,  be  much  ground  of  com- 
plaint. At  bU  events  they  saved  them  from 
the  grievance  which  the  noble  Lord  would 
inflict  on  them,  that  or  being  taxed  by  a 
town-council,  elected  by  the  lowest  orders 
of  the  people,  upon  a  principle  admissible, 
perhaps,  where  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
were  voluntarily  adopted,  but  altogether 
unjust,  if  forced  by  Parliament  upon  any 
one  without  their  consent.  Their  Lord- 
ships having  on  a  former  occasion  fully 
considered  this  measure,  and  the  House 
of  Commons  having  done  no  more  than 
proposed  to  them  a  modification  of  what 
bad  previously  been  rejected,  he  recom- 
mended their  Lordsbipa  to  persevere  in  in- 
•is^ng  on  their  amendments. 

The  Marquess  of  Wettnuath  was  of 
opinion  that  their  Lordships  had  the  in- 
terest of  the  people  of  Ireland  at  heart,  or 
Dthenviae  be  would  not  sit  among  them. 
It  was  mere  gibberish  to  talk  of  justice  to 
Ireland  in  the  way  it  had  been  spoken  of 
by  certain  agitators,  and  he  was  glad 
that  their  Lordships  distingnished  between 
them  end  the  people  of  Ireland.  He  quite 
agreed  with  the  noble  Duke  who  had  just 
satduwn,and  nothing  should  induce  him  to 
consent  to  a  Bill  which  gave  such  vaat 
power  of  taxation. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  felt  the  deepest 
regret  that  their  Lordships  had  not,  on  a 
former  occasion,  acceded  to  the  proposal 
which  he  had  made  upon  this  subject. 
Tbe  House  of  Commons  had  given  way 
much  more  in  their  amendments  than 
their  Lordships  were  called  upon  to  do. 
What  was  the  principle  they  were  called 
on  to  concede  to  the  House  of  Commons  ? 
So  far  as  be  nnderstood  it,  it  was  a  true 
snd  just  one — the  principle  of  giving  to 
the  people  of  Ireland  ihe  power  of  manag- 
ing their  own  local  concerns.  Was  there 
any  one  in  that  House  who  would  say  that 
afier  having  conferred  on  the  people  of 
that  country  the  power  of  voiing  for  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  they  should  be  de- 
prived of  the  power  of  appointing  a  Mayor, 
a  Town^clerk,  and  perhaps  .in  individual, 
to  take  care  that  just  weights  were  used 
in  tbe  town  ?    The  principle  of  the  Bill 


was  to  give  to  them  the  stune  tdvanlage 
which  had  been  conferred  on  England  and 
Scotland ;  and  although  the  noble  and 
teamed  Lord  declared  that  he  meant  not 
by  his  opposition  to  the  Bill  to  insult  Ire- 
land, he  might  agree  with  him  flB  to  the  in- 
tention,ml  though  the  efiect  which  would  be 
produced  in  Ireland  was  altogether  a  dif- 
ferent qiiestion.  He  naked  whether  those 
persons  who  wished  to  agitate  in  that 
country  would  not  make  use  of  this  effect 
to  rouse  up  the  people  of  Ireland  ?  The 
House  of  Lorda  unanimously  dectkred, 
that  those  who  had  the  management 
of  Corporations  in  Ireland  had  been 
guiltv  of  the  gTOsaeit  abuses  tbrougb 
which  they  had  been  reduced  to  a  state 
bordering  on  iosolveney — that  was  univer- 
sally admitted — it  could  not  be  denied; 
but  they  would  neither  agree  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  House  of  Commons, nor  aaopt 
the  course  recommended  by  bis  noble 
Friend  on  bia  left  (Earl  Grey),  which  he 
could  not  think  inconsistent  wiU)  the  orders 
of  that  House.  Tbsy  wonid  agree  (o  nei- 
ther; and  by  rejecting  both  plans,  they 
insisted  on  giving  Ireland  the  beneBt  of 
those  rotten  pauperised  Corporations  for 
another  year.  Was  that  ref(>Tml  Would 
any  Aan  in  the  country  call  that  reform  i 
Noble  Lords  on  the  other  stdo  said  very 
readily,  show  us  abuses,  and  we  will  ba 
the  first  to  correct  or  get  tid  of  them. 
How  different  was  the  course  which  tbej 
were  now  pursuing?  Upon  this  he  took 
his  stand ;  there  had  been  abuses  and 
great  consequent  inconvenience;  butnobla 
Lords  would  not  repair,  they  would  net 
reinstate  the  old  institutions  of  the  Couih 
try,  they  would  destroy  and  sweep  then 
from  the  face  of  the  earth,  whether  estab- 
lished by  royal  charters  or  acts  of  Parlia- 
ment.  They  would  get  rid  of  them  fao- 
canie  they  woold  not  admit  the  principle 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  had  a  right  to 
manage  their  own  municipal  affairs.  He 
entirely  concurred  in  what  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Wellington)  had  stated,  that 
their  Lordships  ought  not  to  bo  inffuencad 
by  threats  or  intimidation;  in  his  opinion 
there  waa  not  a  greater  coward  on  the  face 
of  (he  earth  than  the  person  who  feared 
to  do  hia  duty  lest  his  motives  might  be 
misinterpreted.  The  Commons  had  gone 
farther  than  their  Lordships  were  now 
celled  on  to  concede  ;  and  he  asked  them 
seriously  to  consider  wliether  they  did 
think  collisions  between  the  two  Houses 
of  Parliament  were  very  safe  and  allogt- 
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lun  didr  muniopal  afinra  mantged  under  ' 
Act  oT  Farliameiit,  and  their  pnq)eTty  shall 
be  put  into  the  hands  of  those  trustees 
whom  the  Commons  propose."  But  the 
Commons  did  nut  approve  of  this,  and  re- 
quired that  the  towns  should  place  them- 
■elvea  in  the  hands  of  certain  persons,  to 
be  taxed  to  a  considerable  amount.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  extraordinary  that  one  of 
the  amendoienta  of  the  Commons  went  to 
repeal,  or  alter  entirely,  an  existing  enact- 
ment ;  for  the  9th  of  Georse  4th  said,  that 
if  acertain  proportion  of  the  lohabitanta  con- 
sented to  be  taxed  in  a  particular  waj,  thej 
might  adopt  that  Act,  this  amendment  said 
they  must  be  so  taxed,  whether  they  wished 
it  or  not.  The  objection  entertained  by  the 
noble  Lords  near  him  did  not  apply  parti- 
cularly to  such  towns  as  Bclturbet  and 
New  Ross ;  but  if  it  was  true  that  the 
power  to  be  conferred  by  the  Bill  would 
be  made  use  of  in  the  way  they  appre- 
hended, the  danger  was  in  the  larger 
towns.  With  all  respect  for  the  Commons 
be  must  say,  that,  while  they  aSected  an 
appearance  of  candour,  they  resorted  to 
what,  in  fact  was  a  subterfuge.  He  now 
came  to  a  new  feature  in  the  debate.  H 
had  beard  with  great  satisfaction  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Earl  (Grey)  his  noble  Friend, 
if  be  would  allow  him  to  coll  him  so,  on 
the  cross  bench.  He  witnessed  the  return 
of  his  noble  Friend  to  the  House  with 
great  pleasure.  The  sound  of  his  noble 
Friend's  vtnce  delighted  all  witbin  those 
walls.  His  noble  Friend  had  suggested 
on  alternative  which  be  thought  might  get 
rid  of  the  difficulty.  He  himself  was  one 
of  those  who  thought  that  almost  all  po- 
litical nutters  must  at  last  be  decided  by 
compromise.  If  the  Commons  and  the 
Lords  were  at  variance  on  a  principle, 
there  was  no  means  of  getting  rid  of  the 
difficulty  but  by  a  compromise.  But  that 
compromise  must  be  honourable  to  both 
parties  The  proposition  of  bis  noble 
Friend  wu,  that,  by  a  new  mode  of  votine, 
one  of  the  great  objections  of  the  cuble 
Lords  at  that  ude  might  be  obviated.  He 
confessed  that  he  did  not  altogether  agree 
with  the  noble  Duke  behind  him.  He 
thought  that  at  a  future  time  this  might 
be  a  fair  subject  of  consideration  ;  but  he 
did  not  believe  that  at  the  present  moment, 
in  the  existing  state  of  the  matter,  and  the 
latuation  in  which  the  two  Houses  were 
placed,  the  adoption  of  that  propcnition 
would  be  sufficient  to  reconcile  toeir  differ- 
ence. But  if  there  was  any  motion  of  the 
nrt  be  should  havo  beenglsid  to  leant  from 


noble  Lorda  on  the  mponte  riAe,  diot 
something  like  an  adoption  of  it  was  pro* 
posed.  He  should  like  to  bear  the  noble 
Baron  say,  that  the  Friends  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  House  of  Commons  wera 
ready  to  adopt  it.  Fot  bis  own  part,  he 
(lid  not  see  so  much  harm  in  waiting  for  a 
few  months.  He  would  rather  encounter 
all  the  danger  to  be  apprehended  from 
ablation,  in  order  that  at  the  end  of  that 
time  they  might  arrive  at  a  conclusion  that 
would  be  satisfactory.  He  could  only  say, 
BO  far  OS  he  was  consemed — and  he  waa 
sure  be  might  say,  as  far  as  those  with 
with  whom  he  acted  were  concerned — it 
was  their  anxious  wish  to  avoid,  as  far  as 
possible,  a  collision  with  the  Commons. 
But  he  would  conclude  as  he  had  begun, 
by  saying  that  if  the  House  of  Lords  had  a 
particular  opinion  upon  any  one  measure, 
they,  as  a  second  branch  of  the  Legislature, 
were  there  for  the  purpose  of  giving  their 
opinion  on  that  measui«  and  no  other,  and 
they  were  bound  to  act  upon  the  opinimi 
which  they  so  omscientiouuy  entertained. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said ;  I  beg  to  be 
allowed  to  trespass  on  your  Lordibipa'  at- 
tention for  a  few  moments  and  it  will  bo 
for  a  few  moments  only — eapedally  as  your 
Lordships  seem  to  have  made  up  your 
minds  as  to  the  course  you  will  pursue,  and 
I  feel  it  is  most  improbable  that  I  shall  ba 
able  to  produce  any  convlctiim  which  the 
elotjuent  and  powerful  appeal  of  my  noble 
Friend  on  the  cross  benches — an  ajqieel 
characterised  by  the  soundest  wisdom,  com- 
bined with  the  greatest  temper — has  faikd 
I  to  produce,  to  induce  your  Lorddiips  to 
,  pause  in  the  career  which  your  Lordahipa 
seem  to  be  bent  on  pursuing.  I  should  be 
happy  if  I  could  acquiesce  in  the  admonitioo 
^ven  by  the  noble  Lord  whom  I  see  oppo> 
site,  who  recommended  that  this  debate 
should  be  conducted  in  a  tone  entirely  free 
from  any  thing  like  heat  or  violence;  but 
.  there  have  been  some  statements  model^  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  who  spoke  second 
in  the  debate  of  tliis  evening,  which  I  cannot 
altogether  pass  over,  and  which  I  cannot 
refer  to  without  some  feeline.  I  must  here 
declare,  that  I  do  not  by  any  means 
agree  with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  in 
his  constitutional  doctrine,  that  a  change  of 
Government  necessarily  calls  for,  or  jus- 
tifies, a  dissolution  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. I  bee  to  say,  that  I  by  no  means 
admit  that  doctrine,  and  I  may  add,  that 
when  a  change  in  the  Government  brou^t 
us  into  power  we  did  not  act  on  that  prin- 
ciple. We  were  able  to  send  theMeabers  of 


,v  Google 


063        Municipal  CoTfvntkmt        {LORDS} 

nicated  to  tbe  Government,  I  certainly 
must  say,  in  candour,  tliat  I  see  some  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  of  its  adoption  ;  but  if 
noble  Lords  on  the  other  tide  of  the  House 
bad  shown  themselves  wilting  to  consider 
it,  we,  also,  should  have  been  wi 
have  given  it  our  calm  considera' 
cannot,  however,  consent,  according  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  noble  Lord,  to  slop  short 
in  we  measure  now  before  us — to  postpone 
the  further  consideration  of  this  measure, 
which  I  believe  to  be  founded  on  right  and 
justice,  and  which  has  for  its  object  the 
benefit  of  the  country.  1  cannot  consent 
to  do  this  for  the  purpose  of  introducing  at 
entirely  new  measure.  The  noble  Duki 
urgedseveral  objections  against  the  measure 
which  in  my  opinion  are  not  tenable,  as  foi 
iostance  his  objections  to,the  power  of  tax. 
ing  given  to  the  new  boroughs,  and  to  thi 
imposition  of  corporation  ofiicers  upon  those 
boroughs  which  had  accepted  the  Act 
of  the  9tb  of  George  4th.  These  contin- 
gencies are  amply  provided  for.  Some  of 
the  objections  which  have  been  urged  are 
greatly  exaggerated,  if  not  without  foun- 
dation. Tbe  reason  why  tbe  tolls  cannot 
be  collected,  is.  that  there  exists  a  general 
impression  as  to  their  misapplication  ;  but 
if  their  management  be  intrusted  to  a 
body  in  whom  the  people  have  confidence, 
there  is  reason  to  believe  that  there  would 
be  no  looger  the  objections  to  the  tolls 
which  now  exist.  As  to  the  objection 
that  these  new  Corporations  would  have 
no  duties  to  perform,  it  has  been  sufficiently 
answered  by  the  statement  of  my  noble 
Friend,  that  in  Dublin  and  other  largi 
towns  the  powenof  some  of  the  Local  Boards 
may  be  beneficially  transferred  to  the  new 
Corporations.  There  are  points  connected 
with  this  sutnect  ss  was  suggested  by  the 
noble  Boron  the  other  night,  which  it  would 
be  necessary  to  reconsider.  Permit  me  to  con- 
clude by  saying,  that  I  hope  your  Lordships 
will  reconsider  what  you  are  doing.  The 
way  for  you  to  act  is  to  trust  the  people  of 
Ireland — the  way  for  you  to  act  is  to  trust 
the  great  body  of  the  people.  It  is  the 
only  way  to  ra)vem  the  people  under  a 
popular  form  oT  government.  If  you  think 
there  are  other  evils  which  may  arise,  if 
there  be  such  a  state  of  circumstances,  then 
you  will  find  other  remedies  for  those  evils. 
But  depend  upon  it  you  cannot  go  back 
to  a  system  of  exclusion. 

Their  Lordships  divided — Content  123; 
Not  Content  220  j— Majority  97. 
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Salisbury 


St.  DnTid's 
Worceatet 

Lord  BUenborottgk  moved  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee,  to  draw  up  the 
reasons  for  their  Lordships  diiTering  from 
the  Commons'  amendments.  He  thought 
it  of  importance  ibiit  the  communications 
they  had  to  make  tu  the  Commons  should 
be  made  at  speedily  as  possible. 

Mution  agreed  to. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  Jane  37,  1 


Tradeto  Java.]  Wr.  Patrick  Steviart 
pretented  a  Petition  signed  by  150  of  ihe 
most  respectable  merchants  and  manufac- 
turers of  Glasgow  complaining  of  the  in- 
fraction by  the  Dutch  of  the  Treaty  of 
1324,  regarding  the  importatiou  of  British 
goods  into  Java,  and  calling  on  the  House 
to  compel  the  Dutch  Government  to  ad- 
here to  the  terms  of  that  treaty.  The 
cession  of  that  island  to  the  Dutch  took 
place  at  the  close  of  the  war,  and  subse- 
quently the  Dutch  made  several  succes- 
sive enbrts  to  impose  higher  duties  on  the 
British  goods  imported  there,  especially  on 
woollens  and  cottons,  than  they  had  agreed 
to  levy  in  the  first  instance.  Then  came 
the  Treaty  of  1824,  which  was  negociated 
by  Mr.  Canning,  who  agreed  chat  English 
goods  should  be  admitted  there  at  a  duty 
of  six  per  cent,  where  Dutch  goods  were 
admitted  free,  and  that  where  Dutch 
goods  were  subjected  to  a  duty,  English 
gttods  ahould  only  have  to  pay  double  such 
duty.    The  Dutch  Government  had  en- 
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deavonred  to  saddle  English  goods  with  a 
dutyof  twenty-five  per  cent.  The  subject 
had  been  a  matter  of  negotialion  for  the 
last  twelve  years,  and  as  yet  scarcely  a 
single  point  had  been  gained  with  the 
Dutch  Government.  Thepetitionerstrusted 
that  Parliament  and  the  Governpient 
would  at  length  compel  the  Dutch  Govern- 
ment to  act  in  accordance  not  only  with 
the  spirit,  but  the  letter  of  the  treaty  of 
1824. 

Mr.  Barlow  Hay  said,  that  the  peti- 
tioners appeared  to  assume  that  the  King 
of  Holland  was  bound  by  all  treaties  into 
which  he  had  entered  as  King  of  the 
Netherlands.  Now,  he  apprehended  that 
was  a  position  that  might  be  questioned. 

Viscount  Palmenlan  apprehended  that 
there  could  be  no  question  at  all  about  the 
matter,  and  that  the  King  of  Holland  was 
as  much  hound  by  such  treaties  as  if  there 
had  been  no  revolution  in  Belgium  at  all. 
He  would  detain  the  House  for  only  a  few 
minutes  on  this  subject.  It  was  true  that 
for  a  great  number  of  years  the  Dutch 
Government  had  violated  the  treaty  to 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  adverted.  The 
matter  had  been  for  a  long  while  the  sub- 
ject of  negotiation.  The  Dutch  Govern- 
ment at  last  admitted  that  their  former 
regulations  were  incompatible  with  their 
engagements  under  the  treaty  of  1824, 
and  they  had  altered  them,  but  not  as 
yet,  as  he  (Lord  PalmersCon)  would  con- 
tend, in  such  a  manner  as  to  render  them 
conformable  to  the  letter  of  that  treaty. 
He  had  no  doubt  that,  upon  further  repre- 
sentation being  made  to  it,  the  Dutch 
Government  would  see  the  propriety  of 

udering  the  regulations  respecting  this 
portation  of  British  goods  into  Java  con- 
formable to  the  letter  of  that  treaty,  and 
no  efforts  should  be  wanting  on  the  part 
of  His  Majesty's  Government  to  bring 
about  that  end. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 


Business  of  the  Housb.]  Lord  ^oAn 
Rtissell  said,  he  would  now  make  the  mo- 
tion of  which  he  had  already  given  notice, 
that  Orders  of  the  Day  have  precedence 
of  motions  from  the  1st  of  July  next.  It 
had  been  usual,  of  late  years,  to  make  such 
a  motion  at  an  advanced  period  of  the 
Session,  and  it  was  obviously  of  great  ad- 
vantage to  send  up  to  the  House  of  Lords 
the  Bills  which  were  to  be  pressed  through 
at  as  early  a  period  as  possible,  in  the 
monthofJuly.   Undoubtedly, ihould they 
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be  delayed  till  the  month  of  August,  there 
would  then  be  good  grounds  for  the  other 
Rouse  lo. postpone  the  consideration  of 
them  to  another  Session.  As  there  was  an 
anxiety  on  the  pnrt  of  hon.  Members  that 
the  Bills  now  before  the  House  should  be 
forwarded  without  delay,  it  was  his  inten- 
tion, after  this  motion  was  carried,  topto> 
pose  that  the  third  reading  of  the  Regis- 
tration of  Births  and  of  Marriages  Bills 
Bhould  take  place  to-morrow,  and  have 
precedence  of  all  other  motions. 

Mr.  Robinson  said,  he  would  not  op- 
pose so  desirable  a  step  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  with  a  view  to  getting  through 
the  bnsiness  of  the  Session  ;  at  the  same 
time  he  thought  it  rather  hard  upon  those 
hon.  Members  whose  motions  stood  upon 
the  notice  book,  and  many  of  which  had 
been  postponed  till  the  prcstnt  lute  period 
with  the  espectalion  of  bringing  them  on. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  it  extremely  desir- 
able that  they  should  endeavour  to  get 
through  the  public  business.  He  had 
already  presented  a  petition  from  Upper 
Canada,  and  he  bad  given  notice  of  a  mo- 
tion as  soon  as  the  papers  were  on  the 
Table  ;  with  the  exception  of  that  urgent 
question,  he  pledged  himself  that  he  would 
not  interfere  with  the  Orders  of  the  Day, 

Sir  Oeorge  Sinclair  observed,  that  the 
motion  of  the  noble  Lord  opened  an  ex- 
tensive field  for  argument,  and  might  give 
rise  to  an  adjourned  debate  of  at  least  two 
nights,  as  it  was  in  the  power  of  any  or 
every  Member  to  select  as  many  of  the 
notices  as  he  thought  proper,  and  urge  the 
importance  of  each  as  a  ground  for  resist- 
ing the  noble  Lord's  proposition.  He  (Sir 
G.  Sinclair)  was  one  of  ihe  noble  Lord's 
earliest  victims,  as  he  had  a  notice  on  the 
books  for  the  5lh  of  July,  with  respect  lo 
the  College  of  Maynoolh,  He  was,  how- 
ever, quite  satisfied  with  the  noble  Lord's 
'  arrangement,  as  far  as  he  was  personally 
,  concerned,  for  he  had  previously  deter- 
mined, at  the  suggestion  of  some  respected 
Irish  friends  to  postpone,  until  next  Ses- 
sion, a  formal  motion  on  that  subject,  and 
then  to  move  for  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  system  of  instruction  pur- 
sued at  that  establishment,  an  inquiry 
which  it  would  be  impossible  to  enter 
upon  with  advantage  before  the  proroga- 
tion. It  would  also  be  perfectly  compe- 
tent for  himself,  as  well  as  for  any  other 
Member,  to  state  on  the  Irish  miscellaneous 
eitimalea  the  grounds  on  which  a  grant 
for  such  a  purpose  as  that  to  which  Majr- 
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nooth  is  devoted  appeared  to  be  altc^ether 
inexpedient. 

The  Motion  carried  ;  and  it  was  resolved 
that,  from  and  after  July  1st,  Orders  of  the 
Day  have  precedence  of  notice  of  motiooa 
on  Tuesdays  and  Thursdays. 

Registratiok  of  Voters.]  On  the 
motion  of  Lord  John  Russell,  tbe  Hoose 
went  into  Commillee  on  tbe  Registration 
of  Voters  Bill. 

Sir  James  Graham  adverted  to  the 
clause  which  he  had  brought  forward  ou  a 
former  evening  as  declaratory  of  the  mean- 
ing and  intention  of  the  25th  Clause  of 
the  Reform  Act.  His  noble  Friend  had 
stated  on  a  former  evening  that  he  would 
consult  with  the  Attorney- General  as  to 
whether  such  a  Clause  were  necessary  to 
give  eSect  to  the  original  design  and  in- 
tention of  the  Reform  Act;  he  wished  to 
know  whether  the  noble  Lord  would  now 
support  the  clause? 

The  Attorney -General  said,  that  he  had 
considered  the  clause  to  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  drawn  his  attention,  and  it  was 
extremely  difficult  to  say  what  construction 
should  beputupon  it.  It  wasaquesiion  upon 
which  tbe  Revising  Barristers  had  diifered, 
and  it  was  one  upon  which  much  might 
be  said  on  both  sides.  He  was  not  pre- 
pared to  say  what  was  the  intention  of  the 
framers  of  the  Reform  Act,  as  be  was  not 
then  a  member  of  the  Government.  The 
interpretation  of  the  Clause  must  be  con- 
sidered a  qiieslio  vexata. 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  he  should  then 
press  the  declaratory  clause  of  which  he 
had  given  notice,  as  he  considered  It  con- 
sistent with  the  spirit  of  the  Reform  Bill, 
and  calculated  to  prevent  the  increase  of 
mushroom  votes.  The  hon.  Baronet  moved 
a  clause  to  the  effect  that  no  leasa  or  as- 
signment of  a  term  of  sixty  years  or  twenty 
years  respectively,  or  any  unexpired  por^ 
tion  of  such  terms  which  confer  a  right  of 
voting  for  a  city  or  borough,  shall  confer 
a  right  of  voting  for  the  county  in  which 
such  city  or  borough  is  situated. 

Mr.  WarburtoH  was  inclined  not  simply 
to  negative  tbe  proposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  but  to  extend  the  right  of 
voting  as  at  present  possessed  by  lease- 
holders, if  such  a  matter  could  be  intro- 
duced into  tbe  Bill  before  the  House.  He 
contended,  however,  that  in  a  Bill  of  this 
kind  no  clause  of  such  a  description  could 
be  introduced.  The  clause  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  he  had  heard,  would   in  ODO 
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cwnty  dkfranchise  1,000  electon,  and 
aiuious  as  he  was  to  lee  the  preient  Bill 
pan,  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  clause 
were  to  be  carried,  he  vould  rftther  see 
the  Kit  thrown  out  altogether. 

The  Con^mittee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  clause  be  inserted.  Ayes  100; 
Noei  133:— Majority  33. 

Od  that  part  of  the  Bill  which  vests  the 
appmntment  of  the  Revising  Barristers  in 
the  Crown, 

Sir  Rt^eri  Peel  said,  that  on  the  bring- 
ing up  or  the  Report  he  should  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  clause  which 
gave  the  appointment  of  the  Revising  Bar- 
risters to  the  Crown.  He  fell  a  very  slrong 
sbjection  to  enactments  which  delegated  a 
power  of  legislation  to  persona  out  of  that 
House.  With  regard  to  the  appointment 
of  those  gentlemen,  he  would  infinitely 
prefer  that  the  selection  should  vest  in  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  and  not  in  the  Home 
Secretary,  because  he  entertained  a  con- 
Tiction  that,  were  such  the  case,  the  ap- 

EDinlment  would  he  freer  from  political 
[as,  and  consequently  a  smaller  extent  of 
political  effect  would  arise  at  elections. 

Sif  James  Graham  thought,  that  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Warburtou)  woald  lead  to  very  nnneces- 
•ary  extravagance.  He  thought  that,  in- 
■tead  of  creating  a  new  conrt  of  appeal  to 
revise  the  deciabna  of  revising  barristers, 
they  might  be  referred  to  the  Court  of 
Review  in  Bankruptcy,  and  thus  a  saving 
or  5,0001,  a-year  be  effected.  The  Court 
of  Review  had  at  present  nothing  to  do, 
and  with  the  additional  business  which 
they  would  get  as  a  court  of  appeal  they 
would  still  te  but  partiallv  occupied.  He 
would  move  a  clause  to  that  eitect  on  the 
tbtrd  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Warburton  did  not  consider  fai> 
plan  justly  liable  to  the  charge  of  ex 
travagance.  As  far  as  his  own  opinion 
went,  it  was  decidedly  in  favour  of  having 
bat  one  judge  to  sit  on  appeals,  but  Ittt 
that  one  be  fnlly  competent  to  perform  the 
duties  that  would  be  imposed  on  him. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  at  present 
tfiey  had  three  Judges  in  the  Court  of  Re- 
new, who  were  but  very  partially  occupied, 
and  they  were  about  to  create  three  more, 
who  would  have  but  very  little  more  to  do ; 
he  really  did  not  think  that  such  a  mul- 
tiplication of  judicial  authority  was  neces- 

liie  Attorney-General oAmiiitA,  that  at 
fRMat  tbe  Court  Qf  Remw  was  ve7  im< 
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perfectly  occupied,  but  he  hoped  that 
Defore  long,  by  the  alterations  that  were 
intended  to  he  made  in  the  law  of  debtor 
and  creditor,  the  Court  would  be  fully  and 
usefully  occupied.  With  respect  to  the 
proposition  of  having  but  one  Judge  sitting 
in  the  Appeals,  he  must  say,  that  in  the 
Courts  of  Common  Law  the  determination 
of  one  single  Judge  was  not  treated  with 
verymucb  respect;  if,  however,  the  major- 
ity of  the  Committee  were  in  favour  of 
having  but  one  Judge,  whatever  his  own 
opinion  might  be,  he  would  offer  no  op- 
position to  the  proposition. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to,  as  were  the 
other  clauses  and  the  schedules. 

The  House  resumed,  the  Bill  to  be  re- 
ported. 


COMMOTATION  OF  TlTlIES  (ENG- 
LAND) Bill.]  On  the  order  of  the  day 
for  the  third  reading  of  the  Commutation 
of  Tithes  England  Bill,  having  been  read. 

Lord  John  Raaell  said,  that  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time,  he 
should  state  to  the  House  that  he  meant 
to  propose  the  introduction  of  the  clauses 
which  he  had>  referred  to  on  a  former 
occasion.  One  of  them  was  on  the  sub- 
ject of  coppice  wood,  the  value  of  which 
he  proposed  to  estimate  according  to  the 
average  value  of  the  years  1834,  1835, 
and  1836.  This  was  in  conformity  with 
the  suggestion  of  the  tight  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Tamworth.  Tlie  other 
clause  gave  a  power  lo  the  occupier  of  the 
land  to  deduct  the  amount  of  rent-charge 
he  should  have  paid,  from  the  owner  of 
the  land.  Having  explained  the  nature 
of  the  clauses,  the  noble  Lord  concluded 
by  moving  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  R^KTt  Peel  was  anxious  to  say  a 
few  words  on  the  general  question  as  to 
whether  this  Bill  should  be  read  a  third 
time  or  not.  In  the  anterior  part  of  the  ' 
Session  he  had  introduced  a  Bill,  the 
provisions  of  which  were  identical  with 
the  Bill  he  had  introduced  last  year,  when 
he  had  the  honour  of  being  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown.  The  object  of  that  Bill  was 
to  facilitate  the  voluntary  commutation  of 
tithes.  He  stated  that  the  principle  of 
a  compulsory  commutation  might  be  made 
the  Buoject  of  a  future  Bill,  when  the  ex- 
perience of  voluntary  commutation  would 
nave  suggested  the  most  equitable  prin- 
ciples on  which  compulsory  commutation 
might  be  applied.  He  still  preferred  the 
BiU  he  bad  hinuelf  iatrgdticea,  to  the  BtU 
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of  the  Dobh  Lord.  He  felt  gr«Bl  difficulty 
in  detsrmiDng  without  th«  experience  of 
Toluntary  commntBtion,  and  without  the 
adfaiitage  of  minute  local  inquiry — be 
felt  ^Bt  difficult;  in  determining  the 
priuciple  upon  which  campuUory  commu* 
tation  should  be  forced  upon  the  country, 
coDiiiteat  with  justice,  and  to  the  satis- 
faction of  all  parties.  The  question,  how- 
erer,  which  ha  had  to  ask  himself  was, 
whether,  now  that  there  was  a  prospect  of 
Uieir  coming  to  an  arrangement  on  this 
^at  and  complicated  question,  he  would 
incur  the  responsibility  of  attempting  to 
defeat  this  Bill?  The  Bill  proceeded 
upon  the  principlea  of  his  (Sir  R.  Peel's) 
Bill,  as  far  as  rolnntary  commutation  was 
concerned.  It  proposed  to  effect  it  for  a 
limited  period,  through  the  intervention 
of  Commiuioners.  His  own  Bill  proposed 
that  two  of  these  Commissioners  should 
be  appointed  by  the  Crown,  and  the  other 
by  the  highest  representative  of  the  inter- 
ests of  the  Church,  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury,  and  on  this  point  the  noble 
Lord  bad  adopted  hii  suggestion.  This 
Bill  gave  till  October,  1837,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  voluntary  commutation.  This 
Bill,  did  away  with  75/.  and  65/.  as  a 
maxtmum  and  a  mtnununi,  and  proposed 
instead  the  amount  of  tithe  taken  in  kind 
for  the  aeven  years  preceding  1835,  and 
that  the  sum  paid  should  rule  the  future 
payments.  That  arrangement  was  still 
open  to  this  object ion^th at  where  there 
had  been  great  forbearance  on  the  part  of 
the  tithe-owner,  he  would  permanently 
■nfler,  and  where  there  had  been  greater 
rigour,  and  extreme  rights  had  been  ex- 
acted, there  he  would  gain,  and  the  per- 
manent rent-charge  would  be  governed  on 
that  principle.  There  was  to  be  sure,  a 
power  of  relaxation  to  the  amount  of 
twenty  per  cent.,  and  to  that  extent  the 
parties  would  have  an  opportunity  of  miti- 
gating the  severity  of  the  Bill.  He  found 
that  the  Bill  had  arrived  at  this  stage 
without  any  division  being  taken'  against 
it.  He  hoped,  mlting  there  in  an  assembly 
of  landlords,  that  he  need  not  conceal 
that  his  object  was  to  protect  the  interests 
of  the  Church.  He  considered  the  Church 
the  weaker  party ;  he  considered  that  the 
great  raajorrty  of  the  House  were  inter- 
euted  in  this  question,  and  therefore  h< 
felt  specially  bound  to  take  care  that  the 
interests  of  the  Church  were  attended  to. 
He  did  not  find  that  there  was  on  the  pert 
of  (he  Cbnrch  any  decided  objection  lo 
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the  principles  of  this  Bill.  None  of  those 
hoo.  Gentlemen  who  more  paTlicalarhr 
watched  over  the  interests  of  the  Churco 
materially  dissented  from  the  principles  of 
the  Bill.  Amongst  the  tithe-owners  and 
the  tithe-payers,  there  was  an  impressioa 
and  he  believed  a  similar  impression  pre* 
vailed  amongst  the  public  generally,  that 
this  question  should  be  settled  on  &  salii- 
factory  principle.  There  was  a  general 
concurrence  of  all  parties  in  the  House  in 
fBVOurafthesettlementofthisqueition,and 
it  appeared  that  they  were  now  approach- 
ing to  an  agreement  on  amicable  prin- 
ciples.  Under  these  circumstances,  con- 
sidering the  little  difference  there  was  be- 
tween this  Bill  and  bis,  the  question  for 
him  to  consider  was,  whether  he  should 
press  upon  the  House  the  adoption  of  his 
measure,  to  which  ha  doubted  that  the 
assent  of  the  House  would  be  given,  or 
whether  he  should  give  up  his  opposition 
to  this  Bill.  He  thought  he  was  consult- 
ing the  interests  of  the  Church  in  acceding 
to  the  third  reading  of  this  Bill,  as  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  the  general  wish  of 
the  Home  to  come  to  a  settlement  on  this 
loug-agilated  question,  and  he  Celt  that 
the  longer  they  suffered  this  agitation  to 
continue,  the  longer  interval  of  time  that 
was  suffered  to  elapse  before  it  was  settled, 
the  greater  would  be  the  difficulties  of  the 
ultimate  settlement,  and  it'might  not  be  sq 
perfectly  settled  to  the  advantage  of  the 
Church.  Retaining,  therefore,  hb  pre- 
ference for  his  own  measure,  thinking  that 
a  voluntary  commutation  would  suggesc 
the  means  of  a  more  just  application  (tf 
the  compulsory  principle — still,  not  finding 
on  the  part  of  those  more  immediately  in- 
terested any  very  strong  expression  of  dis- 
sent, he  was  unwilling  to  interrupt  the 
progress  of  the  House  towards  the  present 
experiment. 

Mr.  Hume  was  also  very  anxious  to  see 
a  settlement  of  this  question.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  peciectlyright  in  stating, 
that  if  a  settlement  of  this  question  were 
not  come  to  now,  and  if  agitation  were 
allowed  to  continue,  the  Church  would  be 
the  sufferer.  He  did  not  rise  to  oppose 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill,  but  he  mtttt 
say,  that  if  the  two  clauses  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord  were  allowed  to  be  inserted, 
the  agitation  would  only  begin.  He  en- 
treated the  noble  Lord  to  reconsider  this 
question  with  respect  to  market-gardeners 
and  hop-grounds.  If  such  lands  were 
brought  in  under  tbe  special  MceptioM, 
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the  Bill  would  meet  with  general  approba- 
tioni  and  would  put  an  end  to  agitation. 
After  the  Bill  had  been  read  a  third  time, 
be  ihould  feel  it  his  duty  to  take  the  Bense 
oT  the  House  against  the  37th  and  38th 
Clanses,  in  the  hope  that  exttaordiuarj 
tithes  leTied  on  alt  species  of  property 
woald  be  provided  for  under  the  35ih 
Clftnae. 

Mr.  WariMTtm  had,  too,  like  the  right 
hon.  iMember  for  Tamworth,  a  plan  of  his 
own,  hut  he  would  not  bring  it  forward  for 
discnBston.BshefeBred  it  would  not  lead  at 
present  to  any  practical  result.  He  did 
not  despair,  howerer,  and  at  no  distant  time, 
to  see  tithes  toUlly  abolished,  the  Church 
provided  for  outof  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
and  the  Cora  Laws  abolished.  This  was 
the  only  way  in  which  the  question  could 
be  finally  and  satisfactorily  adjusted. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  said,  that,  notwith- 
Manding  the  reststaAce  lo  tithes  in  Ireland, 
their  payment  was  now  enforced  by  the 
power  of  the  law,  and  he  should  be  sorry 
to  think  that  law  would  not  have  the  same 
power  in  England.  He  objected  to  the 
basis  of  the  commutation,  as  not  being  a 
fair  one.  In  a  recent  period,  as  conlrasled 
with  the  present,  the  produce  of  the  land 
was  aa  four  to  seven.  If  tithe,  then,  was, 
as  he  6rmly  believed  it  to  be,  the  first  lien 
on  the  land,  why  should  the  owner  of  such 
property  be  ao'unfairly  dealt  with?  If  a 
proposition  like  the  present  had  been  made 
njrmerly,  in  what  condition  would  the 
Church  be  now?  There  was  a  case  in 
point,  which  would  serve  to  illustrate  his 
argument.  There  was  a  parish  which  paid 
61.  10s.  for  its  tithes,  by  agreement,  in 
1707.  It  was  afterwards  raised  to  24/., 
and,  by  a  subseqaeut  agreement,  to  120/. 
This  might  be  a  particular  case.  He  did 
not  know  whether  it  might  be  paralleled, 
but  if  there   were  many  cases  even    ap- 

r aching  to  it,  they  were  such  as  should 
provided  against.  There  should  be 
progressive  prosperity  in  Church  property 
«•  well  aa  in  every  other,  or  else  in  the 
course  of  two  generations  the  relative  pO' 
■itions  of  the  clergy  of  the  Church  and  the 
other  classes  of  the  community  would  be 
nceedingly  different  from  what  it  was  at 
present.  He  would  not,  however,  object 
to  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill,  as  any 
farther  opposition  that  he  ihould  offer 
would  be  only  a  waste  of  the  time  of  the 
House. 

Hr.  Benett  said,  that  he  had  been 
ittoDgly  ID  favout  of  the  pKKat  Bill,  and 
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should  have  continued  so  but  for  tbe 
clauses  which  had  been  lately  introduced, 
to  which  he  could  not  consent,  because  he 
considered  that  by  them  a  vicious  prin- 
ciple would  be  embodied  in  the  Bill,  the 
tendency  of  which  would  be  to  perpetuate 
tithes  for  ever.  He  contended  that  the 
clauses  were  defective,  inasmuch  as  it  would 
be  difficult  to  decide  what  was  garden  and 
what  agricultural  produce.  There  were 
other  defects  which  he  might  also  notice, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  he  approved  of  the  compulscn^ 
part  of  the  Bill.  He  thought  it  very 
creditable  on  the  part  of  the  Church  that 
no  petitions  from  that  quarter  had  been 

E resented  against  the  measure,  and  before 
e  sat  down,  he  could  not  but  express 
a  hope  that  some  alterations  would  be 
made  in  the  36th  and  37th  Clauses  of  the 
Bill,  BO  as  to  render  them  less  obscure, 
and  more  in  conformity  with  the  principle 
upon  which  it  was  founded. 

Mr.  Parrolt  owned,  that  he  also  had 
entertained  objections  to  the  Bill  when  it 
was  first  introduced,  but  they  had  all 
vanished  during  its  progress  thniugh  tbe 
House.  The  Bill  was  as  fair  to  all  parties 
as  it  could  be  made. 

Lord  Ebringltm  congratulated  both  his 
noble  Friend  and  the  House  generally  on 
the  prospect  of  bringing  this  moit  import- 
ant question  to  a  final  and  satisfaclonr 
conclusion.  He  considered  that  the  Bill 
now  under  discussion  was  calculated  to 
effect  more  real  benefit  than  any  other 
measure  upon  the  subject  of  Tithe  Com- 
mutation which  had  been  introduced  for 
years ;  and  as  regarded  the  Church,  he 
must  say,  that  its  warmest  friends  had 
good  cause  to  congratulate  themselves,  oot 
only  on  the  pasaing  of  the  Bill,  but  on  tbe 
calm  end  tranquil  manner  in  which  th« 
discussions  upon  ii  had  taken  place.  Tin 
agricultural  interest  would  also  have  cauae 
of  congratulation  in  the  final  adjustment 
of  the  question,  and  he  considered  that  the 
Government  by  whom  it  was  introduced 
were  entitled  lo  the  thanks  of  the  country, 

Mr.  H,  Curteis  thought,  that  the  Bill 
ought  lo  be  thankfully  received  by  those 
parts  of  the  country  where  low  tithes  ex- 
isted; but  sure  he  was,  that  as  regarded 
the  landowners  of  his  part  of  tbe  counlrr 
it  would  not  be  received  as  a  boon  at  all, 
because  it  went  to  fix  a  portion  of  the 
tithe  unjustly  as  regarded  the  owners  of 
the  soil.  At  the  same  time  he  thought  the 
Government  deseived  tbQ  tbioka  of  (^ 
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country  Tor  bringing  the  me&sure  to  this 

g)iiit.  He  conid  not,  however,  allow  this 
ill  to  go  np  to  the  other  HouBe,  without 
saying  that  be  felt  very  doubtrul  as  a  land- 
lord at  that  moment,  whether  he  should 
rejoice  or  regret  if  the  measure  was  lost. 
Aa  regarded  the  present,  he  would  rather 
have  Tt  lost;  bat  looking  to  the  future, 
and  to  the  interests  of  those  who  would 
hereafter  stand  in  the  situation  he  occupied, 
he  thought  it  might  be  better  to  take  the 
Bill  as  it  stood,  rather  Ihan  refuse  it.  He 
did  not  wish  the  measure  to  go  up  to  the 
other  House,  without  stating  his  opinion 
as  to  whether  it  was  a  boon  to  the  land- 
owners or  not. 

Mr.  Sat'nsi  considered,  that  if  anybody 
of  men  were  indebted  to  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  for  having  brought  forward  the 
present  measure  more  than  any  other,  it 
was  the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church. 
He  called  upon  hon.  Members  to  show 
him  8n^  measure  that  had  passed  in  any 
age  which  had  conferred  so  great  a  benefit 
on  the  clergy.  When  tithes  were  taken 
in  kind  by  the  clergy,  they  were  looked 
upon  as  the  fleecers,  rather  than  as  the 
protectors  of  their  flocks.  It  had  been 
said,  and  it  was  cited  as  a  friendly  feeling 
on  the  part  of  the  clergy  towards  the  pre- 
sent measure,  that  the  clergy  had  not  come 
forward  and  petitioned  against  the  mea- 
sure. All  he  could  say  on  that  subject 
was,  that  he  was  sure  that  it  would  be  re- 
ceived as  a  boon  by  the  Church.  Neither 
had  the  Dissenters  petitioned  against  it ; 
and  when  the  discussion  of  their  claims 
came  on,  he  was  satisfied  the  clergy  would 
manifest  similar  feelings  to  those  which 
bad  been  displayed  by  the  Dissenters  in 
reference  to  this  subject. 

Captain  Pechell  was  glad  that  the  Bill 
had  been  brought  to  its  present  stage,  as 
he  had  no  doubt  of- its  effecting  a  great 
deal  of  good.  He  hoped,  howerer,  that 
the  tithe  on  fish  would  be  reconsidered, 
and  that  Oovernment  would  send  aCom- 
misston  into  Norfolk  and  Cornwall  to 
institute  an  inquiry  with  regard  to  the 
State  of  the  fisheries  in  those  places. 

Lord  John  Rvssell  agreed  with  the  gal- 
laitt  Officer,  that  the  tithe  on  fish  ought 
to  be  made  the  subject  of  further  inquiry. 
He  fully  concurred  in  what  had  fallen  from 
several  hon.  Members  in  the  course  of  the 
disoutiion,  that,  whether  the  present  Bill 
affected  the  interests  of  the  clergy  or  the 
hftbalden,  there  was  no  question  what- 
V*t  ^  (but  it  WM  one  of  a  most  import- 
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ant  description.  Such  was  the  opiniOD  of 
his  Majesty's  Government  when  the  mea- 
sure was  first  introduced,  and  he  could  not 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sic  R, 
Peel)  that  the  compulsory  part  o!  the  Bill 
ought  to  have  been  omitted.  On  (he 
contrary,  his  own  opinion  was,  that  a  Bill 
OD  this  subject  ought  to  be  compolaory, 
and  that  its  utility  would  chiefly  depend 
upon  its  being  so.  He  was  happy  to  find 
that  so  much  unanimity  prevailed  with  re- 
gard to  the  measure,  a  result  which  was 
the  more  gratifying,  when  he  reflected 
that  so  many  hon.  Members  were  intimately 
connected  with  the  Tithe  Question,  and 
entertained,  of  course,  different  views  with 
regard  to  it.  He  had,  however,  anticipated 
such  a  result  when  he  introduced  the  Bill, 
and  he  rejoiced  to  find,  that  his  expecta- 
tion  had  not  been  dis&ppointed.  The 
measure  had  been  discussed  throughout 
with  a  spirit  of  fairness  and  moderation 
which  was  equally  creditable  to  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  and  party  and 
political  feelings  seemed  to  have  been 
wholly  set  aside  in  considering  the  mea- 
sure. By  that  wise  and  temperate  course, 
his  Majesty's  Government  had  been  en- 
abled to  bring  the  Bill  to  its  present  stage, 
and  he  could  not  let  the  present  opportu- 
nity pass  without  congratulating  the  House 
on  the  satisfactory  result  of  the  measure. 
He  considered  that  the  Bill  afforded  a  fait 
foundation  for  an  honest  and  equitable 
adjustment  of  the  Tithe  Question  on  the 
pnnciple  of  commutation,  and  he  fully 
agreed  with  those  hon.  Members  who  had 
borne  testimony  to  the  manner  in  which 
this  Bill  had  been  viewed  by  the  clergy, 
and  he  must  say,  from  his  own  experience, 
that  the  clergy  of  this  country  had  in 
most  instances  in  which  the  question  of 
Tithes  had  been  raised,  evinced  the  greatest 
moderation  and  forbearance.  They  had 
not  interposed  any  objectious  to  the  pre- 
sent measure,  and  he  would  say,  that  had 
the  clergy  required  for  themselves  what 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  appeared  disposed  to  insist  upon 
for  them,  his  Majesty's  Government  would, 
no  doubt,  have  felt  it  extremely  difficult 
to  have  brought  the  present  measure  to  a 
satisfactory  settlement.  The  Dissenters 
had  also  acted  with  great  and  praiseworthy 
forbearance  as  regarded  the  measure, 
which  he  was  quite  sure  would  ultimately 
tend  to  the  benefit  both  of  the  landed 
interest  and  the  clergy. 
Bill  read  a  third  time. 
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Lord  J.  Ruisell  brought  up  someclauaei, 
which  were  afreed  to. 

Lord  J.  Raaaell  hroughtnp  a  clauK, 
which  related  to  the  mode  of  distraining 
OD  the  rent-char^  for  the  recovery  of  ratei. 
Upon  this  •  divisioD  took  place  :— Ayes 
107  ;  Noes  39;— Majority  for  tha  Clauie 


Adam,  Sir  C. 
Atoawonh,  P. 
Abton,  R. 
Baldwin,  Dr. 
Baring,  F.T, 
fiaroard,  £.  G. 
Barry,  G.  S. 
Bennett,  J. 
fientinck.  Lord  O. 
Bemal,  R. 
Bewe3,T. 
Biddnlph,R. 
Blamire,  W: 
BluDl.  Sir  C. 
Brabazon,SirW. 
Brookleharal,  ]. 
BrothertoD,  ]. 
Buller,  E. 
Burton,  H. 
Carai^ell,  Sir  J. 
Cave,  R.  O. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G-  H. 
Childers,  J.  W. 


Collier,  J. 
Crawlej,  S. 
Curltis,  H.  B. 
D'Eyncourt,    rL  ho 

C.  T. 
Dillwyn,  L.  W. 
DonkiD,  Sir  R. 
DaneoDibe,  T. 
Rlpliintlooe,  II. 
Ewart,  W. 
FergnuoB,  rt.  hon. 

FolkM,'sirW. 
Fori,  John 
Goring,  Harry  Dent 
GrattiD,  H. 
Oneit,  Josiah  John 
UuIIy,  John 
Haitie,  Archibald 
Hawkins,  John  H. 
Hector,  Ooralhw.  J. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 


Lut  of  tha  Ayes. 

Lynch,  A.  H. 
Alaber,  J. 
Manball,  W. 
Martland,  U. 
Mo  re  ton,  lion.  A>  H. 
Mosley,  Sir  O, 
Mullins,F.W. 
Mnrray,  rt,  hon.  P.  A, 
North,  F. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'ConneU^M. 
Oliphant,  L. 
O'LoghUn,  M. 
Parker,  J. 
Parrott,  J. 
Pease,  J. 
Pechell,  Captain 
Pendarvea  E.  W.  W. 
Poller,  H. 
Poynlz,  W,  S. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Rice,rl.hoQ.  T.S. 
Roche,  W. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
Rooper,  J.B. 
Handle,  J. 
Ruuell,  Lord  J. 
Seale,  Col. 
Sharpe,  Gen. 
Smith,  B. 
Spry,  Sir  S.  T. 
Slewart,  P.  M. 
Stnckland,  Sir  O. 
Talboi,J.  H. 
ThomioD,  rt.  hon.C.P. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Tliornely,  T. 
Trelawny,  Sir  W. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E,  T. 
Turner,  W. 
Tynte,  J.  K. 
VilUeri.C.  P. 
Wakley.T. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
WarbuHon,  H. 
Williams,  Wm. 
Williams,  W.  A. 


Howard,  hon.  Edward     Wilson,  H. 
Howard,  Philip  Henry    Winnineton,  Sir  T. 


Home,  Joseph 
Johutone,  J.J. 
Knoz,  bon.  J.  J. 
Lee,  J.  L. 
Lennard,T.  B. 
Li)tet,  lUlis  C. 


Wood,  C. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wrotleiley,  Sir  J. 

Hay,  Sir  J.  L. 

Slanley,  E,  J, 


CEnglandJ. 
Liu  0/ the  Voza. 
Atsager,  Captain 
Arbotboot,  hon.  I 
Bailey,  J. 
Bramiton,  T.  W. 
Broworigg,  S. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Calcraft,  J.  H. 
Chichester,  A. 
Compton^lL   C. 


Cnrteis,  E.  B. 
Duncomhe,  hon.  A. 
East,  J.  B. 
Forbes,  W. 

Gordon,  boo.  W, 
Goulburn,  rt.ho 
Gotilburn,  Mr,  Serg. 
Halford,  H. 
Halse.  J. 
Hay,  Sir  J. 
Henniker,  IiOid 
Hogg,J.  W. 


i.H. 


iDgliv,  Sir  R.  H. 
Irion,  S. 
Knatchboll,  rigbt  bon. 

SirE. 
Law,  hon.  C.  E. 
Lawton,  A. 
Ueynell,  Capt. 
Palmer,  G. 
Peel,  E. 
Price,  Hi 
Pringle,  A. 
Pusey,  P, 
Ruihbrooke,  Col. 
Scourfield,W.H, 
ShEppard,  T. 
Siblhorpe,  Col. 
Wyno,  ri.  hOD.  C.  W. 
York,  E.  T. 


Greene,  Mr. 
Sei^eant    Rom,  Mr. 

Mr,  ffurne  moved  that  the  two  Clause! 
37  and  38,  which  had  been  added  to  tlio 
Bill  since  it  was  first  printed,  being  a  pro- 
vision for  the  chaise  of  hop-grounds  and 
marlcet-gardeuB,  shonld  be  rejected.  He 
considered  that  the  retention  of  these 
clauses  would  break  into  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  that  they  would  keep  the  door 
open  to  irritation  and  altercation,  whereat 
the  question  oaght  to  be  settled  at  once 
and  for  ever. 

Mr.  Eenett  seconded  the  motion.  This 
provision  would  place  landlords  in  a  worse 
situation  than  before.  He  had  expected 
that  the  Bill  would  make  a  complete  com- 
mutation of  tithes  ;  instead  of  which,  unless 
those  clauses  were  struck  out,  it  would  be 
a  mischievous  measure. 

Mr.  Hodget  defended  the  clauses. 
There  were  only  three  modea;  one  was 
the  abolition  of  tithe  on  market- gardens 
and  hop- cultivation ;  but  this  would  in- 
sure the  rejection  of  the  Bill  in  another 
place:  the  second  was  that  proposed; 
and  the  only  other  course  was  the  clauses 
as  they  stood.  There  would  be  no  hard- 
ship in  paying  a  few  shillings  per  acre  on 
hop-grounds,  and  as  to  market-gardens, 
there  could  be  no  difficulty  in  distinguish- 
ing who  were  market- gardeners. 

Mr.  Warburton  said,  that  there  were 
50,000  acres  nsed  in  the  cultivation  of 
hops,  and  that  the  land  employed  as  mar- 
ket-gardens might  be  taken  at  10,000 
acres.  Byallowing  these  clauses  to  remain 
they  would  be  for  the  protection  of  the 
growers  upon  those  lands,  and  render  the 
wh<de  of  the  Isiidi  vfaich  might  be  her^ 
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after  applied  to  the  cultivation  of  liopa 
and  market  produce,  liable  to  tilhe,  and  ao 
fritter  away  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  That 
principle  was  tbia,  that  by  taking  on 
himself  the  payment  of  a  fised  rent-charge, 
the  cultivator  might  improTe  hii  land  as 
lie  pleased,  arid  do  with  it  what  be  liked ; 
these  clauses  went  to  impose  a  tax  on  the 
application  of  increased  capital  and  indus- 
try to  the  cultivation  of  lend.  It  was  as 
abanrd  to  require  an  increased  tithe  on 
land  hereafter  employed  in  the  cultivation 
of  hops  and  market- produce,  as  it  would 
be  to  require  an  increased  tithe  upon  all 
waste  aud  pasture  land,  which  might 
hereafter  be  applied  to  the  growing  of 
corn. 

Sir  R.  Peel  observed,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  himself  shown  that  it  was 
not  necessarily  u  absurd  to  subject  lands 
hereafter  employed  in  the  cultivation  of 
hops  and  market-produce  to  an  increased 
tithe,  as  it  would  be  subject  to  hops,  waste, 
and  arable  land  which  might  be  hereafter 
employed  in  the  cultivation  of  corn, because 
he  had  himself  stated  that  hop  and  gar- 
den grounds  were  of  a  special  nature — 
there  beiog,  indeed,  as  he  had  said,  only 
.50,000  acres  of  the  one,  and  10,000  acre' 
of  the  other.  He  could  not,  therefore, 
contend  that  it  was  right  to  assimilate 
the  two  cas^B.  It  would  be  manifestly 
unjust  towards  that  land  which  was  now 
employed  in  the  cultivation  of  hops  and 
market- produce,  and  which  consequently 
would  pay  tithe  as  such  ;  if  they  allowed 
other  land  to  be  employed  in  the  same 
species  of  cnltivation,  and  get  free  from 
tithe,  they  would  be,  in  fact,  offering  a 
positive  premium  on  the  application  of 
unfit  land  to  the  cultivation  of  certain 
articles.  He  would  not  deny,  that  the 
arrangement  proposed  by  these  clauses  was 
likely  to  occasion  some  inconvenience ; 
but  still  he  felt  that  it  was  more  reconcile- 
able  to  justice  than  any  other  which  had 
been  proposed  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House.  No  difficulty,  he  appreheuded, 
could  arise  in  regard  to  hop-grounds ; 
nothing  could  be  easier  than  to  determine 
hereafter  what  was  a  hop-ground.  But  he 
admitted,  that  there  was  some  difficulty  in 
defining  by  law  what  should  be  hereafter 
considered  as  a  market-garden.  There 
night  be  land  at  the  distance  of  twenty 
mwia  from  a  town,  not  coming  under  thi 

Siation  ofa  market  garden  in  the  con 
mid  interpretalion  of  the  term,  and 
Tljliiiliiii  MB  fleM-,  tnit  from  wbich 
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the  owner  might  hereafter  be  enabled, 
under  the  system  of  communication  by 
railroads,  to  pour  into  that  town  a  large 
quantity  of  market-prodnce.  However,  he 
trusted  much  to  the  good  sense  of  the 
Commissioners,  and  if  difficulties  were 
found  to  arise  which  tbey  could  not  remove, 
Parliament  might  interfere  hereafter, 

Mr.    Lennard  said,   there    were    other 

ses  in  which  it  would  be  difficult  to  say 
whether  fields  did  not  come  wtlhin  the 
description  of  market- gardens.  The 
clauses  broke  into  the  principle  of  the 
Bill ;  they  would  continue  the  exactions 
of  tithe-owners,  and  perpetual  disputes. 
ir  Robert  Price  supported  the  amend- 
t.  The  clauses  would  introduce  an 
ordinary  charge  and  an  extraordinary 
charge  in  the  same  parish  on  account  of  a 
single  field  considered  as  garden. 

Colonel  Thompion  could  not  vote  for  a 
Bill  which,  professing  for  its  object  the 
remedying  the  pressure  on  agriculture, 
perpetuated  it  in  the  case  of  hops  and 
market-gardens. 

Mr.  Curteis  said,  that  if  these  clauses 
were  struck  out  of  the  Bill  it  would  oblige 
many  persons  to  vote  against  it. 

Lord/(iAnAussef's3id,thattheaeclauses, 
which  had  been  complained  of  as  but  re- 
cently introduced,  were  not  new,  and  he 
need  only  refer  to  tlie  fact  that  they  were 
ordered  lobe  printed  as  far  back  as  the  18th 
of  May,  and  it  was  then  the  27th  of  June. 
Upwards  of  a  month  had  consequently 
elapsed  since  their  principle  had  been 
divulged.  He  contended  that  the  clauses 
in  question  were  framed  as  much  for  the 
benefit  of  those  classes  who  were  subjected 
to  the  higher  rent-charge,  as  of  those  who 
were  liable  to  the  smaller  rate  of  charge. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bridport  bad  not 
supported  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  but  had  come 
forward  with  an  entirely  new  proposition. 
He  trusted  that  the  House  would  not,  by 
rejecting  the  clauses,  place  the  parlies  who 
were  more  immediately  affected  by  its 
provisions  in  a  position  of  such  extreme 
risk  as  must  inevitably  be  the  case  were 
the  amendment  to  l>e  agreed  to.  He 
did  not  see  how  those  persons  could  be 
guarded  from  very  considerable  loss,  unless 
by  the  preservation  of  these  clauses, 
founded  as  they  were  upon  the  principle 
on  which  they  were  avowedly  framed. 

The  House  divided  on  Mr.  Hume's 
motion— Ayes  39 ;  Noes  153 ;  — Majoritv 
114.  * 
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Adam,  Sir  C. 
Agoen,  SicA. 
AUager,  Captain 
Alston,  R. 
Angersteio,  J. 
Anson,  hon.  Cot, 
AiU«7,  Sir  J. 
fiagshaw,  J. 
Bailer,  J. 
Bainei,  E. 
Baring,  F.  T. 
Bariog,  H.  B< 
Becketl,rt.hn.  SirJ. 
Biddulpb,  B. 
Bisb,  T. 
Blamire,W. 
Boiling,  W. 
Bowel,  J. 
Bramstoa,  T.  W. 
Brownrigg,  8. 
Bailer,  £. 
Buller,  Sic.  J.  Y. 
Barton,  H. 
Buxton,T.F. 
Calcraft,  J.  H. 
Cavendisfi,  hon.  C. 
Cavendish,  hoD.  O.  H. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Chichester,  A. 
Cliilden,  J.  W. 
Clayton,  Sir  W. 
Cleik,  IJir  G. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  11. 
Codiingioti,  C.  W. 
Colborne,  M.  W.  R. 
Cole,  Loij  Viieount 
Compton  H.  C. 
Cripps,J. 
Curleis,  H.  B. 
Curteis,  E.  B. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Dillwyn,  L.  W. 
Donkm,  Sir  R. 
DoBield,T. 


East,  J.  B. 
£aU»i,E.  3. 
EgertoD,  Lord  F. 
Elwes,  J.  P. 
Etwall,  R. 
Faukerley,J.N. 
Fet^usoD,  O. 
"*"""  "  "n  tight  hon. 
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Fitaimon,  N. 
Folkei,  Sir  W. 
Forater,  C.  8. 
Gladstone,  T. 
Gladstone,  W.  E. 
Gordon,  R. 
Goulbum,  it.  hon.  H. 
GoulbnrD,  Mr.  Serg. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
"  ■     -    I,  hon.  E.  U. 


Ihe  Noes. 

GroiTGnor,  Lord  B. 
Hale,  R.  B, 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hawkins,  J.  H. 
Hay,  Sir  J. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Henoiker,  Lord 
Hodgea,  T.  L. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hurst,  R.  H. 
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Railroasb.^  The  Duke  of  RiduDond 
laid  upon  the  Table  the  first  Report  of 
the  Committee  OD  R^lroads.  On  moriBg 
that  it  be  piinted. 

Earl  Fitzwilliam  was  glad  to  find  that 
this  subject  bad  eogased  the  attention  of 
their  lordships.  It  had  not  been  hb  lot 
to  attend  their  debates  during  the  present 
Session ;  but  he  bad  not  been  inattentiTe  to 
those  measures  which  had  come  before  their 
Lordships  as  Railroctd  Bills,  and  which, 
tbougli  Uie^  were  tedmicaUjr  pdraU  BiUi^ 
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were  still  of  great  public  importance.  He 
could  not  help  anticipating,  that  by  means 
of  this  great  instrument  of  railroads,  the 
wealth,  the  enjoyment,  and  the  comforts  of 
England  would  be  increased  to  an  amount 
which  no  man  living  at  present  could  pre- 
tend to  calculate.  But  their  liordships 
must  not  conceal  from  themselves  that  these 
great  national  objects  would  in  some  cases 
be  arrived  at  through  great  individual  suf- 
fering and  injury.  He  confessed  that  it 
appeared  to  him,  that,  if  he  had  not  taken 
a  wrong  view  of  the  objects  of  those  who 
had  i^iginated  these  measures.  Parliament 
had  ccHisidered  them  far  too  much  as  insu- 
lated measures.  In  order  that  the  nation 
might  reap  the  full  bene6t  of  the  genius, 
enterprise,  and  ingenuity  of  the  projectors 
of  these  measures,  the  highest  authority  of 
the  country  should  be  brought  into  action, 
so  as  to  have  them  all  arranged  in  one  con- 
tinuous and  well-connected  system.  From 
what  he  had  seen  in  some  instances  which 
had  come  under  his  own  observation,  he 
was  convinced,  that  though  the  construc- 
tion of  a  Railway  in  one  direction  might  in- 
crease and  facilitate  the  communication  be- 
tween places  in  that  directiou,  it  might  ob- 
struct and  impede  the  communication  be- 
tween places  in  a  different  direction.  For 
instance,  by  making  communications  by 
Railway  from  north  to  south,  you  might 
render  it  difficult  to  make  them  from  east 
to  west.  He  could  illustrate  his  meaning 
by  referring  to  a  case  within  his  own  know- 
ledge. There  was  a  line  of  Railroad  pro- 
posed to  be  carried  through,  or  rather  ti: 
come  in  contact  like  a  tangent,  with  the 
town  of  Sheffield,  at  a  level  of  not  less  thi 
.  seventy  feet  above  the  main  entifince  into 
that  town.  The  mere  effect  of  constructing 
a  Railway  upon  a  level  belter  suited  for  a 
balloon,  was  to  render  it  impossible  to  make 
any  other  Railway  communicate  with  iL 
Again,  their  Lordships  would  observe,  that 
the  same  effect  would  be  produced  if  the 
Railway  were  sunk  as  much  below  as  tbb 
was  raised  above  the  ordinary  level.  The 
Railroads  differed  from  all  the  ordinary 
roads  of  ttie  country,  and  also  from  its  in- 
land navigation  in  this  respect,  that  it  was 
impossible  to  make  one  Railway  communi- 
cate with  another  unlets  all  R^ways  were 
made  at  a  proper  height.  It  was  ex- 
ceedingly possible  that  he  took  an  improper 
view  of  what  ought  to  be  done  on  this 
difficult,  but  very  important,  question. 
Nevertheless,  it  appeared  to  him  worthy  of 

t  interference  of  the  highest  authority  in 
oooBtry— whether  Uiat   interference 


should  come  from  the  Exeentife  Govern- 
ment, or  from  the  two  Houses  of  Pftrlia- 
C,  he  was  not  at  that  moment  prepared 
ay  —  yet,  however  much  he  might 
admire  the  genius  and  enterprise  and  specu- 
lating spirit  of  the  projectors,  he  was  cer- 
tain that  unless  they  were  directed  by  the 
supreme  authority  of  the  country,  and  un-. 
less  care  were  taken  that  the  speculations  of 
one  party  should  not  interfere  with  and  in- 
jure the  speculations  of  another  party,  these 
projects,  instead  of  being  beneficial, '  would 
become  injurioua  to  the  country.  There 
was  another  reason  why  he  thought  that 
Railroads  ought  to  be  all  conducted  on  one 
system.  Their  Lordships  were  aware  of 
the  advantage  which  they,  in  common  with- 
the  public  had  derived  from  having  all  the 
turnpike- trusts  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
the  metropolis  consolidated  into  one  general 
trust ;  indeed,  there  was  not  one  of  th^ 
Lordships  who  travelled  down  into  the 
country,  who  did  not  feel  grateful  to  those 
who  had  consolidated  those  trusts.  Now, 
he  begged  them  to  consider  what  would  be 
the  ^ct  of  letting  all  the  Railways  ia 
England  be  considered  as  separate  trusts. 
They  would  pass  6ve  miles  along  one  Rail- 
road, and  they  would  then  pass  five  miles 
into  another,  and  the  result  would  he,  that 
they  would  pay  twice  as  many  tolls  for 
travelling  that  distance  on  two  Railroads 
that  they  would  pay  for  travelling  half  the 
distance  upon  one.  The  main  point,  how- 
ever, to  which  he  wished  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  their  Lordships  was  the  obstacles 
which  would  be  thrown  in  the  way  of  fii- 
ture  Railroads,  in  case  they  were  not  made 
upon  such  a  system  as  would  enable  one 
Railroad  to  dove-tail  in  with  another.  He 
expected  that  it  happened  very  frequently 
that  thdr  Lordships,  from  want  of  suffi- 
cient information,  sanctioned  a  Railroad  on 
one  line,  when,  if  they  had  had  the  benefit 
of  better  surveys,  that  line  would  not  have 
been  adopted.  Unfortunately,  however,  the 
evil  of  such  a  practice  did  not  immediately 
come  to  a  conclusion.  The  result  of  having 
adopted  an  inconvenient  line  would  often 
prevent  their  Lordships  from  adopting  ano- 
ther line  which  would  be  far  more  conveni- 
ent. His  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  knew  that  he  had  long  ago 
suggested  this  matter  to  his  consideration. 
He  hoped  that  he  should  not  be  conndered 
as  intruding  unnecessarily  on  the  attention 
of  the  House  in  calling  its  attention  to  a 
subject  on  which,  if  we  legislated  wisely, 
we  should  increase  the  wealth  and  pros- 
perity of  our  posterity  much  mora  than  the 
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wealth  ftnd  pnwperity  of  the  put  and  the 
exiBling  generation  had  been  increased  by 
the  system  of  inland  navigation,  and  on 
which,  if  we  legislated  unwisely,  we  should 
not  derive  the  adnmtages  which  we  ought 
front  this  new  syBtem. 

Lord  Kenyan  would  move  that  the 
Grand  Junction  Railway  Bill  be  now  read 
ft  third  time.  If  that  motion  were  carried, 
he  should  move  certain  clauses,  by  way  of 
rider. 

The'Marquess  of  C^nricaniehadno  ob- 
jection to  make  to  the  motion  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  spolcen  last.  He  could  not, 
however,  agree  entirely  either  with  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down  or  with 
the  Report  which  the  noble  Ouke  had  just 
laid  on  the  Table.  That  Report  said,  that 
no  Railway  should  pass  through  a  po- 
pulous  district  without  precautions  being 
taken  against  the  fire  which  came  out  of 
the  cbimnies.  Now,  there  waa  no  Rail- 
way that  did  not  pass  through  a  populous 
district.  Yet  this  doctrine  was  to  consider 
each  Railway  on  its  own  particular  circum- 
stancea.  It  was  impossible  for  their  Lord- 
ships to  establish  one  uniform  system  of 
Railways,  and  to  hold  out  such  a  hope  was 
only  throwing  unfair  obstacles  in  the  way 
of  future  projects  for  Railways.  He  held 
with  the  Report  of  the  House  of  Commons 
on  Railways  that  they  must  pay  their  best 
attention  to  each  individual  Bill,  and  that 
they  must  enact  such  peculiar  clauses  as  the 
demands  of  the  locality  might  require.  Hb 
noble  Friend  had  said,  that  if  they  did  not 
establish  an  uniform  system  for  Railroads 
they  would,  in  establishing  communications 
between  the  north  and  south,  prevent  com- 
munications between  the  east  and  west. 
Now  that  could  not  be)the  fact.  The  tun- 
nel, the  bridges,  the  trams,  could  not  in. 
terfere  and  bad  not  in  any  existing  Rail- 
road interfered,  with  any  of  the  existing 
modes  of  public  onmmunication.  Indeed,  it 
was  the  duly  of  all  Committees  upon  Rail- 
roads to  see  that  tboy  did  not  interfere  im- 
properly with  existing  interests.  He 
thought,  that  in  consideration  of  the'  im. 
menie  capital  which  was  ready  for  invest- 
ment in  schemes  of  domestic  improvement, 
and  which,  if  not  so  invested,  would  go  for 
investment  in  foreign  countries,  the  public 
ought  to  know,  before  the  close  of  the  Ses- 
sion, what  their  l<ordships  intended  to  do 
on  this  subject. 

The  Duke  of  Wetlin^on  said,  that  alt  he 
had  done  was  to  leave  the  door  open  upon 
this  subject.  The  noble  Marquess  had  ad- 
verted to  the  pmrisions  made  in  Railway 
BiUi  for  carrying  existing  canaU  and  roads 


across  the  Railway  where  the  two  linei  iii:> 
teraeet  each  other.  But  he  be^ed  to  ob- 
serve that  he  knew  targe  tracts  of  country 
through  which  it  was  pnmoeed  to  carry 
Railways  and  through  which  there  were 
few  communications,  where  the  formation 
of  communications  must  be  prevented  un- 
less Parliament  should  make  some  provi- 
sions to  enable  those  who  projected  them  to 
deal  with  Parliament  legardmgtbe  making 
of  those  communications.  He  made  this 
remark  for  the  consideration  of  the  noble 
Marquess,  and  to  point  out  to  him  that  the 
case  was  not  quite  so  clear  as  he  appeared 
to  think. 

The  Ouke  of  Richmond  said,  that  his 
noble  Friend  appeared  to  ob)ect  to  this 
Report.  The  Committee  was  not  yet  pr&. 
pored  to  lay  before  their  Lordships  any  Aa- 
tailed  view  of  the  subjecL  Perhaps  tboae 
of  their  Lordships  who  were  in  the  hatnt 
of  attending  Railway  Committees  might 
be  aware  of  the  fact,  that  several  serioDs 
accidents  by  fire  had  occurred  from  locomoL- 
tive  engines,  although  the  public  were  ig- 
'.  norant  of  it  Cotton  goods  to  the  value  of 
3,000/.  bad  been  lost  near  Manchester  in 
consequence  of  such  an  accident,  and  a  farm 
house  in  the  county  of  Leicester  was 
consumed  from  the  same  cauae.  Such 
accidents  had  occurred,  and  perhaps  from 
negligence,  and  he  was  not  at  all  certain 
that  the  best  plan  in  the  rural  districta, 
would  not  be  to  make  a  law,  that  whatever 
damages  ensued  from  that  cause  should  be 
paid  by  the  Company.  This  law  might 
apply  very  well  to  the  country,  but  in  a 
large  city,  in  London  for  instance,  no 
Company  yet  formed  could  afford  to  pay  for 
the  injtlvy  that  might  be  caused.  If  the 
Directors  of  Insurance  Companies  should 
find  that  Railways  increased  the  danger 
from  fire,  they  would  raise  the  rate  of  their 
Insurance,  and  thus  a  whole  neighbourhood 
might  suffer  great  hardship.  This  question 
had  certainly  a  paramount  cltum  to  the 
consideration  of  the  Committee.  He  b»- 
lievcd,  that  if  the  attention  of  scientific 
men  were  turned  to  the  subjec^  a  remedy 
for  these  evils,  might  be  discovered,  which 
would  obviate  the  inoonveniencea  likely  to 

The  Marquess  of  Clanrkarie  observed, 
that  there  was  scarcely  one  instance  of  a 
Railway  passing  through  a  district  K)  popu- 
lous as  to  occasion  danger  of  fire.  He 
thought  it  would  not  be  ponible  to  lay 
down  any  general  mie  that  would  guatd 
a^inst  the  anticipated  danger  in  the  case 
ol  every,  Bill. 

The  Iteport  to  be  printed. 
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or  affect  the  rights,  privileges,  control 
or  super  in  tendeoce  at  present  exercised 
or  wViich  ma;  lawfully  be  claimed  to  be 
exercised,  by  the  Church  of  Scotland,  ihc 
General  Assembly,  Synods,  or  Presbyteries 
of  the  Church,  over  any  of  the  Universities 
and  Colleges  of  Scotland."  He  should 
certainly  he  the  last  man  in  the  House  to 
agree  to  l])is  or  any  other  Bill  which 
could  have  the  effect  of  severing  the  con- 
nexion, or  weakening  in  any  way  the  con- 
trol and  influence  which  the  Church  at 
present  possessed  over  the  education  of 
the  country.  The  next  amendment  would 
be  to  prevent  the  Boards  of  Visitors  pro- 
posed to  be  constituted  from  interfering  with 
the  details  of  University  discipline,  and 
to  confine  their  fuQctionsto  the  distribution 
and  management  of  the  property  and 
funds  of  the  University,  having  regard 
always  to  the  charters  and  foundations 
under  which  the  Universities  acquired  and 
held  that  property.  The  next  amendment 
would  be  to  limit  the  right  of  appeal  to 
this  Court  conferred  by  the  Bill  to  sentences 
of  expulsion,  dismission,  or  suspension, 
in  the  curriculum  of  study  pursued.  By 
another  amendment  be  would  propose 
to  limit  the  duration  of  the  Coramission  of 
Visitation  to  three  years,  instead  of  five  ;  for 
he  could  not  conceive  that  more  time  could 
be  required  tn  accomplish  all  the  objects 
of  the  Bill,  and  carry  into  effect  the 
suggestions  contained  in  the  Commis- 
sioners' Report.  He  considered  that  the 
preamble  of  the  {Bill  clearly  pointed  out 
the  dutiea  of  this  Board.  It  stated, 
*'  Whereas  it  is  expedient  that  the 
alterations  and  improvements  proposed 
in  the  Report,  applicable  to  the  said 
Uuivenities,  should  be  |;Tadually  carried 
into  effect,  with  such  modifications  as  may 
seem  expedient  to  the  visitors  to  be 
appointed  for  these  purposes,"  The 
foundation  of  their  proceedings  should  be 
the  Report  of  the  Commission  to  which  he 
had  alluded,  and  among  the  Members 
of  which  were  rainistera  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland,  fully  competent  to  give  advice 
on  the  practical  details  of  education. 
These  were  the  chief  amendments  he 
thought  it  necessary  to  introduce  ;  but 
he  should  be  happy  to  support  others,  if 
any  should  be  made  calculated  to  reader 
the  Bill  wholly  unexceptionable.  There 
were  one  or  two  points  on  which,  though 
they  had  been  much  discussed,  he  would 
refrain  from  giving  a  decided  opinion  ;  but 
he  must  advert  to  that  pwtion  of  the 
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Bill  which  deprived  the  profeiBOis  ia 
BomeUnirersities  of  the  right  they  possess- 
ed at  present  of  electing  to  vacancies 
in  professorships  as  they  occurred.  He 
believed  he  was  not  in  error  when  he  said, 
that  this  was  the  only  provision  of  the  Bill 
which  rendered  an  Act  of  Parliament 
necessary,  as  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown 
was  sufficient  to  carry  into  effect  all  the 
recommendations  of  the  Commission  with 
this  single  exception.  This  was  a  subject 
on  which  there  was  great  difference  of 
opinion,  and  he  did  not  mean  now  to 
give  any  decided  judgment  as  to  whether 
the  appointment  to  professorships  should 
continue  with  those  who  now  held  the 
right,  or  be  vested  in  the  Crown  ;  but  it 
was  a  point  well  worthy  of  consideration. 
This  was  perhaps  the  only  point  on  which 
the  Commissioners  did  not  specifically 
report  their  opinion,  and  therefore,  instead 
of  finally  deciding  ou  the  abolitiou 
of  the  present  system  of  patronage, 
he  should  propose  that  the  Board  of 
visitors  should  be  required  to  make  a 
special  report  on  this  subject,  and  on  the 
practices  prevailing  with  regard  to  it  in 
each  University.  Whether  the  present 
custom  were  right  or  wrong,  it  was  one 
deserving  of  the  most  serious  inquiry.  It 
had  been  suggested,  that  instead  of  the 
four  Boards  proposed  by  the  Bill,  there 
should  be  one  Central  Board  of  Visitation 
similar  to  the  Commission  issued  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  R.  Peel)  when 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, He  was  however,  inclined  to  think 
that  the  separate  Boards,  as  proposed  id 
the  Bill,  would  be  more  convenient ; 
though,  if  a  central  Board  would  givs 
more  satisfaction  to  persons  interested,  he 
did  not  see  why  it  should  not  be  adopted. 
The  great  sensation  and  even  disappro- 
bation excited  in  all  quarters  by  the  very 
attempt  to  reform  the  Scotch  Universilies 
was  such,  that  he  had  pleasure  in  stating; 
that  he  had  that  day  received  a  letter 
from  a  noble  Lord  whose  absence  from 
that  House  all  must  lament,  pa niculariy 
when  matters  connected  with  Scotland 
were  under  discussion,  and  one  equally 
distiuguished  for  the  soundness  of  his  judg- 
ment and  the  moderation  of  his  opinions 
(Lord  Melville,  we  believed],  expressing 
his  general  approval  of  the  measure.  He 
thought  it  right  to  state  this,  as  the  noble 
Lord  was  ash  ttle  disposed  to  put  confidence 
in  noble  Lords  opposite  as  himself.  In 
conclusion,  the  noble  Earl  said,  be  should 
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eonld  be  KCeived  tiom  Scotland  of  the   the  names  ftf  the  Commiwionen  appeand 


condiiBioQ  of  the  sittings  of  the  Commii. 
■ion.  Their  Lordihipi,  therefore,  would 
not  be  Burpriaed  that  a  measure  supposed 
to  be  buried  in  one  House,  but  which  had 
undergone  this  extraordinary  resurrection 
in  another,  had  excited  bo  much  alarm. 
He  would  ask  the  noble  Viscount,  if  any 
practical  inconvenience  would  ensue  from 
allowing  this  measure  to  stand  over  lill 
another  Session?  They  were  fast  ap- 
proaching the  termination  of  the  present, 
and  it  wbb  impossible  to  suppose  they 
could  deal  with  the  subject  in  a  manner 
likely  to  be  satisfactory  to  the  feelings  of 
the  people  of  Scotland,  in  less  than  many 
weeks.  Would  their  Lordships  gravely 
propose  to  eo  into  this  measure,  to  examine 
ail  its  details,  and  consider  the  arguments 
advanced  in  favour  of  it  and  against  it,  in 
tii«  mi^stof  all  the  enormous  mass  of  other 
moat  portentous  business  now  pressing  on 
tiiBm  ?  He  really  thought  that  nothing 
but  absolute  necessity  should  induce  ihem 
to  entertain  this  measure  at  the  present 
period.  Ha  cooU  not  nnderstend,  since 
there  waa  no  imperative  necessity  for  the 
meaaure,  vdiy  it  should  be  pressed  forward 
against  the  feelings  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land. And  he  begged  to  conclude  by 
moving,  that  the  Bill  be  committed  ihat 
day  six  months. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  said,  that  the 
Church,  the  Universities,  and  the  people 
or  Scotland  were  much  indebted  to  ihe 
right  rev.  Prelate,  for  the  interest  he  had 
taken  in  this  Bill.  He  was  sure  that  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  had  not  made  his  ob- 
•ervalions,  or  the  motion  with  which  he 
bad  concluded,  with  any  view  whatever  to 
the  preventionof  any  salutary  measure  be- 
ing passed,  either  in  this  or  any  future  Ses- 
■ion  of  Parliament,  in  reference  to  national 
education  in  Scotland.  He  had  heard, 
with  great  satisfaction,  the  noble  Viscount 
state,  that  it  was  not  his  wish  or  intention 
-to  proceed  with  any  undue  haste  with  this 
Bill.  He  was,  however,  himself  the  more 
anxious  for  delay,  becanae  he  was  con- 
vinced that  the  more  the  matter  was  exa- 
mined into,  the  more  it  would  be  found 
susceptible  of  such  amendments  as  would 
Anally  allsy  that  panic  which  now  existed 
in  Scotland  upon  this  subject.  He  felt 
assured  that  by  delay  the  present  excite- 
ment would  die  away,  and  nothing  would 
remain,  except  that  feeling  of  distrust  as 
to  ihe  composition  of  the  Commission  to 
be  Appointed  by  the  Crown.  That  feeling 
of  distrust  never  would  be  allayed,  nntil 


before  the  House  and  the  public.  When> 
ever  the  Commission  did  appear,  he  hoped 
that  the  names  of  the  Commissioners  would 
satiafy  the  public  mind.  He  felt  asaured 
that  the  noble  Viscount  would  make  tha 
appointments  with  perfect  faimeia  and 
impartiality.  He  was  also  satisfied  that 
the  learned  Lord  Advocate,  who  had  the 
management  of  this  Dill  in  the  other  Housa 
of  Parliament,  had  no  intention  to  do  any- 
thing that  could  tend  to  injure  the  just 
influence  and  authoritif  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland  over  the  national  education  in 
that  country.  It  was,  nevertheless,  quite 
obvious,  that  if  a  Board  of  Commissionera 
should  be  created  by  Parliament,  to  super- 
sede the  authority  of  the  professors  in  the 
Universities  over  that  national  education, 
it  would  occasion  an  inlerrerenca  with  the 
present  course  of  study  established  in 
Scotland,  of  which  the  Church  of  Scot< 
land  would  bare  good  reason  to  complain; 
and  he  never  would  consent  to  anything 
that  could  by  potsibility  impair  the  just 
influence  of  the  national  Church  of  Scot- 
land over  her  national  Universities.  With 
respect  to  the  motion  of  the  right  rev. 
Prelate,  his  objection  to  it  was,  that  it 
would  stop  the  Bill  at  a  stage  when  it 
might  receive  many  improvements.  He 
would  therefore  suggest  to  the  right  rev. 
Prelate,  the  propriety  of  withdrawing  hii 
motion,  in  order  that  the  Bill  might  go  into 
committee,  and  be  made  as  complete  a* 
possible.  His  noble  Friend  had  adverted 
to  that  power  given  by  the  Bill,  which  ha 
said  was  the  only  one  which  required  an 
Act  of  Parliament  to  create,  namely,  the 
power  that  deprived  the  professors  of  tha 
patronage  which  belonged  to  them.  But 
the  Bill  did  not  purport  to  take  from  iho 
profeascrs  that  patronage,  it  only  provided 
for  the  gradual  abolition  of  il.  He  owned 
that  he  did  not  think  it  a  good  thing  that 
the  instructors  of  youth  should  possesa  such 
patronage.  But  the  Scotch  Univeraitiea 
were  established  on  royal  foundation,  and 
were  endowed  with  royal  patronage,  and 
he  thought  it  very  questionable,  whether, 
under  those  eircumatancea,  that  patronage 
ought  to  be  taken  from  them.  As  at  pre- 
sent advised,  when  the  Bill  came  into 
Committee,  he  was  much  disposed  to  (Mnk 
he  should  propose  to  strike  out  the  clsuaei 
relating  to  this  part  of  the  subject.  The 
noble  Viscount  had  said,  that  he  did  not 
seek  for  this  Bill— thai  it  was  not  his  Bill, 
but  the  Bill  of  the  Commissioners :  that  it 
was  not  introduced  by  tbe  present  Qovern- 
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this  purpose.  For  many  yean  the  only 
mode  which  had  existed  for  enforcing  dis- 
cipline among  tlie  clergy,  had  been  by  the 
Tftry  feeble,  expensive,  and  uiuatLjfuctory 
proceedings  in  ibe  Ecclesiastical  Courts. 
That  circumstance  atone  made  it  expedient 
to  adopt  some  alteration  in  the  law ;  but 
this  had  become  still  more  necessary,  inas- 
much as  their  Lfordships  had  read,  a  second 
time,  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  consolidating 
the  Ecclesiastical  Courts,  and  for  takingaway 
from  the  Diocesan  Courts  that  jurisdiction 
which  they  bad  hitherto  possessed,  for  en- 
forcing Church  discipline.  The  question, 
then,  was,  what  tribunal  should  have 
jurisdiction  by  which  discipline  might  be 
effectually  enforced  against  individual  mem- 
bers of  the  Church?  There  were  two 
ways  in  which  that  object  might  be 
attained.  Tbey  might  vest  it  altogether 
in  the  hands  of  the  Bishop,  and  in  loroier 
times  that  authority  was  exercised  by  him  ; 
or  they  might  establish  another  tribunal 
which  should  give  the  parties  accused  that 
security  which  was  possessed  fay  other 
members  of  the  State,  of  being  tried  by 
those  who  were  their  equals  lu  rank  and 
profeasNin,  and  who  were,  therefore,  in- 
terested in  the  due  administration  of  justice 
towards  the  accused.  He  was  satisfied 
that  their  Lordships  would  feel,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  right  rev.  Bench  would  also 
feel,  that  it  was  not  expedient  to  repose  the 

E)wer  altogether  in  the  hands  of  the 
ishops ;  because,  howeTcr  well  it  might 
be  eieteised,  it  was  not  congenial  with  the 
other  establishments  of  the  country  to  vest 
such  power  and  influence  in  the  hands  of 
Ml  individual.  For  these  reasons  it  had 
been  considered  thai  the  most  effectual  way 
to  enforce  the  due  discipUne  of  the  Church, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  secure  the  accused 
against  any  improper  judgment  being  pro. 
oounced  against  him,  would  he  to  appoint, 
under  the  superintendence  of  the  Bishop,  e 
tribunal,  consisting  of  a  certain  number  oi 
their  own  body — namely,  nine  clergymen, 
and  providing  that  no  sentence  sliould  be 
passed,  unless  with  the  concun 
out  oftbenine.  He  thought  this  would  be 
an  effectual  tribunal  for  the  redressing  of 
offences,  and  one  also  to  which  the  clergy 
could  look  up  with  confidence.  The 
lest  of  the  Bill  was  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  that  object  into  effect,  and  if  their 
Lordships  should  approve  of  the  piiaciplc 
of  the  Bill,  which  was  to  establish  a  tri- 
bune! in  each  diocese,  such  as  he  had  de. 
scribed,  the  details  nught  be  considered  ir 
Committee.     It  was  further  proposed  to 
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give  a  power  of  appeal  to  the  Arditaihop 
of  the  province.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  concluded  by  moving  that  the  Bill  bo 
read  a  second  time. 

The  Archbishop  of  Canterhur^  said,  that 
it  would  not  be  necessary  for  him  to  detain 
the  House  at  any  length  after  the  speech 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
woolsack,  who  had  explained  the  nature  of 
sure  to  their  Lordships  with  so 
much  clearness  and  ability.  He  rose  merely 
the  purpose  of  expressing  a  hope  that 
noble  Lords  would  give  their  most  con- 
siderate attention  to  the  Bill.  This  was  a 
subject  on  which  legislation  was  peculiarly 
required,  because  the  clamour  about  the 
offences  o'f  the  clergy  generally  had  arisen 
from  particular  cases  of  clergymen  escaping 
punishment ;  it  was  required,  for  the  sake 
of  the  Church,  and  for  the  interests  of 
religion,  which  were  always  prejudicially 
affected  when  there  was  any  clamour 
upon  subjects  of  that  kind.  liie  present 
Bill  had  been  under  consideration  for  some 
years.andwBsfounded  upon  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Commissioners  of  Ecclesiastical 
Law — a  Commissian,  which  consisted  of 
two  Justices,  all  the  Judges  of  the  Eo- 
clesiastical  Courts,  several  Bishops,  and 
other  persons  well  versed  in  Ecclwastical 
Law.  Many  different  Bills  had  been  pro- 
posed in  successive  years;  and  hzd  bees 
abandoned  one  after  the  other,  on  account 
of  the  difficulties  with  which  the  subject 
was  surrounded.  This  Bill  had  been  drawn 
up  with  great  care ;  and  the  greatest  at- 
tention had  been  bestowed  upon  it  by  per- 
sons whose  extennve  knowledge  and  ta- 
lents could  not  be  doubted.  It,  Lowev«, 
must  be  allowed  that  the  measure  was  not 
perfect ;  there  were  many  imperfections  in 
it  Whether  they  could  he  remedied  wu 
a  matter  of  some  doubt,  for  the  subject  was 
one  of  great  difficulty ;  but  he  trusted  that 
both  the  spiritual  and  lay  Lords  would  give 
their  attention  to  the  clauses,  and  assist  in 
making  it  as  perfect  as  posnble — and,  for 
his  own  part,  he  could  assure  their  Lord- 
ships he  should  feel  extremely  obliged  to 
any  nohle  Lords,  learned  in  the  law,  who 
might  give  such  assistance — for  the  Bill 
was  one  of  great  importance  to  the  country- 
With  the  advantages  of  such  aid,  he  sin- 
cerely hoped  that  tQey  might  be  enaUed  to 
impart  to  the  measure  the  power  to  increase 
the  efficiency  of  the  Church,  and  keep  up 
tbe  character  of  its  ministers. 
Bill  read  a  second  time. 
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prosecuted  by  the  Government  for  the 
Blleged  offence  uf  cow-stealing,  and  that  a 
suspicion  prevailed  in  the  colony  that  h( 
was  persecuted  because  he  was  a  relative 
of  Mr.  Bryan,  the  Former  petitioner. 
Some  strong  remarks  on  the  subject 
baring  appeared  in  the  petitioner's  paper, 
he  was  brought  before  the  court  in  Ho- 
bart-town,  and  subjected  to  interroga' 
tories,  one  of  which  was  whether  he  was 
not  the  author  of  a  certain  article  in  1 
paper.  The  petitioner  having  first  m 
tested  against  the  principle  of  compellii  _ 
him  to  answer  such  a  question,  stated  that 
he  was.  He  was  then  sentenced  to  he 
imprisoned  twelve  months,  to  be  fined 
lOOZ.,  and  to  give  sureties  for  his  good 
haviour.  It  was  certainly  true  that  there 
had  been  since  a  remission  of  the  peti 
tioner's  sentence,  but  it  was  necessary  that 
there  should  be  an  expression  of  the  public 
feeling  in  this  country  on  the  point,  ii 
order  to  curtail  such  an  exercise  of  thi 
prerogative  as  was  here  complained  of 
in  our  distaut  colonies.  The  petitioner 
prayed  for  a  remedy  for  such  an  ev'i]  in 
future.  He  had  also  to  present  a  petitiou 
from  the  free  inhabitants  of  Hobart-town, 
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Kaving  the  attention  of  the  House  to  Mr. 
elville's  petition.  He  must  acknow- 
ledge that  there  was  a  technical  objection 
to  the  reception  of  the  latter  petition,  as 
all  the  names  to  it  smeared  to  be  written 
in  the  sume  hand.  There  was  no  douh 
at  the  same  time,  of  the  petition  heing 
genuine  document,  and  he  was  equally 
certain  that  the  persons  whose  signatures 
were  to  It,  and  who  were  all  individuals 
that  took  part  in  public  affairs  in  Hobart- 
town,  had  authorised  their  being  affixed 
to  it.  He  thought  it  right,  however,  to 
■ay  how  the  matter  stood. 

Sir  G«»ye  Gret/  said,  that  Mr.  Melville 
haring  wntten  what  was  considered  a 
libel  on  the  Court  of  Justice  io  Hobart- 
town,  the  court  took  it  up  as  a  contempt 
of  court,  and  without  the  intervention  of 
a  jur^  sentenced  Mr.  Melville  to  fine  and 
imprisonment.  His  Majesty's  Government 
last  year,  after  consulting  the  law-officers 
of  Ibe  Crown,  had  expressed  their  decided 
disapprobation  of  the  practice  in  reference 
to  a  case  that  occurred  in  Newfoundland. 
The  statement  which  lie  (Sir  G.  Grey) 
made  on  that  occasion  in  the  House  having 
reached  Van  Dieman's  Land,  the  governor 
immediately  remitted  the  sentence  on  Mr. 
Melville,  and  before  a  memorial  from  Mi 


;ing  the  remission  of  his  sentence. 
With  regard  to  the  interrogatories  put  to 
Mr.  Melville,  the  practice  was  an  untMsal 
one  in  this  country,  and  the  Government 
here  was  not  prepared  to  conntenance  it. 
They  had  also  given  directions  that  toch 
a  practice  should  not  be  continued  in  tbe 
colonies.  With  regard  to  the  other  peti- 
tion, it  was  clear  that  the  signatures  were 
not  original ;  at  the  same  time,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  euch  a  petition  had  been  pre- 
pared and  signed  in  the  colony,  and  tfaftt 
the  present  was  a  copy  of  it. 

Mr.  O'Coiinell,  in  supporting  the  peti- 
tions, said  that  nothing  could  be  more 
satisfattory  than  the  part  which  Govern- 
ment had  taken  in  this  matter,  and  on  a 
former  occasion  in  reference  to  a  similar 
case  ill  Newfoundland.  Nothing  could  be 
worse  than  that  jud^c,  jury,  and  accuser, 
should  be  united  in  the  person  of  the  same 
party,  and  the  interrogatory  proceeding 
was  a  necessary  part  of  such  a  system. 
There  was  only  one  part  of  the  empire, 
Treland,  where  such  a  system  was  con- 
tinued, and  he  trusted  it  would  be  put  an 
end  to  in  all  our  colonies. 

Melville's   petition   to  lie  on   the 


table. 

The  Speaker,  referring  to  the  petition 
from  the  inhabitants  of  Hobart-town,  said, 
that  the  House  having  been  once  made 
cognizant  of  the  irregularity  in  the  docu- 
ment, it  could  not  be  received. 

Ballad  SiNGiNcs.]  }^r.  Dillon  Brotvne 
presented  a  petition  from  John  Byrnei 
complaining  of  the  conduct  of  James 
Cuffe,  of  Creagh,  a  magistrate  and  deputy- 
lieutenant  of  the  county  of  Mayo.  The 
petitioner  alleged  tliat  he  was  a  native  of 
that  county,  and  was  following  his  occupa. 
tion  as  a  ballad  singer,  when  he  was 
arrested  bf  Mr.  Cuffe,  and  committed  to 
gaol  by  him  and  other  magistrates.  He 
therefore  prayed  for  an  inquiry  into  the 
circumstances  of  his  case,  and  that  the 
House  would  adopt  sucli  measures  as 
would  prevent  a  siinilar  violation  of  the 
rights  of  the  subject. 

Colonel  Perceval  said,  before  he  ad- 
verted to  the  charges  contained  in  the 
Ktition,  he  must  beg  leave  to  tbank  tbe 
n.  Member  for  the  courtesy  he  had 
shown  in  postponing  the  presentation  of 
the  petition  at  an  earlier  period,  and  also 
for  his  having  given  him  nolice  of  his 
intention  of  preseiitiog  it  that  day.     The 


Melville  reached  the  Colonial-office,  they   petition  was  from  an  individual,  calling 
lad  received  the  governor's  despaUrbw  |  himself  a  native  of  tbe  county  of  Mayo* 
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jnast  rMpectable  clergyman,  named  Ad- 
dersoD,  gmog  his  description  of  this  Byrne, 
the  letter  was  as  follows : 

■■  Ballinrobc^  June  8, 1836." 
"  I  hare  ju»t  read  that  a  petition  baa  been 
-  forwarded  to  Mr.  Dillon  Browne,  M.P.,  Tor 
,  ibis  conntf.  Tor  preaentation  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  in  Whicb  the  conduct  ot  Mr.  CuSe, 
aj  a  magistrate,  is  reflected  upon  forliaviog 
committed  to  gaol  Jolin  Byroe,  a  ballad  singer, 
on  the  leih  of  May  laai. 

"  I  did  not  happen  to  see  Ibis  man  on  that 
day,  but  I  did  on  tbe  following;  and  lean 
usure  yoa,  that  Mr.  CoSe's  conduct  in  com- 
uittiDg  him  was  highly  propEr,  at  least  in  my 
jadgment,   and   that   of    all   the   respectable 

Sersons  in  the  town ;  for  I  have  never  seen  so 
epraved  a  characler  as  JByrtie  seemed  to  be. 
Hii  sBTage  yells,  blasphemous  vociferations, 
'  and  rebellious  defiance  of  the  aulhorities,  ren- 
dered the  exbibilion  be  made  of  hiniaelf  awfully 
revolting  to  the  commuaity." 

He  had  now  endeavoured  to  dlscLarge 
Ids  duty  to  tib  friend  Mr.  Cufie,  as  a  magis- 
trate and  a  sentleman,  and  took  upon  him- 
■elf  solemnly  (o  state  his  firm  conviction 
that  Mr.  Cufie  was  quite  incapable  of  act- 
F  oppreauvely  or  unjustly  towards  any 
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not  only  not  connder  KditiouB,  but  lu^lj- 
uaeful  and  creditable  to  bim  in  the  partir- 
cular  course  he  endeavoured  to  pursue. 
He  had  only  in  conclusion  to  say,  as  to  aiij- 
reflections  thrown  out  upon  him  or  upon 
that  party  with  whom  he  had  formerly 
been  connected,  and  ^ith  whom  he  e»er 
would  act,  he  should  treat  them — not  to 
use  a  stronger  word  than  the  forms  of  tbe 
House  would  allow— he  should  treat  them, 
considering  the  quarter  whence  they  came, 
as  they  deserved. 

Mr.  Dillon  Bromne  had  presented  the 
{letition  without  stall  reflecting  or  intending 
to  reflect  on  the  character  of  Mt.  Cufle.  The 
case,  however,  demanded  an  inquiry,  and  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  communicate 
with  the  local  authorities,  and  properly  in- 
vestigate the  matter.  He  was  not  surprised 
to  hear  the  hon.  and  gallant  Colonel  defend- 
ing the  conduct  of  magistrates  who  had 
violated  the  law. 

The  Speaker  interposed.  The  hon. 
Member  had  no  right  to  charge  the  hon. 
and  gaUant  Colonel  with  an  intentiim  to  de- 
fend magistrates  who  had  violated  the  law. 

Mr.  Dillon  Brotvne  be^ed,  if  what  he 


individual.     He  conceived  that  the  recep-    had  stated  were   considered  at  all  out  rf 


tion  of  such  a  petition  reflecting  upon  the 
character  of  a  most  respectable  magistrate, 
and  uanistained  as  the  charges  were,  would 
form  a  had  precedent,  and  he  should  there- 
fore move  that  the  petition  be  withdrawn. 
Mr.  Hume  was  anxious,  as  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Colonel  had  talked  of  seditious 
ballads,  to  know  whether  he  had  seen  or 
could  produce  them.  Perhaps  he  could  in- 
form the  House  whether  they  belonged  to 
the  same  schod  with  that  erf*  whidt  they 
had  heard  so  much,  and  of  which  two  of 
Uie  lines  nin  thus ; — 


Colonel  Perceval  had  only  stated,  that  he 
held  two  affidavits  in  his  hand,  from  the 
two  officers  to  whom  he  hsd  alluded,  stat- 
ing that  the  petitioner  had  been  singing 
treasonable  and  seditious  ballails  ;  he  had 
sever  said  that  he  had  seen  any  of  them. 
And  when  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
measuring  others  by  himself,  tried  to  con- 
vict him  of  telling  an  untruth,  he  would 
appeal  to  the  House  and  the  recollection  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  as  to  what  precisely  he  did 
say.— A  particular  ballad  having  been 
alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member,  he  must 
sty  there  could  be  no  doubt  each  diflered 
very  widely  in  bis  notions  of  sedition— so 
much  80,  indeed,  that  what  he  considered 
■editious,  tbe  tuw.  Membei  would  {lerhaps 


order,  at  once  to  apologise  to  the  House  j 
still,  however,  he  could  not  but  think  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Colonel  had  shown  much 
anxiety  that  tbe  spirit  of  liberty  should  not 
be  extended  to  the  county  of  Mayo. 

Mr.  O'Connell  considered  tc  quite  clear 
that  a  gross  neglect  of  duty  had  taken 
place  on  tbe  part  of  this  magistrate  ;  for  if 
any  offence  nad  been  committed  by  the 
petitioner,  why  had  he  not  been  sent 
to  trial  i  But  though  sent  to  gaol,  no 
criminal  charge  had  been  lodged  against 
him,  and  the  ballad  described  as  treasonable 
and  seditious,  was  carefully  kept  hack.  He 
was  sorry  to  see,  that  while  in  this  country 
every  one  put  himself  forward  as  the  advo- 
cate of  the  poor,  in  Ireland  there  was  no 
hope  of  Justice  for  the  oppressed. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackton  protested  agaiust 
the  dme  of  tbe  House  being  wasted  with 
such  matters.  If  anyinjury  nad  been  done 
to  this  individual,  be  could  bring  his  action 
at  law  against  the  magistrate.  The  atten- 
tion of  (roverament  should  have  been  called 
to  the  subject,  and  they  would  no  doubt 
have  directed  the  necessary  inquiries  to  be 

Sir  John  WrotUaky  asserted  the  right  of 
every  man  to  petition  the  House,  and  ex- 
pressed hb  surprise,  that  among  the  papen 
with  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Memba 
was  furnished,  one,of  the  seditioug  aod  tniH 
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The  House  divided:  Ayes  43;  Noes^H 
—Majority  8. 

Liti  of  the  ArE.9, 

Atlwood,  T.  Lister,  E.  C. 

Baines,  £.  Lusliinglon,  Dr. 

Baring  F.  T.  Lushington,  C. 

Barnard,  E.  G.  Marsland,  H. 

Blake,  M.  J.  Maiwell,  J. 

Bowrinff,  Dr.  Murray,  rt.  bo.  J.  A. 

Brady.  D.  C.  Polter,  R. 

Buckingbani,  J.  S.  Roche,  W. 

Buxton,  T.  F.  Russett,  Lord  J. 

Collier,  J.  Smith,  R.  V. 

D'Eyncourt,    rl.  hon.  Smith,  It. 

C.  T.  Steuarl,  R. 

Buncombe,  T.  Thornely,T. 

Ebrioalon,  Ld.  Visct.  Walker,  R. 

Ewart,  W.  Wallace,  R. 

Fergus,  J.  Warhurton,  H. 

Gordon,  R.  Waaon,  R. 

Hay,  Sir  A.  L.  Wigney,  I.  N. 

Uobhouae,  tt  bon.  Sir  Wilde,  M.i.  Serg. 

J.  Williams,  Wm. 

Howick,  Lord  Visct.  WiDoington,  H.  J. 

Hume,  J.  TELLERS. 

Johnson,  A.  Mr.  Poulter 

Labouchere,  rt.  hn.  H.    Mr.  Waktey 

Lisloflha  No£S. 

Agnew,  Sir  A.  Lowther,  J.  H, 

Altwood,  U,  Malion,  Lord  Vii. 

Balfour,  T.  Norreys,  Lord 

Boiling,  W.  Paoke,  C.  W, 

Bramston,  T.  W.  Fallen,  J.  W. 

Brotherlon,  J,  Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 

Suller,  E.  Perceval,  Colonel 

Caliraft,  J.  A.  Pigot,  R. 

Chapman,  A,  Plumptre,  J.  P. 

Cblchosler,  A.  Praed,  W.  M. 

Coropton,  n.  C.  Riokford,  W. 

DeniMD,  J.  E.  Rushbiooke,  Col. 

Egerion,  Lord  F.  Russell,  C. 

Ettcourt,  T.  Scarlett,  hon.  R. 

Folletl,Sir  W.  Scourfteld,  W.U. 

Forster,  C.  S.  Siblhorp,  Col, 

Gafkell,'J.  Milnes  Thompson,  Cot. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H.      Tooke,  W. 

Goulburn,  Mr.  Serg.  Trelawny,  Sir  W, 

HatfOrd,  H.  Trevor,  hon.  Arthur 

Hamitlon,  G.  A.  T^Us,  U. 

Hardy,  J.  Wilson,  H. 

Hawkins,  J.  IL  Wynn,  rt.  ha.  C.  W. 

Inglis,  Sir  R,  H.  Young,  G.  F. 

IrtOn,  S.  TELLERS, 

Knight,  H.  G.  Sir  3.  Graham 

h»yi,  hon.C.  E.  Sir  Q.  Clerk 

RsaiBTRATloH  OF  BiRTHs-]  Lord  John 
Ituiaell  moved  the  third  reading  of  the 
Registration  of  Births  Bill. 

Bill  read  a  third  time. 

On  the  question  that  the  Bill  do  pass, 

Mr,  Goulbum  rose  to  move  an  amend- 
ment. In  doine  so  he  wished  it  to  be  under- 
stood, that  he  nad  no  objection  to  the  Bill, 
fo  far  M  it  went  to  lemoTe  one  of  the 


grievances  of  the  Dissenters,  in  giving  them 
a  system  of  registration.  Nor  did  he  triih 
to  oppose  that  which  was  essential  to  the 
interests  of  this  country,  the  establishment 
of  a  complete  and  general  system  of  regis- 
tration of  births,  marriaees,  and  deaths. 
But  while  fully  and  cordially  concurring  in 
these  two  objects,  he  did  not  feel  debtined 
from  expressing  his  opinion  on  the  pro- 
visions by  which  this  Bill  proposed  to  carry 
them  into  effect,  especially  if  they  imposed 
additional  burdens  upon  the  members  of 
the  Church  of  England:  or,  still  farther, 
if  they  gave  a  paniamentary  sanction  to 
the  omission  on  the  part  of  such  persons  of 
a  rite,  which  their  Church  inculcated  as 
essential  to  the  happiness,  both  present  and 
future,  of  its  members.  He  would,  there- 
fore shortly  state  the  nature  of  the  objec- 
tion which  he  felt  to^one  of  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill  and  the  amendment  which  he  in- 
tended to  propose  for  the  adoption  of  the 
House.  As  the  Bill  at  present  stood,  it 
required,  that  upon  the  birth  of  evay 
child  the  parent  ^ould  furnish  to  the  r&- 
^strar  the  name  of  that  child.  Thus  it 
imposed  upon  members  of  the  Church  of 
England  the  necesnty  of  naming  their 
children  before  bringing  them  to  the  bap- 
tismal font.  He  should  propose  an  amend- 
ment  in  Clause  ]9>  which  should  require  ; 

the  parent  to  give  into  the  r^strar,  upon 
the  birth  of  a  child,  every  particular  which 
the  clause  as  it  stood  at  present  required, 
with  the  exception  of  the  name.  If  that 
were  acceded  to,  he  should  then  propose,  in 
Clause  33,  to  omit  some  wonls  at  the 
commencement  of  it,  and  to  introduce 
others,  requiring  that  within  a  certain  time 
after  the  baptism  of  a  child  the  parent 
should    communicate  to  the  registrar  the  i 

certificate  of  baptism,  in  order  that  the 
name  might  be  inserted  in  the  Registry. 
We  adopted  precisely  the  provisions  which 
the  Bill  now  contained,  enabling  pucnts 
after  having  given  their  child  a  name  in 
the  first  instance  to  alter  it  after  baptism. 
No  greater  difficulty,  therefore,  would 
attend  bis  plan  than  attended  the  jHovi- 
sions  of  the  noble  Lord  for  altering  names. 
With  regard  to  persons  who  conscienti- 
ously objected  to  the  celebration  of  the  rite 
of  bitptism  according  to  the  ritual  of  the 
Church  of  England,  he  proposed  that  a 
declaration  should  be  given  to  the  registrar,  i 

that  they  did  so  object,  accompanied  with 
the  name  of  the  child  to  be  inserted  in  the 
Registry.  By  this  process  he  thought  the 
noble  Lord  would  attain  his  objects  as 
eOectually  as  by  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood  : 
wbilsAt  the  gnoie  time  lie  would  e»nierat« 
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daya,  vhereas  at  present,  any  interval 
within  BIX,  or  even  sometimeB  twelve 
months  might  elapse  before  the  rite  of 
b^tism  was  administered  lo  a  child.  The 
noble  Lord  had  said,  that  the  refusal  of 
an  incumbent  to  read  the  burial- serrice, 
on  the  ground  that  the  deceased  had  not 
been  baptised,  would  operate  as  an  ex- 
ample to  induce  in  outers  attention  to 
that  rite.  But  then  let  the  House  re- 
member that  the  injury  was  done  to  the 
child  iu  the  mean  time.  All  that  he  (Sir 
Robert  Inglis)  asked  on  the  part  of  the 
Church  was,  that  in  framing  a  measure  of 
relief  to  Dissenters,  the  noble  Lord  would 
leave  to  its  members  the  enjoyment  of  a 
registry  with  which  they  were  content  i 
and  not  make  the  Gill  (as  it  was  nnw)  a 
Bill  of  pains  and  penalties  against  those 
persons,  hv  imposing  on  them  an  addi- 
tional burden  of  trouble  which  they  were 
not  now  obliged  to  take,  and  compelling 
them  to  pay  a  fee  which  Ihey  were  not  now 
paying;  by  maintaining  at  their  expense 
a  system  which  they  did  not  desire ;  and 
thus  holding  out  a  temptitiim  to  them  to 
forsake  or  ncslect  a  rite  to  which  their 
Church  atta(£ed  great  importance,  —  in 
order  to  attain  an  object  not  connected 
with  the  spiritual,  but  the  mere  temporal 
advantage  and  coDvenience  of  a  distinct 
claEs  of  his  Majesty's  subjects. 

Mr.  Enart  objected  to  the  mode  in 
which'  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed 
to  carry  his  object  into  effect ;  the  post- 
ponement of  the  naming  the  child  till 
af^r  baptism,  would  in  his  opinion  be  a 
most  circuitous  method,  and  one  which 
would  throw  great  difficulties  in  the  at- 
tainment of  the  general  object  of  the  Bill. 
And  as  to  the  ground  on  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  his  amendment, 
viz.  that  the  Bill  as  it  stood  now  would 
encourage  the  otnission  of  the  rite  of  bap- 
tism, he  (Mr.  Ewart)  was  quite  convinced 
that  conscientious  persons  would  never 
omit  the  rite  of  baptism  merely  because 
of  that  Bill,  and  those  who  were  not  con- 
scientious would  not  be  rendered  more  at- 
tentive to  the  rite  by  reason  of  tiie  amend- 
ment of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman. 

Dr.  Botvring  agreed  with  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Liverpool.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was  misunderstood  by 
Gentlemen  opposite.  It  was  not  to  pro- 
mote the  obserrance  of  a  religious  rite,  but 
to  supply,  by  means  of  a  general  registiyi 
Btatistical  information,  which  it  was  highly 
necessary  for  the  advantage  of  the  commu- 
Di^  that  the  state-  shoulaposaess. 
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Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  hoped  the  amend- 
ment would  be  pressed  to  a  division,  and 
expressed  his  regret  that  he  should  hear 
such  a  sentiment  as  that  expressed  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down  with 
respect  to  marria^  He  trusted  that  a 
respectable  minority  would  support  the 
valuable  amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge. 

Dr.  Lushitiglott  said,  he  could  not  per- 
ceive in  the  whole  of  theBillone  provisioa 
which  had  the  slightest  tendency  to  pre- 
vent or  discourage  compliance  with  any  of 
the  rites  of  the  Church  of  England,  or 
even  to  render  compliance  with  tbem  more 
onerous  than  they  were  at  present.  The 
complaints  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opp<»ite 
might  apply  to  some  Bill  existing  in  their 
own  imagination  ;  but  to  the  Bill  before 
tlie  House,  they  had  no  application  what- 
ever. The  hon.  Baronet,  the  IVIember  for 
Oxford  University,  had  assumed  that  all 
the  members  of  the  Church  of  England 
were  content  with  the  existing  system  of 
regislration.  Whereas,  Jt  must  be  obvious 
to  every  one  having  any  experience  in 
these  matters  that  they  suffered  as  much 
from  the  evils  of  that  system  as  the  Dis- 
senters; with  respect  to  the  amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Cambridge,  did  he 
mean  to  make  his  provision  compulsory  or 
optional  upon  parties?  He  (Dr.  Lush- 
ington)  apprehended  not  compulsory,  but 
if  it  were  made  optional,  he  asked  was 
there  not  a  probability  almost  amounting 
to  certainty,  that  numbers  of  persons 
would  not  go  back  to  the  registrar  with 
the  name  of  the  child  who  had  been  bap< 
tised,  to  be  inserled  in  the  registry  ?  And 
would  not  then  the  whole  object  of  the 
registry  be  frustrated, — the  securing  the 
identity  of  the  persons  registered?  He 
(Dr.  Lushington)  saw  no  reason  for  this 
amendment  upon  a  religions  ground.  If 
he  were  discussing  a  Bill  which  in  his 
opinion  was  calculated  to  injure  the  Church 
of  England,  by  appearing  to  encouraga 
neglect  of  her  rites  on  the  part  of  Iwr 
members,  he  would  not  hesitate,  as  a  mem- 
ber of  that  Church,  in  giving  it  his  oppo- 
sition. But  he  must  say  he  could  see  no 
tendency  of  that  kind  in  the  Bill  before 
the  House.  He  was  yet  to  learn  that  the 
compelling  members  of  the  Church  of 
England  to  register  the  name  of  their 
children  before  baptism,  had  a  tendency 
to  encourage  their  omission  of  tliKt  lit? 
altogether. 

-.,h,  Google 
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Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  it  was  gratifying 
to  observe,  that  iiM  discussion  had  been 
carried  on  in  a  tone  and  temper  worlhj 
of  the  House,  and  suitable  to  the  |;ravity 
and  importance  of  the  subject  under  con- 
sideration. It  had  been  admitted  on  the 
opposite  side,  that  it  vould  be  a  great  evil, 
b;  any  legislative  enactment,  to  relax  the 
sense  of  the  impoitance  nhich  at  present 
attached  to  the  performance  of  the  bap- 
tismal rite.  The  question  then  was,  whe- 
ther such  was  likely  to  be  the  result  of 
this  Bill.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
object  of  those  who  framed  the  Bill  was 
to  bring  the  baptismal  rile  Into  disrepute 
or  abeyance.  His  complaint  was,  that 
they  undervalued  and  overlooked  the  pro- 
bable practical  working  of  the  measure. 
By  law  and  usage  the  name  of  the  child 
had  been  associated  with  the  baptismal 
ceremony.  This  was  and  had  been  the 
universal  practice  of  theChurch  ofEngland, 
It  had  also,  he  believed,  been  the  practice 
of  the  Roman  CathoHc  Church;  and  if 
he  were  not  mistaken,  the  majority  of  the 
Dissenters  looked  upon  baptism  as  essen- 
tial in  naming  their  children.  What  was 
proposed  by  the  Bill?  By  a  legislative 
enactment,  to  eanctiou  the  naming  of  a 
child withoutthebaptismal  ceremony. Could 
that  be  looked  upon  by  the  unthinking 
and  uneducated  in  any  other  light  than 
aa  a  disregard  of  that  ceremony?  An 
Act  of  Parliament  separated  the  naming 
of  the  child  from  the  baptismal  rite, 
and  made  the  registration  as  valid  as  the 
ceremony.  This  might  not  be  productive 
of  any  evil  consequences  amongst  the 
upper  and  more  respectable  classei,  who 
would  moat  probably  resort  both  to  the 
registration  and  tbe  baptism;  but  what 
would  be  its  effect  upon  the  great  mass  of 
the  population  ?  Would  it  not  be  an  in- 
ducecrient  to  them  to  rest  content  with 
having  the  name  entered  upon  the  civil 
record?  Many  plausible  arguments  had 
been  used  in  support  of  the  measure,  and 
amongst  others  this,  that  where  there  was  a 
true  lense  of  religious  feeling,  the  cere- 
mony would  be  resorted  to.  Now  it  was 
of  the  utmost  importance,  that  where  this 
religious  sense  did  not  exist,  the  House 
should,  as  much  as  possible,  indicate  its 
necessity.  It  was  impossible  to  say  how 
tbe  feeling  in  favour  of  the  religious  ob- 
servance could  be  best  created  ;  but  surely 
the  omission  of  the  ceremony,  as  proposed 
by  this  Bill,  was  not  tbe  way  to  promote 
it.     It  had  been  urged,  that  if  registratioQ 
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were  not  enforced  in  tbe  manoer  poioted 
out  by  the  Bill,  the  trouble  of  efiecting 
the  registration  would  render  it  difficult 
to  obtain  a  perfect  record ;  but  would  not 
the  same  argument  hold  good  the  other 
way?  If  the  avoidance  of  trouble  would 
prevent  registration,  would  it  not  also 
prevent  baptism  ?  By  this  Bill  was  en- 
couraged the  omission  of  the  rite.  Not 
by  a  direct  obligation,  but  by  sanctioning 
the  omission  of  that  which  the  great  mass 
of  the  people  at  present  considered  of 
great  importance.  By  passing  a  law  in 
contradiction  to  that  feeling,  they  were 
led  to  suppose  th^t  the  legislature  dis- 
paraged the  ceremony.  Why  violate,  in 
that  manner,  the  consciences  of  a  great 
mass  of  the  people?  Suppose  there  were 
a  large  body  of  Dissenters  placed  by  this 
Bill  in  the  position  which  those  of  the 
Church  of  England  hold  cow.  Suppose 
ibey  said,  "  We  do  not  want  any  change. 
We  wish  to  retain  the  ceremonial.  Legis- 
late as  you  please  for  yourselves,  but  leave 
us  as  you  find  us."  Should  not  they  say,  in 
answer  to  this  just  demand,  "  Seeing  the 
importance  which  you  attach  to  this  cere- 
mony, we  will  not  do  any  act  which  would 
have  a  tendency  to  desecrate  it  in  your 
opinions,  or  to  violate  that  which  you 
hold  sacred."  He  objected,  then,  to  this 
part  of  the  Bill,  because  it  violated  tbe 
conscientious  opinions  of  the  members  of 
the  Established  Church,  and  he  never 
could  consent  to  the  omission  of  a  rite 
which  that  Church  considered  so  solemn 
and  necessary.  He  would  merely  state 
further,  that  he  gave  his  cordial  support 
to    the    amendment    of    his    right    hon. 

The  House  divided  on  the  amendment 
—Ayes  73;  Noes  97— Majority  24. 

iMto/the  Ates. 
Agnew,  Sir  A.  Follett,  Sir  W, 

Arbuthnol,  hon.  H.         Forbes,  W. 


Ashley,  Lord 
Bailey,  J. 
Balfour,  T. 
Boiling,  W. 
Brarosloo,  T.  W. 
Calcrafl,J.  H. 
Chichester,  A. 
Codringlon,  C.  W. 
Cole,  Lord  Vise. 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Duffield.T. 
Dunbar,  G. 
Ealon,  R.  J, 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Egerlon,  Lord  F. 
Finch,  G. 


Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Geary,  Sir  W. 
Gordon,    hon.    W. 
Goulburn,  it,  hon.  H. 
Goulburo,  Mr.  Serg. 
Graham,  it  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hate,  R.  R. 
Halford,  H. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hawkes,  T. 
Hay,  Sir  J. 
Hayes,  Sir  E.  S. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Herries,ri.  lion.  J.  C 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Ingtis,  Sir  R.  H. 
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Sirii$. 


•^&T  Joha  Plii»tra,J.P. 

Johulone,  J.  J.  U.  Praed.W.M. 

IitoD,  S.  Price,  R. 

Knight,  II.  G.  Rae,  n.  hoo.   Sir   W. 

Law,  boD.  C.  E.  Richards,  J, 

I*ef,  J.  F.  Rickfon),  W. 

LowibeTjhoD.  Colonel  Rotbbrooke,  Colonel 

Lowlher,  J.  H-  Scaileit,  boo.  A. 

Lvgon,  bOD.  Colonel  Stieppard,  T. 

MaboDfLoidViiGoaDt  Stanley,  E. 

Hanin,  J.  Trevor,  boo.  Arthur, 

Noneys,  Lord  Trevor,    boo.    G.  R. 

Padte,C.  W.  Twiss,  H. 

Palmer,  G.  Wilbraham,    H.    B. 

Paiten,J.W.  Wibon.H. 

Peel,  rt.  boo.  Sit  R.  Wynn,  n.  hon.  C .  W. 

Peel,   E.  TELLERS. 

Perceval,  Col.  Sir  G.  Clerk 

Pigotj  R.  Mr,  Ross 

Litl  of  Ihe  KoEB. 

Adam,  Sir  C.  Lister,  E.  C. 

A^lionby,  H .  A.  Lnshiogion,  Dr. 

Ainiworth,  P.  LushingtOD,  C. 

Raines,  E.  Msiber,  J. 

Baring,  F.  T.  Marshall,  W. 

Barnard,  E.  G.  Marsland,  H. 

Beaoclerk,  MijOT  Morpeth,  Lord  VImL 

Beoelt,  J.  Morrison,  J. 

Bemal,  R.  MnlUns,  F.  W. 

Blake,  M.  J.  Murray,  right  hon. 
Bowfing,  Dr.  J.  A. 

Brotherton,  J.  Nagle,  Sir  R. 

BuUer,|E.  O'Loghlin,  M. 

Campbell,  Sir  J.  Paltnerston,   Lord 
Chalmers,  P.  Viscount 

Collier,  J.  Parker,  J. 

Crawley,  8.  Parrot,  J. 

Deniton,  J.  E:  Pease,  J. 

D'Eyncourt,  tt.  hon.  Pechell,  Captain 

C.  T.  Felham,  hon.  C.  A. 

Donkin,  Sir  R.  Potler,  K. 

Duncombe,  T.  Poulter,  J.  S. 

Ebringlon,  Lord  Vise.  Power,  J. 

Ewart,  W.  Bice,  rl.  hon.  T.  S. 

Feritus,  J.  Bolfe,  Sir  R.M. 

Fiiuimon,  N.  Rooper,  J.  B. 

Folkes,  Sir  W.  Russell,  Lord  J. 

Fort,  J.  ScoU,  J.  W. 

Gordon,  R.  Seymour,  Lord 

Grallan,  M.  Smith,  R.  V. 

Grey,  Sit  (i.  Smith.  B. 

Grofvenor,  Lord  R.  Stewart.  P.  M; 

Hastie,  A.  Stuart,  Lord  J: 

Hawkins,  J.  II.  Talbot,  J.   H. 

ilay,  Sir  A.  L.  Talfourd,  Mr.  Sergl. 

Hector,  C.  J.  Tliomson,  right  hon, 
Hobhouse,    right  0,  P. 

hon.  Sir  J,  Thompson,   Colonel 

Howard,  P.  H.  Thomely,  Thomas 

Howick,  Lord  Viscl.  Tooke,  W. 

Hull,  W.  Trelawny,  Sir  W. 

Labouchere,  right  Troubridge,  Sir  E,  T. 

hon.  Tulk.  C.  A: 

Lennard.T.  B.  Vivian,  J.  H. 

Lennox.  Lord  A.  Wakley,  T. 

Lennoij    Lord  J.  G.  Walker,  R. 


Wallace.  R.  Wnkma.  W.  A. 

Warhuiton,  H.~  Winaington,  H-  J.- 

Whalley,  Sir  S.  Wonlfe,  Mr.  Sergu 

Wigney,  I.  N.  Yooog,  G.  F. 
Wilbraham.G.  tellers. 

Wilde,  Mr.  Sergeant      Mr.  E.  J.  Stanley 

Williams,  W.  Air.  R.  Stetiart. 

Other  proposed  ameadinenli  vere  put 
and  n^aUved. 

On  (he  question  being  again  pat,  that 
(he  Bill  do  pass, 

Sir  Robert  Peel,  before  the  Bill  passed, 
vished  to  call  (he  attention  of  the  Doble 
Lord  to  the  position  of  Parish  ClerLa, 
whose  incomes  would  be  greatly  reduced 
by  the  Bill,  particularly  in  the  north  of 
England.  He  was  acquainted  with  one 
case  where  the  income  of  the  parish-clerk, 
who  had  a  freehold  in  his  office,  atnonnled 
to  751.  per  annum,  and  of  this  62/. 
were  derived  from  fees  on  births  and 
marriages. 

Lord  John  SatseU  was  very  sorry  that 
parish-clerks  should  suffer  from  the  ope- 
ration  of  the  Bill;  but  he  did  not  see  how 
he  could  provide  compensation  for  the 
losses  they  might  sustain,  as  he  could  not 
tell  to  what  fees  they  were  legally  entitled, 
and  what  they  had  legally  received.  Here- 
after Parliament  might  take  the  case  into  its 
consideration,  and  give  such  compensation 
as  the  circumstances  seemed  to  require. 

Lord  Francii  Egerton  called  the  noble 
Lord's  attention  to  another  case,  which 
was  not  less  hard  than  the  case  of  the 
parish -clerk's,  namely,  that  of  those  gen- 
tlemen who  served  parochial  cures,  not 
only  in  the  metroplis  where  the  evil  chiefly 
prevailed,  but  in  all  great  towns.  The 
incotne  of  these  gentlemen  was  in  many 
cases  derived  from  the  fees  received  upon 
births  and  marriages,  and  he,  therefore, 
hoped  that  the  noble  Lord  would  not  re- 
fuse to  hold  out  the  same  hope  to  them 
which  be  had  permitted  parish-clerks  to 
eclertain. 

Mr,  AtIUvt  Trevor  remarked,  that  one 
of  the  most  vaUiable  pieces  of  prefennent 
in  the  metropolis  would,  if  this  Bill  passed, 
hardly  be  worth  holding. 

Sir  Roberf  /'e^I  remarked,  that  the  parish 
clerks  stood  now  in  a  better  position  than 
they  did  in  the  morning,  for  the  noble 
Lord  in  alleging  that  lie  did  not  know 
what  the  amount  of  their  losses  might  be, 
and  whether  their  fees  were  legal,  implieilly 
promised  that  if  their  losses  were  ascertained 
and  their  fees  were  shown  to  be  legal, 
hewoulddosoracthingforthcm.  Thiswould, 
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ibe  right  bon.  Gentleman  hod  imagined. 
This  proportion  would  necessarily  lead  to 
many  inconveniences.  Marriages  between 
parties  not  bdonging  to  the  same  commu- 
nion, as  betneen  a  Dissenter  and  Church- 
man, and  vice  verm,  were  of  daily  occur- 
lenee.  If  a  Dissenter  married  the  daugh- 
ter of  a  Churchman,  was  he  to  make  an 
ex  parte  declaration  that  he  dieapproved  of 
the  ceremonies  of  the  Church  of  England  P 
Was  the  exposure  of  the  circumstance  of 
busband  and  wife  being  of  a  ^iCferent  faith, 
likely  to  be  productive  of  any  advantage  P 
He  opposed  die  clause  for  this  reason,  that 
it  went  to  do  that  which  was  directly  con- 
trary to  the  spirit  and  feeling  of  the  Bill 
from  beginning  to  end. 

Sir  Robert  Inglit  said,  that  the  speech 
of  the  bon.  and  teamed  Gentleman  would 
have  been  more  suiiable  if  this  clause  had 
been  proposed  on  the  first  introduction  of 
the  Bill,  but  it  was  inconsistent  with  the  Bill 
as  it  DOW  stood;  for  the  very  same  test 
which  his  right  bon.  Friend  proposed  as  a 
piOtectioD  to  the  Church  of  England,  was 
actually,  lolidem  verbis,  introduced  into 
the  Bill  as  it  stood,  with  the  sanction  of 
the  nobte  Lord.  In  the  16th  Clause  were 
these  words — "  I  do  solemnly  declare  that 
I  have  conscientious  scruples  against 
marrying  in  any  church  or  chapel,  or  with 
any  religious  ceremony."  If  the  bon.  and 
learned  Member  had  adverted  to  this 
clause,  whBte?er  other  objections  he  might 
urge  against  that  of  bis  right  hon.  Friend, 
fae  would  not  haTe  objected  to  it  because 
it  introduced  a  test. 

Mr.  Boinet  said,  that  such  a  clause 
would  deprive  the  Bill  of  all  its  efficacy. 
If  he  stood  atone,  he  would  divide  the 
House  against  its  adoption.  :The  right 
ban.  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
had  certainly  shown  that  the  Bill,  as  it 
stood,  contained  a  provision  of  a  simitar 
character.  He  (Mr.  Baines)  was  shocked 
and  astonished  wbeu  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man read  it ;  and  how  it  came  there  he 
was  utterly  at  a  loss  to  conceive.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  the  House  would  fulfil 
the  pledge  which  they  had  given  to  the 
Dissenters,  and  would  strike  out  so  ob- 
noxious a  clause.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  no  right  to  call  on  the  Dissenters 
to  declare  that  they  had  a  conscientious 
scruple  to  the  performance  of  the  marriage 
ceremony  according  to  the  rites  of  the 
Church  of  England.  They  could  not 
make  such  a  declaration.  They  might 
have  a  moral  objection — they  might  have 


an  objection  of  Feeling;  but  tbey  conld 
not  say  they  had  a  conscientious  objec- 
tion. To  attempt  to  pass  the  Bill  with  suck 
a  clause  would  be  to  confer  a  benefit  with 
a  very  bad  grace ;  and  he  was  persuaded 
that  it  would  be  rejected  by  the  Dissenters. 
In  some  cases  in  which  the  general  interest, 
or  the  interest  of  (he  Church,  might  be 
supposed  to  be  endangered,  a  test  might 
with  less  impropriety  be  required';  but 
here  the  whole  affair  was  between  the 
parties  themselves,  and  therefore  it  was 
impossible  to  imagine  a  more  ungracions 
proceeding. 

Lord  John  Russell  agreed  in  opinion 
with  those  who  had  said  that  the  words  of 
the  clause  would  deprive  the  Bill  of  all 
efficacy  as  a  relief  to  the  Dissenters.  The 
great  majority  of  the  Dissenters  claimed  the 
performance  of  the  marriage  ceremony  la 
their  own  chapel ;  but  if  this  declaration 
was  necessary,  it  was  impossible  for  the 
great  majority  of  the  Dissenten,  who 
might  not  have  conscientious  scruples,  to 
take  advantage  of  the  Bill,  which  would 
thus  be  rendered  nugatory.  The  hon. 
Baronet,  and  the  hon.  Member  behind 
him,  bad  taken  advantage  of  the  claase 
which  related  to  the  civil  contract;  in 
which  a  declaration  had  been  introduced, 
it  was  said,  with  his  sanction.  It  had 
been  introduced  on  bringing  up  the  Re- 
port, prima/acie,  in  consequence  of  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Tamworlh.  He  had  understood  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  stated,  that  he  preferred  to 
vole,  and  he  did  vote,  for  all  the  clauses 
which  recognised  marriage  as  a  civil  con- 
tract before  the  superintendent,  without 
any  religions  ceremony ;  but  he  had  con- 
tended that  it  should  not  be  the  policy  of 
the  State  to  encourage  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  and  of  the  different 
sects  to  consider  this  as  a  civil  ceremony 
merely ;  and  that  the  effect  of  that  clause 
went  beyond  its  intention — that  it  was  in- 
tended for  the  relief  of  persons  objecUng 
to  marry  in  the  Church,  and  according  to 
any  religious  rites,  and  who  claimed  to 
regard  marriage  as  a  civil  contract  only ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  argument  waa, 
that  its  effect  would  be  not  only  to  allow 
such  marriages,  but  to  encourage,  con- 
trary to  the  policy  of  the  State,  the  making 
the  marriage  ceremony  a  civil  ceremony. 
He  had  had  no  communication  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  out  of  the  House,  but 
he  owned  that  it  struck  him  that  there 
was  some  force  in  what  he  staled,  and  a 
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tbe  countrv,  that  the  Government  wbid 
m*  alnid  to  nppKM  the  grest  Diuenien, 
WM  not  unwilling  to  oppreM  the  sniatl. 
The  Dinenters  at  lar^  nonld  feel  thnt 
dolt  and  lahei  were  mingled  in  what  was 
offored  to  them  M  ft  boon,  and  a  grou  in- 
Miit  would  be  conveyed  to  them,  where 
they  had  looked  to  recmve  a  favour. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  thought  it  quite,  un- 
neceMary,  however  natural  it  might  be,  for 
Ab  noble  Lord  to  disclaim  having  had  anj 
communication  with  him  on  the  subject  nf 
this  clause ;  Mtill,  however,  he  was  desirous 
of  adding  hi»  pusitive  declaration  to  the 
asiurance  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  all  which 
bad  passed  between  them  had  tranapired 
publicly  in  that  House.  Having  made  his 
proposition,  to  which  at  the  time  no  hu- 
man being  made  any  apposition,  the  noble 
Lord,  from  a  perfect  conviction  of  its  Just- 
lee,  had  voluntarilr,  and  without  any  lom- 
auniration  with  him,  adopted  end  intro- 
duced it  as  a  clause  in  the  Bill.  He 
repented,  the  noble  Lord  had  given  no 
intimation  whatever  of  bis  intention  to 
introduce  that  clause,  and  therefore  it 
had  been  forced  on  bira  by  no  hostile 
display  on  the  part  of  those  on  that  (thi 
Opposition)  aide  of  the  House.  He  merely 
stated,  that  it  would  be  a  great  satisfac- 
tion to  the  religious  community  to  come 
to  an  arrangement  upon  this  subject,  with, 
out  making  any  dislinctinn  between  th( 
members  c?  the  Establishment  and  the 
great  body  of  the  Dissenters;  and  the 
arrangement  which  he  wished  to  see  ef- 
fected with  respect  to  marria^  was  this — 
there  being  no  objection  whatever  on  the 
part  of  the  member*  of  the  Church  of 
England  to  be  married  according  t( 
ccremnnies,  ha  was  anxious  to  leave  the 
member*  of  the  Establishment  bona  Jidt 
eiectly  as  they  now  stood,  fae  would  not 
interfere  with  tbem  at  all;  no  human 
being,  a  member  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, hating  expressed  any  objection  to 
its  ntea ;  he  did  think  it  unjust,  in  giving 
relief  to  ilie  Dissenters,  uo necessarily  tu 
interfere  with  what  gave  univenal  satis- 
faction to  a  church.  At  the  same  time,  be 
had  no  hesitation  is  saying,  although  the 
avowal  might  possiiily  subject  him  to  thf 
disapprobation  of  some,  that  the  arrange- 
ment be  also  wished  simultaneously  to  be 
made  was  one  which  wouM  give  entire  re- 
lief and  satisfaction  to  the  feelings  of  the 
Dissenters-  He  wished  to  see  Dissenters 
placed  on  the  same  footing  as  the  members 
f&  the  Cburcb  of  England ;    he  wiahcd 


thdr  religions  ceremonies  hdd,  ta 
t  of  law  and  practice,  as  of  equal  ob> 
ligation  with  those  of  the  members  of  rtia 
Church.  He  believed  this  Bill  would  efiect 
that  object.  Indeed,  it  appeared  to  him, 
that  this  Bill  possessed  an  advantage  over 
that  which  he  bad  intrudnced,  because, 
requiring  as  it  did,  that  in  alnioM  all  cmm 
the  ceremony  should  be  performed  in 
places  of  worship,  it  certainly  appeared  to 
give  an  addition^  sanction  to  the  oootnot 
of  marriage.  The  words  proposed  by  hia 
right  hon.  Friend  were  inteniled  with  tbs 
view,  not  of  wounding  the  feelings  of  tha 
Dissenter,  and  requiring  from  him  any 
religious  test  which  could  be  considered 
as  a  mark  of  the  slightest  inferiority,  but 
tu  guard  against  the  possibility,  in  giving 
relief  to  the  Dissenter,  of  interfering  witb 
the  practice  of  the  Chorch  of  England, 
which  gave  entire  satisfaction  to  its  mem- 
bers. As  the  Bill  now  stood,  the  Attoraey- 
General  had  stated,  that  it  was  not  the 
intention  to  interfere  with  the  rights  of 
the  Church  of  England,  and  the  abject  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend's  proviso  was  merelr 
to  guard  against  the  embarraismeDt  whicn 
might  possibly  arise  in  certain  cases,  the 
members  of  the  Church  remaining  pre- 
cisely as  they  now  stood,  bound  to  con- 
form to  riles  with  respect  to  which  they 
had  expressed  no  dissatisfuction  ;  that  the 
religious  ceremony  of  the  Dissenter  should 
be  equally  respected,  and  all  should  join 
in  discouraging,  or  at  least  ui  not  encou- 
raging, exemption  from  the  religious  cere- 
mony. He  saw  no  connexion  whatever 
between  the  amendment  of  his  right  boa. 
Friend  and  the  proviso  containra  in  the 
ISth  Clause,  with  respect  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  announced  his  ioientioD 
to  strike  it  out  of  the  Bill  altogether  rather 
than  agree,  in  consistency  with  the  pruviw 
the  noble  Lord  had  introduced  into  the 
Bill,  to  the  amendment  nf  his  right  hon. 
Friend.  "Now,  he  did  not  think  there  was 
any  orcasion  for  anticipating  the  dilemma 
contemplated  by  the  noble  Lord.  If  his 
right  hon.  Friend's  proposition  were  ne- 
gatived, the  noble  Lord  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  fighting  manfully  in  de- 
fence of  his  own  proposition,  and  he  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  not  on  that  occai-ion 
be  shamefully  deserted  by  those  who  sat 
behind  him.  But  he  hoped  the  disagree- 
able alternative  would  not  be  presented  to 
them,  and  he  ventured  to  prophecy  that 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  enabled  succesi- 
fully  to  resist  hii  right  hon.  Fiiend'i  log- 
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BrotheTtoQ  JoMph  Manlaaa,  Hanry 

Buller,  EdM>rd  Morpeth,  Lord  Viict. 

Campbell,  Sir  J.  Morrison.  James 

Cavendiah,  hon.  C.  Moslyn,  hon,  Edw. 

Caylay,  E  SLillin^fleet  Mullina,  Fred.  W. 

Chalmen,  Patrick  Murray,  rl.  hon.  J.  A. 

ChildersiJ.Walhanke  Nagle.Sir  Richard 

Ctive,  EJorard  Bollon  O'CoDoell,  M.  J. 

Colhorne.N  W.Hidley  O'Loghlen,  Michael 

Collier,  John  Palmerttan,  Lord  Via. 

Cookes,  T  Henry  Parker,  John 


Parrot  I,  Jasper 
Paltison,  Jainea 
Pease,  Joseph 
Pechell,  Caplain 
Pelham,  hon.  C  And, 


<;owper,hon.  W.  F. 

Crawley,  Samuel 

Dnlmetiy,  Lord 

DilI*jn,L.  Weston 

Donkin,  Sir  Rufane 

Dancombe,  Thomas' 

Dundas,  hon,  T.  f  luraplre,  Jonn 

Ebringlon.LordVisct.     Poller,  Richard 

Etwall.  Ralph  Poynli.  W.  Stet 

EuMon,  Rarl  of 

Ewarl,  Williani 

FentDSon,  tt.  ,     . 

FeT^u«90ii,rt  hon.KC.     Rundle,  John 

RtiToy,  Lord  Charles      Russell,  Loi 

Fitisimon,  Nich. 

Folkes,  S<r  William 

Fonter,  Chas.  S«iih 

Oaikell.  Daniel 


Rolfe,  Sir  R.  Monsey 
Rooper.  J.  Boaioy 


Gordon,  Rohert 
Grey,  Sir  Geo^e 
Haray,  John 
UASlie.  Archibald 
Hawet,  Benj; 


Russell,  Lord 
Rulhiren,  Edward 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sheil,  R  Ulor 
Smith,  R.  VenuM 
Smtih.  Benjamin 
Steoart,  Robert 
Stewart,  P.  Maxwell 
Sliiarl,  Lord  James 


Hawkin*.  J.  Heywood    Talbot,  J.  Hyacinth 


r  A.  Leith 
Hrcior,  Comih.  John 
HobhoDse,  n  .1  ion .  Si  r J . 
Hodftes.  ThoB.  Law 
Hodges.  T.  Twisdea 


Ilor^ii 


.,  Edwi 


•ard,  Philip  H. 
Hovick,  Lord  Visct. 
Huit,  Williani 
Jenhson,  Chas,  D.  O. 
Johnstone,  J.  J.  H. 


Talboi,  C.  R.  Mansell 
I'alfourd,  Mr.  Sera. 
Thomwm,  rt.  hon.C.P. 
Thnmpson,  Colonel 
Tliornely,  Thomas 
Ttelawny.  Sir  William 
Troubridge.SirE.  T. 
Tulk,  Charles  All!;. 
Villlen,  C.  Pelham 
Wakley,  Thomas 
WalUce,  Robert 


t.UoD.H.    Warbnrton,  Heory 


William).  W.  Adam* 
Wilson,  Heniy 
Winnington,  Sir  T. 
Winnington,  U.  J. 


Labouchi 

Lennard.  T.' 

LcimoT,  Lord  George 

Lennox,  Lord  Arthur 

Lister.  E.  Cunliffe 

LushinRlon,  Dr. 

M'l^od,  Rodenck 

H'Namara,  Mqor 

MBhcr,John 

Mnijoriiianks,  Stewart    Bating,  Mr. 

Marshall,  WitliuB  Sunlejr,  Mi 


Mr.  WarhurUm  said,  tbat  after  tbe  inti- 
madnn  given  by  tbe  noble  Lord,  aad  the 
deciaian  wbich  the  House  bad  corae  to  on 
the  propoHlion  of  tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  Memhec  for  the  Univermty  of 
Cambridge,  he  should  content  himself 
with  simply  moving  tbe  omission  of  tbe 
deijsnttum  contained  is  the  IStfa  CUuw. 


{0OHHON8} 

Lord  Join  Bitaetl  nid,  that  ahx  dw 
advantage  which  bad  bees  taken  of  llw 
words  M  that  declaration,  and  t^e  infeiw- 
mces  which  had  heen  drawa  from  its 
ntroduction  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site,  he  could  not  but  feel  that  the  words 
were  contrary  to  the  general  principle  of 
the  Bill,  and,  therefore,  not  wishing  to- 
sanction  anj  deviation  from  its  prindple, 
he  thought  it  would  be  much  better  to 
omit  them  altogether. 

Mr.  Eslcourt  thought  the  clause  as  it 
now  stood  in  the  Bill  ought  to  remain  un- 
altered. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  maintained,  that  he 
had  not  intended  to  bring  any  charge  t^ 
inconsistency  against  the  notue  Lord  for 
having  intriidiiced  into  the  Bill  a  proriao 
contained  in  the  18th  Clause.  He  only 
wisheil  to  urge  the  adoption  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend's  clause,  in  order  to  bring  tbe 
provisions  of  the  Bill  in  harmony  with 
each  other. 

Mr.  Coulbum  was  anxious  to  point  tht 
attention  of  tbe  House  to  what  roust  be 
the  state  of  marriages,  with  respect  to  the 
Church  of  England,  if  this  proviso  wen 
adopted.  As  the  Bill  at  present  stood, 
including  this  proviso,  there  was  nothing 
to  prevent  the  son  or  daughter  of  any 
meralieTuf  the  Church  of  En^jland  from 
contracting  the  moat  imprudent  mHrriage, 
and  having  it  celebrated  without  any 
religious  ceremony  whatever,  or  in  a  Dis- 
aettiug  meetiog-hou^e.  That  was  an  evil. 
It  opened  a  floor  within  the  pale  of  the 
Church  of  England  for  the  contraction  of 
marriages  civilly  and  in  a  clandestine 
manner.  But  if  this  proviso  wereremored, 
thty  would  go  a  step  further,  and  dactsM 
that  marriage  migh  be  contracted  in  con- 
tempt of  every  religious  ceremony  which 
heretofore  haa  sanctified  it,  and  in  this 
way  any  individual  who  wished  to  seduce 
a  girl  might  go  with  her  at  once  to  the 
superintending  registrar,  the  sanctioM 
hitherto  surrounding  marriage  being  e&. 
tirety  dissolved,  and  marry  her  in  a  clan- 
destine manner. 

The   House  divided  on   the  question 
that  the   words  proposed  to  be  left   out 
stand  part  of  the    Bill—Ayes  67  ;  Noei 
108  :— Majority  II. 
Declaration  urucic  out. 


List  ofthe  Ates. 
Agnew,  Sir  Andrew         Balfour,  'Hiomaa 
Aliager,  Captain  Bentindc,  Lord  O. 

Ashley,  Lord  Boiling,  William 

Bsgoi,  hon.  Williatn      Sortbwi^  Pem 
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3  which  he 
had  conveyed  his  sentfmenu  to  the  Uoose. 
He  did  not  think  that  there  would  be  felt 
amongtt  the  Protestant  Dissenlem  any  objec- 
tion to  the  bill,  ai  Tar  aa  related  lo  constituting 
■nairiage  s  civil  contract,  or  to  the  registration 
of  their  niarriagei  through  the  medium  of  the 
magiatratei ;  but  there  might  be  objections  lo 
some  of  the  details ;  though  those  he  hoped 
might,  without  much  difficnUy,  be  lentoTcd. 
He  was  afraid  that  there  might  be  a  jealousy 
created  throughout  the  community,  by  requir- 
ing that  the  marriages  of  some  should  be  cele- 
brated by  a  religious  raiidcalioo,  whereas  Hilh 
others  that  it  should  tie  only  a  civil  contract. 
To  piTC  the  greater  solemnity  lo  marriage  in 
all  cases,  be  thought  that  some  religious  ser- 
vice ought  lo  be  ingrafted  upon  the  civil  con< 
tract,  end  that  the  service  should  be  performed 
by  the  minister  of  the  religious  body  to  whom 
the  parties  were  attached."* 

Did  he  propose  that  ?  He  did  not  go  tbat 
length.  All  he  asked  was,  if  the  party 
■hoald  object  to  the  religious  rite,  they 
■bould  precede  tbeir  entering  on  the  con- 
tract by  staling  that  they  did  so  object. 
That  was  all.  The  hon.  Gientleman 
thought  they  ought  to  ha?e  had  by  law  a 
religious  contract  superadded  to  the  cere- 
mony. His  words  were — "  To  give  the 
greater  solemnity  to  marriage  in  all  cases, 
he  thoDgbt  that  some  religious  service 
ought  lo  be  ingrafted  upon  the  clvi!  con- 
tnet,  and  that  the  service  should  be  per- 
fi^iDed  by  the  minister  of  the  religious 
body,  to  whom   parties   were   attached.'* 


{COMMONS}  Harriofm.  18^ 

he  had  now,  at  the  insligMiov  of  UtOM 
behind  himi  abandoned  it.  Ha  vat  aatis- 
6ed  that  the  course  wliieh  the  nobis  Loud 
had  pursued  was  without  precedent  oa 
the  part  of  one  who  attempted  lo  be  the 
leader  of  that  House. 

Mr.  Bainei  said,  that  he  had  not  ■n^'. 
gested  that  there  should  be  a  legal 
obligitlion.  The  word  "  law"  waa  Dot 
introduced  into  the  Bill.  He  had  expret- 
sed,  and  still  felt,  an  anxiety  that  tha 
marriage  rite  should  be  attended,  and 
he  believed  that,  under  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill,  it  would  be  attended  in  almost 
every  case,  with  a  religious  ceremony. 
That  feeling  he  enierlained  then,  and  that 
feeling  he  entertained  now.  He  should 
not  have  thought  so  humble  «i  indi- 
vidual as  himself  entitled  to  obtrude  hia 
opinions  on  the  Bouse,  had  they  not  beea 
brought  BO  prominently  forward.  With 
respect  to  the  Bill  now  passed,  he  would 
say  it  was  a  Bill  calculated  to  give  content 
and  salisfaclion  ip  a  body  of  persona  who 
bad  at  all  times  been  anxious  to  enjoy  die 
privileges  to  which  they  were  entitled,  but 
it  deprived  the  members  of  the  Established 
Church  of  no  privilege  which  they  noir 
possessed.  Did  hon.  Members  mean  to 
deny  that?  Would  not  members  of  the 
Established  Church  be  at  liberty  lo  go  to 
Church  to  have  their  marriage  solemnized 
as  berore  ?  The  noble  Lord  was  much 
more  able  to  defend  his  own  conduct  ihaQ 


By  his   Bill,    he  left  the  parties  at  full  |  be  was,  and,  therefore,  he  (Mr,  Baiaes) 
hb^rty  to  Uke  that  course.     It  was  left    would  not  trouble  the  House  by  attempt- 


altogether  voluntary.  He  must  say. 
Bill  now  stood,  it  did  a  positive  injustice 
to  the  members  of  the  Church  of  England. 
He  was  desirous  throughout  to  give  full 
■atisfaclion,  and  afibrd  not  only  a  full 
remedy  for  erery  grievance,  but  believing 
that  no  remedy  would  be  effectual  unless 
it  consulted  the  fastidious  feelings  of  Dis. 
senters,  he  was  desirous  of  seeing  them 
fully  respected.  But  the  Bill  had  now 
assumed  quite  a  different  aspect,  and 
while  it  provided  for  the  relief  of  the  Dis- 
aenter,  passed  a  gratuitous  and  most 
intolerable  insult  on  the  feelings  and 
principles  of  the  members  of  the  Church  of 
Bagtand.  The  noble  Lord  had,  out  of 
his  own  good  feeling,  introduced  this 
clause  under  the  impression  (hat  it  would 


Mr.  ^riAur  Trevor  wished  to  asic  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds,  if,  in  sober  eantest- 
ness,  he  conceived  that  no  wrong  was  done 
to  the  members  of  lh<.>  Established  Church 
by  allowing  their  sons  and  daughters  to 
marry  by  mere  civil  contract — that  waa  to 
say,  to  allow  the  ion  of  any  gentleman  in 
England  to  marry  the  housemaid  by  citit 
contract  T 

Mr.  Bainet  replied,  that  if  the  sod  of 
a  gentleman  chose  to  marry  the  housemaid, 
he  was  at  quite  as  much  liberty  to  do  lo 
in  the  Church  as  in  any  other  place. 

Mr.  Haiidley  observed,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leeds  had  held  himself  out 
as  the  represenlaiive  of  the  Disaenters. 
He  was  surprised,  indeed,  that  the  organ 


be  more  comfortable  to  the  feelings  of  the  I  of  a  bod^  to  which  he  knew  that  many 
religious  part  of  the  community,  both  of  j  conscientious  and  religious  men  belonged, 
the  Church  of  England  and  the  Dissenters ;     should  stand  up  in  bis  place  the  advocMo 

. ■ — ■ .     of  a  meatare  which  would  enable  not  only 
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Adam,  Sir  C. 

AKlionbj,  H.  A. 

Aiiwwortb,  P. 

Angenlain,  J. 

Bagtbaw,  J. 

-Baines,  E. 

Baring,  F.  T. 

Baring,  E.  O. 

Bentinck,  Lord  G. 

Bemal,  Ralph 

Bewe»,T. 

BUh,  T. 

Blake,  M.  J. 

BUmire,  W. 

Bowriag,  Dr. 

Brady,  D.  C. 

Bridgewan,  H. 

Brocklriinrat,  J, 

Brodic,  W.  B. 

BrothenoD,  S. 

Builer,  E. 

Cayley,  E. 

Chslmen,  P. 

Childert,  J,  W. 

Collier,  Jobo 

Crawley.  8. 

Dalmeny,  Lord 

Dillwyn,  L  W. 

Donkin,  Sir  R. 

DuncombE,  T. 

Ebringion,  Lord  Via, 

Etnall,  Ralph 

Ewart,  W. 

Fergu$on,  Rob. 

Vut-roj,  Lord  Cbai, 

Etliiimon,  N. 

Folkei,  Sir  W. 

Fomer,  CharleaS. 

Gordnn,  R. 

Graltao,  H. 

Grey,  Sir  U. 

Haatic,  Archibald 

Haire*,  B. 

Hector,  C.  J. 

Hobhou9e,rt.hoD.SirJ, 

Hodgei,  T.  L. 

HoninaD,  E. 

Howard,  Philip  U. 

Hail.  William 

Latwuchere.rt.hon.H. 

L«nnard,T.  B. 

Lennox,  Lord  George 

Lennox,  Lord  A.     ..j     Sleuart,  Robert 

Liiter,  E.  C.  Hay,  iilir  A.  L. 

Liti^t/u  N0B8. 

Agnew,  Sir  Andrew  Compton,  H.  Combe 

Abager,  Captain  DuEEtId,  T. 

Ashley,  Lord  Egerton,  Sir  P. 

Bagot,  hon.  W.  EitcODrt,  T. 

Balfour,  T.  Finch,  George 

Boiling,  William  Forbes,  William 

Borthwjcb,  Peter  Gasktll,  J.  Milnes 

Bikmslon,  T.  W.  GUditone,  Thomat 

Calcrafi,  J.  H.  Gladttone,  W.  E. 

Clnk,  Sir  G.  Oonlbura,  rL  faon.  H. 


LuihiDgt< 
M'I.«od,  Roderi<^ 
M'Namara,  Major 
Maher,  John 
Marinribanki,  S. 
Manhall,  William 
Marsland,  H. 
Mosiyn,  hon.  B. 
Mullins,  F,  W. 
Mnrray,  rt.  hon.  J.  A. 
Nagle,  Sir  Ricbanl 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Palmers  ton,  I.ord  Vist. 
Parker,  John 
Parrot,  J, 
PaltJBOD,  J. 
Peasa,  J. 
Pechell,  Captain 
Pelbam,  hon.  C.  A. 
Poller,  B- 
Rice,  rl.  hon,  T.  S. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  Monsey 
Rooper,  John  Bonfoy 
Bundle,  J. 
Ru9»]l,  Loi^  J. 
Rulhren,  Edw. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shell,  R.  L. 
Sroilh,  R.  V. 
Smith,  Benj. 
Saanley,  Edward 
Siewari,  P.  M. 
Sluart,  Lord  J, 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Talbot,  J.  Hyacinth 
Talfourd,  Mr.  Serg. 
Thomson, rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
lliomptOD,  Colonel 
Thornely,  T.     , 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Tulk,  C-  A. 
Villiera,  C.  P. 
Wakley,  T. 
Wallace,  Robert 
Warbunon,  H. 
Waion,  Rigby 
Williama,  Win. 
William*.  W.  A. 
Wilion.  Hennr 
Wionington,  H.  J. 


OoullMrD,Mr.  Serg. 
Graham,  rt.  bon.  Sit  J, 
Hale,  R.  Blagden 
Halford,  H. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hayes,  Sir  E.  S.,bart. 
Henniker,  I.ord 
Hogg,  James  Weir 
Jackson,  Sergeant 
Inglii,$irR.H.,bari. 
Irton.  Samuel 
Knight,  H.  O. 
Law,  hon.  C.  E. 
Lowiher,  J.  Hen. 
Mahon,  Lord 
Packe.  C.  W. 
Palmer,  George 
Peel,  Sir  Robert,  bait. 
Peel,  Edm. 
Bill  passed. 


i  Aote.        toao 

PeTceraUCot. 
Ptumptre,  J.  P. 
Praed,  W.  M. 
Price,  Richard 
Pringle,  A. 
Rae,  Sir  William,  bt. 
Ross,  Cliatles 
RushbTook,  Colonel 
Scarlett,  hon.  R. 
Shaw,  tt,hon.F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Siblhorpe,  Colonel 
Trevor,  hon,  Artbnr 
Wilbraham,  hon.  B. 
Wyon,  rl.  hon.  C.  W. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Wednetday,  June  29,  1838. 


Luuk  and  ChUc  Dcnala.  lot  AUbUIoi  of 

Corponllon'  (SeodBid)    Bill Bf  V 


ioia  rimm,  tar  Lori^  Div  BUL— Bf 
Sir  Jau  OWH,  ntmnrtoHFlna. 
■nitV  ConvUdaUoB   BUI— Br   Ut. 


CHtmca  Rates.]  Mr,  Tennyton  IXEyn- 
coitrt  said,  he  had  two  petitions  to  preteat 
Troiu  St  Mary's,  Newin^OD,  complaining  of 
Chnrch-ratei.  It  appeared  from  the  state- 
ment of  the  petitioners,  that  sixteen  yeira 
ago  an  Act  was  passed  for  baikting  two 
new  cbnicheiin  titatpuiih,  ndtlwyoon- 
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Mr.  TFiitt/  iaid,  tliat  maiif  nnuUr  local 
Billi  had  been  ^asHd,  of  wbidi  tbe  mDO 
complaiDt  wBi  now  to  be  made.  Ten  tinwi 
the  amount  of  nionej  contemplated  hf 
such  Acts  had  been  afterwarda  levied  m 
the  parishes,  and  thej  had  no  remedj  hot 
that  most  inefficient  one — -of  an  appeal  to 
the  Quarter  Sessions. 

Fctitiona  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


Elained  of  the  hetrj  ezpenie  that  had 
een  thereby  incurred,  and  of  the  heavy 
amoant  of  rate  thitt  had  been  imposed  on 
the  patiih  to  meet  that  expense.  The 
petition  was  signed  bj  3,000  persona.  It 
was  held  out  at  the  time  the  Act  passed, 
that  only  10,0001.  would  be  charged  on 
the  parish,  and  that  the  remainder  of  the 
expense  would  be  supplied  by  the  Corami»- 
rioners  for  building  new  churches.  Since 
the  Act  was  passed  34,000/.  had  been  le- 
vied off  the  parish  in  the  abape  of  Church- 
rates,  for  buDding  and  furnishing  these  two 
churches.  The  trustees  were  in  debt,  be- 
sides, 80,000^  and  the  Church  Commis- 
sioners bod  paid  16,000^,  making  altoge- 
ther 70,000/.  for  the  building  and  out&t  of 
these  churches.  So  that,  alter  deducting 
what  had  been  paid  by  the  Church  Commis* 
sionera,  an  expense  of  40,000/.  had  been 
Incurred  over  and  above  what  the  inha- 
bitants of  the  pariah  could  be  justly  called 
upon  to  pay.  At  present,  the  maintenance 
of  these  churches  coat  the  parish  1,0001. 
a-year.  He  apprehended  that  there  had 
bran  a  misappropriation  of  the  trust  money 
on  the  part  of  the  trustees.  The  only  re- 
medy the  Act  gave  was  an  appeal  to  the 
Quarter  Sessions,  and  that  was  no  remedy 
at  all.  There  was  no  knowing  to  what  an 
extent  this,  expenditure  might  go,  if  Par- 
liament did  not  interfere.  The  trustees 
were  self-elected,  and  they  considered 
themselves  irresponuble.  Great  distress 
hod  been  occasiDned  in  the  parish  by  the 
heaviness  of  the  rates,  and  no  less  than 
8,000  distress  warrants  had  been  issued  to 
enforce  them.  The  affiiir  had  created  in 
the  pansh  such  an  alienation  from  the 
Church  of  England,  that  last  week  at  a 
vestry,  when  there  were  800  present,  they 
came  to  a  resolution  not  to  pay  any  more 
Chntch-mtes.  In  this  perish,  with  a  popn- 
lation  of  50,000,  there  were  not  leas  than 
90,000  Dissenters.  The  petitioners  prayed 
for  redress,  and  that  the  trustees  should  he 
made  elective  by,  and  re^onnble  to,  the 
parish. 

Mr.  Ham>et  nose  to  ccnifizm  the  statement 
o(  his  hon.  C<dleagne.  It  was  their  inten- 
tion, whenever  the  question  of  Church-rate 
was  before  the  House,  to  bring  this  special 
case  under  its  consideration. 

Mr.  Wiliiamt  Wgim  apprehended  that, 
if  the  parisb  had  anything  to  complain  of) 
it  eould  obtain  redresa  by  an  application  to 
the  King's  Booch. 

Mr.  TeiMiftm  LfEyncourt  said,  the  Act 
gave  only  the  power  rf  oppcftl  to  the  Quar- 
ter Sepiops, 


Cabb  of  Dr.  Mulhollamd.^  Mr. 
Setgeant  Jackson  rose  to  present  a  petition 
wtth  which  he  had  been  intrusted  from  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Mulhulland,  a  Roman  Cathdic 
clergyman  in  Ireland,  who  prayed  the 
House  to  adopt  sbme  l^islative  enactment 
to  cause  the  canon  law  of  the  Church  tit 
Rome  to  he  fairly  observed  in  Ireland.  He 
hoped  that  the  House  would  allow  him  to 
lay  before  it  the  statement  contained  in  the 
petition,  which  he  was  the  more  anxious  to 
do  with  as  much  accuracy  as  he  could,  as 
he  difiered  in  religious  opinion  from  the 
rev.  Gentleman  from  whom  the  petition 
emanated.  The  petitioner,  after  stating 
that  a  serious  injury  hod  been  inflicted  on 
him,  in  consequence  of  his  having  availed 
himself  of  a  court  of  common  law  to  ob- 
tain redress  for  an  attack  on  his  character, 
proceeded  to  state,  that  he  was  educated 
in  the  college  of  Maynooth,  where  he  was 
ordained  in  1815,  that  he  afterwards  went 
to  Rome,  where  he  studied  for  eight  years, 
and  made  very  creditable  progress  in  his 
divinity  studies,  and  that  he  returned  to 
Ireland  in  1826,  when  he  was  appointed 
by  the  Roman  Catholic  titular  Bishop  of 
Armagh  to  the  perish  of  Termonfechin,  in 
the  county  of  Louth.  He  sUted  that 
that  parish  was  in  the  nature  of  what  was 
called,  in  the  Protestant  Church,  a  per* 
petuat  curacy,  and  that  he  had  the  same 
right  to  it  diot  a  clergyman  had  to  his 
palish.  He  stated,  that  in  the  year  1 833 
there  were  disturbances  in  the  county  of 
Louth,  and  that  a  brother  clergyman  ac- 
cused the  petitioner  of  being  an  encourager 
of  them.  He  stated,  that  his  character  was 
injured  to  such  an  extent  by  the  accusa- 
tion, that  he  felt  it  necesnry  to  appeal 
to  a  court  of  law  for  redress.  He  did  not 
do  >o,  however,  without  having  first  mdied 
to  the  Catholic  Primale  for  that  rriiresi 
Having  waited  six  months,  and  baring  ro- 
ceircd  no  answer  to  his  amplication  to  that 
quarter,  he  brought  an  action  in  the  Court 
of  Common  Fleas,  Dublin,  where  he  got  a 
verdict,  and  recovered  damages,  certainly 
to  a  small  amount — namely,  one  farthing. 
la  consequeoce  of  bis  lutnBg  ^waled  t« 
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tht  Itm  of  bii  count)-y  in  thii  way, 
BOit  unv^rrantable  proceedingi  had  been 
tdoptad  towHTila  him.  He  atatet,  that  in 
the  fiiit  place  he  wai,  on  the  6ih  Novem- 
ber, 1833,  liupended  by  Dr.  Kelly,  who 
had,  only  rourdeys  previous  to  that  date, 
deciiTed  that  Dc.  Mulhollaod  was  good- 
bearted,  pious,  and  learned.  The  peti- 
tioner then  aubmitted  in  penon  hii  case  to 
the  confregation  for  the  propagation  of 
tba  faith  at  Rome  :  and  the  letters  which 
be  received  directed  that  he  should  be 
re-insUled.  He  was  not,  however,  re-in- 
■tated. 

Mr.  Wiliiamt  WyttH  rose  to  order.  He 
had,  yesterday,  protefited  against  tlie  use- 
less and  most  inconvenient  practice  of  en* 
lertainin^  petitions  with  respect  to  which 
the  House  could  neither  investigate  the 
elleged  grounds  of  complaint,  nor  aHord 
tny  practical  relief.  In  the  present  in- 
stance, the  petitioner  complained,  that  he 
had  been  deprived  of  the  income  of  his 
living,  arising,  as  it  appeared,  out  of  funds 
which  had  not  been  provided  by  the  state, 
over  which,  therefore,  the  Legislature  could 
have  no  control;  and  that  a  titular  arch- 
bishop of  Ireland  bad  not  duly  attended  to 
letters  from  Rome,  It  was  impossible  for 
the  House  to  receive  such  a  petition ;  if 
tbey  did,  it  would,  of  course,  he  necessary 
that  hon.  Geutlemen  opposite  should  be 
allowed  to  make  a  counter-statement, 
although  the  House  could  pronounce  no 
t^inioD  whatever  on  llie  subject.  He 
hoped  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  would 
not  lend  the  sanction  of  his  example, to  a 
practice  like  this,  which  must  be  attended 
with  the  greatest  possible  incoaveaieDCB  to 
the  public  business. 

Mr.  Sergeant  yocAion  was  glad  upon  all 
OCcuioM  to  have  the  beneBt  of  the  right 
bon.  Geatlemao's  experience  respecting 
the  lava  and  usages  of  that  Housa :  but 
ha  must  take  the  liberty  of  submitting,  that 
tb*  present  case  differed  essentially  from 
durt  which  wna  under  coosideratioa  yes- 
tarJay.  The  complaint  in  the  latter  in- 
itancB  was  made  to  the  House,  tha  oidi- 
nary  tribunsls  of  the  country  where  it 
ahould  have  been  edindicated  having  been 
pasaed  over ;  but  in  this  iastenoe  tbose 
tribanah  could  take  nocogniianGe  of  ibe 
matter ;  and  if  the  Honsa  did  not  inter- 
Ptre,  no  relief  whatever  could  be  admi- 
nistered. [Mr.  CConnell ;  What  is  the 
prayer?]  Ha  would  read  the  prayer  of 
(be  petition,  if  the  Honse  vroald  give  him 
have,    Tbii  wai  the  pnyor  t-^"  Under 


these  cmsamstance*  your  patitionar  moat 
humbly  submiU  that  it  nay  seem  good  to 
your  hon.  House,  and  to  the  Legialatun, 
that  some  order  be  taken,  either  by  a  dft- 
claratory  or  an  enacting  law,  to  provula 
that  the  canon  law  of  the  Church  of  Rome 
be  fairly  observed  as  between  the  several 
orders  of  the  clergy  of  that  Church,  and  in 
so  far  as  shall  be  compatible  with  the  lawa 
of  the  country.  And  your  petitioner  will 
ever  pray."  Here,  then,  was  a  man  who 
declared  that  having  by  the  law  of  hb 
Church  a  goo  right  to  the  inceraearising 
from  his  living  in  the  parish,  he  had  been 
most  unjustly  deprived  of  it,  merely  for 
having  appealed  to  the  laws  of  his  country 
on  the  subject  of  a  oivil  injury  which  ha 
bad  received.  Would  the  House  refuse  in 
such  a  case — 

Mr.  Boebuck  rase  to  order.  He  did  not 
aee  how  the  House  could  recognize  tha 
canon  law  of  Rome,  or  take  any  means  to 
compel  others  to  conform  to  it. 

Mr.  Scarlett  submitted,  that  (he  House 
of  Commons  was  the  proper  place  fortsking 
such  a  petition  into  consideration,  and  if 
the  law  did  not  hold  out  any  remedy  for 
the  grievance  complained  of,  it  was  their 
duty  to  adopt  the  best  means  of  providing 
a  satisfactory  one.  He  could  see  no  ob- 
jection in  point  of  order  to  ttie  receptiiui 
of  the  petition,  and  investigsting  the  cause 
of  complaint;  even  allhougb  the  individual 
appealing  to  the  House  were  a  Romaa 
Catholic  priest. 

The  Sfjeaker  :  It  appears  to  me  quite 
evident  that  the  petition  which  has  been 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  has  reference  to  a  matter  upon 
which  this  House  can  afford  no  redress  to 
the  party  who  complains  of  having  beea 
aggrieved ;  and  if  the  House  thould  think 
Gt  to  saoction  its  reception,  I  canaot  base 
any  hesitation  in  declaring  that  the  Hoaae 
will,  in  so  doing,  introduca  a  moat  inooa- 
venient  practice. 

Colonel  Perceval  did  not  presumt  ia 
any  way  to  question  the  authority  of  tha 
Chair,  but  a  petition  of  a  mnch  leas  im- 
portant character,  and  not  at  all  witbia 
tbe  jurisdiction  of  tha  Honse,  having  beea 
received  last  night,  be  did  wish  to  praae 
upon  tbe  bon.  Membem  opponta  the  ne- 
cessity of  abstaining  f^om  nakingdiat  iba 
arena  fisr  atlaring  calnmniea  agatnat  othera 
who  conid  never,  perhaps,  afterwarda  di^ 
abuse  the  public  mind  of  the  nnfoaaded 
charges  which  h»d  beea  circulated  t^fiMIt 
them.    He  could  not  but  e *■ " 


..jogic 


lOlf 


<km^ 


(Jtm99} 


Dr. 


tMt 


ki^l^  gitfified  that  thu  paiticnlsr  cua 
bu  »t  lengdi  directed  general  snd  wnuiu 
•ttenlioD  to  the  asts  of  oppremon  and  des- 
Dotum  practised  in  Ireland  towards  tfafi 
infenor  Roman  Catholic  clergj  who  re- 
fuiad  to  become  the  agent*  of  political 
agitation  for  party  purpose). 

Mr>  Sergeant  JarkKa  would  not  say 
one  wgrd  more  on  the  Hibject,  if  in  the 
qnnioa  of  the  House  he  wai  out  of  order ; 
but  if  he  were  not  actually  tranigresiing 
the  rulea  and  regulations  of  the  House,  he 
hoped  thej  would  allow  him,  a«  an  act  of 
favour  and  indulgence,  to  state  briefly  the 
circumstances  of  this  genlleman'i  com- 
plaint. It  should  be  recollected  that  there 
was  something  very  exlraordinarj  in  the 
features  of  the  case.  He  could  ha*e  no 
personal  or  party  motive  in  view;  his  re- 
IjgtouB  opinions  were  altogether  different 
from  those  entertained  by  the  ^titioner  ; 
nai  the  fact  was,  although  it  might  appear 
ringulai  to  some  unacquainted  with  the 
state  of  matters  in  Ireland,  the  petitioner 
had  applied  to  two  bon.  and  learned 
Gentlemen,  both  Members  of  that  Hous^ 
to  present  the  petition,  but  was  told  by 
one  that  he  would  be  denounced  if  be 
dared  to  do  so,  and  was  recommended  t^ 
the  other  implicitly  to  submit  without  re- 
monstrance to  bis  ecdesiastical  superiora, 
for  thu  House  conid  afford  him  no  relief 
whatever.  He  spoke  with  great  deference, 
but  the  petition  was  most  respectfully 
worded ;  in  bis  opinion  it  wai  quite  com- 
petent for  the  House  to  entertain  it. 

The  Speaker:  1  have  merely  to  offer 
this  suggestion  to  the  consideiation  of  all 
bon.  Membera.  I  have  always  understood 
that  when  any  hon.  Member  presented 
a  petition  to  the  House,  he  fint  made 
himself  responnble  to  the  House  that  it 
contained  no  improper  language,  or  such 
as  ought  not  to  be  ^dressed  to  the  House 
at  Commons;  and  secondly,  that  he  was 
■i|)pefled  to  exmaae  a  becoaoinj;  discretian 
■a  to  the  poasibility  or  pmnriaty  of  Par- 
liament  granting  any  nJief  n  tha  matter. 
X  snt  niTB  1  need  not  indicate  lo  the 
House  thfi  great  inconvenienoe  which  must 
nwlt  Ihim  ban.  Members  pursuing  a  con- 
trary  practice,  both  in  reference  to  the  dig- 
nity of  the  proceedings  of  the  House,  and 
the  proKresa  of  public  bunneis. 

Mi.  Sergeant  jackton  bad  carefully  pe- 
rused the  petition,  and  he  could  confidently 
state  that,  from  the  beginning  to  the  end 
of  it,  there  occurred  no  improper  expres- 
sion whatever  towards  that  House.  It 
Wat   throughout   raott   m^ectful   ia  iti 


languag*.  In  that  tvpmA  ha  troUrf  hm 
should  be  eoiuidered  aa  bating  dooa  U* 
duty;  and,  as  to  the  second  pmbt,  hm 
must  be  allowed  to  observe,  that  a  podtioa 
precisely  similar  to  this  bad  bean  ps** 
sented  and  received  in  the  other  Haas* 
without  the  slightest  objeolion.  He  hoped 
that  would  be  sufficient  to  eiplain  nd 
vindicate  the  course  he  had  pursued.  Hs 
felt  on  all  occasions  the  utmost  pleasure  in 
presenting  the  petitions  of  those  who  had 
grievances  to  ctmiplain  of,  provided  they 
were  respectfuUy  worded,  and  not  incoa* 
sigtent  with  the  rules  of  Parliament.  H* 
trusted,  therefore,  he  should  still  be  allowed 
in  this  case — 

The  Speaker :  Order  1  Order !  I  cao 
have  no  personal  feeling  in  this  matter; 
and  having  already  staled  what  I  conceiv* 
to  be  the  general  rule  of  the  Hous^  and 
which  public  convenience  requires  should 
be  closely  adhered  to,  I  must  leave  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  the  exera 
cise  of  his  own  discretion,  as  to  the  pro> 
priety  of  proceeding  further  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jaciton  said,  he  had  merely 
stated  the  whole  material  facts  of  the 
case.  The  petitioner  complained  that  iie 
bad  been  deprived  of  all  means  of  snbsisU 
ence  by  his  spiritual  superiors,  for  no  other 
offence  than  that  he  had  brought  an  ms* 
tion  in  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  in 
Ireland,  to  vindicate  his  character  irom 
certain  slanders  which  had  been  prop^ 
gated  against  him.  He  had  applied  again 
and  again  to  his  ecclesiastieal  superiors  for 
redress,  but  without  any  chance  of  obtaining 
it ;  and  if  the  House  did  not  interpose  he 
must  be  ieh  pennyleas.  Under  these  div 
cumstances  he  should  mora  that  the  peti- 
tion be  brought  up. 

Mr.  IViUiamt  WynH  conteniled  bat  tha 
House  could  take  no  cogniianee  of  tha 
matter.  The  Church  of  Borne  must  be 
considered  in  Ireland  as  «  voluntary  asai^ 
ciation,  and  the  Stata  bad  no  eDntfcl 
whatever  over  the  fundi  atUclied  to  ita 
livinga  No  relief,  tberdiwe,  oould  be  ad- 
ministered in  such  a  case.  If  the  oleigy 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  bad  been 
provided  for  by  tbe  Suta,  the  Hgnsa 
might  have  hid  amoe  jurisdietion ;  but 
that  aot  being  tha  cas^  it  wai  impoHble 
for  the  House  to  enlertain  the  petition. 

Tbe  Jitorneif-Gnural  waa  disposed  to 
receive  the  petition,  because,  however  ak* 
surd  it  might  be,  it  prayed  that  tba  law 
should  be  altered,  utd  in  that  view  it 
certainly  came  within  the  jurisdictiaB  of  the 
Qsuw.    H«  M  no  itm  if  a  Bill  wv» 
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be  made  towardi  hii  MiperinTi,  wbich  thejr 
denied,  end  nid  the;  were  wholly  dettitaM 
of  truth.  He  tbougtat  that  Dr.  MuUmI- 
land  had  already  given  ««"wia1  enongbf 
and  therefore  he  recommeBded  tluK  gen- 
tleman not  to  pren  the  matter  fiiither. 
He  had  no  lemedy,  and,  in  hi«  opinion^ 
he  ought  te  ha*e  none.  If  he  prefcrted 
a  church  supported  bj  the  State,  he  might 
leave  the  Catholic  Church — he  wu  in  « 
fair  way  for  it.  The  Catholics  did  not 
want  him  In  remain  with  them,  if  he  went 
into  a  church  supported  and  regulated  hy 
the  law — if  he  left  that  church  fur  which 
the  law  did  nothing,  and  whii:h  was  only 
the  better  supported  on  that  very  account 
and  if  he  attached  himself  to  the  law 
church,  to  which  the  law  asmgned  emolu- 
ments, he  might  have  his  legal  remedy, 
but  while  he  continued  connected  with  tha 
Church  of  Rome,  he  had  no  such  resort. 
In  his  (Mr.  O'Connell's)  opinion.  Dr. 
CroJly  had  conducted  himself  in  the  kind- 
est and  mast  humane  menner  towards  the 
petitioner,  and  had  recommended  him  to 
three  curacies,  but  none  of  tbem  would 
have  him. 

Mr.  BelUto  maintained  that  the  charge* 
in  the  petition  were  without  foundatiim, 
and  read  an  extract  from  the  printed  reso> 
lutions  passed  at  a  meeting  of^the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy  of  the  diocese,  compli- 
menting Dr.  Kelly  for  having  dismined 
the  petitioner.  Prom  the  discussion  which 
bad  taken  place  elsewhere  upon  this  sub- 
ject, the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  had  more 
reason  than  everto  congratulate  themselves 
that  they  had  no  connexion  whatever  with 
the  Sate  ;  otherwise  they  would  see  their 
independence  completely  destroyed.  He 
trusted  that  thev  would  for  ever  remain 
•eparated  from  ine  State. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Officbbs  or  tub  Houbb.]  Mr.  Hume 
moved  Resolutions  for  carrying  into  efiect 
the  reoommendations  of  the  Committee^ 
whose  anxious  desire  had  been  to  do  all  in 
their  power  Id  render  justice  to  every  in- 
dividual. The  following  Resolutions  wen 
then  agreed  to:— 

"  That  this  House  agree  with  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Select  Committi^ 
that  the  annual  sam  of  gill,  be  allowed 
to  Mr.  John  Pntt,  tlie  head  doe^eqier, 
during  the  time  be  shall  eonlinue  to  pet. 
form  the  duties  of  fais  office,  in  lieu  ofaH 
nlaiy,  tea,  gntiiitiei^  wd   emoliuMBM 
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cuon  law  of  Rome  the  law  of  this  country, 
the  unanimous  ojanion  of  the  nation  would 
be  found  to  be  against  it.  However,  aK 
surd,  the  prayer  being  piacticaUe, 
jetition  should  be  receiv^ 

Mr.  Henry  Qratlan  denied  that  any 
bmi.  Member  could  be  denounced  in  Ire- 
land for  discharging  his  duties  in  that 
HouBB.  With  respect  to  the  merits  of 
this  pedtion,  he  assured  hon.  Members 
oppoMte,  that  a  decided  case  had  been  made 
out  against  this  unfortunate,  but  ill-advised 
gentleman. 

Mr.  Se^eant  Jackion,  having  been  di' 
rectly  appealed  to,  had  no  hedtation  it 
declaring  tbst  he  had  the  express  author- 
i^  of  Dr.  Mulholland  for  the  statement 
he  had  mode,  that  in  the  conversation  be- 
tween him  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Tippemry  (Mr.  Sheil),  at  his  own 
house,  in  Mount-streel,  on  die  I2th  of 
Hay  last,  thnt  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, on  being  requested  to  present  the 
petition,  said  "  No,  nn ;  I  cannot,  I  shell 
be  denounced,  and  so  will  you.  Dr.  Mul- 
holland, if  we  proceed."  The  other  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  whom  he  alluded 
was  the  Member  for  Dublin,  now  for  Kil- 
kenny, who  told  Dr.  Mulholland  there 
was  nothing  for  him  hut  an  unqualified 
■ubmission  to  his  spiritual  superior. 

Mr.  Sharman  Crawford  said,  he  had 
received  a  statement  from  the  rev.  Dr. 
Crolly,  in  which  he  denied  all  the  allega- 
tions of  the  petition. 

Mr.  Scarlttt  hoped,  that  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic priesthood  would  not  for  ever  re- 
main alien  to  the  law.  It  was  impossible 
the  Roman  Catholic  religion  should  con- 
tinue to  be  propagated  without  the  pale  of 
the  law.  A  majority  of  those  who  pro- 
fessed it  felt,  he  believed,  well  afbcted  to 
the  state ;  a  very  large  body  of  the  [aierts, 
as  he  wa*  informed,  who  refused  to  coun- 
teoanoa  agitation,  were  penecuted  and  c^ 
piesaed,  as  die  petitioner  in  the  present 
instance  had  undoubtedly  been.  If  the 
House  on  inquiry  should  find  such  to  be 
the  case,  it  would  become  the  dnty  of  the 
.Legislature  to  consider  what  means  could 
be  adtqrted  best  calculated  to  cure  the  evil 

Mr.  (yComneil  had  no  wish  to  conceal 
from  the  House  that  he  had  recommended 
Dr.  Mulholland  to  submit  to  his  miiitual 
superiors,  because  in  fact,  no  reli^  could 
otherwise  be  afibrded  him.  The  petition 
was  an  absurdity  on  tlte  face  of  it ;  and 
an  opportumty  of  prenoting  it  was  mily 
nqutnd,  in  aider  that     '  ' 
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"  That  the  annual  sum  of  874/.  be , 
allowed  to  Mr,  F.WilliKms,  the  undeT  door- 
keeper, during  the  time  he  thell  continue 
to  peiform  the  datifs  of  hia  ofGce,  in  lien 
of  all  ealary,  fees,  fatuities,  and  emolu- 
menti  wbalaoever. 

"That  the  annual  lalary  of  each  of  the 
door-lceepen,  after  Mr.  Pratt  and  Mr. 
WiUiams  shall  retire,  be  400/.,  in  lieu  of 
all  fee*,  gratuities,  and  emoluments  vhat- 
oerer." 

The  other  reiolutions  to  the  13th,  in- 
clasive,  were  then  agreed  to. 

On  the  14th  Resolation  being  proposed, 

"  That  the  recoinmendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee as  to  ihe  future  establishment  of 
the  Members'  waiting- room,  be  approved," 

Mr.  Wigney  said,  that  he  thought  that 
in  comparison  with  the  salaries  provided 
for  lome  of  the  officers  of  the  House,  and 
which  he  did  not  consider  too  much,  the 
allowance  of  one  individual  who  had  very 
arduous  duties  to  perform  was  exceed- 
ingly disproportionate.  He  alluded  to  the 
individual  who  attended  in  the  Members' 
lower  waiting-room.  At  present  the  income 
of  that  individual  amounted  to  upwards  of 
600/.  per  annum  ;  from  guinea  fees  alone 
be  received  560/.,  but  of  this  he  paid  200/. 
per  annum,  and  he  had  also  to  pay  an 
assistant  and  porter.  That  individual  had 
filled  that  situation  for  Gfteen  years,  which 
included  seventeen  Sessions,  and  during 
that  time  he  had  never  been  absent  from 
his  post  a  single  day.  His  room  was 
opened  at  eleven  in  the  morning,  and  he 
remained  there  until  the  House  rose  at 
night,  and  more  need  not  be  said  to  show 
the  arduous  nature  of  the  duties  he  had 
to  perform.  The  boo.  Member  concluded 
by  proposing  as  an  amendment,  "  That 
the  salary  of  Thomas  CoUett  be  400/.  a- 
yesr,  instead  of  200/.  a-year,  as  recom- 
mended by  the  Committee." 

Mr.  Hume  said,  it  was  difficult  for  the 
Committee  to  satisfy  all  parties.  However, 
if  the  bon.  Member  had  attended  to  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee  he  would 
find  that  this  individual  had  no  reason  to 
:omplain.  He  had  been  examined  before 
"  *  and  he  stated. 


Committee  thought  that,  oa'  the  iriiris, 
they  had  dealt  liberally  with  him,  for,  in- 
stead of  holding  his  aittiatioB  at  the  will 
of  Mrs.  Rawlinson,  he  now  held  his  ap- 
pointment from  the  House,  and  had  the 
chance  hereafter  of  being  prnmoted  to  ft 
higher  salary.  He  (Mr,  Hume)  had  no 
doubt  that  if  Mr,  Collet  chose  to  retire  t(^ 
morrow  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  would  get 
as  good  a  man  to  perform  the  duties  for 
100/.  a-year. 

Mr.  Wigney  said,  that  in  the  amend- 
ment he  had  proposed  he  had  no  intention 
to  cast  any  imputation  on  the  Committee. 
If  the  sense  of  the  House  was  against  him 
he  would  not  press  his  motion. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Eitcourt  moved,  "  That  the  annual 
sum  of  778/.  be  allowed  to  Mr.  John 
Bellamy,  the  deputy  ho  use -keeper,  during 
the  time  he  shnll  continue  to  perform  the 
duties  of  his  ofKce,  in  lieu  of  all  salary, 
fees,  gratuities,  and  emoluments,  whatso- 
ever; and  that  the  annual  sum  of  300/. 
be  allowed  to  him  for  the  servants  requisite 
to  keep  the  House,  the  Committee,  and 
other  rooms,  passages,  &c.,  clean." 

Mr.  Hume  said,  the  resolutions  of  the 
Select  Committee  were  in  his  opinion  the 
best  rule  for  the  guidance  of  the  House, 
It  lay,  however,  with  the  House  to  adopt 
or  depart  from  them,  and  to  say,  wheUier 
one  rule  should  be  laid  down  for  the  re- 
muneration of  the  housekeeper  and  anotliet 
for  the  messengers. 

Sir  James  Graltam  thought  it  right  to 
abide  by  the  resolutions  of  the  Committee, 
and  suggested  that  the  salaries,  when  fizsd 
should  commence  on  the  1st  of  January. 

Amendment  withdrawn.  Resolutions  of 
the  Committee  agreed  to. 

Sale  or  Spibituods  Liquors.]  Mr. 
OiiUm  in  moving  that  the  Speaker  do 
leave  the  Chair,  and  the  House  go  into 
Committee  upon  the  Sale  of  Spirituous 
Liquora'  Bill,  stated  it  to  be  his  wish,  that 
the  law  should  be  carried  into  operatioaas 
to  spirits  sold  on  the  premises. 

Sir  OeoTffe  Clerk  considered  that  the 
present  Bill  would  only  have  the  eflfect  of 
inducing  persons  to  spend  more  money  in 
the  purchase  of  spirits  than  at  the  time  of 
using  them  they  were  able  to  pay  for. 
The  BDpporters  of  this  Bill  had,  in  bis 
opinion,  made  out  no  case  for  the  alter- 
ation. He  moved  as  an  amendment, 
that  the  Bill  be  committed  that  diyiix 
■  moothi. 


Mr.  BMbtngham  felt  mat  pteMuis  in 
teeonding  that  motion.  If  tbey  legiilated 
at  rU,  let  them  do  thu  at  leut,  to  make 
it  more  difficult  for  men  to  get  intoucated, 
■ad  not  to  iacreaaa  tbc  fwalities  far  doing 

■0. 

Mr.  Hmu  thought  it  was  vain  for  men 
to  suppose  that  they  could  keep  penons  sober 
by  means  of  l^islation, 


{COMMONS}  a/iritmat  LtqM»r$.  tWt 
ia  tba  l^tlatioa  for  difinent  nliirs  «f 
society.  The  rioh,  aunly  did  not  mewi 
to  say  they  bad  any  excludre  daiot  to 
leotuie  the  poor  upon  sobriety.  For  bis  own 
part,  be  would  take  an  assembly  of  rich 
men,  chosen  by  any  test  or  qaalificatioa 
that  might  be  fixed  upon,  and  be  would  ven- 
ture to  say,  there  would  be  found  among 
-■ —   " — ' of   disgraceful  dis- 


Mr.   Peate    rq^orded  tbls  as  a  Bill  to    order  from  excessive  use  of  strong  liquorg, 

enable  fraudulent  publicans  to  take  advan-    whether  drunk  upon  the  premises  or  iiOt« 

'        ''  '      ''       "       he  did  not  feel  competent  to  say,  than  in 

any  assembly  of  operatives  he  ever  attended 

If  boa.  Gentlemen  doubted 


taa«  of  intosicBted  cuxtomeni,  to  the  utter 
ruin  of  the  families  of  the  latter- 


Mr.  GUloit  was  disposed  to  adopt  an 
amendment,  which  would  exempt  from  the 
operation  of  the  Bill,  all  liquors  drunk  upon 
the  premises. 

The  Lord  Advocate  was  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  going  into  Committee,  in  order  that  it 
might  then  receive  such  alterations  as  would 
be  considered  desirable.  He  was  most 
willing  to  admit  the  inefficacy  of  the  law 
n  this  subject,  both  in  this  countty  and  in 


Mr.  GouHum  did  not  consider  that 
an  alteration  as  to  the  consumption  of 
apuita  upon  the  premises,  and  giving  a 
liberty  upon  that  subject,  waj  at  all  an 
inprarement  in  the  existing  law.      The 

Siestion  was,  whether,  by  sanctioning  this 
iUj  they  would  afford  a  temptation  to  the 
poor  man  to  ruin  his  fomily? 

Mr.  WakUy  stated,  that  no  appUcatioi] 
bad  been  made  to  him  from  a  sinele  pub- 
lican to  support  this  Bill.  If  tbey  had 
the  means  of  preventing  the  use  of  spiritu- 
ous liquors,  Uiey  certainly  should  not  re- 
lax those  means,  pHrticulsrly  when  they 
nw  th«  pernicious  consequences  of  the 
use  of  those  liquors.  As  to  liquors  not 
being  drunk  upon  the  premtaes,  u  pro- 
posed by  bis  hon.  Friend,  it  was,  in  bia 
opinion,  anything  but  an  improvement;  as, 
instead  of  the  man  consuming  the  stuff 
himielf,  he  would  infuse  the  poison  amongst 
(te  fiunilies  of  cottagers. 

Mr.  PaUer  ohsarred,  that  whenever  the 
peofde  attempted  to  amuse  themselves, 
they  were  interfered  with,  and  their  only 
resource,  therefore,  was  going  to  the  gin 
■bop. 

Colonel  Thomptm  denred  to  state,  as  a 
contrast  to  the  experieooe  of  the  Member 
forFinsbury,  that  he  had  preaented  a  peti- 
tion, numerously  ugned,  from  publicans, 
praying  for  the  removal  of  the  present 
law.  He  should  be  glad  to  accede  to  the 
wishes  of  Gentlemen  opposite,  if  hs  thouBht 
tlu7  ii^tonded  tlten  uuniU  bo  u  a^uaut/ 


this,  he  would  invite  them  to  a  ,  , 
him  to  an  assembly  of  operatives,  and  see. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  desired  it,  he  would  in 
six  weeks  produce  a  committee  of  opera- 
tives, class -leaders  among  the  people 
called  Methodists,  if  that  would  be  a  re- 
commendation, who  should  take  charge  of 
all  that  hon.  Gentlemen  should  drink,  d^ 
termine  when  they  should  pay  their  wine 
bills,  and  put  a  stop  to  the  complaints  of 
those  desolate  ladiet  and  forsaken  children 
who  were  sorrowing  at  home,  while  the 
Gentleman  was  indutgiog  at  a  fashionable 
tavern.  But  would  the  rich  submit  to 
this :  if  not,  why  did  they  impose  it  on  the 
poor  ?  He  could  point  out  much  better 
ways  of  promoting  sobriety  amonff  the 
poor,  than  legislating  for  their  drink 
Allow  them  to  get  knowledge  ;  take  off 
the  taxes  upon  their  press;  remove  the 
imposts  which  prevented  any  man  of  the 
richer  classes,  who  deured  to  improve 
them,  from  reaching  or  getting  at  them  ; 
— he  was  rather  sore  upon  wis  subject, 
because,  as  was  well  known,  he  had  the 
prospect  of  a  red  cap  and  (H^son  drees  ;— 
but  do  this,  and  there  would  be  effected 
what  would  never  be  reached  by  regulating 
drinks.  There  should  be  some  faimesa 
upon  these  points;  and  if  the  rich  t«fused 
to  deal  fairly  with  the  poor  now,  they 
would  be  obliged  to  do  it  in  that  state  (^ 
tbingi  to  which  the  world  was  tending- 
Sir  Poberl  Baleion  did  not  know  what 
mpany  tba  hon.  Member  fbr  Hull  kept, 
but  in  die  company  he  kept,  he  never  saw 
any  instances  of  the  intoxication  qpoLeu  <^ 
by  that  hon.  Member. 

BrUkerUm  supported  the  amend- 
The  hon.    Member  for  Hull  bad 
himielf  shown,   that   education  could  sot 

B event  drunkenness.  He  tbougbt  the 
ouse  should  not  remove  any  of  the  re^ 
strainti  upon  iL  The  law,  perhapa,  could 
luA  make  men  sober,  aor  bcoeit  eitber. 
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bat  if  ttiey  wiihfd  to  preMrre  the  fntit  rn 
a  gorden  untouched  b;  (hiefes  ;  the  worst 
thing  they  could  do,  was  to  break  dowD 
the  hedge. 

The  Houae  divided,  when  there  appeared 
on  the  origiDol  iDotiOD,  Ayei  Ifi;  Noes 
52— Majority  37. 

Bill  put  OR  for  six  months. 

Civil  Bill  Courts  (Iiiblaiid).^  The 
House  reBol*ed  itself  into  Committee  on 
the  Civil  Bill  Courts  (Ireland)  Bill. 

C  auses  39  to  45  were  agreed  to,  with 
verbal  amendments. 

On  the  schedule  providing,  that  tha 
■MJstant  barrister  receive  his  fee  of  one 
■hilling  on  "ngning"  the  decree  being 
put,  an  amendment  wa*  moved,  that  he  be 
entitled  to  the  fee  on  merely  "  pronounc- 
ing "  ii. 

Theregpon  tha  Committee  divided  on 
the  original  clause,  Ayes  43;  Noes  21 — 
Hajority  22. 

The  House  resumed. 

H  O  U Sb"*©?"!- O R  D S. 
Thurtday,  June  30,  1836. 

Hiinn»]     KIW    RMd  ■ 


PMlttaM  pKHntod.     By  (b*  Hbhh  of  Whtwhitir, 
ttvm  SL  Ai^h.  tai  Out  IrUli  Mnaldpal  Coipantkst'  Bin 

(km  CoDMnuiv*  Sodcty,  Liicrpool.  pijiEg  Uu  Houi* 
to  Rddill  itlsnpls  to  lulafen  with  Iti  Rlcht),  iDde- 
rndcBce.  |«iil    Pritltogn.— By  VhoDimi  Miuooiwi, 


Municipal  Corpobjitioiis  (Ire- 
LAnL.)3  Lord  £fto6orou9&  said,  that  the 
Committee  appointed  by  their  Lordships 
to  draw  up  reasons  for  dissenting  from  the 
amendments  of  the  other  Honse  to  their 
Lordships'  amendments  to  the  Irish  Muni- 
cipal  CorporatioDB  Bill  had  agreed  lo  their 
Re|)ori,  which  he  would  now  read  to  their 
Lordship*,  and  then  cnll  upon  their  Lord- 
afatpa  to  concur  in  the  Report,  l^e  noble 
Lcrd  read  as  follows  :— 

•'The  Lords  participate  in  the  conviction 
expreavwi  by  the  Commons  Ihat  a  good  cor- 
respondence between  (he  two  Houses  is  eascn- 
lial  to  (he  well-being  of  the  British  monarchy, 
and  k  »  always  a  subject  of  regret  to  them 
when,  In  ibe  performance  of  their  duty,  they 
are  compelled  to  take  a  different  view  of  any 
iiDportftnt  measure  from  that  wfaich  has  been 
adopted  by  the  Hoage  of  Commons. 

"  The  Lords  are  eameaily  desirous  of  re- 
noriug  all  just  causes  of  complaint,  and  of 
promoting  all  well- considered  meaiures  of 
improvwMBt  in  all  parts  of    tha   Onited 
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"Impressed  with  these  feelings  the  t<ordi 
were  anxious  to  co-operate  with  the  Commons 
in  carrying  into  effect  some  of  the  important 
objects  of  the  Bill  for  the  regulation  of  Muni- 
cipal Corporations  in  Ireland,  although  there 
was  one  principle  in  that  Bill  in  which  they 
were  nnable  to  concur. 

"  They  assenlcd  to  the  dissolation  of  Cor- 
porations, the  practical  effect  of  whose  eonslia 
lution  is  a  subject  of  reasonable  dissatisfae- 

It  did  not  appear  to  them  advisable  to 
eslabliah  iu  their  place  that  particular  form  of 
local  government  which  was  proposed  by  the 
Commons,  but  they  were  not  without  the  hope 
that  the  two  Houses  might  agree  upon  provi- 
sions which,  accomplishing  at  ouce  Iheii  com- 
mon object,  of  removing  a  just  cause  of  com- 
plaint,  might  at  the  same  time  secure  the  due 
administration  of  justice  in  ci'.ies  and  towns, 
preserve  the  corporate  property  for  their 
respective  benefit,  and  leave  their  local  govero- 
ment  under  Acts  voluntarily  adopted. 

"The  Lords  coincide  in  the  opinion  that  it 
is  uot  generally  expedient  to  introduce,  in  (he 
form  of  amendments,  matters  which  may  seem 
to  require  the  more  mature  consideration 
which  is  given  in  its  successive  stages  to  an 
original  Bill ;  but  on  this  occasion  the  most 
convenient  mode  of  procedure  appeared  to  be 
that  which  enabled  the  Lords  to  make  the 
fiillesl  communication  of  their  views  to  the 
House  of  Con 


with  the  belief  that  the  system  of  local  govern- 
ment proposed  by  (he  Commons  would,  in 
the  actual  state  of  Ireland,  be  the  present  cause 
of  party  triumph,  and  (he  continued  source  of 
party  and  rchgioua  dissension. 

"Ttie  Lords  earnestly  desire  the  tranquil- 
lity of  Ireland  :  they  are  unwilling  (o  adopt  a 
measure  which  would,  in  their  apprehension, 
supply  new  occasions  of  collision  to  the  adhe- 
rents of  different  creeds  and  principles. 

"They  are  prepared  to  do  equal  justice  to 
all ;  but  it  cannot  always  be  assumed  that,  by 
the  grant  of  similar  jn^tilulions  to  countries 
differing  in  their  circumstances,  equal  justice 
will  be  done. 

"Ihe  Lords  are  unable  lo  acquiesce  id  the 
proposiiioD  now  made  by  the  rniiimrai.  ihat 
Corporations,  as  re-construcled  by  the  HlH^ 
shall  be  confined  to  twelve  cities  and  towns, 
because  it  is  in  thoie  cities  and  towos  of 
larger  population  that  the  most  extensive  evils 
would,  in  (heir  opinioo,  result  from  such  re- 


'*The  Lords  disagree  to  the  amendment 
whereby  the  existinK  Corporations  are  to  be 
continued  in  eighteen  towns.  They  are  reluc- 
tant to  circumscribe  the  extent  of  the  general 
relief  they  deem  it  expedient  to  grant. 

"  Neither  are  Ihe  Lords  prepared  to  concur 
in  (he  proposition  (hat  the  Act  of  the  Olh  yfat 
of  the  late  King  George  the  Fourth,  to  mike 
provision  for  the  liahting,  cleansing,  and 
Watching  of  towns  in  IrelaDd,  and  to  gin  tbt 
power  of  tantion  for  nch  pntpoMs  to  elwtin 
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1,  should  be  inpowd  upon  Iwant; 
GJtiei  and  towai.  Anxious  that  there  iboutd 
«siBt  the  power  of  tualion  for  local  purposes 
whererer  its  existence  might  be  desired  b;  the 
inhabilant^l  to  be  taxed,  the  Lords  had  not 
■uggesied  any  alleraiiou  of  tkat  Act.  They 
had  afforded  new  inducements  to  its  voluntary 
adoption  b;  giving  the  means  of  placing  the 
(Drplus  property  of  the  Corporations  to  be 
abolished  at  the  disposal  of  the  Commisaioners 
who  m^ht  be  elected  in  the  totfo*  with 
which  such  Corporations  are  respectiTCly 
Gonnected. 

"The  Lords  readily  acquiesce  in  the  desire 
of  the  Commons,  that,  whenever  that  Act  may 
be  adopted,  the  wbole  corporate  property  shall 
be  at  once  transferred  to  the  management  of 
the  Commisaioaers,  elected  under  its    pro- 

"  But  the  Lords  must  call  to  the  recollec- 
tion of  theCommons,  that  hitherto  the  inhabit- 
ants oflonnsin  Ireland  hare  very  generally 
refrained  from  availing  themselves  of  the 
power  of  local  government  and  taxation  so 
offered  to  them.  To  render  indispensable  the 
election  of  Commissi onen,  to  whom  would  be 
confided  the  power  of  raising  taxes  for  local 
purposes,  would,  undoubtedly,  he  iu  accord- 
ance with  the  principle  adopted  in  the  reform 
of  Municipal  Corporations  in  Great  Britain, 
but  the  Lords  cannot  but  appreheod  that  the 
proposed  inlervention  of  ine  Legialalure  to 
overrule  a  manifest  reluctance  to  be  so  go- 
Teroed,  and  to  be  so  taxed,  would  not,  as  the 
Commons  appear  to  anticipate,  hSTO  any  ten- 
dency to  satisfy  the  just  expectations  of  his 
Majesty's  subjects  in  Ireland,  or  to  maiotain 
■Dd  strength  en  the  union. 

"  Tbe  Lords  have  abstained  from  insisting 
npoD  several  amendments  la  which  the  Com- 
mons appear  to  attach  much  importance. 

"  They  acquiesce  in  the  opinion  that  officers 
connected  with  the  administration  of  justice  in 
Ireland  should  be  removed  from  local  influ- 
euce,  and  placed  under  the  direct  authority  of 
the  Crown. 

"They  hare  willingly  consented  not  to 
inutt  upon  ameadments  nhich  conflicted  with 
die  immediate  application  of  the  principle 
thus  established. 

"  It  will  be  a  matter  of  sincere  regret  to  the 
Iiords  if  their  adherence  to  the  more  import- 
ant amendments  made  by  them  in  the  Bill,  and 
their  inability  to  concur  in  the  new  proposi- 
tions made  l^  the  Commons,  shontd  have  the 
eflbct  of  leaving  a  just  cause  of  complaint 
without  a  fall  aiid  present  remedy. 

"  The  Lords  will,  however,  still  entertain 
the  hope  that  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament, 
maintaining  the  good  understanding  which 
happily  subsists  between  them,  and  zealously 
co-operating  in  the  discharge  of  their  common 
duty  to  the  country,  mav  at  no  dislant  period 
dei^  such  measures  of  reform  in  the  admi- 
Dittration  of  local  affairs  as  may  give  real 
contentment,  fay  effecting  real  improvement, 
Ud  pn)tnot«  prtuperiif  by  pionoling  socitd 


and  relipont  peace  in  the  dtiu  uii  towni  «f 
Ireland ; — 

"  Because  the  retention  of  the  preamble  u 
amended  by  the  Bouse  of  Lords  is  rendered 
necessary  by  the  other  amendments  on  which 
they  iosial. 

"Because  the  Bill,  as  it  passed  the  HouH 
of  Commons,  having  practically  extingnisbed 
all  existing  municipal  corporations  in  Ireland, 
and  the  Lords  having  assented  to  that  pr^ 
vision,  the  question  between  the  two  Housea 
is  no  longer  whether  Corporations  should  be 
abolished,  but  whether  they  should  be  re-coit- 
structed. 

"  Because  in  the  present  state  of  Ireland 
the  general  ease  and  contentment  of  the  inhab- 
itants of  cities  and  towns  therein  would  not 
be  effected  without  modifications  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  local  government,  as  applied  to  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  respectively,  different  from 
and  more  extensive  loan  those  which  have 
been  proposed  by  the  Commons: 

"  Because  the  public  good  is  the  only  tme 
object  of  legislation;  and,  according  to  the 
difference  of  circumstances,  that  object  is  to 
be  equally  attained  by  different  meaiuiea  in 
different  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom, 

"  Became  confideoce  in  die  decision*  of 
Parliament  follow  the  well-considered  adaplioa 
of  measures  to  the  advantage  of  those  for  wboH 
benefit  they  are  desired;  and  a  spirit  of  dis- 
trust and  discontent  would  be  produced  by 
instituting  measures  similar  in  name  but  di^ 
similar  in  their  results. 

"Because  it  is  siraiUr  in  effect  to  another 
provision  contained  in  a  clause  proposed  to  be 
inserted  by  the  Commons  in  a  sabsequent 
part  of  the  Bill,  and  the  omission  of  which  is 
proposed  by  the  Lords. 

"  Because  it  is  necessary,  consistently  with 
other  amendments  proposed  by  the  Lords,  to 
make  a  temporary  provision  for  the  discharge 
of  the  duties  of  the  officers  to  whom  the  clause 

"  Because  the  Ist  and  2nd  of  such  Clause* 
contains  regulations  respecting  the  Corpora- 
tions proposed  to  be  abolished. 

"  Because  the  3rd  of  such  ClauMs  contain* 
regulations  respecting  property  held  upon 
charitable  trusts,  and  which  for  further  reasons 
hereinafter  mentioned  are  insufficient.  Because 
the4ih,  5ih,  eih,  and  7th  of  such  Clauses  con- 
tain regnlations  for  transferring  trusts  and 
powers  under  Acts  of  Parliament,  to  memben 
of  the  Corporations,  proposed  to  be  abo- 
lished. 

"Because  the  8lh,  gth,  IDlh,  lltb,  12tt), 
13th,  14th,  ISlh,  16Lh,  17th,  and  IBlh  of  snch 
Clauses  contain  regulations  of  police  whieli 
the  Lords  consider  to  be  sufficiently  provided 
for  by  the  Act  passed  in  the  present  SessioB 
of  Parliament  for  establishing  a  eonstabnlary 
force  in  Ireland - 

"Because  the  remaining  clauses  contain 
regulations  respecting  the  Corporatioiu  pro- 
posed to  be  abolished, 

"Tha  lAirdi  har«  takto  iuM  Ihtir  fiOMl- 
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deration  the  reasons  aoDeied  hj  the  C«mmoni 
to  the  proposed  ameDdment  to  Clatise  1, 
which  reuons  apply  to  otlier  subsequent 
clauses  to  which  the  Cotnmons  equallj  dis- 
■jTwe. 

"  The  Lords  observe  that  the  Bill,  as  passed 
by  the  Commons,  contaioed  certain  imsts  in 
certain  Corporations,  being  tmstees  casnally 
in  office  on  a  given  day,  notwithstanding  those 

Eersons  might  have  ceased  to  hold  any  office, 
J  virtue  of  which  they  were  such  trustees,  and 
that  the  clauses  objected  to  were  iolended  to 
prevent  the  demmeot  which  might  have  arisen 
nam  the  proviiion  made  by  the  Commons, 
that  all  such  trusts  should  cease  on  a  day 
named ;  and  the  Lord  Chancellor  then  made 
■ucb  orders  as  be  might  see  fit  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  trustees  and  the  administration  of  the 
trust  estate,  if  Partiament  should  not  have 
otherwise  directed. 

"  The  Lords  are  of  opinion  that  it  wA  inex- 
pedient to  throw  upon  the  Lord  Chancellor  a 
duty  be  could  not  talisfactorily  discharge,  the 
more  especially  as  no  provisiou  was  made  by 
the  Commons  for  (he  security  of  the  trust  pro- 
perly, in  the  event  of  the  duty  imposed  upon 
the  Lord  Chanceltoc  not  being  in  any  case 
performed. 

"The  Lords  therefore  thought  it  desirable 
to  cotitinua  the  several   trusts  in  the  several 

Ssrsons  in  whom  tb^  were  coolinned  by  the 
ill,  as  it  passed  the  House  of  Commons, 
until  Parliament  should  otherwise  provide. 
"The    clauses    objected  to  contain  other 
■    obviously  necessary  to  meet  c 


mons  hove  disagreed  appear  to  the  Lords  to 
be  necessary,  on  account  of  the  pecahar  eiri* 
cumitances  of  the  right  of  patronage  to  which 
these  provisioni  were  intended  to  apply, 

"  Because  there  are  duties  to  be  perfonned- 
by  the  officers  to  whom  that  clause  refert 
which  the  Lords  agree  with  the  Commons  in 
regarding  as  highly  imporlaut  to  the  mercan- 
tile and  commercial  interests  of  the  several 
cities  and  towns  in  Ireland,  and  fat  the  per*' 
fonnanee  of  which  no  sufficient  provision 
would  otherwise  be  made." 

The  noble  Lord  moved,  their  Loidiliips, 
that  they  agree  to  the  resolution b. 

Viscouat  Melbourne:  My  Lorfla  after 
the  reasons  I  have  stated  upon  a  recent 
occasion  for  dissendng  from  your  Lord- 
afaipSt  and  after  the  vote  I  gave  upon  that 
occasion,  it  would  be  superfluoiu  on  my 
part  now  to  say  that  I  do  not  concur  in 
the  reasons  which  we  have  just  heard  from 
the  noble  Lord.  I  have  heard  on  the  con- 
trary, with  very  great  concern,  the  course 
which  it  is  propped  to  follov.  T  think  it 
is  hsaty,  and  rash,  and  imprudent,  and 
that  the  reasons  anigned  are  not  sufficient 
to  justify  the  step  that  has  been  taken. 
After  the  decided  raanifcstation  of  opinion 
which  your  Lordshh»  have  shown,  I  am 
not  disposed  to  offer  any  opposition  to 
these  reasons.  It  will,  however,  be  dis- 
tinctly understood  by  your  Lordships  and 


Corporations!  had  not  been  provided  for  by  !  Lords  who  act  with  me  are  parties  to  these 
the  House  of  Commons ;  but  all  such  enact-  ;  proofedmgs  ;  that  we  distinctly  duclaim 
meats,  proceeding  upon  the  same  principle,  any  aereement  or  participation  in  licm  ; 
are  oFa  character  snbject  to  the  future  direc-  and  that,  on  the  contmry,  we  altogether 
tion  of  Parliament.  disclaim,     diitapprove    of,    and    condemn 

Tor  these  reasons  tbe  Lords  insist  upon    them 
Ibeies^eral  clauses:-  |      The  reasons   were  adopted,  and  it  was 

the  uS^r.:^i:^^.:Vl^,^.l'^^,\';'>''^»-'-^^'^  ^  '-^^"^ 

property  when,  by  tbe  eoactmenU  of  the  Bill  , '""'  the  U)m mons.  

insisted  upon,  Corporations  shall  be  abo-  !  '^  conference  was  accordmgly  held,  at 
lished.  which    their    Lordshipe'  reasons  for  not 

"  Because  it  is  adviuble  to  place  the  man-    agreeing  with  the  Commons'  amendments 
agement  of  such  property  in  the  bands  of    to   the  Municipal    Bill  for  Ireland  were 
Commissioners  removed  from  local  inBuence,    communicated  to  the  Commons, 
and  responsible  for  the  due  performance  of , 

'"■"rI™™  .!,»  ™.n««™»„.  nr  »n  in.n,..        Advowsons (Irbland.)]  The MaTqoess 

□ecause  the  management  oi    an  mcon-      ,  ,,,    .       .i      ■  i    ■    >    i  • .    ^  v 

.iderable  property,  and  the  right  of  nomination  0^  W'wfwotA  wished,  before  making  the 
to  some  offices  of  small  value  required  for  the  motion  of  which  he  had  yven  notioe,  to 
colUclioD  of  such  property,  or  otherwise  ne-  call  their  Lordships'  attention  to  what  he 
cessary,  cannot,  in  the  apprehension  of  the  considered  to  be  an  unfair,  reprehensible, 
Xiords,  create  in  influence  inconsistent  with  and  cruel  rnisrepresentation  of^words  used 
the  freedom  and  independence  of  the  several  by  him  in  the  debate  of  Monday  last  He 
cities  and  towns  in  Deland.  y,vi\ao  sensible  of  his  own  deficienclea  to 

"Uecause  the  amendment  proposed  by  tr*       — 
Lords  appears  to  them  to  be  necessary,  with 
view  to  the  title  to  the  lands  which  the  Con 
miisioners  are  by  that  clause  empowered  I 
purchase. 


"Because  the  pn. 
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offer  any  opinion  except  on  subjects  con- 
nected with  the  o>u&try  in  which  he  lired, 
or  on  topics  on  which  he  was  well  in- 
formed, and  he  thought  he  had  a  right  to 
to  which  the  Com-   complain  when  bnguage  wu  put  into  his 


1  M 
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nooth  totally  contrary  to  that  which  he 
had  used.  The  mis-statement  to  which  he 
referred  was  contaioed  in  the  Courier 
newspaper  of  Tuesday,  in  ita  account  of 
the  preceding  night's  debate.  That  paper 
stated,  that  he  had  opposed  the  motion, 
ttnd  declared,  with  the  noble  Duke  who  had 
foat  lat  down,  that  nothing  should  induce 
nfm  to  mre  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  the 
power  of  taxing  themselves.  What  he  had 
really  said  was,  that  as  it  had  been  im- 
puted to  many  nohle  Lords  on  the  same 
side,  that  br  the  course  they  were  taking 
they  were  tteaping  injilW  and  insult  on 
Ireland,  nothing  could  induce  him  at  least 
to  he  a  party  to  anything  that  could  be 
attended  with  such  consequences,  and  be 
was  too  well  aware  of  the  hardships  pres. 
sing  on  that  country  to  insist  on  increasing 
the  burden  of  its  taxation.  Having  given 
this  explanation,  he  would  proceed,  in 
pursuance  of  the  notice  he  had  given,  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
retnrns  (laid  before  the  House  on  the  find 
inst.)  of  the  parishes  in  Ireland  to  which 


noble  Marquess  the  propriety  of  with- 
drawing his  motion,  and  putting  H  ia  ■ 
more  convenient  shape. 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter  mid,  that  the 
words  of  the  motion  were  of  a  very  unusual 
and  odensive  kind.  He  was  not  aware  of 
any  prerogative  of  the  Crown  which  cotild 
authorise  his  Majesty  to  order  any  Biahap 
to  make  or  tu  amend  anv  auch  return.  He 
must  say,  that  it  would  he  a  very  strong 
measure  for  this  House  to  take,  and  he 
hoped  they  would  not  consent  to  it  without 
some  strong  reastms.  He  should  cer- 
tainly feel  it  his  duty  to  move  that  the 
opinion  of  the  twelve  Judges  of  the  realm 
be  taken  before  such  an  address  be  pre- 
sented. It  appeared  to  htm  that  no  auf. 
ficient  ground  had  been  laid  for  the  moa 
tion. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  wished 
that  fuller  returns  should  be  obtained,  aa 
they  were  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
purpoBea  of  legislation. 

The  Marquess  of  Ziontdomne  recom> 
mended  tJie  noble  Msrqueai  to  withdraw 


the  Crown  presents,  and  the  archbishops  \  his  motion,  and  frame  another,  particu- 
and  bishops  present.  He  complained  that  I  larilng  the  deficiencies  of  which  he  com- 
tfae  returns  had  been  very  incorrectly  made  plaint.  To  a  motion  properly  warded 
out,  and  that,  aehis  Majesty's  Ministers  had  |  no  objection  could  be  made, 
iacluded  the  adrowsons  of  the  lay  pro-  <  The  Marquess  of  Westmealk  saw  clearlv 
prietors  in  their  scheme   of  confiscatTon,     that  his  motion  was  not  properly  wordea, 


nd  he  would  tbeirefbre  beg  pcrmissiao  to 
withdraw  it. 

Motion  withdrawn. 


great  injustice  was  thus  done  to  indivl* 
duals.  He  concluded  by  moving,  that  an 
humble  address  be  presented  to  his  Ma- 
jesty, that  he  would  be  gr<iciousIy  pleased 
to  order  the  bishops  of  the  several  dioceses  Voting  bt  Psoxr.^  The  Earl  of  Ux' 
in  Ireland  to  amend  the  returns  presented  I  hridge  called  their  Lordships'  attention  to 
to  the  House  on  the  Sod  of  June  last,  and  .  an  occurrence  concerning  which  some 
that  the  Bishop  of  Meuth  be  commanded  mistake  had  arisen,  and  which  he  was  of 
forthwith  to  furnish  the  return  already  !  opinion  should  be  brought  before  tlie 
sanctioned  by  his  Majesty,  in  answer  to  \  notice  of  the  House.  A  Member  of  theii 
the  address  or  this  House.  ,  Lordships'  House,  the  Marqueu  (^Angle- 

Viscount  MelboKrne  thought  that  the  sey,  had  been  entered  amongst  the  proxiea 
terms  in  which  the  motion  was  couched  |  in  the  late  division  on  the  IrEdi  Cor- 
were  very  vague  and  uncertain.  It  ap-  |  poration  Bill.  Now,  some  noUe  Lords  had 
appeared  to  him,  that  the  deficiency  which  ;  imagined,  that  the  noble  Marouess  had  been 
the  noble  Lord  wished  to  be  supplied,  and  in  the  House  in  the  course  of  the  evening, 
the  errors  he  wished  to  be  corrected,  i  a  circumstance  which  would  of  course 
should  be  pointed  out  rather  more  dis-  rescind  the  entrance  of  his  proxy.  For 
tinctly,  for  otherwise  the  officers  whose  j  his  own  part  be  (the  Earl  of  Uiibridge,) 
duty  it  was  to  amend  the  return  would  not  ;  understood  that  the  Marquesa  of  Anglesey 
know  in  what  respect  it  should  be  amend-  i  had  not  been  there  at  alt  since  the  time 
ed.  With  regard  to  the  latter  part  of  the  .  when  he  entered  his  proxy. 
motion,  referring  to  the  Bishop  of  Meuth,  '  Lord  Kenyan  said,  that  the  name  of  I.or<l 
it  was  a  very  unusual  course  to  take,  anil,  Anglesey  had  not  been  called,  and  one  of 
he  thought,  unnecessary  and  peremptory,  the  clerks  had,  ii[>on  the  evening  in  ques> 
I«rd  Elleuborough  must  oppose  the  tion,  said  that  his  proxy  was  rescinded, 
motion,  for  he  tliougbt  it  would  lead  to  '  He  (Lord  Keiiyon),  therefore,  had  been  of 
DO  useful  result.  opinion  thnt  the  vote  of  the  noble  Lord 

The  Earl  of  Ripon  ■uggested   to  tlia    siiould  be  added  to  the  luinority. 


1061 


C»wuel/>r 


{Jtnri  30) 


The  Ear]  flf  Had^ngUm  hod  been  told  {  to  strike  out  til  the  cUuw«  except  tfae 


by  Bome  noble  Lord,  thut  tbe  Manjueu  of 
Anglesey  had  been  ia  tbe  House  duriug 
the  debate. 
Lord  HiMand  ihoucbt.that  the  Mar- 

SiesB  of  Anglesey  bad  not  been  in  the 
oiue.  Speaking  cooeticutionally,  tbe 
Woolsack  was  no  part  of  the  House,  and 
consequently  it  had  always  been  tbe 
practice  of  the  Cltaocellors  to  step  forward 
from  tbe  Woolsack  more  into  tbe  borly  of 
the  plouse  when  they  wished  to  address 
their  Lordships  upon  any  subject.  If  the 
noble  Marqutss,  therefore,  had  passed  the 
Lord  Chancellor  be  certainly  had  been  in 
tbe  House.  These  were  points  of  some 
intricacy,  «nd  he  wished  that  a  Select 
Committee  were  appointed  to  report  to 
their  Lordships  upon  the  subject. 
Subject  droppen. 


first,  as  either  being  u 


rv,  becaltse 


CotTHBKL  FOR  Pbisonbhs.]  Lord  Li/nd- 
hurst  moved  the  order  of  tbe  day  for  the 
House  going  into  Committee  on  (he  Pri- 
Boners'  Counsel  Bill. 

Lord  fVharncliff'e  entlteh  disapproved 
of  this  Bill,  but  ae  sboula  not  trouble 
their  Lordships  with  his  reasons  for  doing 
so  until  the  bringing  up  of  the  Report. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  did  not  oppose 
the  Bill.  On  the  contrary,  after  tbe  evi- 
dence that  bad  been  taken,  he  thought 
the  Bill  ought  to  pass.  But  he  rose  to 
ask  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  whether 
be  would  have  any  objection  to  introduce 
a  clause  to  remedy  an  evil,  the  existence  of 
which  he  pointed  out  last  vrar  i  \t  he 
understood  the  principle  of  tnis  Bill  it  was 
to  give  a  feir  trial  to  tbe  nrisoner.  By  the 
present  law,  if  a  man  baa  been  previously 
convicted  and  was  brought  to  trial  for  a 
second  offence,  it  had  been  decided  by  the 
judges  that  the  former  conviction  must  be 
set  forth  in  the  indictment,  and  evidence 
be  adduced  to  prove  tbe  identity  of  the 
prisoner.  This,  of  course,  brought  tbe 
prisoner  at  once  before  tbe  jury  with  a 
strong  prejudice  against  bim.  He  sub- 
mitted to  tbenobleLordtbat  a  clause  might 
with  very  great  propriety  be  introduced 
iDto  this  BUI  to  alter  the  law  in  that  re- 
spect. 

Lord  Lui 
law  should    be  restored   to  tbe  state 
which  it  formerly  stood  with   respect  to  '  adopted  in  Scotlai 


law,  or  because  they  were  enactments 
which  had  no  connexion  with  tbe  real 
object  of  the  Bill.  He  also  intended  to 
propose  that  the  Bill  should  come  into 
operation  on  tbe  Istof  October.  It  would 
likewise  lie  necessary  to  change  tbe  title 
of  the  Bill.  It  was  now  stated  to  be  an 
Act  to  enable  prisoners  to  make  their 
defence  by  counsel.  As  prisoners  were 
sometimes  tried  where  no  counsel  were 
present,  but  were  defended  by  attorneys, 
it  would  be  necessary  for  the  words  "  or 
attorney ''  to  be  in  the  preamble. 

The  House  went  into  Committee. 

On  the  1st  Clause 

The  Earl  of  Wicklom  said,  that  be  had 
had  cammuQi[:ation  with  a  very  eminent 
judge  in  Ireland,  who  had  great  experience 
as  a  criminal  judge,  and  he  bad  stated  that 
bis  opinion  was,  that  the  Bill  would  nut  be, 
upon  the  whole,  beneficial  to  tbe  prisoner 
himself.  He  would  confine  tbe  right  of 
the  prisoner  to  address  tbe  jury  where  tbe 
counsel  for  tbe  prosecution  bad  previously 
done  80.  Much  time  miebt  be  saved  on 
occasions  of  this  kind  if  tnis  course  were 
adopted,  for  however  their  Lordships 
might  wish  to  avoid  using  time  as  aa 
argument,  yet  they  nevertheless  must  tt^ 
tliat  time  was  an  ingredient  worthy  of 
tlieir  attention  while  considering  this 
question. 

Lord  Holland  said,  that  the  object  of  th« 
Bill,  if  he  understood  it  aright,  was  not 
intended  to  be  beneficial  (o  tne  prisoner: 
and  even  if  it  were,  he  did  Hot  think  that 
judge  or  the  counsel  Were  the  best 
authority  upon  the  subject.  Tbe  object 
of  the  Bill  was  the  better  admtnistratioa 
of  justice  by  placing  the  prisoner  tried  tor 
felony  upon  a  moreeqnal  footing  with  bis 
prosecutor:  upon  the  same  fiMting,  indeed, 
as  persons  were  placed  who  were  tried  for 
other  offences. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  thought  there  was 
a  great  discrepancy  in  the  present  state  of 
the  law,  which  ought  to  be  removed.  But 
still  be  did  not  entirely  approve  of  tbe 
Bill.     It  was  desirable  that  tbe  indictment 


Lord  Lt/ndhurH  was  desirous  that  the  {  should  be  framed  in  s  different  way  from 

practice.    The  mode 
and  in  France  was 


this  point,  and  he  should  have  no  objection 
to  introduce  a  clause  to  the  etTeet  proposed, 
provided  the  noble  Duke  would  not  after- 
wards call  it  an  original  Bill.  It  was  his 
intention,  when  in  Coninittee,  to  propose 


fcrable,  and  gave  tbe  prisoner  much 
belter  opportunity  of  defending  himself 
than  the  system  adopted  in  EnghHid.  He 
thought  the  alterationi  which  the  noble 
Lord  was  going  to  iDtke  woM  itrilu  Hit 
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the  very  best  part  of  the  Bill.  [Lord 
Lyndhurtt:  In  what  way?]  By  sinking 
oul  the  clauses. 

Lord  LyndhuTSt:  The  object  was  to 
make  the  proceeding;s  in  cases  offi'lony 
correspond  with  the  practice  in  all  olher 
criminal  proceedings.  Let  that  be  done 
ill  the  fifsi  instance,  and  see  how  it  worked. 
If  it  were  found  lo  be  inconvenient,  then 
let  tlie  law  be  altered. 

The  l!t  Clause  was  agreed  to. 

The  Bill  went  through  the  Committee 
with  considerable  alterations. 

Impkisonhbnt  vob.  Debt.]  The 
Lord  Chancellor,  pursuant  to  notice,  pre- 
sented a  Bill  for  abolishing  imprisonment 
for  debt,  and  For  the  belter  recovery  of 
debts.  He  felt  it  unnecessary,  at  that 
time,  to  trouLile  their  Lordships  with  any 
observations  on  the  subject;  the  project 
contained  in  the  Bill  was  not  a  new  one, 
having  been  under  the  consideration  of 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  last  year; 
and  having,  indeed,  received  the  sanction 
of  that  branch  of  the  Legislature.  On 
moving  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  he 
would  explain  to  their  Lordships  the 
objects  contemplated  by  the  Bill,  aod  the 
means  by  which  It  was  hoped  to  accomplish 
them. 

Bill  read  a  first  time^ 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thursday,  June  30,  1836. 

Hiimm]  Ulk.  Had  ■  tUrl  timit— Hon  FUnil.— 
RladsHsODdliina!— DadilUCiaiiationi  Notula  Pub- 
lie.— Had*  Bnt  lime:— Penonil  TlUia  AboUtion  ofi 
Ownen  of  Vmtk  LiiUIltr  (Inluid)  i  IUUmti>  Hemion 
ofToOt. 

■WMoa  prwiiiteil.      By  temtl  Ron 

(lllOlU  Pt»,  th>  KOUH  tOBlUlRe  to 

Reftra  Bill  b  oilghiiUy  puied  irj 
ViujlC*,  boat  Cuiimod)  lod  Inntw;  in  Iktau  flf  Lh 
R«fl»B  (SeaUud).  imd  tram  the  Atloiseyi  or  Hunlltoa 
■nd  Gnmcdi,  fix  Repal  of  Dut;  on  Altonia   Certlfl- 
(■ta.  md  Han  Ayr,  Nemon,  We1lK>-tawn,  and  Cc 


Attwood  rote,  pursuant  to  notice,  to  pre- 
sent  a  petition  from  Mr.  Henry  Dundu 

Perrott,  late  a  Lieutenant  in  the  Royal 
Navy,  who  complained  that  he  had  been 
arbitrarily  and  unjustly  deprived  by  the 
Adrnirally  of  ihe  pension  granted  to  hitn 
for  his  services,  besides  having  been  un- 
justly kept  from  being  restored  to  bis  rank 
in  ihe  navy,  from  which  he  had  been  dis- 
missed. 

The  petition  having  been  brought  up, 
Mr,  Charles  Wood  was  sorry  to  be 
obliged  to  trouble  the  House  upon  a  sub- 
ject with  which  he  believed  every  hon. 
Member  wasalready  fully  acquainted.  The 
only  circumstance  which  had  occurred 
since  the  case  of  Mr.  Perrott  had  been  last 
before  the  House  was  the  triiil  and  convic- 
tion that  had  taken  place.  He  (Mr.  C. 
Wood),  although  the  trial  had  been  relied 
upon  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham, 
was  glad  that  it  had  taken  place,  as  every 
one  of  the  allegations  made  against  the 
petitioner  had  been  proved.  He  had 
been  convicted  of  a  fraud ;  and  it  bad 
aUo  been  shown  that  he  had  obtained  his 
pension  by  gross  fraud,  he  having  stated 
he  had  lost  his  arm  while  exercising  great 
guns  in  the  Channel.  It  was  true  the 
fraud  had  not  been  found  out  for  lome 
time  ;  but,  so  far  from  acting  harshly,  the 
Admiralty  had  acted  most  humanely,  ea 
they  allowed  him  to  retain  a  pension  to 
which  it  was  clear  he  had  no  right.  The 
pelitiouer  liad  charged  Sir  Thomas  Hardy 
with  first  giving  him  a  good  character  and 
then  refusing  the  prayer  of  the  petition. 
Now  the  fact  was,  that  the  character  wai 
given  by  Captain  Hardy  previous  to  1808. 
.M,  Am.)  Between  1808  and  1809  Mr.  Perrotl's 
Municijai  conduct  was  so  bad  that  his  Captain  had 
'  '-  "■  ,  determined  to  bring  him  to  a  Court-Mar- 
tial,  but  he  obtained  his  discharge  in  con- 
sequence  of  losing  his  arm,  so  that  that 
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not  Dnderatand  why  the  AdrairalljF  records 
should  be  trusted  without  investigation. 
The  question  here  was,  had  there  been  an 
examinslion  face  to  Tace  ?  At  all  events, 
the  petitioner  should  have  been  tried  be- 
fore a  Court-Martial;  and  until  he  had 
been  convicted  by  that  tribunal  the  Admi- 
ralty had  no  right  to  take  the  course  they 
had  adopted.  He  was  convinced  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  last  addressed  the 
House  knew  nothing  of  the  merits  of  the 
case.. 

The  Speater  said,  that  the  question 
before  the  House  was,  that  the  petition  do 
lie  on  (he  table.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer  had  no  right  to  go  into  the  merits 
of  the  case  on  that  question  ;  but  he  might, 
if  he  tbonght  fit,  bring  forward  a  motion 
on  the  subject.  The  practice  of  raising 
discussions  on  petitions  was  highly  incon- 
venient. 

Sir  Edward  Codrington  knew  how  diffi- 
cult it  was  to  find  an  opportunity  to  bring 
a  motion  on  ;  but  still  if  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  did  not  submit  a  motion 
OD  the  subject  he  certainly  would. 

Admiral  Adam  observed,  that  whenever 
the  matter  was  brought  forward  he  should 
be  perfectly  prepared  to  meet  it. 

Mr.  ffutne  denied  that  the  statements 
of  the  petitioner  had  been  disproved.  He 
was  present  during  the  whole  of  the  trial, 
and  so  far  from  convicting  Mr.  Pcrr«(l, 
they  gave  him  damages,  and  of  course 
found  the  Admiralty  guilty. 

Mr.  Charles  Wood  observed,  that  as 
the  Admiralty  had  in  no  way  offended, 
they  could  uot  possibly  have  been  found 
guilty. 

Mr.  Hume  witnessed  the  conduct  of  the 
counsel  in  the  case,  and  of  Sir  John 
Barrow,  who,  in  justification  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, brought  forward  every  document 
he  could  ;  but  still  the  Jury,  afler.a  most 
patient  investigation,  returned  a  verdict 
against  them,  by  giving  Mr.  Perrott  di 
mages.  It  was  hard  that  an  officer  wl 
had  fought  in  thirteen  battles  should  be 
persecuted  as  this  individual  had  been. 

Admiral  Adam  begged  to  say  that  since 
the  trial  the  attorney  of  the  petitioner  he 
waited  on    Sir  John  Barrow,  and  apoli 
gised  to  him  for  having  occasioned  him  i 
much  trouble  for  a  purpose  so  unworthy. 

Mr.    Goulburn  observed,    that    in    t 
eflidavit    which    the  attorney  had  swor 
be  stated,  "that  in  the  belief  of  this  d< 
ponent  the  petitioner  had  not  been  guilty 
of  the  oSeDcea  wbicb  had  been  laid  to  his 
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charge."    He  believed,  however,  that  such 
an  affidavit  could  not  be  received  accord- 

g  to  ihe  rules  of  the  House. 

Petition  to  lie  upon  the  Table- 


Sis  John  Barrow's  Pension.]  Sir 
Edward  Codrington  wished  to  ask  a  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Secretary 
for  the  Admiralty.  He  perceived  that  Sir 
I  Barrow,  after  a  certain  number  of 
t'  service,  was  to  receive  a  retiring 
pension  of  1,000/.  a  year,  which  far  ex.> 
ceeded  the  amount  of  the  pension  enjoyed 
by  the  oldest  post-captain  in  the  navy.  It 
appeared  that  the  officers  of  the  navy,  no 
matter  what  their  services  might  he,  were 
liable  to  be  "  Ecratched"  off  the  books  of 
the  Admiralty  at  any  moment,  in  the  event 
of  their  misconducting  themsehes,  or  being 
guilty  of  unofficer-like  or  ungentlemanly 
conduct,  and  he,  therefore  wished  to  know 
if  Sir  John  Barrow  was  to  stand  on  the 
same  fix>ling  in  respect  of  his  pension  ? 

Mr.  Charlet  Wood  said,  that,  althougli 
the  Admiralty  had  the  power  of  erasing 
from  the  Navy  Lists  the  name  of  any 
office,  whose  conduct  did  not  become  the 
character  of  an  officer  and  a  gentleman, 
he  did  not  think  the  case  of  Sir  John  Bar- 
row would  come  within  that  rule. 

Sir  Edward  Codrington  wished  to  know 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether  Sir 
John  Barrow  was  in  point  of  fact  to  have 
a  vested  right  in  his  pension  of  1,000^  a 
year,  let  his  conduct  be  what  it  might,  at 
the  same  time  that  the  name  of  the  oldest 
and  most  distinguished  ofGcer  in  the  navy 
was  liable  to  be  scratched  off  the  books  iS 
he  misconducted  himself?  He  thought 
that  this  was  not  treating  the  navj  falriy, 
and  he  should  take  an  early  opportunity  of 
bringing  the  matter  under  the  coosideni- 
tion  of  that  House. 

Subject  dropped. 

At>Uie8I0N  TO  THB  HoCBB.^  Mr. 
Ewari  begged  to  cell  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  paper  which  he  had  seen  posted 
up  in  the  lobl^  of  the  House,  stating  that 
no  stranger  could  in  future  he  admitted  to 
the  gallery  without  a  Member's  order. 
For  his  part  he  should  rather  see  the  ad- 
mission of  strangers  more  extended  than  it 
was,  and  therefore  he  should,  on  a  future 
day,  take  an  opportunity  of  submitting  a 
motion  on  the  subject. 

Dr.  Boniring  said,  that  the  notification 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  edluded  was, 
he  believed,  the  result  of  the  resolution 
abolisliing  fees  on  admissien  to  tbe  gallery 
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Ift  whicli   the   House  chidb  the  previoui 
night.     It  WM,  he  thought,  highly  credit- 


able to  the  officen  of  the  Houie  that  they 
had  obeyed  that  reKilution  so  promptly. 
Subject  dropped. 

MrxictpAL  CoRFORATto?)8  (Ihe- 
LAKD.)]  A  confereace  on  the  subject 
matter  of  the  conference  on  the  1 7th  inat., 
relative  to  the  amendments  of  the  Lords 
to  the  Maoicrpal  Corpoiations  (Ireland) 
Bill  was  held  with  the  Lords. 

The  Chancellor  of  (he  Exchequer  ap- 
rpeaed  at  the  Bar,  and  being  called  upon 
by  the  Speaker,  stated,  that  the  managers 
of  the  conference  on  the  part  of  that  House 
had  met  the  Duke  of  Wellington  and 
Others,  managers  of  the  conference  on  the 
part  of  the  Lords,  and  were  acquainted  by 
their  Lordships  that  they  had  taken  into 
consideration  the  reasons  of  the  Commons 
for  disagreeing  with  ibe  amendments  by 
the  Lords  on  the  Bill  for  Municipal  Reform 
in  Ireland  ;  for  omitting  some  of  those 
amendmenti,  retaining  others,  and  making 
■mendments  upon  otiier  of  the  amendments 
of  the  Lords  :  that  their  Lordihips  stated 
that  the  House  of  Lords  insisted  upon  the 
retention  of  some  of  their  amendments 
and  waived  others  :  rejected  some  of  ihe 
amend  mentt  of  the  Commons  and  admitted 
Others :  for  reasons  assigned  by  the 
managers  of  the  conference  on  the  part  of 
their  Lordships  to  the  managers  of  the 
eooference  on  the  part  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  which  reasons  the  hon  Gentle- 
man brought  up. 

Lord  J.  Russell  moved,  that  they 
ihould  be  read,  which  wasdone. 

Lord  John  Rustell  said,  I  rise,  Sir,  to 
address  the  House  upon  the  subject  of  the 
amended  Irish  Corporation  Bill,  as  returned 
from  the  House  of  Lords,  and  I  think 
that  those  who  agree  with  ua  on  the 
original  formation  of  that  Gill  will  agree 
with  me  in  thinking  that  after  hearing  the 
Masons  given  by  the  Lords,  'and  what  the 
amendments  are  upon  which  they  insist 
it  is  not  possible  for  us  to  hope  to  come  to 
a  satisfactory  settlement  or  this  question. 
Among  the  minor  amendments  there  is 
one  of  no  slight  importance — namely,  that 
by  which  the  whole  of  the  corporate  pro- 
perty is  transferred  to  the  Commissioners 
under  9  Geo.  4th.,  where  such  subsist.  I 
cannot  omit  to  note  that  this  is  an 
amendment  of  some  importance  :  but. 
Sir,  Ihe  Lords  have  stated,  and  in  their 
reasons   have    very  itrong;!/    suj 
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that    statement,     that     there      is    one 

principle     of    onr    Bill    in]  which    Uier 
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have  not  been  able  to  concar.  What  i 
that  principle  ?  Sir,  that  one  principle  of 
the  Bill  is  the  very  principle  which  gave 
it  vigour  and  vitality — that  principle 
which  made  it  consistent  with  the 
constitutional  freedom  of  these  realms 
— that  principle,  from  the  operation  of 
which  we  expected  to  give  content  to 
the  people  of  the  towns  of  Ireland:  and 
when  that  one  principle  is  refused. and 
denied  to  us,  and  when  it  is  so  clearly 
stated  that  no  concession  will  he  made 
on  this  point,  I  can  only  submit  that  it 
is  unnecessary  for  us  to  take  any  further 
time  for  consideration.  That  principle 
we  have  long  and  deeply  considered  t 
upon  that  principle  we  have  over  and 
over  again  declared  our  opinion,  in  debate 
and  on  division,  from  the  very  first  day 
upon  which  the  House  was  first  addressed 
upon  the  subject  in  the  speech  of  his 
Majesty  from  the  throne,  and  I  cannot 
for  an  instant  suppose  that  now,  upon 
the  last  day  of  June,  we,  the  House  of 
Commons,  are  prepared  to  surrender  the 
principle  upon  which  we  have  so  so- 
lemnly decided.  1  think,  therefore,  that 
as  there  can  be  but  one  opinion  upon 
ihe  subject  among  those  who  formed  a 
large  majority  upon  the  last  occasion  on 
wlft;h  the  House  decided  upon  this  ques* 
tion,  it  will  be  quite  unnecessary  for  me 
to  enter  now  into  any  lengthened  state-* 
ment  of  the  reasons  upon  which  our  opi- 
nions are  founded — to  enter  now  into  r 
description  of  the  advantages  of  local 
and  popular  municipal  government,  or 
to  endeavour  to  esposa  or  to  confute  any 
reasons  by  which  the  adverse  view  of 
tilings  is  sustained,  I  think  I  perceive 
in  the  reasons  given  by  the  Lords,  some 
of  those  statements  which  I  have  always 
held  to  be  fallacious  npoo  this  subject ; 
the  opinion  amongst  others,  for  instance, 
that  it  is  only  upon  reconstruction  that 
we  differ,  and  that  upon  the  aboHtioD 
of  Corporations  we  are  agreed.  We  can* 
not  now  hope  for  any  final  and  aatia- 
factory  conclusion  respecting  that  Bill ;  it 
will  be  quite  unnecessary  for  me  to  repeat 
the  reasons  why  we  adhere  to  onr  ori- 
ginal decision.  But,  Sir,  I  cannot  help 
calling  the  attention  of  (his  House  to 
some  words  in  the  reasons  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  which  induce  me  to  take  a  less 
dark  and  less  despairing  view  of  this 
greftt  questtoa  Lban  1  have  bitberto  tKkoa. 
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It  hu  long  been  my  opinion, 
whatever  Oovernmeot  yon  wiih  to  eitab- 
Irth  in  Ireland,  you  ihould  endeaTOur  to 
nwlcB  it  reit  oa  Clkble  principles,  and 
tliat  there  is  nothing  lo  dangerous  as  to 
be  adopting  from  day  to  day,  and  in  one 
part  of  the  Gotemment  ai  contradistin- 
gnialied  froin  another  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment,  different  principle)  with  regard  to 
the  rule  and  admin Jslrat ion  of  that  country. 
I  have  been  atrongly  confirmed  in  that 
opinion  by  the  diflerences  which  have 
prevailed  so  many  years  on  these  benches 
— when,  on  a  subject  deeply  involving  the 
interests  of  Ireland,  exciting  all  the  pas- 
sions, provoking  all  those  religious  feelingi 
which  it  is  desirable  lo  keep  tranquil — 
when  I  have  seen  the  Members  of  the 
same  Governoient,  on  these  benches,  dif- 
fering and  disputing  as  much  as  any 
Ministry  and  any  Opposition  were  ever 
seen  to  differ  and  dispute.  I  think  my 
noble  Friend,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire,  who  now  sits  opposite,  must 
have  imbibed  the  same  opinion  as  myself 
on  this  subject,  because  he  musl  be  aware 
of  the  difficulties  which  existed  with  re- 
spect to  the  great  Iiish  question,  when  the 
Members  of  the  Government  were  express- 
ing each  his  different  opinions,  and  voting 
in  the  divisions  of  the  House,  some  on  one 
side  and  some  on  the  other.  1  do  not 
believe  bis  seriously-expressed  opinion 
oould  be,  that  it  would  be  for  the  advan- 
tage of  this  country  that  such  a  difference 
should  continue.  I  believe  that  both 
patties  concur  in  this,  that  one  principle 
or  the  other  ought  to  prevail  with  respect 
to  the  government  of  Ireland,  But  if  that 
be  admitted,  I  think  I  may  assume  it  to  be 
important  in  an  equal  degree,  that  the  two 
House!  of  Parliament  should  not  entertain, 
unalterably,  opinions  totally  discordant  as 
to  the  aystem  of  government  which  ought 
to  be  punoed.  And  I  can  conceive  no 
qiMitioQ  on  which  it  could  be  more  dan- 
gerous, on  which  it  could  be  more  calami- 
toni,  that  the  HouKi  of  Parliament  should 
difler,  than  on  the  paramount  principles 
on  whicb  the  Government  of  Ireland  should 
be  conducted.  I  will  say  further,  that  I 
cannot  coticeive,  and  I  do  not  think,  the 
Lords,  in  tbeit  reasont,  wish  it  to  be 
inagined  that  this  is  a  qoestion  of  a  dif- 
fereot  nature.  But  in  the  prospect  and 
in  tbe  immediate  view  of  that  cplamity,  I 
Ibtak  I  can  gather  some  hope  from  the 
words  nsed  in  the  reasons  of  the  Lords, 
wad  I  wHI  repeat  the  irbole  oT  those  words, 
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that  the  House  may  judge  of  tbem.  The 
noble  Lord  here  read  the  passage,  to  this 
effect  :— 

"  The  Lords,  will,  however,  still  entertain 
the  hope,  that  the  two  Houses  of  Parltunent, 
maintaining  the  good  underitaDdiiig  which 
happily  subaiil*  between  lh«ni,  and  zealontly 
co-operating  in  the  discharge  of  (heir  cod>- 
man  duly  la  the  country,  may,  at  no  diitatlt 
period,  devise  such  measures  of  reform  in  the 
ad  ministration  of  local  affairs,  as  may  give  real 
contentment  by  effecting  real  improvemelit, 
and  promote  prosperity  by  promoting  social 
and  religious  peace  in  the  cities  and  towns  of 
Ireland." 

Now  knowing  the  principles  which  we 
have  maintained,  knowing  the  principles 
to  which  we  have  adhered,  I  think  lbs 
Lords  would  hardly  have  expressed  such 
a  hope,  unless  they  expected  that  at  no 
distant  period  they  might  agree  to  a  mea- 
sure, in  principle  the  same  as  that  oa 
which  the  present  Bill  is  foanded.  If  that 
be  ttie  view  that  is  taken,  I  much  lament 
that  the  House  of  Lords  did  not  take  the 
present  time  for  acting  on  it.  1  exceed- 
ingly lament  that,  disregarding  the  advice 
of  some  of  the  greatest,  and  wisest,  and 
most  experienced  among  them,  they  did 
not  feel  that,  if  the  question  were  to  be 
settled — if  they  looked  lo  an  end  lo  the 
differencescxistingbetween  the  two  Houses 
' — they  did  not  take  the  present  moment 
for  terminating  it,  when  the  contentment 
they  would  give  to  Ireland  would  be  pure 
and  unalloyed,  instead  of  pcrstponing  it  to 
distant  times,  when  it  may  be  mixed  with 
other  elements.  1  trust  that  every  possi- 
ble means  will  be  resorted  to— I  can  hardly 
say  in  the  words  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
lo  maintain  the  good  understanding  that 
now  prevails  between  the  two  Houses- 
hut  lo  bring  about  a  better  underatanding 
than  now  prevails.  I  am  disposed,  then, 
to  rely  on  the  hope  held  out  to  roe  in  this 
paragraph.  I  do  say,  in  conformity  with 
what  has  been  in  former  times  the  course 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  in  conformity  with 
what  I  think  ought  to  be  the  course  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  if,  in  a  great  measure  or 
this  kind,  the  majority  of  the  House  ot 
Commons  remain  firm  to  their  principles 
— if  that  majority,  so  remaining  Arm 
to  their  principles,  are  supported  by 
public  opinion,  I  retain  the  hope,  I 
anxiously  cherish  the  hope,  that  the  time 
may  come — perhaps  within  a  few  months 
— when  the  settlement  of  this  question 
may  be  effected,  and  when  the  prevalence 
of  the  reasons  which  have  given  riio  to 
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thn  disBgreement,  may  yield  to  the  g;eiie- 
ral  opinion  of  the  House  of  Commons  end 
the  people.  I  am  sure  if  I  did  not  enler- 
taiD  that  hope,  I  should  despair  of  the 
Briliah  Constitution.  I  can  conceive  no 
Constitution  more  inconvenient  than  one 
in  which  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
people  whom  they  represent,  being  of  one 
opinion,  another  House  of  Parliament  shall 
determinedly,  perseveringly,  and  unyieUl- 
ingly  maintain  the  contrary  opinion.  The 
Lords  have  stated  it  as  a  matter  of  sincere 
regret  with  them,  that  the  more  important 
amendments  which  they  made  have  not 
been  acceded  to  by  this  House.  Thus 
the^  admit,  that  the  more  important  of 
their  amendments  this  House  has  certainly 
not  been  disposed  to  adopt ;  and  that,  1 
think,  nill  be  a  sufficient  justification  to  ui, 
if,  at  all  events,  as  regards  the  more  im- 
portant principle,  we  should  not  be 
disposed  to  giye  way.  I  should  probably 
dose  my  observations  with  the  hope  which 
I  have  ventured  to  express,  and  with  a 
declaration  of  the  determination  which  I 
am  resolved  to  adhere  to,  by  every  possible 
means,  to  infuse  into  the  Government  of 
Ireland  and  the  legislation  for  that  country, 
the  principles  of  equity  and  justice,  if  it 
were  not  that  complaints  have  been  made 
ereatly  affecting  my  conduct,  and  which 
have  been  so  interwoven  with  the  questio  n 
that  I  consider  it  my  duty  not  altogether 
to  pass  them  over.  Sir,  it  is  easy  in  Ibis 
House,  without  committing  any  breach  of 
its  privileges,  to  refer  to  matters  which 
have  passed  in  conversation,  or  in  another 
place  ;  and  no  person  can  say,  least  of  all 
can  you.  Sir,  say,  that  the  Speaker  is  then 
alluaiog  to  that  which  took  place  in 
another  Hous^of  Parliament.  Undoubt- 
edly, to  allude  to  what  passes  in  another 
House  of  Parliament  is  an  irregularity; 
but,  on  special  occasions,  when  Gentlemen 
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the  matter  in  which  I  am  suppoeed  to 
have  been  the  cause.  The  words  to  which 
I  am  referring  were  used  in  the  great  de- 
bate on  the  Catholic  queetion,  when  Lord 
Canterbury  sat  in  the  chair  of  this  House. 
Mr.  Canning  said,  on  that  occasion, 
"  Honever  a  man  may  allow  himself  to  be 
engrossed  by  the  quarto,  he  generally  oon- 
trivei  to  peruse  tne  diurnal  sheet  of  Re- 
ports. And  must  not  eve^  man  who 
reads  know  what  passes?  Nay,  I  myself 
have  listened,  in  anotlier  place,  hitce 
auribus,  to  what  was  meant  to  be  the  moat 
taunting  language,  as  applied  to  the 
Roman  Catholics.  It  was  aaid,  if  you 
give  them  relief,  do  it  largely,  do  it  efiec> 
tivelf,  &c."*  And  so  he  went  on,  and 
stated  the  arfjumcnts  which  he  had  heard 
in  another  place.  Mr.  Canning  said,  he 
heard  them,  "  htsce  a^iribus  "  and  as  re- 
gards the  words  to  which  I  referred,  I  say, 
I  have  with  my  own  ears  heard  them.  But 
Mr.  Canning  stated,  that  he  had  beard 
them  in  another  place.  Lord  Canteilwry 
was  then  in  the  chair,  that  zealous  and 
dignified  raaintainer  of  the  order  of  tLis 
House,  and  he  did  not  think  proper  to 
interrupt  the  speaker,  or  to  call  on  him  to 
explain  his  winds.  Though  the  circum- 
stance, however,  may  have  been  passed 
over  by  Lord  Canterbury,  there  waa  me 
person  present  on  whom  that  speech  must 
hare  made  an  impression,  because  it  was  a 
speech  which  did  convey  one  of  the  most 
vigorous,  and  one  of  the  most  succemfiil 
replies  1  ever  heard  to  the  mistaken  views 
and  the  anfouoded  attacks  of  the  then 
Master  of  the  Rolls.  Well,  then,  it  Is  not 
without  example,  that  allusions  of  the  kiad 
have  been  made;  it  is  not  even  beyond  the 
recollection  of  those  who  are  now  living, 
and  sitting  in  this  and  the  other  Hooae  of 
Parliament.  Having  passed  bv  the  matter 
of  form,  I  will  now  come  to  tne  matter  of 
courtesT,  and  it  seems  I  am  said  to  hare 


found     themselves     compelled     to  |  repeated  words  used   by  a  learned  Lord 

.,  they   have   always   been   able   to  I  without  giving  him  notice  of  my  atta^. 

■"■'"  ''-'  -■—'''  be  a     What   I  intended  was,  not   to   make  an 


avoid  the  use  of  words  that  •, 


the  orders  of  this  \\i._._ 
>  have  repeatedly  heard  such  Hllusions.  I 
remember  that  when  Lord  Castleieagh 
made  a  statement  in  this  Houio  with 
respect  to  the  conduct  of  Lord  Latisdowne, 
during  his  administration.  Lord  Imds. 
downe  again  stated  the  whole  matter  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  uent  into  his 
defence  in  that  House.  I  remember 
another  instance,  which  is  not  a  little  re- 
markable, because  it  bears  cerlaiidy  on 
wme  of  tb?  wvdi  ^bich  I  used,  and  <hi 


attack  on  that  learned  Lord;  but  if  1 
omitted  any  matter  of  courtesy,  I  am  soinr 
for  it.  When,  however,  it  is  said  that  if 
I  hud  given  notice  of  my  intention,  aome 
of  the  friends  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  might  have  been  here  to  defend  hia 
conduct,  I  cannot  forget  1  stated  those 
words  at  the  beginning  of  u  debate  which 
lasted  two  nights,  and  I  spoke  in  the  pr«> 
sence  of    the  friends  of  tlte    niMe  aod 
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learned  Lord.  I  spcte  also  in  tlie  pre- 
sence of  hia  former  colleagnes.  Furtner, 
vith  Tegsrd  to  the  UBe  of  those  expressions 
which  vera  remarkable  enough  in  tbem- 
teUes,  a  learned  Gentleman,  the  Member 
fi>r  Tipperary,  took  care  to  repeat  them  on 
the  Becoitd  nightofthedebate,an<ltocallthe 
particular  attention  of  the  late  colleagues 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  to  the  sub- 
ject ;  and  though  there  had  been  full 
time,  ^m  the  appearance  of  the  reports 
in  the  morning,  to  arm  any  of  the  col- 
leagues of  that  noble  and  learned  Lord 
with  any  answer  that  might  be  given,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  wisely,  as  I  think,  but 
certdoly,  in  fact,  BToidea  all  mention  and 
altunon  to  the  words,  and  the  only  refer- 
ence made  to  them  was  made  by  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  Lancashire,  who  al- 
hided  to  them,  pithily  enough,  hy  saying 
that  they  were  words  which  be  did  not 
mean  to  justify  or  concur  in.  Now  such 
being  the  Acts  of  what  passed  on  the 
second  night  of  this  debate,  let  it  not  be 
said,  or  let  it  not  be  Ijelieved  at  least  by 
the  Members  of  this  House,  that  if  I  had 
eiven  notice  of  ray  intention  there  wnuld 
have  been  a  triumphant  reply  by  some 
of  the  friends  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord.  Well,  then,  as  to  the  matter  itelf, 
I  do  not  wish — I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  occasion  for  me — to  explain  the  state- 
ment that  I  made,  because  as  far  as  [  can 
leam,  from  a  good  many  obserratJons 
made  on  the  subject,  I  do  not  find  that 
the  words  in  themselves  have  been  in  the 
least  altered  or  retracted.  It  appearsHo 
me,  that  whatever  force  they  had  as 
originally  delivered,  they  still  retain.  If 
those  words  were  right  words  to  use,  they 
retain  their  oriKinal  propriety;  if  they 
were  wrwiK,  "f  they  were  insulting  words 
to  use— which  I  never  said  they  were— 

n'  t«tain  their  original  offeace.  What 
id  say  was,  that  those  words  were 
evidence  of  the  motives,  the  grounds,  the 
reasons,  on  which  the  amendments  were 
carried.  I  think  I  have  not  been  mistaken 
in  that  view.  And  it  appears  to  me,  I 
may  say,  that  the  clear  and  powerful  mind 
of  the  person  who  used  the  words  pompted 
him  to  give  what  was  not  a  just,  but  what, 
if  it  had  been  just,  would  hare  been  a 
sufficient  reason  for  those  amendments,  be- 
cause what  I  thought  was  wanting — what 
I  considered  to  be  defective  in  all  the 
arguments  I  heard  from  the  other  side  of 
the  Hotise — was  not  a  sufficient  justifica- 
tion of  a  measure  for  depriviog  the  people 
Iff  freh^d  of  Muoicipal  Co?e;iuD«iit>    it 
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statement  contuned  in  tiuae  wcxds 
was  correct,  it  was  just  and  sufficient 
ground  for  the  course  adopted.  But  I 
thought,  besides,  that  in  stating  what  I 
supposed  to  have  been  the  grounds  of  the 
amendments  of  the  Lords  1  was  somewhat 
justified  by  their  own  practice.  I  may 
have  been  deceived.  I  know  it  was  the 
custom  for  the  public  journals  of  former 
times  to  give  under  foreign  names,  and 
dated  from  Rome  and  Athens,  reports  of 
the  debates  that  occurred  in  the  Houses 
of  Parliament ;  and  the  public  papers  of 
the  present  day  may  have  reversed  that 
practice :  they,  perhaps,  have  given  real 
names,  and  the  speeches  themselves  may 
have  been  entirely  drawn  from  fiction.  I 
suggest  the  possibility  of  this,  because  I 
cannot  conceive  any  such  observation  as 
I  huve  mentioned  to  have  been  made 
by  any  Member  accustomed  to  go  to 
any  assembly  where,  as  the  persons 
who  write  these  narrativee  tell  us, 
there  is  hardly  a  measure  with  respect  (o 
Ireland  which  is  not  rejected,  and  the 
grounds  for  the  rejection  of  which  are  not 
some  words  that  have  been  used  by  an 
hon.  Member  of  this  House,  Not  only  last 
year  was  that  the  case,  but  in  the  present 
year  some  words  fell  from  the  ban.  and 
learned  Member  on  the  first  night  of  the  ses- 
sion, I  do  not  wish,  certainly,  to  take  on 
myself  the  responsibility  of  expressions  to 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
affixes  his  own  meaning,  those  expressions 
being  to  the  effect,  that  the  Corporations 
would  be  "  normal  schools  for  peaceful  agi- 
tation." I  think  I  am  right  in  saying 
"  peaceful"  agitation— those  words,  with 
an  alteration  not  trifling  in  substance — 
those  words,  so  used  in  this  House,  if  we 
are  to  believe  those  false  and  feigning  re- 
porters, were  made  elsewhere,  the  very 
groundwork  of  opposition  to  measures  for 
the  beae6t  of  Ireland.  I  will  own,  that  I 
have  been  led  into  error — that  I  had  these 
diurnal  reports — that  I  read  them  with  a 
good  deal  of  belief— that  I  now  consider 
them  nnfounded,  and  that  their  object 
was  to  give  occasion  to  censure  the  House 
of  Lords:  they  have  put  into  the  mouths 
of  noble  and  learned  Members  reasons, 
founded  on  words  used  in  this  House,  but 
which  never  have  been  actually  uttered.  I 
must  admit  all  this,  for  I  cannot  conceive 
that  I  have  been  made  the  subject  of 
attack  for  doing  that  which  is  constantly 
practised  in  that  House.  With  respect  to 
the  natter  itself—with  respect  to  any  jus- 


,,  Google 


1075     Mtmcipal  Corpordtimi    {COMMONS}  (titland).  WI& 

of  the  empire.  And  on  thii  queition  tben 
cannot  well  be'tfaought,  I  know  efforti  are 
making  to  excite  it,  any  degree  of  retigiouB 
difference,     I   well  know  on   the  Roman 


tiRcfttioD  of  the  words,  it  may  be  said, 
perhaps  it  will  be  said,  that  those  who 
googht  to  excite  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
who  placed  themselres  at  their  head,  to 
demand  the  repeal  of  the  Union,  made  the 
difference  between  the  two  nations,  the 
ground  on  which  the  demand  was  made. 
When  a  large  portion  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  sent  in  their  petitions  to  this 
HoDse,  and  said  "you  are  unfit  to  Legis- 
late for  us,  you  do  not  share  in  our  feelings, 
you  do  not  belong  to  the  same  religioa  as 
ourselves,  and  we  ask  you  to  give  us  our 
independent  Legislature,  "What  was  your 
answer?  "We  will  not  consent.  That 
repeal  of  the  Legislative  Union  would  lead 
to  the  dismemberment  of  the  empire. 
We  will  not  repeal  the  Union,  but  we  will 
listen  to  your  just  complaiols;  we  wilt 
■how  you,  that  for  your  portion  of  the 
empire,  we  feel  as  much  interest  as  for 
any  other  portion  ;  in  proof  of  our  good 
disposition  towardsyou,  we  will  give  you 
the  same  measure  of  justice  as  we  gave  to 
England  and  Scotland,  why  then  mill  vou 
entertain  the  unreasonable  and  restless 
jealousy  which  arises  from  your  thinking 
that  we  will  legislate  for  you  in  any  other 
spirit."  That  is  the  answer  which  you 
have  given  to  the  numerous  petitions  which 
have  been  presented  to  this  House.  Then 
comes  an  instance.  You  framed  a  mea- 
sure of  Municipal  Reform  on  sound  prin- 
ciples, and  you  gave  it  to  Scotland.  You 
framed  another  measure  of  Municipal  Re- 
form, not  quite  the  same,  but  on  similar 
principles,  and  you  gave  it  to  England, 
You  have  before  you  another  measure  of 
Municipal  Reform,  founded  on  the  same 
principles,  but  Jikewlse  differing  in  some 
respects,  and  you  wish  to  give  it  to  Ireland. 
And  then,  when  the  people  come  by  peti- 
tion, not  to  ask  for  repeal  of  the  Union, 
but  for  this  measure,  are  they  to  be  told, 
"  No,  we  cannot  legislate  for  you  as  we  do 
for  the  other  parts  of  the  empire.  You 
are  alien  from  us  in  blood,  alien  in  reli- 
gion, end  hostile  to  uh  in  feeling,  therefore 
for  you  a  different  measure  of  Legislation 
must  be  provided  V  Why,  there  is  so 
obvious  and  so  glaring  an  injustice  in  all 
this,  that  I  consent  with  confidence,  though 
with  reluctance,  to  a  delay  of  the  question, 
I  am  persuaded  the  people  of  England 
will  feel,  that  after  being  absolutely  and 
totally  denied  any  approach  to  the  repeal 
of  the  Union,  it  is  not  just  to  say  to  the 
people  of  Ireland,  they  shall  not  be  dealt 
vith  as  if  they  formed  8  part  and  parcel 


Catholic  question,  and  latterly  on  the 
CfauTch  question,  that  the  feeling  which 
was  endeavoured  to  be  instilled  among  the 
people  of  England  was,  that  the  object  of 
the  promoters  of  these  measures  was  to 
compel  the  people  of  England  to  give  np 
their  own  Church  and  their  own  religion. 
I  have  been  addressed  by  many  a  free- 
holder, whose  vote  I  asiced,  by  the  re- 
E roach  (hat  I  was  myself  a  Roman  Catho- 
c,  and  that  I  wished  to  pass  a  measure 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  preventing 
the  Protestants  from  going  to  their  own 
places  of  worship.  This  feeling  has  pre- 
vailed, I  assure  bon.  Gentlemen,  to  a 
great  extent.  But  this  cannot  so  easily  be 
made  a  ground  of  objection  in  a  question 
of  Municipal  Reform,  I  have  been  told 
to-day  (only  a  few  minutes  ago)  that  the 
people  of  the  north  of  Scotland  are  indig- 
nant at  the  notion,  that  they  will  not  bs 
allowed,  by  a  Bill  now  in  Parliament,  to 
have  a  provost  in  their  towns.  The  ques- 
tion is  a  similar  one  as  regards  Ireland — 
it  is  frbether  a  mayor  and  council  shall  be 
allowed  in  the  towns  there.  This  is  no 
question  involving  an  alteration  of  the  re- 
ligion of  the  people,  or  the  subversion  of 
the  Church,  it  is  a  simple  question, 
whether  the  inhabitants  of  the  cities  of 
Ireland  shall  be  allowed  to  have  a  mayor 
and  council  of  their  own.  The  Lords  uy 
they  cannot  consent  to  the  corporations 
being  established  in  twelves  cities  and 
towns;  perhaps  they  are  right,  and  we 
may  hereafter  extend  them  to  a  greater 
number.  1  think,  certainly,  that  they 
should  not  be  confined  to  twelve  citiei 
and  towns ;  but  I  made  a  propowl  to  that 
effect  to  the  House,  because  I  thought  it 
our  duty,  by  every  means  in  our  power,  to 
come  to  some  nnderstanding  on  thia  great 
question,  and  even  to  yield  some  of  our 
opinions,  that  it  never  might  be  said  it  was 
on  our  side  that  the  want  of  forbearance 
was  exhibited.  We  have  obtained  the  oh* 
ject  we  bad  in  view  so  far,  That  whiob  we 
thought  necessary  to  give  effect  to  our  own 
principle,  we  have  insisted  on  with  as  moch 
moderation  as  possible — We  have  confined 
the  statement  of  it  to  as  narrow  a  compass 
as  we  could,  consistently  with  the  princi- 
ple which  this  House  was  bound  to  main- 
tain. I  regret  that  the  attempt  to  conci- 
liate, bat  not  prOTed  succeoflilj  but  I 
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never  can  regret  that  the  attempt  has  been 
made.  For  peace  and  harmony,  for  a  cor- 
dial agroement  bstweeo  the  two  Houks, 
1  am  ready  to  Mcrifice  much — to  alter 
many  opiaionB,  to  con6De  views  which 
might  be  further  enlarged;  but  having 
done  thia,  and  the  House  having  done  me 
the  honour  to  agree  wilh  that  which  I  pro- 
posed to  tliem,  I  should  be  betraying  their 
confidence — I  should  be  exhibiling  a  puiiJl- 
animity,  which  1  hope  the  House  of  Com- 
mons never  will  exhibit — if  I  aaked  them  to 
take  into  their  consideration  any  further 
concessions,  with  a  view  to  their  swerving 
from  the  great  principles  in  which  is  in- 
volved the  future  peace  of  Ireland,  which 
are  essential  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
character  of  this  House,  and  on  which  I 
believe  the  proud  situation  of  this  country 
depends,  I  therefore  move.  Sir,  that 
these  BmendmeniB  be  taken  into  consider- 
ation this  day  three  months. 
The  Speaker  having  put  the  motion, 
Mr, /fume  thought  the  noble  Lord  had 
stated  very  fairly  his  views  on  the  present 
occasion,  but  he  must  say,  that  they  were 
much  more  moderate  than  those  which  he 
entertained.  He  considered  that  the  con- 
duct of  the  other  Honse  of  Parliament, 
with  all  due  deference  to  the  discretion 
they  had  exercised,  did  little  honour  to 
their  judgment,  as  regarded  the  conaidera- 
tion  they  ought  to  give  to  the  wishes  of  the 
people.  They  had  in  this  instance  the 
united  voice  of  Ireland,  demanding  jus- 
tice from  this  House.  The  question  for 
the  consideration  of  the  House  ofjLordH 
was,  simply,  whether. there  should  be  in- 
efficient or  good  Government  in  Ireland. 
If  the  Lords  continued  to  oppose  tliem- 
■elves  as  they  had  done  to  good  Govern- 
ment,  the  day  would  come  when  the  people 
would  consider  the  propriety  of  sweeping 
them  away.  Could  it  be  supposed  that 
the  House  of  Lords  was  an  institution  con* 
stituted  for  the  Lords  themselves.  No, 
they  had  a  higher  object  to  accomplish. 
They  were  appointed  as  one  branch  of  the 
Government.  So  were  the  royal  borougha 
appointed  for  municipal  government,  yet 
they  had  swept  away  the  royal  boroughs, 
because  they  were  supported  by  men  who 
consulted  only  their  own  interests.  Was 
there  any  difference  between  the  rotten 
boroughs  in  England  and  Scotland,  and 
the  House  of  Lords?  They  were  asked, 
would  they  not  allow  the  Lords  to  do  as 
they  liked  ?  He  would  say  no.  He  repeated 
it  night  become  n  qu«f  tioD,  whether  this 


second  branch  of  the  LegitlKture  should 
be  allowed  to  stand  in  tlie  way  of  good 
government.  He  must  aay,  that  tha  man- 
ner in  which  the  House  of  Lords  had  met 
the  moderate  proceedings  of  this  House, 
exhibited  a  very  ungracioua  return.  The 
Dobla  Lord  had  noticed  the  rap  on  the 
knuckles  he  had  received  for  proposing 
that  only  twelve  boroughs  should  have 
mayors  and  town-councils  ;  that  was  an  act 
of  injustice,  and  he  now  saw  the  way  in 
which  his  concessions  were  appreciated. 
He  considered  that  it  waa  the  duty  of  his 
Majesty  to  carry  on  the  Government  of 
the  country  peaceably.  He  would  not 
properly  fill  the  high  situation  which  he 
occupied,  if  he  left  anything  undone  to 
promote  that  harmony  between  the  two 
branches  of  the  Legislature  which  was  ne- 
cessary. He  considered  it  bis  duty,  at  a 
time  like  this,  boldly  to  state,  that,  in  his 
opinion,  from  the  House  of  Lords  nothing 
was  to  be  expected  till  an  organic  change 
had  taken  place.  He  knew  that  the  noble 
Lord  near  him  would  resist  such  a  propo- 
sition as  loDg  as  possible,  but  it  would  be 
discovered,  that  what  the  House  of  Lorda 
wanted,  was  responsibility,  and  responsi- 
bility to  the  people  could  not  be  accom- 
plished till  an  organic  change  was  made 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  Come  it  would, 
and  when  it  did  come,  it  might  sweep 
away  institutions  which  they  were  now 
anxious  to  preserve.  The  people  would 
not  forget  the  "  shilly-Bhally "  policy 
which  had  been  acted  on  for  the  last  ten 
years;  they  had  lost  two  years  of  reform. 
Waa  this  the  return  which  was  to  be  had 
for  the  great  sacrifices  they  had  made  ?  Of 
what  use  was  the  Reform  Act  to  the 
country,  if  the  House  of  Lords  were  to  re- 
ject and  treat  wilh  contempt  every  mea-> 
sure  which  was  sent  up  to  them  for  the 
purpose  of  realizing  those  fruits  which 
the  Reform  Act  gave  the  promise  of. 
Who  was  to  direct  the  proceedings  of  the 
Government — the  minority  or  the  majo- 
rity ?  Were  the  people  to  yield  to  the 
Lords,  or  the  Lords  to  the  people  ?  The 
House  of  Lords,  with  all  its  pageantry, 
was  established  for  the  good  of  the  peo- 
ple, and  if  they  worked  to  the  preju- 
dice of  the  people,  it  would  be  for  the 
people  to  couaider  the  mode  of  aweeping 
away  the  Lords.  But  they  were  told  that 
matters  were  to  go  on  in  this  way  for 
another  year,  llie  doors  of  this  House, 
then,  were  to  be  closed  without  their 
htving  granted  *  lingle  reqacat  of  th^ 
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people  or  Ireland,  With  what  confidence 
could  the  representatives  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  go  back  lo  tbeir  conatituents  and 
tell  them,  that  ihis  House  was  willing  to 
grant  them  what  they  aekeil,  but  the  other 
Houie  .refused  to  listen  to  their  just  de- 
mands. He  hoped  that  the  example  set 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  the  noble 
Duke,  on  a  former  occasion,  irould  not  be 
forgotten.  They  would  bear  in  mind  that 
short  speech  of  the  noble  Duke,  in  which 
be  said,  that  rather  than  have  one  day  of 
civil  war  in  Ireland,  he  granted  Catholic 
Emancipation.  With  that  example  before 
them,  he  would  ask,  what  was  to  be  ex- 
pected from  the  course  taken  by  the  House 
of  Lords  ?  Last  year  a  Bill  for  the  benefit 
of  Ireland  was  rejected,  because  it  con- 
taiaed  the  appropriation  clause.  Was 
there  one  single  measure  of  Reform  which 
the  people  of  Ireland  had  a  right  to  eicpect, 
and  which  this  House  was  disposed  to  give 
them,  that  the  House  of  Lords  would 
consent  to  pass?  Till  means  were  found 
to  compel  ihem  to  act  in  conformity  with 
this  House,  there  should  not  be  peace, 
there  ought  not  to  be  peace,  either  in  this 
country  or  in  Ireland.  He  trusted  the 
people  of  this  country  would  rouse  them- 
selves, and  demand  for  their  fellow-cilizena 
in  Ireland  that  justice  which  we  were 
pledged  to  afford  them.  The  noble  Lord 
said  there  was  hope;  but  what  a  mockery 
was  it  to  people  who  were  suffering  as  they 
were,  that  there  was  a  distant  hope  that 
the  Lime  might  come  when  justice  would 
be  awarded  them  ?  The  time  might  come 
when  that  measure  which  it  was  proposed 
lo  dole  out  to  them  might  not  be  deemed 
satisfactory,  and  when  the  people  might 
demand  twice  and  thrice  as  much  as  they 
now  asked  for.  The  lime  might  come — 
and  he  hoped  it  would  come — when  there 
would  be  extorted  from  their  hands  full 
justice,  without  thanks  lo  that  body  which 
threatened  the  peace  of  the  country.  The 
Lords  objected  to  the  Bill ;  [hat  it  would  give 
power  to  the  majority ;  why,  that  was  the 
very  object  which  the  measure  was  intended 
to  accomplish  :  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
at  present  governed  by  a  tyrannical  mino- 
rity. There  did  exist  a  tyrannical  minority 
in  the  royal  boroughs  in  Scotland  and 
England,  and  they  were  properly  swept 
away.  That  which  was  desired,  was  to 
give  a  popular  control  in  the  Municipnt 
Corporations.  That,  however,  was  denied 
and  he  trusted  tliis  House  would  decide 
^)»t  th«  amendments  pf  the  Lords  veie 
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no  longer  worthy  of  the  conndeiatlon  of 
this  House.  He  differed  with  the  noble 
Lord  as  to  his  grounds  of  hope.  He 
believed  that  nothing  was  to  be  expected 
from  the  House  of  Lords,  till  ihe  Peers 
were  made  responsible  to  the  people. 
There  existed  no  responsibility  of  the 
Lords  to  the  people  at  this  moment.  The 
only  ground  of  coniidence,  therefore,  that 
he  felt  was,  his  belief  that  measures  would 
be  taken  to  force  the  Lords  to  concur  with 
this  House  in  its  views  of  the  necessity  of 
giving  Reform  to  Ireland. 

Sir  Robert  Peel;  I  did  not  rise  imme- 
diately after  the  noble  Lord  opposite  con- 
cluded his  speech,  because  I  perceived, 
from  the  manner  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex,  that  he  was  desirous  of  address- 
ing the  House,  and  I  wished  to  ascertain 
to  what  extent  the  noble  Lord  had  been  a 
fair  representative  and  expounder  of  hrs 
opinion.  I  must  say,  I  did  not  expect  on 
this  day,  that  we  should  have  been  called 
on  to  take  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Lords;  still  less  did 
I  expect  that  we  should  be  called  on  with- 
out oollce,  and  on  the  instant,  to  vote  for 
the  rejection  of  those  amendments.  I 
should  have  thought  it  would  have  been 
more  consistent  with  usage,  and  the  im- 
portance of  the  subject,  that  a  motion 
should  have  been  made  for  printing  the 
amendments;  and  that  on  a  subsequent 
day,  a  sufficient  interval  being  permilled 
to  weigh  the  nature  of  ihem,  we  should  be 
called  on  to  pronounce  our  opinion.  Never- 
theless, although  I  feel  it  necessary  to 
express  my  dissent  from  the  proposition 
of  the  noble  Lord, — although  I  disapprove 
of  postponing  for  three  months  the  consi- 
deration of  this  question, — yet,  as  it  has 
been  understood  that  no  division  would 
take  place, — I  will  not  call  upon  the  House 
to  divide,  lest  an  erroneous  conclusion 
should  be  drawn  from  the  numbers  which 
would  appear  on  either  side.  My  convic- 
tion, however,  of  the  propriety  of  delsCy 
in  this  matter,  is  confirmed  by  what  has 
fallen  from  the  noble  Lord.  In  the  first 
place,  the  noble  Lord  himself  attaches 
great  importance  to  some  of  the  declara- 
tions contained  in  the  reasons  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  he  has  said,  there  were  some 
expressions  of  Ihe  House  of  Lords  which 
made  him  hope  for  an  amicable  settle- 
ment of  this  question  at  a  future  period. 
If  that  be  the  noble  Lord's  view — it  would 
be  only  decorous  to  afford  us  every  oppor- 
tunity for  coDStdeiing  the  reuonq  of  tb^ 
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HouBe  of  Lords,  and  we  ouglit  not  at  once, 
haatily,  and  perhaps  after  not  a  very  ioteU 
lifible  reading  of  those  reasons,  to  be  called 
upon  for  an  immediate,  a  final  determin- 
ation. Another  reason  for  delay — one  that 
in  my  opinion  makes  it  most  desirous,  is, 
that  I  think  the  noble  Lord  has  placed 
most  erroneous  interpretation  upon 
passage  in  the  reasons  of  the  House  of 
Lords  to  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
ferred.  The  noble  Lord  stated,  that 
of  their  Lordships'  objections  was,  that  it 
was  proposed  by  the  Bill,  that  Corpora- 
tions should  be  confined  to  twel?e  town; 
in  Ireland ;  and  he  excited  considerable 
laughter  among  his  supporters,  by  observ' 
ing,  that  the  House  of  Lords  were  ansiotis 
to  establish  more  Carporations  than  the 
Rouse  of  Commons  had  considered  ne- 
cessary. I  think  the  noble  Lord's  inter- 
pretation of  the  passage  referred  to  is 
erroneous  ;  and  if  it  be  erroneous,  that  is 
an  additional  reason  for  taking  the  precau- 
tion of  printing  the  reasons,  before  re- 
fuging to  take  them  into  consideration.  It 
appears,  by  the  paper  read  by  the  clerk, 
that  "  the  Lords  are  unable  to  acquiesce 
ia  the  proposition  now  made  by  the  House 
of  Commons — that  the  Corporations  of 
Ireland,  as  reconstructed  by  the  Bill, 
should  he  confined  to  twelve  cities  and 
towns."  That  is,  that  the  Lords  resist  the 
proposition  of  the  Commons,  which 
that  Corporations  should  be  confined  to 
twelve  places.  But  was  the  noble  Lord  j  ua- 
tified  in  stating  that  the  real  and  bondjide 
objection  of  the  Lords  is, — that  Corpora- 
tions are  to  be  conSoed  to  twelve  towns 
only,  and,  therefore,  they  wished  to  have 
them  extended  ?  The  noble  Lord's  descrip- 
tion of  their  Lordships'  reasons  is  most 
imperfect;  and  if  he  had  condescended 
to  give  them  a  second  perusal,  he  would 
have  found  that  their  Lordships  do  not 
object  to  the  Bill,  because  Corporations 
are  conSned  to  twelve  places  only,  but 
"  because  it  is  in  those  cities  and  towns  of 
larger  population  that  the  most  extensive 
evils  would,  io  their  opinion,  result  from 
such  reconstruction."  That  is  the  real 
reason  assigned,  in  distinct  terms,  by  their 
lordships  ;  their  reason  is  not, — that  Cor- 
porations are  conRned  to  only  twelve  cities 
and  towns.  The  House  of  Lords,  in  the 
course  they  have  taken,  have  acted  in  con- 
fbrraity  with  the  opinion  of  no  inconsider- 
able minority  of  this  House—a  minority 
notunimporlant  in  respect  of  numbers,  sta- 
tion, and  respectability:  and  I  am  bonnd 
to  ftdd  (not,  of  coarse,  with  jeferenco  lo 


myself)  powerful,  also,  in  respect  of  alnlity. 
On  the  first  day  of  the  Session  this  ques- 
tion was  discus Bed--whether  we  ehoald 
bind  ourselves,  by  a  preliminary  resolution, 
to  extend  to  Ireland  the  ptincipleson  which 
we  had  given  Corporate  Reform  to  Ent^land 
and  Scotland?  On  that  occasion  the  House 
afLordsmade,wiihoutadivision,  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Address,hy  which  they  declined 
to  give  that  pledge.  In  this  House  I  moved 
an  amendment  similar  to  that  adopted 
in  the  other  House;  which  was  negatived 
by  a  majority  of  forty-one  only.  1  believe 
that  the  course  I  then  proposed — speaking 
with  all  respect  of  the  decisions  of  this 
House — I  believe  that  the  course  1  then 
proposed, — a  course  in  which  1  consented 
to  one  great  principle  of  the  Bill— namely, 
the  dissolution  of  existing  Corporations, 
the  extinction  of  the  monopoly  of  power 
heretofore  confined  to  one  parly,  making 
a  sacrifice  of  the  present  power  held  by  ooe 
party  in  the  Stale — I  think  that  the  course 
I  then  pursued  in  proposing  to  make  that 
sacrifice,  to  dissolve  those  Corporations,—' 
but  at  the  same  time  declining  to  establish 
other  Corporations,  under  the  apprehension 
that  the  evils  would  not  be  removed,  but 
only  transferred, — was  the  correct  one.  I 
concur,  therefore,  in  the  course  which  the 
House  of  Lords  have  taken.  It  is  in  con- 
formity with  the  course  which  I  have  taken, 
and  I  should  be  ashamed  of  myself  if,  in 
the  face  of  a  majority,  I  shrank  from  this 
avowal.  I  concur,  too,  in  the  substance 
of  (he  concessions  made  by  the  House  of 
Lords.  There  have  been  concessions,  it 
should  be  remarked,  by  the  House  of 
Lords,  upon  matters,  1  admit,  of  a  sub- 
ordinate nature.  I  do  not  pretend  to  attach 
any  undue  importance  to  them  as  bearing 
upon  the  main  point  in  this  Bill,  respecting 
which  great  difference  exists ;  but,  let  it 
be  recollected,  great  importance  was  at- 
tached to  them  during  the  debates  upon 
this  subject.  Upon  those  points  the  Lords 
have  receded  from  their  opinions.  Let  us 
see  whether  this  concession  does  not  show 
the  spirit  that  actuates  them;  let  us  see 
whether  it  does  not  show,  upon  their 
part,  a  dignified  resolution  to  reject  all 
menaces,  to  despise  ail  imputations  of  sor- 
did and  sinister  motives,  and,  after  collect- 
ing what  they  believed  to  be  the  prevailing 
opinion  of  the  House  of  Commons,  to 
meet  them  in  a  corresponding  spirit, 
and  make  an  advance  towards  a  con- 
ilia  tory  settlement.  The  noble  Lord 
contends  that  the  House  of  Lords  have 
rejected  the  vital  and  popular  principle*^ 
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I  inust  t&f  that  a  greater 
«xaggeraiion  of  the  exteotof  the  difference 
between  (he  two  Houtei  I  never  heard. 
What  is  the  extent  of  (he  differeDce  be- 
tweeo  the  two  Houiei  ?  The  Houie  of 
Commons  propoiei,  that  there  ihall  be 
Corporations  in  twelve  cities  and  tovini  in 
Ireland,  and  tliat  twenty-two  other  towns 
■hall,  whether  they  wish  it  or  not,  be  com- 
pelled to  adopt  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
S  Geo.  4th.  The  Lords,  on  the  other 
hand,  leave  to  every  town  in  Ireland  the 
option  of  calling  the  Act  of  9  Geo.  4th. 
into  operation.  It  was  objected,  in  debate 
here,  that  aapposing  the  inhabitants  of  a 
town  were  to  place  themselves  usder  (he 
provisioni  of  that  Act,  still  the  property  of 
the  preceding  Corporation  would  be  vested 
in  the  Commissioners  to  be  appointed. 
Thia  was  one  of  the  objections  most 
Strongly  urged  against  the  Lords'  amend- 
ments in  the  first  instance.  The  Lorda, 
however,  have  now  decided  that  in  all 
cases  in  which  the  Act  9  Geo.  4th.  may 
be  adopted,  the  corporate  properly  shaft 
be  tested  in  Commissioners  chosen  by  the 
popular  voice.  The  noble  Lord  admitted 
that  this  was  an  important  concession. 
That  admission  is  totally  inconsistent  with 
the  noble  Lord's  declaration,  that  the 
Hotisa  of  Lords  have  divested  the  Bill  of 
Its  vital  and  popular  principle.  We  may 
differ  with  respect  to  the  maintenance  of 
Corporations  in  Ireland;  but  I  cannot 
understand  how  a  measure  can  be  said  (o 
be  deprived  of  its  popular  principle  which 
allows  five-pound  householders  in  towns, 
in  that  country,  to  elect  Commissioners  for 
the  purpose  of  local  government,  which 
Commissioners  are  to  have  exclusive  con- 
trol over  the  corporate  property  of  the 
place.  Great  otijeciions  were  made  to  the 
continuance  of  certain  Corporation  oEBcers, 
who  were,  I  think,  called  butter- (asters 
and  weigh-masters.  We  heard  a  great 
deal  of  them.  Now,  have  the  Lords  shown 
any  desire  to  prolong  corrupt  interests  (as 
they  have  been  termed)— by  perpetuating 
these  appointments?  As  far  as  I  can 
collect  from  the  Lords'  amendments,  they 
have  obviated  all  objection  on  this  head. 
In  the  administration  of  justice,  too,  ob- 
jections were  urged  with  respect  to  certain 
officers :  Rnd  the  Lords  have  completely 
abroguied  the  compulsory  clauses  which 
related  to  those  officers.  These,  then,  are 
all  important  points,  which  the  Lords  have 
conceded.  I'hough  I  dissent  from  the 
propoulion  of  the  noble  l/>rd  for  the 
BBaandnttnti  baing  summarily  rejecUd,  I 


am  bound  to  say,  that  in   th*  prevent 
temper  of  the  House,  1  do  not  tee  any 
advantage  to  he  obtained  from  a  postpone- 
ment of  the  discussiou,     I  am  bound   to 
say  so;   I  do  not  think  that  any  nearer 
approach  could  be  made  towards  a  aettle- 
raent  by  protracted  conferences.     I  doubt 
whether,  if  ever  the  elemen(s  of  a  reaaon- 
able  and  sntisractory  settlement  are  to  be 
collected,  there  could  be  any  advantage  in 
looking,  for  them  now,  on  account  of  the 
influence   of  strong  feelings  which    exiat 
upon   all    sides,   and    the   excitement   of 
passions    produced    in    the  discussion    of 
these  questions.     The  noble  Lord  has  re- 
ferred to  (he  part  taken  upon  this  subject 
by  a  noble  and  learned  Friend  of  mine.   A 
great  part — much  too  great  a  part  of  his 
speech — was  occupied  by  a  reference  to 
what  has  taken   place  in  the  House  of 
Lords.    Tbe  noble  Loid  complains  of  the 
animadversiens  of  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  upon  a  speech  delivered  here  by 
(he  noble  Lord,     The  noble  Lord  ought  to 
recollect,   that   if  any   ofTence    has  been 
committed,  he  was  the  first  offender,     t 
put  it  to  the  noble  Lord,  whether,  if  a 
Peer  of  Parliament,  admitted  by  courtesy 
to  listen  to  our  debates,  had  gone  into  (he 
House  of  Peers,  and  there  declared  that 
ha  had  heard  with  his  own  ears  certain 
expressions  used  here — and  had  made  a 
charge  against   the   person   who   had  so 
used  them — whether  or  not  the  Member 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  so  charged  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  would  not  be  justified 
instead  of  involving  himself  in  a  question 
of  Order,  or   appealing  to  privileges   in 
defending  himself,  or  in  administering  rea* 
sonahle    chastisement    for    the    oifeace. 
That  is  the  course  which  would   he  pur- 
sued, I  am  sure,  by  the  noble  Lord  him- 
self.    The  noble  Lord  has  expressed  hii 
surprise  that  on  the  second  night  of  the 
debate  there  was  no  reference  lothe  speech 
delivered  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
He  seems  to  think  that  a  former  ooUesgue 
of  my  noble  Friend  ought,  on  the  second 
night  of  tbe  dettate,  to  have  offered  some 
explanation  on  the  subject.     Surely  the 
noble  Lord  is  not  under  the  impreuion 
(hat  I  shrunk  from  defending  my  nt^le 
and  learned  Friend  from  impu(ationacait 
upon  bim  }     The  noble  Lord  refers,  1  sup. 
pose,  to  the  explanations  called  for,  rrom 
me,  by  the  hon.  nod  learned  Member  far 
Tipperary.      Upon   that   occasion   I  was 
asked  this  queslion — "  Do  you  subKribe 
to  these  words?    Do  you  adopt  tiien!" 
My  answer  waiv>«  1  am  here  to  espliiii 


IMJ       Munk^l  Corporaltont       {Juke  30) 

ny  own  aentioients  and  my  own  opinions." 
1  have  frequent  opportunities  of  Btatiog 
rtat  tre  m  j  own  views  and  principles,  and 
10  one  has  a  right  to  repeat  to  tnc  words 
ised  by  another  person,  and  ask  me, 
whether  I  subscribe  lo  there.  I  did  apply 
o  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  to  ascer- 
ain  how  far  the  interpretation  put  upon 
he  words  alleged  to  have  been  used  by  him 
ras  correct ;  and  the  answer  I  received 
rns,  that  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
tiahed  to  reserve  to  himself  the  opportii- 
.!ty  of  making  an  explanation  on  the  Eiib- 
ect.  Mv  noble  Friend  has  explained  the 
rords  re^rred  to.  He  has  put  hia  own 
tonstruction  upon  them.  He  has  declared 
be  intention  with  which  they  were  used; 
Ind  that  having  been  done  by  my  noble 
|nd  learned  Friend ,  1  am  under  no  obliga- 
jon, — but  the  reverse — of  entering  into 
iny  explaustion  upon  bis  part;  and  on 
ay  own,  I  refer  to  my  own  declarations 
jvilb  respect  to  Ireland,  and  the  principles 
ipon  which  I  thinlc  she  ought  to  be 
roverned ;  and  if  at  any  future  period  you 
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finswer  must  be,  "  I  speak  my  own  senti- 

fients.  I  explain  only  my  own  language." 
F,  with  respect  to  this  Bill,  I  have  not  ex- 
plained what  my  sentiments  are — if  I 
eave  not  made  my  opinions  and  principles 
roaaifest  to  you — 1  despair  by  any  subse- 
quent explanation  of  giving  to  you  an  ex- 
position of  my  feelings.  There  is  only 
one  other  point  in  the  noble  Lord's  speech 
to  which  I  feel  it  necessary  to  refer.  The 
noble  Lord  has  thought  proper  to  declare 
that  under  a  certain  alternative  he  should 
^  despair  of  the  maintenance  of  the  British 
Constitution.  It  was  with  deep  regret 
that  I  heard  such  a  sentiment  uttered  by  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown.  At  any  rate,  I 
disclaim  any  participation  in  (he  noble 
Lord's  despair.  1  do  not  entertain  a  doubt 
that  the  British  Constitution  will  be  up- 
held. I  do  not  believe  that  there  is  any 
desire  entertained  by  the  people  of  England 
lo  part  with  the  advantages  of  a  mixed 
government  under  which  they  have  so 
longed  lived  !  You  say — yi 
refuse  to  do  justice  to  Ireland.  No  doubt 
you  must  not.  But  then  you  have 
right  to  prescribe  and  enforce  upon 
that  which,  in  your  opinion,  constitutes 
justice.  Hon.  Gentlemen  may  say,  that 
noble  Lords  shall  not  wantonly  exercis 
this  power;  hon.  Gentlemen  may  declar< 
that  they  shall  not  exercise  the  privilegi 
which  they  have  been  vested  with  by  the 
Constitution  for  theic  individual  beneflt. 
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No  doubt  they  are  not  to  do  to.  They 
are  responsible  for  the  power  they  exercise. 
They  are  not  responsible  to  constituents  as 
we  are  ;  but  they  are  responsible  to  Ood 
[Langhter].  I  say,  Sir,  solemnly — that 
the  Lords  are  responsible  to  God,  to  their 
own  consciences,  and  to  their  own  intelli- 
gent fellow-countrymen.  No  doubt,  they 
feel  and  act  upon  (hat  responsibility. 
What  does  tlie  noble  Lord  say  ?  "  That, 
judging  of  the  course  which  the  House  of 
Lords  has  hilberto  pursued,  he  does  not 
de&pair  of  an  amicable  arrangement  of  this 
question."  Can  you  hold,  that  the  House 
of  Lords  have  pertinaciously  adhered  to 
(heir  own  opinions,  without  reference  to' 
the  public  good?  I  believe  that  the 
House  of  Lords  will  continue,  as  they  have 
done,  to  give  satisfaction  in  the  exercise  of 
a  public  duty — a  duty  that  they  owe  to 
the  people.  I  believe  that  on  account  of 
the  great  functions  with  which  they  are 
industed,  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that 
the  power  they  possess  should  be  main- 
tained. I  believe  that  they  exercise  those 
powers,  not  wilb  a  view  to  the  mere  ex- 
ercise of  power,  still  less  on  account  of 
personal  privileges,  but  upon  enlarged  end 
enlightened  views  of  what  is  necessary  for 
the  public  good.  If  they  think  it  not  ne- 
cessary to  yield  to  the  first  impulse  of 
popular  passion,  I  believe  they  are  not 
only  satisfied  in  their  own  consciences  that 
they  arc  doing  what  is  right,  but  I  believe 
they  will  be  supported  by  such  a  mass  of 
public  opinion  m  this  country — by  such  a 
preponderating  mass  of  the  intelligence 
and  public  opinion  of  this  country — as 
will  long  secure  the  British  Constitution 
from  the  dangers  which  some  appear  to 
apprehend.  There  may  be  gusts  of  popu- 
lar passion  directed  against  the  House  of 
Lords;  but  I  firmly  believe  that  our  mixed 
form  of  Government  is  rooted  in  the  bearli 
and  affections  of  the  people,  and  when 
they  reflect  what  mighty  changes  in  legis- 
lation have  taken  place  in  the  last  eight 
years,  they  will  not  believe  that  the  House 
of  Lords  nave  set  themselves  np  as  perpe- 
tual barriers  against  the  reform  of  all 
abuses — as  is  most  unwarrantably  alleged. 
I  believe,  that  the  more  the  Lords  are 
threatened,  because  ihey  will  not  yield  or 
adopt  particular  opinions,  the  more  that 
bold  will  be  confirmed  which  they  justly 
have — upon  the  respect  and  the  afieciions 
o  the  people  of  this  country. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer:  I 
entreat  of  hon.  Members  to  consider  wbe> 
ther  a  much  better  reply  than  Any  I  could 
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presDme  to  offer  to  their  conndeTation,  has    journals  of  the  Lords  what  has  ocourred 


t  been  supplied  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  has  just  sat  down,  whether  it 
has  not  actually  been  fumished  bj  himself, 
and  whether  he  has  not  afiiirded  in  his 
speech  a  reTutation  to  his  own  charge 
wiinst  my  noble  Friend.  The  right  hon, 
Gentleman  began  by  regretting  that  there 
was  no  notice  of  this  proceeding,  that  there 
was  not  a  calm  and  deliberate  consideration 
of  a  diSerence  between  one  branch  of  the 
Legislature  and  the  other,  that  we  should 
have  proceeded  with  this  at  once,  and  with- 
out notice ;  and  he  declares  there  ought  to 
have  been  a  postponement.  Now,  Sir,  I 
ask,  has  this  House  been  taken  by  surprise  f 
Has  there  been  nothing  known  of  this  Bill 
in  the  House  till  now  ?  On  the  contrary, 
at  this  period  of  the  session,  this  advanced 
period,  is  it  not  clear  from  the  attendance 
here,  from  the  conversation  out  of  doors, 
that  the  course  now  adopted  was  known  to 
he  the  course  likely  to  be  pursued  upon 
the  present  occasion,  and  is  felt  to  be  the 
course  most  conustent  with  sound  policy 
and  puUic  justice  ?  And  I  must  add,  that 
it  appears  to  me,  even  according  to  the 
aiguments  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  this  course,  and  it  could  take 
no  other.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
said  in  the  course  of  his  speech,  that  he 
was  not  prepared  to  declare  that  any  be- 
nefit could  arise  from  a  postponement  of 
the  discussion ;  on  the  contrary,  that  a 
postoonement  of  the  discussion  would  be 
likefy  to  raise  feelings  which  might  here- 
after increase  the  difficulties,  and  multiply 
the  obstacles  in  the  way  of  the  adjustment 
of  this  question.  Undoubtedly,  in  stating 
this,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  quite 
correct ;  for  if  that  which  we  are  now  dc- 
batins  were  to  be  put  down  for  discussion 
this  day  se'nnigbt,  instead  of  leading  to  a 
more  permanent  settlement,  it  would  be 
more  likely  to  give  excitement  to  feelings 
rendering  that  settlement  more  difficult. 
Does,  then,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  com- 
plain that  we  have  not  delayed  the  notice 
of  this  subject  for  a  week,  when  that  delay 
would  not  aid  the  views  of  any  party  in 
this  House  f  The  right  ban.  Gentleman 
knows  it:  he  feels  that  this  is  Ibe  best 
course  that  we  could  have  pursued,  and  it 
is  one  by  which  we  are  ready  to  abide.  I 
mean  no  disrespect  to  the  House  of  Lords ; 
on  the  contrary,  I  look  to  their  amend- 
ments, and  I  find  that  they  justify  the 
whole  course  we  have  taken.  We  have 
had  notice  sufficiently  notorious  of  what 
was  done  by  the  Lords,    We  know  by  the 


know  that,  upon  a  vital  question,  they 
differed  from  us :  on  that  point  we  know 
that  they  are  not  likely  to  agree  with  us. 
We  know  the  course  they  have  adopted, 
and  we  knew  in  advance  the  course  they 
would  adopt.  At  the  commencement  of 
the  present  session  there  was  a  discusdon 
upon  the  very  point  on  which  we  differ — 
the  amendment  to  the  Address.  The  Lords 
discussed,  and  considered,  the  reasons  offered 
in  support  of  our  views,  and  the  Bill  has 
now  been  returned  to  us  from  the  Lords  on 
that  very  point.  Have  the  Lords  ever  held 
out  to  us  the  expectation  of  their  taking 
another  course?  Could  we  look  to  the 
arrangements  of  those  differences,  with  the 
views  they  maintained?  No  ;  and  in  the 
sentence  to  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
alluded,  and  to  whidi  I  attach  great  im- 
portance— in  that  sentence,  in  which  the 
Lords  speak  of  some  period  (I  hope  not  a 
very  distant  one),  in  which  those  differences 
may  be  settled — they  fairiy  tell  us  that  they 
cannot  yield  upon  that  point  to  which  we 
attach  BO  mu(A  value,  Wben  we  know 
that  they  have  long  been  decided  upon  that 
point — a  point  upon  which  a  majority  oE 
this  House  stands  pledged— it  would  ba 
childish,  worse  than  childish,  it  would  be 
mischievous,  if  we  did  not  take  a  course 
vindicate  our  principles,  and  justifiable 
reference  to  our  own  dignity.  We  have 
doing  BO  taken  a  course  the  least  likely 
to  embitter  the  differences  between  us 
and  the  other  House.  I  have  stated  the 
progress  of.  this  question,  and  I  have  stated 
the  reason  for  now  settling  it  in  this 
House,  and  the  only  reason  I  can  ima- 
gine, which  would  j  ustify  the  postponement 
would  be  to  do  that  which  we  certainly  are 
to  do,  to  recede  from  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  BiU.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  referred  to  the  niajority  of  forty- 
L  support  of -the  Address.  But  does 
there  7  That  majority  of  forty-one 
ibsequenlly  converted  into  a  majority 
of  eighty-six,  and  this,  too,  after  repeated 
discussions  on  the  Bill.  Here,  in  mainte- 
of  the  argument,  I  trust  I  may  be 
allowed  to  offer  some  reasons,  whicb  may 
support  the  hopes  of  the  people  of  Ireland ; 
and  that  they  may  with  confidence  look 
forward  to  the  future  adjustment  of  the 
question  to  which  1  refer,  let  them  look  to 
the  elements  of  which  that  m^ority  was 
composed.  How  often  has  it  happened 
that  those  who  have  asserted  that  the  Irish 
are  aliens  in  blood,  and  who  t^  so  asserting 
were  injuring  the  British  connexion,  how 
often  has  it  happened  that  l^  tlwni  Hn 
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m^orities  in  Has  Home  hsTC  been  «aa- 
lT>e<l  and  ilupUjed?  How  often  have 
&ej  attempted  to  raise  invidiouB  dininc- 
tioDR  ?  How  often  have  thej  declared  that 
the  Irish  Members  at  one  time,  and  the 
Scotch  Members  at  another,  outweighed 
the  Enelish  Members,  as  if  the^  were  not 
all  equally  Members  of  Parliament  i  How 
often  has  this  been  done  hy  them  to  raise 
distinctions  when  it  suited  the  advocacy 
of  their  own  opinions?  The  persons  who 
have  done  (his  wish  it  now  to  be  believed, 
that  such  national  distinctions  are  no  longer 
to  be  noticed.  The  answer  to  them  is, 
tliat  it  is  not  onljr  for  such  persons,  but  it 
ia  eqieciallj  for  the  people  of  Ireland,  for 
those  who  have  been  led  to  think  that  jus- 
tice could  not  be  procured  in  an  English 
Parliament,  that  I  have  to  tell  them  that 
Ihe  free  votes  of  Biidsh  Members  declared 
that  an  end  sliould  be  put  to  these  abuses ; 
and  that  the  majority  is  increased  to  that 
namber  &om  forty-one  in  consequence  of 
the  invidious  distinctions  they  sought  to 
perpetuate.  I  proceed  now.  Sir,  to  another 
branch  of  the  argument.  The  risht  hon. 
Gentleman  has  stated,  that  we  have  no 
r^ht  to  ask  him  respecting  the  sentiments 
of  his  colleagues — that  we  hare  no  right 
to  suppose  that  the  opinions  that  have 
fallen  from  another  are  his — that  he  b  only 
responsible  for  his  own  opinions.  Let  me 
then  entreat  the  House  not  to  lake  the 
version  of  my  noble  Friend's  opinions  from 
the  commentary  which  the  right  hon.  Gen. 
tieman  has  passed  upon  them.  Attend  to 
my  noble  Friend's  speech  and  not  to  the 
commentary.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
char^,  not  an  individual  merely,  but  a 
Minuter  of  the  Crown,  with  a  breach  of 
his  duty,  for  declaring,  that  danger  menaced 
the  British  Constitution.  That  was  not 
my  noble  Friend's  observation,  nor  his 
argument  What  did  he  state?  That, 
upon  a  review  of  the  facts,  he  saw  no  such 
danger  to  exist.  Why  did  he  state  that  ? 
Because  he  is  confident,  and  the  confidence 
he  expressed  is  my  own  confidence,  my  own 
hopes,  that  the  Irish  will  yet  receive  jus- 
tice.  I  cannot,  Sir,  look  to  the  past,  with- 
out being  confident  of  the  future.  It  is 
not  the  first  time  that  good  measures  have 
been  intercepted  in  theii  advance  to  the 
Crown  by  the  unworthy  delays,  or  unne< 
ceasary  jralousy,  of  a  party.     In  the  lan- 
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gaam  of  the  risht  hon.  Gentleman,  pow- 
erfully as  it  has  oeen  used  upon  this  occa- 
sion, and  in  the  general  sentiments  ex- 
pressed by  him,  I  agree.  But  suppose  that 
laiwuBge  had  been  used  with  respect  to  a 
VOC.  XXXIV.  {££} 


vote  of  the  Lords  in  18S9,  when  he  wk 
the  able  and  successful  advocate  of  tl-. 
Roman  Catholic]  question ;  suppose  ih-.i 
he  had  experienced  his  hopes  uiecked  I. 
a  majority  against  Mm  upon  that  queatioi. 
as  there  had  been  in  former  years,  if  laiu 
an  appeal  were  made,  would  he  still  belie-, . 
they  would  continue  of  an  adverse  opinion 
Now,  such  general  declara^ns  could  n.: 
have  defeated  him,  because  he  might  ha\  i 
relied  then,  as  I  do  now,  that  in  a  ju? 
course,  if  the  House  of  Commons  stam' 
upon  that  alone,  and  if  they  are  supportci 
by  public  opinion,  if  they  stand  upou  i 
measure  of  honest  reform,  though  defeatc; 
for  the  time,  still  there  is  a  certainty  tha 
such  a  measure  will  pass  into  law.  It  i 
therefore  my  confidence  from  what  I  Vnow 
from  that  which  has  past,  that  I  think  theri 
ezists  no  daneer  to  the  British  Constitu- 
tion. I  feel  tnat  there  is  no  danger  to  bi 
apprehended  for  the  British  Conslitution 
but,  as  was  rightly  said  of  the  Catholii 
question,  there  is  danger  in  the  post- 
ponement of  the  reform  demanded.  Upon 
the  reform  question,  I  might  appeal  to  tbi- 
right  hon.  Gentleman  hinuelf  for  his  know. 
I^ge  of  this  fact.  There  were  then  ap- 
neas like  those  we  have  heard  to-nighl. 
We  were  then  told,  as  we  have  been  toll 
in  this  debate,  in  answer  to  such  appeal? 
that  power  and  dignity  cannot  and  oughi 
not  to  arrest  the  progress  of  liberal  legisla- 
tion. [Sir  Robert  Peel:  Who  is  to  ieddv 
what  liberal  legislation  is  T]  Perhaps  we  aci,' 
not  the  right  judges  of  it.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  excepts  to  our  judgment  on  thi-j 
point,  we  question  his  ;  but  it  so  happens 
that  on  all  great  questions  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  against  us,  and  ha^ 
been  wrong.  Upon  the  Test  and  Corpo- 
ration Acts  be  was  against  us ;  upon  the 
Roman  Catholic  question  the  right  hon 
Gentleman  was  against  us ;  upon  the  Re 
form  Question  he  waa  against  us;  upoi 
Municipal  Reform  he  waa  in  many  of  it 
leading  principles  against  us.  Undoubt 
ediy  he  felt  that  he  was  thoroughly  right  - 
but  the  difference  is,  that  in  the  long  ruii 
we  succeeded,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not.  The  experience  of  the  past 
ii  with  us ;  but  the  weight  of  authority  1 
am  willing  to  concede  is  entirely  with  him. 
We  have  even  dragged  him  with  ua,  anc 
we  have  had  his  rductant  support.  Of 
the  many  converts  we  have  made,  thr 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  is  one,  anc' 
when  we  have  been  able  to  convert  bin 
more  than  once,  let  ns  not  despair  that  w< 
shall  be  able  to  conreit  bin  again.  Tbt 
2N 
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«nry  auaraaoe  that  in  ttdfaerin^  to  the 
neuurc  with  the  same  temper  and  firm- 
Bess  u  w«  did  to*  the  Eoglisli  Bill  last 
year,  public  opinion  irill  accompiDy  aod 
support  us,  and  tbat  sooner  or  Inter  ve 
•bau  succeed.  I  say,  and  truat  vie  shall 
do  10,  soon  ;  for  this  measure  carried  nest 
year,  will  not  bring  with  it  all  the  beneiits 
that  it  Tould  carry)  if  conceded  this.  Let 
US  bo  vise  in  time.  I  remember  when 
Mr.  Canning  argued  the  question  of  the 
independence  of  the  Spanish  colonies,  that 
gentleman,  being  reproved  for  not  having 
adopted  a  particular  course  at  a  particular 
time,  said  "  Time  is  everything;"  and  I 
■ay,  too,  with  respect  to  conccBBiona  made 
by  the  Legislature  to  the  people,  if  we 
would  have  them  looked  upon  as  acts  of 
grace  and  favour,  time  is  everything;  the 
manner  in  which  a  concession  is  made 
causes  it  to  be  either  more  or  less  grate- 
fully received.  I  have  no  more  fear  than 
my  noble  Friend  has,  of  danger  to  the 
CooBtitutioQ.  I  Bhall  visit  my  friends  in 
the  great  towns  in  Ireland,  ana  tell  them 
not  to  despair,  hut  to  hope,  and  to  trust 
that  the  same  Legislature  who  repealed  all 
Catholic  disabilities,  will  also  put  an  end 
to  B  system  which  do  man  living  under  it 
can  support, 

Mr.  O'CotmeU:  Sir,  I  have  no  apology 
to  offer,  and  I  believe  the  House  will  ad- 
mit that  I  stand  in  need  of  do  apology  for 
presenting  myself  to  ita  notice  on  this 
subject.  I  confess  that  my  first  impres- 
sions of  what  has  taken  place  this  evening 
were  of  a  nature  that  I  would  rather  have 
suppressed  them  than  given  them  utteiw 
BDce.  I  do  not  think  that  it  ever  fell  to 
my  lot  to  hear  a  more  unstatesmanlilce 
■paech  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  than 
that  which  he  has  just  uttered.  That 
upon  an  important  question  like  this  the 
r^[ht  hon.  Baronet  shonld  stand  up  to  ad- 
vocate delay,  under  the  mere  formal  pre- 
tence of  having  the  Lords'  reasons  and 
amendments  printed,  was  in  itself  quite 
aalonisbingr,  and  showed  the  weakness  of 
his  position  and  of  his  arguments.  But 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  immediately  an- 
swered himself  on  this  very  point,  by  de- 
tailing the  unhappy  consequences  which 
wonia  resalt  from  prolonging  this  discus- 
sion. He  answered  himself  admirably, 
and  his  prudence  in  avoiding  to  press  for 
another  division  upon  this  question  was 
equally  to  be  admired.  The  rigiit  hoe. 
mronet  recollected  that  the  former  divi- 
■ion  of  forty-one  bud  lately  swollen  into' 
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eighty-sii,  and  he  feared  that  on  another 
division  the  majority  would  egaiti  be 
doubled.  But  whilst  I  admire  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  prudence  in  this  matter,  I 
do  not  think  be  has  shown  himself  equally 
prndent  in  standing  forward,  as  he  boa 
done  to  advise  the  House  of  Lords  to  pei^ 
severe  in  the  course  they  have  taken  «p. 
If  the  people  of  England  were  to  rally 
round  the  House  of  Lords  and  the  Crown 
in  this  matter,  as  he  says  they  would, 
what  chance  of  justice  would  remain  to 
Ireland,  but  in  a  repeal  of  the  Union  be- 
tween the  two  countries  ?  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  adopts  the  House  of  Lords,  he 
becomes  a  participator  in  all  theii  out- 
rages against  Ireland,  and  when  at  last 
the  seven  millions  of  people  who  are 
wronged  in  these  Acts  are  driven  to  rank 
themselves  in  open  hostility  against  ibeir 
Lordships,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  flatten 
himself  that  he  may  calmly  take  up  hia 
position  and  direct  the  atorm.  I  know  all 
this  may  be  aneeied  at,  but  wa  am  in  a 
temper  to  bear  it,  Scotluid  obtained  her 
measure  of  Municipal  Reform  two  or 
three  years  ago  t  England  bar's  last  year ; 
and  this  year  Ireland  might  have  had  her*! 
at  the  time  this  Bill  went  up  to  the  House 
of  Lords.  It  has  been  admitted  on  all 
hands  that  the  Corporations  of  Ireland 
have  become  groasly  corrupt ;  that  they 
have  been  perverted,  even  in  the  admi- 
nistration of  justice,  to  party  purposes  and 
unblushing  partiality.  All  this  has  been 
admitted ;  even  the  hon.  and  learned  R^ 
corder  for  Dublin  could  tiot  deny  it ;  and 
yet  all  this  ia  to  remain  for  another  year 
at  leaat.  I  appeal  to  the  people  of  Eng- 
land whether  it  is  just  that  tninga  which 
no  man  bos  had  the  audacity  to  defend 
should  be  continued  in  Ireland  for  two 
years  aflei  simitar  abuses.faave  been  swept 
away  from  England  ?  I  know  it  may  be 
said  that  there  was  not  time  last  year  to 
pass  this  Bill  for  Ireland.  But  took  at 
the  fate  of  the  Bill  sent  up  to  the  Lords 
this  year.  What  have  they  dono  with  iti 
They  have  cut  out  all  the  essential  prin- 
ciples of  it,  and  they  retnni  it  to  us  a 
measure  for  destroying  all  that  at  present 
exists,  without  substituting  any  thing  in 
its  place.  I  tell  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  will  not  be 
content  with  the  9th  Oeo^  4th ;  and 
there  ia  another  thing,  namely,  the  ap- 
pointmeirt  of  sheriffs,  which  they  will 
never  consent  to  giver  np.  1  do  not  tseait 
the  absolute  appointment,  bat  the  choice 
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«f  three,  out  of  which  one  i«  to  be  choun, 
and  with  power  to  reject ;  this  is  a  right 
which  the  people  of  Irelood  do  and  will 
demand.  Look  at  the  position  the  case 
is  brought  to,  and  it  is  you,  the  Opposi- 
tion, who  have  done  all  this.  It  is  jon 
who  have  done  this  injury  to  Ireland, 
declanog  that  she  shall  not  have  what 
England  and  Scotland  are  permitted  to 
enjoy.  It  is  you  who  hare  adopted  the 
man  who  said  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  aliens  in  blood, t  aliens  in  religion, 
and  aliens  in  country  to  the  people  of 
England.  It  is  you  who  have  injured 
the  people  of  Ireland,  and  then  insulted 
them.  And  then  you  talk  about  avoiding 
agitation.  You  may  have  got  rid  of  the 
normal  schools  of  agitaiion,  but  wait  till 
you  see  what  finished  agitation  you  will 
soon  have  about  you.  For  from  the  hour 
in  which  1  stand  here  till  I  see  corporate 
reform  in  Ireland,  I  promise  you  you  shall 
have  plenty  of  agitaiion.  With  the  ex- 
.ceptioD  of  a.  very  small  faction,  whom  I 
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a  Irishman  who  will  not  take  offence 
at  the  condition  to  which  you  have  at- 
tempted to  reduce  them,  and  I  should 
despise  the  man  who  did  not  feel  the 
force  of  the  insult.  That  you  injure  us 
no  man  can  be  surprised,  but  that  you 
should  insult  us  also,  and  with  impunity, 
u  not  to  be  credited.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  need  not  take  the  trouble  of 
going  through  the  towns  of  Ireland ;  the 
towns  of  Ireland  will  meet  in  the  open 
day — there  will  be  no  secrecy  in  the  mat- 
ter— and  organise  their  system  for  the 
peaceful  agitation  of  their  rights  and  cha- 
racter. We  will  do  BO,  and  you  ought  to 
despise  ns  if  we  did  not.  As  to  these 
reasons,  as  they  are  called,  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  cant  and  hypocrisy  could  not  be 
carried  further.'  I  actually  blushed  for 
Ireland  when  I  heard  a  noble  Duke  read 
them  in  the  other  House.  Oh  !  what  a 
state  of  misery  and  degradation  are  we 
reduced  to,  that  you  cannot  meditate  an 
act  of  injury  against  Ireland  but  you  can 
find  one  who  was  born  within  her  shores 
to  assist  in  perpetrating  it.  What  hope 
has  Ireland  now?  The  pledge  of  the 
House  of  Lords  I  Why,  the  Peers  have 
violated  their  pledge  a  thousand  times. 
All  disguise  has  now  been  thrown  off  by 
them — all  the  disputes  about  petty  details 
have  been  thrown  overboard  ;  they  have 
cqme  to  the  principle,  and  the  principle 


tbey  reject  also.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
halloos  on  the  Hottie  of  Lords  to  persist 
rejecting  this  principle,  and  then  he 
tells  US  that  their  Lordships  represent  the 
people  of  England  ;  and,  moreover,  he 
finds  out  that  they  have  a  reiponsibiUty^ 
also.  Bui  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a 
plagiarist.  A  responsibility  1  so,  (oo,  has 
Mehemet  Ali,  who  told  his  people,  "  Yon 
are  all  represented  in  me;  and  as  to  re- 
sponsibility, Mahomet  be  praised,  I  am 
responsible  to  God  !"  This  is  the  tyrant's 
responsibility.  If  1  were  disposed  to  be 
profane,  I  should  like  to  know  how  we 
are  to  bring  that  responsibility  lo  bear — 
how  to  make  it  avail  in  human  afiaira? 
If  their  Lordships  are  quietly  resigned  lo 
endure  the  punishments  of  the  next  world, 
for  having  done  all  the  mischief  they  can 
in  this,  hurrah !  for  their  Lordships' 
responsibility  to  God — hurrah  !  for  the 
high  priest  and  the  prophet  of  Mecca  I 
After  all,  perhaps,  you  are  right.  It  is 
almost  impossible  to  speak  of  the  subject 
without  approaching  the  profane;  but  it  is 
him  you  should  blame,  and  not  me ; 
blame  him  who  treated  us,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, to  this  mighty  theological  dis- 
course on  the  responsibility  of  the  House 
of  Lords.  But,  can  there  be  anything 
more  pitiful  than  auch  an  argument  ?  The 
House  of  Lords  are  indeed  re^nsible — 


responsible  to  the    people — and 
"  for  their  act 


they  must  account  t 
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the  true  motives  of  their  conduct.  ThH 
shall  not  hide  it  under  the  cloak  of  a  diN 
Terence  -in  religion.  If  that  be  their 
reason,  let  them  speak  it  openly:  let 
them  declare  that  we  are  irrelipont 
aliens,  and  mentally  inferior  to  this 
country  ;  but  they  shall  prove  botb 
of  these  assertions  if  they  makn  tbem. 
The  right  hou.  Baronet  thien  went  on  to 
talk  about  the  British  constitution.  What 
is  a  constitution  f  It  should  be  mere  than 
words— it  should  show  itself  in  matter,  and 
for  the  good  of  the  people.  I  have  said 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  speech  was  a 
most  unstatesmanlike  one ;  and  why  is  it 
so  but  because  it  does  not  contain  a  kuj^ 
statesmanlike  reference  to  the  actual  posi- 
tion of  a^irs,  and  the  feelings  of  the  people 
upon  this  great  question  i  The  Lords  did 
not  dare  tomutilate  the  English  Corpoiatioii 
Reform  Bill  to  so  outrageous  an  eictent,  and 
for  this  very  rimple  reason — they  saw  the 
organised  and  menacing  determination  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  and  they  were  afrud  to 
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meet  it.  ButtheLordidoTiotfeartliepeopIe 
of  Iielantt,  Etnd  therefore  the;  refuse  to  do 
them  justice.  That  is  the  red  reason  of 
their  conduct.  Every  one  knows  that  it  is 
almost  impowihle  to  suppose  that  a  Bill  of 
ntili^  to  Ireland  can  ever  be  passed  into 
law.  If  joa  talk  of  bringing  in  such  a 
DKMure,  the  answer  imroedisdxl  j  is,  "  What 
ponihle  chance  have  yon  of  pasnng  it 
through  the  Lords  i"  But  is  there  r^y 
any  one  so  insane  as  to  suppose  that  this 
can  last  for  ever?  Having  succeeded  by 
dint  of  peaceable  ablation  in  obtaining  one 
portion  of  Catholic  emancipadon  from 
your  hands  I — yes,  a  portion,  for,  after  all, 
that  Act  was  but  a  part  of  the  justice  we 
looked  for — having  forced  that  part  from 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  from  the  noble 
Dake,  who  in  IS28  talked  about  conquer- 
ing Ireland  with  the  sword,  and  in  1839 
found  it  more  agreeable  to  put  it  in  the 
scabbard — I  tell  you  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  defy  your  menaces  for  the  future. 
Neither  the  noble  Duke  nor  your  minority 
shall  erer  be  permitted  to  trample  upon 
Ireland  with  impuni^.  Itt  the  name  of 
theliish  people  I  me  you  this  defiance. 
Do  not  think  that  I  mode  you  when  I  talk 
■o  to  you.  I  tell  you  that  if  you  refuse  to 
do  justice  to  us,  we  are  able  to  do  justice  to 
ourselves.  I  have  given  up  the  agitation 
of  the  question  of  the  repeal  of  the  Union, 
and  now  see  what  an  argument  yon  liBve 
given  me  in  support  of  it.  See  the  large 
majority  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  the 
minority  in  the  House  of  Commons,  both 
denying  justice  to  Ireland,  and  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  party  absolutely 
identifying  himself  with  the  majority 
in  the  Lords — that  leader  himself  having 
made  a  brief  and  vain  attempt  at  Govern- 
nent  last  year,  with  the  No  Popery  dag 
floating  over  his  head.  I  know  there  are 
men  who,  because  they  see  a  person  obey 
the  mandate  of  what  he  fancies  to  be  a  supe- 
rior authority,  charge  him  with  the  want 
of  personal,  though  I  defy  them  to  deny 
him  moral  courage.  Let  them  try  this  ex- 
periment a  little  longer,  and  I  tell  them, 
that  there  is  not  one  man  in  Ireland,  with 
the  gmall  exception  I  have  somewhere  else 
alluded  to,  who  would  not  die  ten  thousand 
deaths  rather  than  submit  to  the  insult 
which  is  now  attempted  to  be  put  upon 
them.  I  know  the  present  Government 
are  disposed  to  do  all  they  possibly  can  in 
order  to  obtain  justice  for  tbe  people  of 
Ireland.  Let  my  support  of  them  be  mis- 
represented as  it  may,  I  shall  support  them, 
liecBuge  I  ktiow  there  it  no  s^tenutive  be- 


tween a  system  of  uncDrnpromioing  de&- 
potism  in  Ireland,  and  the  maintenance  in 
power  of  the  present  Ministry.  I  repeat, 
that  there  is  not  a  man  in  Ireland  who  can 
read,  and  we  ore  more  fortunate  in  thif 
respect  than  you  are,  but  will  read  the 
account  of  these  proceedings,  and  instantly 
demand  of  the  Parliament  to  wipe  away 
the  insult  which  it  has  put  upon  him.  The 
moral  courage  of  a  whue  people  will  unite, 
and  peaceatuy,  quietly,  but  irresistibly  de- 
mand one  of  these  two  things — tiie  repeal 
of  the  Union,  or  justice  to  Ireland  from  the 
British  Parliament.  For  my  own  part,  I 
shall  continue  the  experiment  I  have  entered 
upon,  of  obtaining  justice  for  Ireland  with- 
out  a  repeal.  I  shall  persevere  in  that  ex^ 
periment  as  long  as  it  leema  to  be  compa^ble 
with  justice  to  my  country,  and  no  man 
would  pardon  me  if  I  were  to  go  further. 
This  is  my  determination.  In  the  mean- 
time you  have  heaped  insult  upon  injury, 
the  iron  has  entered  into  our  very  souls ; 
but  you  will  find  that  we  are  not  unrest- 
ing victims,  end  that  you  can  not  continue 
this  career  with  impunity. 

Mr.  Milnet  Gatkell  said,  that  the  bon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  aat 
down  hod  commenced  the  speech  which  he 
had  addressed  to  tbe  House  by  telling 
them  that  be  awed  no  apology  for  so  doing. 
After  that  speech  of  the  learned  Gentle- 
man no  English  Member  owed  an  apd<^ 
to  the  House  for  following  his  example : 
after  that  speech,  no  declaration  of  attach- 
ment to  the  Constitutiou — no  disclaimu- 
of  participation  in  doctrines  now  openly 
avowed,  and  tending  to  subvert  it,  could 
be  looked  upon  as  uncalled  for.  He  was 
prepared  for  strong  and  excitinz  language 
on  tbe  part  of  the  learned  Gentleman,  but 
he  owned  that  be  was  not  prepared  (or  any 
declaration  of  intention,  so  plain  and  un- 
disguised as  this.— he  knew  that  It  had 
served  the  purposes  of  certain  persons  out 
of  that  House  to  calumniate  and  decry  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  but  he  owned 
he  liod  not  expected  that  they  would  have 
been  gravely  told  by  Gentlemen  utting 
there,  that  an  act  of  uaurpatiou  waa  to  be 
committed  on  the  composition  or  on  tbe 
functions  of  tbe  House  of  Peers.  He  be- 
lieved, that  those  who  were  parties  to  this 
project  were  labouring  under  the  strange^ 
misapprehension — be  believed  the  great 
body  of  the  people  of  this  country  were,  to 
say  tbe  least  of  it,  aa  anxious  to  preserve 
unimpaired,  the  independence  and  the  pri- 
vileges of  the  House  of  Peers,  a«  they  wen 
to  euBure  to  that  House  tlie  AiU  u-d  nn^ 
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bed  M  pomr  to  legmlice  u  w«U  u  to  etUb- 
liih  (b»  aactodancy  of  the  Romui  Catliotica 
in  Ireluid, — he  hc^ied  they  would  not  seek 
to  charge  upon  them  (the  OpptMitioa)  the 
renioDiibility  of  their  own  refuul.  If  they 
did  this,  the  people  of  EDglaod  would  un- 
derat&nd— what  the  people  of  Warwickshire 
nlreMly  undergtood — that  when  the  Gen- 
tleaien  opposite  talked  about  the  redresa  <^ 
grievancee,  what  they  loeaot  was  the  con- 
tinuance mF  agitation.  But  this  vaa  not 
the  real  grouod  of  cavil  and  of  objection 
against  theotber  House  of  Parliament.  It 
waa  not  beotuse  they  had  refused  to  do 
juidce  to  Ireland — it  waa  because  they  had 
reiuted  to  rest  additional  [lower  in  the 
hands  of  the  learned  Gentleman,  to  be 
wielded  for  the  learned  Gentleman's  pu 
posea — it  waa  because  they  had  refuieid 
Itand  over  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  to 
the  abeohits  dominion  of  men,  who  were 
honestly  and  conscieDtiously  opposed  to  the 
integrity  and  stability  of  the  empire — that 
they  were  branded  aa  miscreants  and  liars 
at  the  meanest,  the  dirtiest,  and  the  moat 
Beditioua  meetings  that  were  over  held  in 
England.  He  knew  not  what  course  his 
H^Mty's  Ministers  would  hereafter  take 
upon  this  aueetioo— whether  they  would 
take  that  ot  rigidly  insiating  on  what  they 
called  the  prindple  of  the  Bill,  or  meet 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  in  a  fairar 
and  more  temperate  spirit  than  that  which 
had  charactented  the  apeech  of  the  noble 
Xxtrd  (Lcffd  John  Russell).  The  pef^e  of 
England  would  watcb  their  conduct,  and 
would  not  fail  to  recollect  that  when  the 
noble  Lwd,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  announced  the  intention  of 
his  Majesty's  GoremuMnt  to  oiqmse  the 
motion  of  the  learned  Gentleman  with  re. 
brence  to  organic  change,  he  coupled  that 
aasunuee  with  an  intimation  which  was 
much  mot«  palatable  to  hit  friends  about 
bim,  Tis.,  that  he  should  also  hare  oppoeed 
the  notion  of  hia  (Mr.  Gaikell's)  bon.  and 
laamed  Friend,  the  Member  for  Sandwich, 
(Mr.  GroTB  Prioe.)  A  few  months  would 
■arve  to  ^ow  whether  the  Kings  Ministers 
wen  indeed  the  united  party  which  they 
prafasMd  to  represent  tbemselres,  but 
which  the  s|>eech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  indicated  that  they  were  not 
likely  to  remain.  A  few  months  would 
sem  to  ^ow  whether  they  were  sincerely 
bent  upon  "  carrying  out,"  as  it  waa  called, 
tbair  raforming  principlcf — whether  they 
had  taken  office  that  they  might  uproot 
the  Pnteatant  institutioDa  of  Ireland— 
MtaUiab  Komvi  Catbdk  Coiporatiaiw  in 


that  country— and  orerbear  the  conatito. 
tional  authority  of  an  independent  branch 
of  the  Legislature,  or  whetherlhey  Intended 
to  adopt  a  course  much  less  dangerous  to 
the  couotry,  but  at  the  same  time  less 
creditable  to  them,  that  of  shrinking  from 
the  legitimate  consequences  of  their  own 
violent  conduct,  and  calling  upon  thdr 
political  opponents  to  protect  them  against 
their  friends. 

Mr.  Eodtueh :  I  confess,  Sir,  I  am  not 
surprised  at  the  course  which  the  Lorda 
have  taken  upon  this  Bill.  To  me  it  bik 
peais  the  natural  consequence  of  tne 
present  slate  of  thin^  I  alt  along  es- 
pected  that  the  Lords  would  throw  out 
this  Bill,  because  they  have  opposed  them> 
selves  to  each  successive  measure  of  refom 
as  it  has  passed  this  House  during  a  long 
period  ;  and,  reasoning  from  the  experiencn 
of  the  past,  and  from  the  nature  of  tha 
body  itsalf,  I  all  along  expected  that  tht 
Lotda  would  follow  their  natural  dispooi> 
tion,  and  throw  out  this  Bill ;  and  I  laj, 
that  the  House  of  Lords,  in  throwing  out 
this  Bill,  have  not  acted  against  their  own 
interests :  I  believe  they  have  acted  wisely, 
as  a  body  of  men,  not  interested  in  the 
good  government  either  of  England  or  of 
Ireland,  but  as  a  body  whose  interest  it  is, 
to  gain  the  largest  possible  plunder  whicb 
they  can  from  Uie  people  of  this  country. 
["OA,  OA."]  If  we  erect  a  body  of  men 
"  respoQiibie,"  forsooth,  "  to  God  alone," 
we  shall  find,  that  unfortunately  they  will 
follow  tbeit  earthly  interests,  that  their 
heavenly  interests  will  ha  forgotten  in 
their  earthly,  that  they  will  cling  to  the 
things  of  this  world,  [■'  Oh,  Oh"\  «nd  that, 
in  snort,  that  "  heavenly  responsibility" 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
for  Tamworlfa,  talked  of,  will  be  no  ra* 
sponsibility  at  all.  They  will  be,  in  con^ 
formity  with  their  own  interests,  aa  tha* 
ever  have  been,  the  stedfast,  and  I  wiU 
say,  the  conrageoua  opponenla  of  all  n< 
form.  Reforms  are  opposed  to  ihaJr  ia> 
terests,  therefore,  they  must  ever  oppOM 
reforms.  1  don't  blame  the  Lords,  1  nan 
no  epithets  of  vituperation  to  bestow 
upon  them;  they  acted  rightlyin  throwing 
out  this  Bill,  they  were  labouring  la  tbaii 
vocation,  they  did  as  they  ought  to  do,  in 
following  their  vocation.  Whose  is  tb« 
fault?  It  is  not  the  fault  of  the  Lord*. 
The  fault.  Sir,  is  in  Urn  institntian}  and 
I  expect,  that,  by  a  aeries  of  these  precnsu 
experiences,  the  people  of  England  will  at 
last  coow  to  n  ngbt  ai^incutioa  of  thil 
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iutitntion.    Of  the  men,  I  have  no  com- 
ptaint  to  make.    I  care  not  whether  there 


be  wme  there  who  began  life  as  wild  and 
rarions  democrats,  and  nbo  are  now  acting 
tn   the  ranks  of  so  called  conservatiim. 
If  you  placemen  in  such  a  position,  the 
labour  which  mankind  must  undergo  .to 
effect  improrementa  vill  be  long  and  tedi- 
OQi.     1  have  waited  long  for  that  growiag 
hatred  to  the  Lords  which  mutt  arise  from 
a  repetition  of  these  injurious  experiences. 
Iftt  be  any  satisfaclioQ  to  their  Lordihips, 
I  am  frank  to  confess  my  belief  that  if  the 
people  of  England  were  polled  to-monow, 
the  majority  would  be  in  their  favour  ;  but 
I  alto  believe,  that  so  rapid  a  change  in  the 
feelings  of  a  peojrfe,  lespecting  any  of  their 
institutions,  never    took   place,  as  that 
which  has  taken  place  with  respect  to  the 
House  of  Lords  in  this  country,  within  the 
last  five  yean.     I  believe  that  from  the 
conduct  of  that  body,  shown  lately  more 
clearly   by  various  circumstances;    expe- 
rience has  been  rapidly    gained    by   the 
people    of    England,   which   has  already 
taught  the  more   sagacious  of  them   of 
what  use  the  Lords  are  ;  and  that  the  rest  of 
the  community  will  soon  learn  a  similar 
lesson.     Time  wiU  thus  effect  that  revolu- 
tion which  is  necessary  for  the  good  go- 
vernment of  England,  the  total  extirpation 
of  the  irresponiibility  of  the  Lords.    Until 
that  period  we  shall  always  be  subjected 
to  these  checks  in  the  busmess  of  Parlia- 
ment.    Last  year,  as  a  humble  prophet, 
I  said  in  this  House,  that  I  shoum  be  in 
the  same  place  next  year,  saying  the  same 
things  regarding  the  House  of  Lords,  for 
haviog  rejected  what  was  desired  by  the 
people  of  this  country.  And  the  event  has 
completely  fulhiled  my  prophecy ;  here  we 
are,  despoiled  of  all  that  ne  bad,  after  long 
and  serious  debate,  effected  for  the  good 
of  the  people,  by  an  irretponsible  branch 
of  the  legislature,  whose  mtereat  is,  and 
ever  will  be,  to  keep  hack  improvement, 
in  this  country.    Tell  me  not  it  is  for  their 
interest  to  exercise  their  power  for  the 
good  of  the  people — such  has  never  been 
the  interest  of  an  iirespoasihle  body.     I 
care  not  that  you  may  find  in  that  body 
(is  nndoabtcdiy  you  may)  men  of  extraor- 
dinary character,  standing  up  above  their 
fellows  as  bright  and  brilliant  phenomena, 
who  may  use  their  efforts  to  maintain  good 
government.      The     usual,    the    general 
course  that  such  a  body  will  pursue,  is,  to 
provide  for   its  personal  interest  by  pe- 
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done,  universally  done,  from  the  tins  ai 
which  history  gives  us  the  firat  aeconnt  «t 
their  proceedings,  to  the  pretent  boor. 
{Loud  crita  of"  Ordvr,"  '•  Ciair"] 

l^e  j^MoJter  called  the  hon.  and  teamed 
Member  lo  order. 

Mr.  Roebuci :  I  am  glad,  Sir,  yea  bate 
called  my  attention  to  the  ctders  of  the 
Hoase ;  it  is  not  my  intention  to  fflj 
lanvoage  to  others  which  I  wooM  not 
wiab  to  have  applied  to  myself.  I  have 
no  wiiih.  Sir,  to  speak  of  iDdividnalt.  I 
am  speaking  of  the  system  which  ufr- 
fortunatelr  does  exist;  and  in  disno. 
terising  the  conduct  of  the  Lords  in  past 
periods  some  allusions  maj  possibly  apply 
"  'heir present  conduct;  but  I  am  speak- 
of  the  House  of  Lords  histoTtcally ;  I 


to  their 
ing 


am  not  I  think  out  of  ordex  in  diat. 
am  not  speaking  of  the  Home  of  Lords  m 
at  present  existing,  but  of  that  House  aa  a 
body.  And,  Sir,  of  that  body  I  am  piB- 
pared  to  say,  (not  believing  that  in  thia 
they  are  peculiar,  but  that  any  body  of 
men  placed  in  the  same  position  wouldact 
in  the  same  way,  of  that  body  I  am  pre- 
pared to  Bay,  that  they  have  ever  fbliowed 
out  their  own  private  personal  interwt, 
that  they  have  always  endeavoared  to 
secure  for  themselves  power  over  the 
people  because  It  was  their  intereet.  In 
the  stoppage  of  this  Bill,  there  is  only  one 
thought  that  grieves  me.  And  that  ia 
lest  the  real  Hiends  of  the  Irish  people 
should  be  unable  to,  curb  that  already  too 
long  oppressed  nation;  to  prevent  any 
violent  ontbreak  upon  their  part — to  ke«p 
them  from  demanding  that  which  I  b^ 
lieve  would  be  but  a  fruitful  mirrBC  oi 
misfortune  to  them,  the  Repeal  of  the 
Union.  At  the  same  time,  I  am  ready  to 
acknowledge  to  my  hon.  and  leaned 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Kilkenny,  tbat  if 
fae  cannot  get  justice  for  Ireland  ifrmn 
England,  she  would  have  a  r^t  to  tfT 
whether  she  can  obtain  it  for  bervelf.  I 
should  look  upon  the  Bepeal  of  the  Union, 
however,  as  the  greatest  evil  that  ever 
befel  this  commonity,  or  the  pet^e  o( 
Ireland  themeelree.  To  me  it  Joes  aeera 
that  two  natione,  united  as  I  believe  them 
to  be  in  feeling,  united  in  language,  united 
almost  by  blood — two  nationa  bo  doself 
connected,  and  so  near  to  each  other,  are 
best  placed,  for  their  own  intenata  imder 
Government  But  if  it  so  happens 
that  the  larger  portion  of  this  empire  shall 
withhold  goad  government  from  the 
smaller  pcalion,  the  latter  may  acquire  a 


cnUtioo.  And  tbit  ia  what  the  Lords  have  |  right  to  riadicttte  to  bendf  that  good 
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gorcmiDeDt  wliicli  she  is  thus  denied  at 
ftny  riak,  «t  tlie  risk  eren  of  separatioti. 
And  the  only  alarm  that  I  feel  is,  that  the 
people  of  Inland,  stung  as  they  have  been 
by  insult  and  injury,  may  make  the  deter- 
mination no  longer  to  feel  Jaith  in  this 
House,  in  the  GoTeroment,  ca  in  the 
English  people.  But  I  do  hope  that, 
despite  all  their  iniuries  and  insults,  they 
may  be  enabled  to  listen  to  the  calm  voice 
of  resson,— to  the  vbioe  of  tbeir  best 
friends, — of  those  vho  have  adhered  to 
their  cause  through  long  year«  of  peril 
and  Buffering.  I  nope  that  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  the  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
mar  hare  that  influence  over  them  which 
lie  BOS  BO  long  exercised,  to  restrain  their 
indignation.  For  I  beliere  that  so  in- 
censed Hie  the  great  mass  of  the  Irish 
people  at  the  iqjuries  and  insults  which 
they  bare  endured,  that  they  vonld  by 
one  word  irom  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
be  raised  into  open  insurrection,  and  I  be- 
lieve diat  to  my  hon,  and  learned  Friend 
we  shall  owe  the  tranquillity  of  Ireland. 
But  I  must  say  this,  that  when  I  hear 
persons  talk  of  language  used  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  mr  humble  opinion 
is,  that  though  some  indmduals  may  have 
chosen  to  express  themselres  rather  too 
freely,  perhaps  to  gratify  their  own  par- 
ticular feelings,  and  though  it  might  hare 
been  hoped  that  they  would  have  goreroed 
their fieelings,  and  controlled  their  language, 
yet  that  those  expresuons  were  the  result 
merely  of  that  excitement,  which  ve 
know  sometimes  engendered  in  debates  on 
this  subject.  I  should  have  expected, 
however,  that  these  expressions  would  not 
haria  been  maintained,  that  some  friend  of 
the  party  might  bare  been  deputed  to  dts. 
claim  any  intention  of  insulting  the  Irish 
peoi^e,  or  that  some  explanation  might 
nave  been  afforded.  Sir,  I  conclude  by 
repeating,  that  I  believe  we  shall  be  an- 
niMlIy  subjected  to  tlieae  impediments  and 
diedcs  in  buuaess,  so  long  as  we  are  a 
Refnning  Parliament,  by  the  House  ot 
X^vds,  aiM  that,  if  the  people  of  England 
wish  ns  to  continue  a  It«fonning  Parlia. 
BMBt,  tbcv  will  aid  us  to  put  down  that 
iiiMMusiUe  body. 

nr,  Dilbm  Bramu  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber vho  spokfl  before  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath,  delivered,  in  my  opinion,  a  most 
amwaing  speech ;  he  gave  tlie  House  a  dis- 
sertation upon  law — he  talked  of  Irish 
righu,  and  giving  a  reason  fbr  denying 
tbtn,  and  Htid,  "  Why,  Eoglishmen  have 
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their  rights  toa"  The  hon.  Member  spoke 
of  political  duties,  and  be  enumerated 
amongst  them  peace,  happiness,  and  con- 
tentment. Tbe  hon.  Gentleman  also  spoke 
of  compulsory  voluntary  donations.  Now, 
I  do  not  know  which  to  admire  most,  tbe 
law,  the  metaphysics,  or  etymology  of  tbe 
bon.  Gentleman.  What  is  the  question 
before  usT  Whether  Ireland  (I  use  the 
repudiated  term]  shall  have  jastice  or  not? 
—whether  there  shall  be  a  union  or  not? — 
whether  she  shall  enjoy  Eoglidi  rights  and 
institutrooB,  or  be  dishonoured  and  de- 
graded. There  was  mach  warmth  on  the 
Opposition  side  duiing  this  debate.  Why! 
Because  hon.  Members  calculated  on  a 
different  result — they  thought  they  might 
change  their  position,  and  sit  on  this  side 
of  tbe  House,  and  that  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment might  be  induced  to  resign  tlieir 
trusts;  but  I  trust  that  no  false  delicacy 
will  induce  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  to 
desert  their  posts,  and  forget  the  duties 
they  owe  to  their  country.  What  species 
of  government  might  we  then  hope  for? 
In  all  probability  we  should  have  the  noble 
Duke  at  the  helm  of  the  State.  I  shall 
not  call  him  an  alien  in  blood,  but  though 
an  Irishman,  1  believe  he  does  not  triumph 
in  the  accident  of  his  birth.  We  should 
have  him  performing  in  his  double  charac- 
ter— for  while  he  advocated  Church  mono- 
poly in  another  place,  he  would,  with  tbe 
dexterity  of  a  rentriloquiat,  speak  the  same 
sentiments  through  a  certain  hon.  Baronet 
in  thb  House.  We  should  have  two  hou. 
Baronets  in  this  House  answering  sophistry 
by  aigument,  and  what  species  of  govern- 
ment might  we  hope  for  for  Irelsnd  T  We 
should  have,  secretary  to  that  country,  a 
right  bon.  and  gallant,  and  worthy  Baronet, 
ready  booted  for  tithe-campaign ;  and, 
perhaps,  we  should  have  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  Lancashire,  by  a  special 
act  of  favour,  viceroy  in  that  country, 
whose  affection  for  the  Church,  and  whose 
advocacy  of  Refonn,  form  one  of  the 
strangest  anomalies  I  have  ever  read  of  in 
the  history  of  a  statesman,  and  whose  po- 
litical career  strongly  reminds  me  of  those 
grotesque  figures  which  we  read  of  in  the 
Italian  writers,  whose  bodies  were  half  re- 
versed, for  while  his  feet  were  moving  in 
one  direction,  his  heart  and  head  were 
turned  in  another.  Oh  I  I  trust  that  bia 
Majesty's  Government  will  not,  through 
a  false  delicacy,  deliver  ns  into  die  power 
of  thoM  meo .    Undei  tbe  siupioflt  of  th« 
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pmeot  Gorernnieiit,  the  politicml  boriun 
«f  this  country,  which  Unoir  charged  with 
•0  mnoh  miKhief,  may  auume  itt  woDted 
Mranity,  and  aAer  the  duBt  and  eonfuiion 
of  preunt  contenirorn  ahill  bava  paued 
away,  jiutioe  shall  be  doM  to  Ireland,  and 
oidsr  (o.the  Biitiah  Stale. 

The  queation  agreed  to.  Lonli  amead- 
nenta  to  be  taken  into  considaratioii  in 
ihrae  moDtba, 

SiiATSRT  IK  TaxAS.]  Hr.  BarlonBuf 
was  anxioua  to  know  Trom  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  Tor  Foreign  Afikin,  whether 
he  bad  reoeived  anycomBiunicctioa  relative 
to  the  establishment  of  Slarery  and  the 
SlftTe-lrade  in  Texas. 

Viacoqnt  Paltnertton  ohaerred,  that  the 
inhabiUnts  of  Texas  were  in  a  state  of 
ravalL  againat  the  Mexican  Goveroment, 
and  the  mult  of  that  reroit  waa  not 
•a  yet  decided.  If  the  Mexican  Go- 
verameDt  should  sncceed,  ihey  would,  of 
course,  enforce  their  laws  on  the  in* 
halxlants;  but  if  the  contest  should  have 
another  resnll,  and  that  there  should  be 
a  separation  of  Texas  from  the  Mexican 
Governraent,  and  their  estsblishnient  at 
an  independent  power  ensued,  in  such 
case,  the  laws  of  Mexico  would  not  be 
applied.  It  was  hardly  necessary  for  hi 
to  state,  that  no  communication  could, 
under  the  present  circumataocei,  take 
place  between  Texas  and  the  British  Go< 
larnntent. 

Dr.  I.tithimgla»  wished  to  ask  his  noUe 
Fnend  a  tjueition  with  reference  to  Texas. 
He  was  desirous  of  knowing  whether  any 
inforiQBtion  bad  been  received  of  the  im- 
porlation  of  tlavcs  from  Texas  into  the 
United  States.  Though  he  lielie?ed  there 
was  no  treaty  between  tbi*  country  and 
the  United  States  which  could  compel 
theia  to  put  an  end  to  such  a  system,  yet 
ibey  were  bound  not  to  sanction  a  con- 
tifluance  ofiuch  a  practice. 

Viaoount  PalmtrUiM  replied,  that  no 
sach  Bfbmatioo  had  been  received  l^ 
Government. 

Pais  AoBMTs— MaHBKRS  or  Par- 
LlAMBKT.l  Sir  ^oiU  Hanmtr  waa  aur- 
BTtsed  at  the  manner  in  which  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  bad  thought  proper  to  view 
the  BMrtioD  he  was  about  to  submit  i  far, 


of  nore  impottanca  t«  the  aacrml  iaiefsali 
that  Honse  rapraaenled,  and  ought  !• 
gmrd,  nor  which,  when  it  wu  faifly  laid 
ap«D,  would  mora  deeply  axcite  the  is* 
terest  and  att«itioo  of  the  whole  eomtrT. 
"nieTQ  was  no  ciroamstance  whieh  ooau 
eanse  him  deeper  regret  than  that  tbia  daty 
bad  not  fallen  upon  one  more  accuatoased 
to  take  a  lead  in  pablio  afibira  than  kiBB' 
-and  wliosa  lalenta  woald  conmaMl 
greater  attention ;  and  the  more  ao,  as  ha 
feared  that  his  motms  might  be  open  to 


leeree  of  misapprehensioB,  although 

slly  disolairaM  being  actuated  bv 

any  party  motives.    He  appealed  to  all 


sides  of  the  House.  He  put  the  maltarto 
issue  upon  plain,  straightforward,  and  con- 
stitutional views ;  and  if  anything  fell  from 
bim  which  ahould  appear  of  a  penona)  W 
invidious  nature,  it  must  be  attributed 
rather  to  his  mode  of  delivery  than  to  the 
purpose  of  his  mind.  He  hoped  he  abottM 
act  with  all  that  conrtesy  and  fbrbearancQ 
which  was  due  (rorn  one  Member  of  the 
House  to  anoiber,  but  at  the  same  time 
consistently  vilh  his  firm  determination  of 
doing  all  in  bis  power  to  put  a  stop  to  a 
practice  which  he  considered  to  be  dero- 
gatory to  the  character,  and  fatal  to  the 
independence  of  (he  House  of  Commona, 
On  a  former  occasion,  wheu,  on  the  spur 
of  the  moment  he  brought  this  question 
forward,  his  otuervations  were  met  by  an 
allegation,  that  other  Members  of  Parlia^ 
ment  had  acted  as  colonial  agents  here, 
and  that  there  was  even  a  decision  of  a 
Committee  of  the  House  in  favour  of  re- 
taining the  post.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport  quoted  these  cases  in  a  tone  of 
such  grave  authority,  that  these  precedenU, 
and  more  especially  the  decision  of  the 
Committee,  though  it  failed  to  make  th« 
same  impression  on  bim,  which  it  appeared 
to  produce  upon  other  Members  of  the 
House,  induced  bim  to  turn  his  attention 
to  the  poiot.  He  must  first  observe,  that 
there  was  a  great  difference  between  tba 
functions  which  Mr.HuskisaoD,  and  a  ma 
other  gentlemen  exercised  on  behalf  of  lb* 
colonies,  and  those  which  the  hon,  aod 
learned  Member  discharged  i  but  when  th« 
decision  of  a  Committee  waa  quoted,  ba 
did  think  that  the  Hooae,  which  waa  sO 
punctilious  in  all  matton  that  aiacted  iU 
privilegea,  must  have  at  leaM  apponted 
a  Committee  of  Privileges  to  take  the 
tM  would  ventuia  to  say,  that  there  can  whole  case  of  agency  into  coosideratioai 
btnoaak^eet  Bon  wonhjofdaliberatioB,  But  what  wu  th«  net?    The  decUioa 
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tef^iied  to  VM  merely  that  of  «  common 
Electiou  CommilteB.  The  return  of  Mr. 
Huikiuon  for  Liakeard  waa  petitioned 
agaioat,  oa  the  ground  that  Mr.  Huakiuou 
««■  a  placeman  and  pensioner  under  the 
Crown,  The  cue  proved  was,  that  he  was 
an  agent  for  the  colonv  of  Ceylon;  Bnd.ai 
that  did  not  make  him  either  placeman 
or  penaioner  under  the  Cronni  the  Elec- 
tifln  Committee  came  to  a  decision  which 
which  waa  In  bia  Cavourl  This  point,  there- 
fore, waa  a  mere  evaiion,  and  not  a  deci- 
aioD  of  the  case  of  the  hon,  and  learned 
Member.  Mr.  Huskiuon  was  an  ageot, 
and  the  hoo.  and  learnad  Member  waa  an 
agent;  there  was  a  river  at  Monmouth, 
and  a  rirer  at  Macedon.  He  admitted 
that  up  to  the  year  1833,  there  might  have 
eaiated  aome  auspicion  with  regard  to  tbeae 
colonial  agents,  but  he  could  explain  the 
Kerning  negligence  which  prevailed  in  Par- 
liament  on  this  score,  by  stating  that  it  was 
because  those  agents  did  not  and  could 
not  interfere  in  measures  thai  carae  before 
Parliament  that  they  were  suffered  to  hold 
their  offices,  and  he  could  prove  that  this 
was  the  opinion  entertained  by  those  whom 
they  represented,  for  when  Mr,  G.  Hibbert 
retired  from  that  House,  he  being  agent  for 
Jamaica,  he  wrote  thither  stating  that  fact, 
and  so  far  were  his  clients  from  desiring 
that  their  agent  should  be  a  Member  of 
Parliament,  that  they  said, "  We  had  much 
rather  that  you  should  be  out  of  the 
House."  He  must  further  remind  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  that  it  would  not  be 
Buffioient  to  cast  his  suspicion  on  Mr,  Hub- 
kiuon ;  he  must  be  prepared  with  his 
proofs  that  Mr,  Huskisson  had  done  some, 
thing  which  was  not  constitutioDal,  and  if 
he  proved  that,  what  would  he  gain  ?  He 
would  merely  prove  that  other  gentlemen 
besidea  himself  had  infringed  the  constitu- 
tional law  of  Parhament  by  taking  salariea 
for  the  furtbeiance  of  matters  depending 
before  Parliament.  He  quoted  the  words  of 
the  resolution  «f  1796,  To  come  now  to 
the  facta  of  this  particular  case  rthe  House 
of  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada  last  spring 
•idoptcd  certain  resolutions,  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  to  whom  a  salary 
bad  been  votsd  by  that  body,  made  a 
Kwtion  in  tfaa  Imperial  Parliament  on  the 
16th  of  May,  in  accordance  with  those  re- 
•olutiona,  to  effect  an  organic  change  in  a 
branch  of  the  Canadiaa  legislature.  Now 
be  vrould  aak  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man if  he  meant  to  aay  that  he  was  accre- 
ditod  le  that  Houae,  not  from  Bath,  but 
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Canada  ?  He  had  heard  it  said  by  samt 
hon.  Members,  not  only  that  there  waa  n* 
danger  in  a  Member  of  Parliament  boldiVf 
this  office,  but  that,  as  far  as  Canada  wm 
concerned,  whatever  might  he  tbe  meritt 
of  the  abstract  question,  the  rule  ought  not 
to  apply.  Now,  he  did  not  speak  of  smati 
interests.  The  House  remembered  the  oaa« 
of  Malta.  What  if  the  statement  of  griavr 
ances  was  accompaaied  by  a  retaining  feel 
Mr.  Bnrge,  however,  who  was  the  i^nt 
for  Jamaica,  had  had  no  aeat  in  the  Honaa 
for  some  yeanpaal,  and  yet  what  importont 
questions  were  discussed  in  1833,  when  be 
was  not  a  Member  of  the  House,  relating 
to  the  slave  question  and  compenaation. 
They  would  aeem,  if  ever  such  a  claim 
could  be  Gotmtenanced,  to  have  a  right  to 
have  aMember  of  that  House  as  their  agent, 
in  order  to  put  their  case  in  the  moat  fa- 
vourable point  of  view,  but  they  did  not 
retain  one.  They  were  content  with  the 
commou  constitutional  practice.  Did  the 
many  millions  of  nur  Mohammedan  sub- 
iecla  employ  an  agent  T  They  did  so  once, 
but  the  House  should  remember,  that  that 
was  one  of  the  strongest  argumenta  for  the 
Reform  Bill,  Did  thev  remember  the  Na- 
bob of  Arcot,  and  the  Rajah  who  bad 
twenty  votea  in  the  House.  The  boa. 
Member  waa  identified  by  opinion  and  by 
salary  with  a  particular  party  in  Canada, 
and  could  not  take  a  wise  and  general  vie« 
of  the  whole  interests  of  the  country.  Sit 
Francis  Head,  in  proroguing  the  L«gisla-< 
ture  of  Canada,  had  alluded  to  the  diffi- 
culty be  had  to  coutend  with  in  attemptias 
to  conciliate  parties.  Of  tbe  impartial 
conduct  pursued  by  Sir  F.  Heed  tbe  Hoaio 
had  heard.  Suppose  some  individual  had 
come  to  him,  and  had  ofiered  him  a  salary 

condition  of  advocating  the  intereslaM 
a  particular  party,  what  would  have  been 
the  public  opinion  of  that  officer  if  the 
lews  arrived  of  his  acceptance  of  tba 
iffer  ?  But  he  appealed  not  to  precedent 
<t  example;  he  appealed  to  the  Ux  Kripta 
and  to  common  sense.  There  was  a  regu- 
lation on  the  joumala  of  the  Honse,  that 
the  acceptance  by  any  Member  of  Parlia- 
of  any  fee,  reward,  or  valuable  con- 
sideration, for  the  performance  of  hia  daty 

Parliament,  was  a  high  crime  and  mis- 
demeanour. But  he  did  not  appeal  to 
precedent ;  this  case  would  become  a  pre* 
cedent ;  and,  if  the  House  did  not  taire 
eare,  it  wonld  have  Members  from  every 
colony  sitting  in  that  Honse,  and  paid  for 
adrocating  iti  pecnliar  ioteresta.     If  thii 
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among  otben,  of  ditqualificatiDTi  faj  reaton 
of  bis  holding  the  office  of  pud  agent  fi)r  a 
British  colony,  wherebf  he  wu  alleeed  to 
come  within  the  provinons  of  the  6th  of 
Anne,  chap.  7,  kc.  85.  At  the  period  in 
question  appointments  of  this  Icmd  were 
new,  and  therefore  the  decinon  of  the 
Committee  was  anxioudy  watched  for  and 
narrowly  Bcratinised.  It  was  in  iaTour  of 
Mr.  Huskimn.  Now,  between  this  case 
and  his  there  was  an  essential  p(niit  c€  dif' 
ference  ;  Mr.  Huakisson  was  nppmnted  by 
the  Goremmcnt  of  the  Island  m  Ceylon — 
he  was  but  the  agent  of  the  House  of  As- 
sembly c£  Canada.  He  was  not  the  agent 
in  the  colony,  nor  did  he  ever  represent 
both  the  Legislative  Assemblies  of  the 
colony.  The  two  Houses  disagreed  as  to 
who  should  be  appointed,  and  the  result 
was,  that  the  House  of  Assembly  selected 
him,  and  the  Legislative  Council  the  hon. 
Member  for  Taunton.  As  to  the  duties 
'  attached  to  the  situation,  he  could  assure 
so  that  it  might  affect  his  (Mr.  Roebuck's]  ,  the  House  thc^  were  alike  important  and 
ease  alone,  unfortunately  struck  at  many  |  laborious ;  in  fact,  tbey  occupied  nearly  the 
of  fais  own  friends.  It  was  in  consequence.j  whole  of  his  time.  He  was  required  con- 
tinually to  watch  the  whole  [iroceedings 
of  the  cdonies,  and  of  that  House  on  colo- 
nial matters ;  and  he  was  frequently  re* 
quired  to  give  attendance  at  the  Colonial- 
office — a  branch  of  duty  in  wluch  much 
valuable  time  was  consumed.  But  he 
wished  to  know  what  was  the  difference  be- 
tween his  case  and  that  of  the  Governor  of 
the  Bank  of  England,  or  of  a  Bank  or  East- 
India  Director?  The  hon.  Baronet's  reso- 
lution, if  it  affected  him,  must  afiect  other 
hon.  Members  holding  such  offices.  What 
was  the  difference  between  the  two  situ- 
ations ?  Surely  the  Governor  of  the  Bank 
England,  or  a  Bonk  or  East-India  CK- 
rector,  came  into  that  House  with  as  much 
prepossession  in  favour  of  particular  opin- 
ions or  particular  doctrines  on  subjects  rela- 
ting to  those  Corporations,  as  he  could  be 
prepossessed  on  a  Canadian  question.  If 
there  was  any  difference  between  the  two 
cases,  it  consisted  in  this,  that  as  his  con- 
nexion with  Canada  was  a  matter  open, 
clear,  and  before  the  whole  world,  there 
was  no  danger  likely  to  arise  ttmn  his  od- 
Tocacy  or  vote  on  any  particular  question  ; 
while  in  other  instances  Members  voted 
and  advocated  measures  in  which  the  puV 
lie  supposed  them  uninterested,  but  upon 
the  result  of  which,  in  all  probability,  tbey 
had  a  heavy  stake  d^ending.  How  was  it 
in  reqwct  of  those  two  great  questions— the 
renewal  of  the  Bank  and  East-India  Cbar- 
ten?    Why  buodjcedi  of  Menber^  uto 


■(ream  of  irregularity  ran  on,  it  would  bear 
down  the  bulwarks  which  the  jealous  care 
of  the  Constitution   had  raised.    If  the 

Sneation  were  doubtful,  it  would  not  be 
ifficalt  to  decide  on  which  side  the  scale 
ritonld  preponderate.  On  the  one  side 
was  sophistry,  on  the  other  truth.  He 
had  brought  the  subject  forward  with  a 
yiew  of  upholding  the  independence  and 
purity  of  Parliament,  and  he  respectfully 
snbmitted  the  resolution  he  proposed, 
"  That  it  is  contrary  to  the  independence, 
a  breach  of  the  privileges,  and  derogatory 
to  the  character  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
for  any  of  its  members  to  become  the 
paid  advocate  in  Parliament,  for  the  con- 
duct there  of  either  public  or  private 
affairs  of  any  portion  of  His  Majesty's 
subjects." 

Mr.  Roebvci  commenced  by  observing, 
that  the  resolution  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  evidently  taken  much  time  to  word, 


of  the  evidence  given  by  some 
before  the  Committee  on  Canadian  Afiairs, 
whidi  sat  in  18S7-S8,  that  it  was  deter- 
mined by  the  House  of  Assembly  of  that 
eolony  to  retain  an  agent  in  Great  Britain. 
Fur  that  office  he  had  the  good  fortune  to 
be  selected;  and  he  now  heard  it,  for  the 
first  time,  asserted,  that  the  duties  it  im- 
posed were  incompatible  with  the  situation 
be  held  as  a  Member  of  that  House.  The  hon. 
Banmet  had  referred  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
Burke,  in  1770,  as  supporting  his  resolu- 
tion, but  it  singularly  enough  happened, 
that  it  was  upon  the  authority  of  that  very 
case  he  founded  his  right  to  unite  the  duties 
of  a  colonial  agent  with  those  of  a  Member 
of  ParliamenL  The  only  difference  be- 
tween Mr.  Burke's  case  and  his  case  was 
in  the  drcumstsnee  of  the  one  being  the 
i^ent  for  the  colonies  of  New  York  (he 
waa^eakiugof  theyear  1770,  when  New 
YoA  was  a  British  colony),  and  the  other 
of  the  House  of  Assembly  of  Lower  C^ 
nada.  In  the  cose  of  Mr.  Huskinon  he 
had  another,  and  in  some  rejects  a  stronger, 
authority  in  his  favour.  It  was  an  un- 
doubted fact,  that  the  decision  of  Election 
Committees  determined  the  law  of  Parlia- 
ment, as  to  who  were  or  who  were  not 
disqimJified  to  sit  in  that  House  as  Mem- 
bers ;  Mr.  Huskisson,  be&re  liis  election, 
acted  as  the  aoent  for  the  Island  of  Ceylon, 
md  npon  bis  o^as  returned  to  Parliament 
ba  mi  petidoaed  againit  on  tbe  ground. 
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WUB  far  more  beneficially  interested  in  the 
result  of  those  questions  than  he  could  be 
in  the  result  of  any  question  relaUng  to  the 
colonies,  voted  upon  them.  He  contended, 
then,  that  if  the  proposed  resolution  was  to 
be  put  in  force,  it  would  sweep  from  the 
Houte  one-half  of  its  Members.  But  he 
.  had  even  a  still  stioneer  Tiew  of  the  case  to 
put  to  the  House.  If  any  get  of  persons 
had  a  right  to  complain  ofa  Representative 
undertabng  to  manage  the  affairs  of  a  co. 
lony,  who  above  all  others  had  it  ?  Surely 
they  were  the  constituency  of  that  person. 
Now  he  wanted  to  know  if  his  constituency 
had  ever  complained  of  his  having  been 
chosen  the  agent  of  the  House  of  Assembly 
of  Canada  ?  He  wished  to  know,  more* 
over,  if  it  was  likely  his  constituents,  had 
they  disapproved  of  his  acting  as  agent  for 
Canada,  would  have  paid  aU  his  election 
espen&ea?  If  his  constituents  thought  hie 
acceptance  of  the  agent^  was  a  breach  of 
trust,  they  knew  well  that,  on  their  repre- 
senting that  opinion  to  Mm,  he  would 
have  immediately  reugned  the  trust  they 
had  confided  to  him.  But,  so  far  from 
this  being  the  case,  his  constituents  thought 
it  A  high  honour  to  have  their  Representa- 
tive so  distinguished  by  a  body  of  their 
feUow-subjects,  and  they  even  went  so  far 
as  to  express  an  qnnion  that,  for  his  ser- 
vices to  them,  as  well  as  for  his  services  as 
agent  for  Canada,  he  ought  to  be  remune- 
rated, and  he  was  quite  of  this  opinion. 
He  held  it  that  the  bunness  of  the  people 
would  never  be  well  discharged  till  each 
Member  received  a  salary  for  his  services. 
The  present  was  not,  however,  the  time  to 
discuss  that  question.  He  thanked  the 
House  for  the  attention  he  had  received, 
and  reminding  tbem  that  Mr.  Burze,  Mr. 
Mairiot  and  Mr.  Holmes,  during  the  time 
they  were  Members  of  that  House,  acted 
as  agents  for  colonies,  he  would  leave  the 
case  in  their  hands.  As  far  ai  Parliament 
was  concerned,  the  authorities  were  with 
him — aa  far  as  law  was  concerned,  he 
home  out — and  as  far  as  the  question  de- 
pended upon  common  sense,  he  left  it  to 
the  House  to  judge. 

Mr.  Harvey  could  not  help  congratu- 
lating the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Sath  upon  his  being  able  to  support  his 
case  with  reference  to  those  of  Governors 
and  Directors — between  whose  positions 
and  his  he  was  free  to  say  there  was  a 
strong  analogy.  He  must,  however, 
observe  that  it  would  me  him  much  8ati»< 
faction  to  hear  from  uie  father  of  Parlia- 
mentaiy  law,  who  took   w   piomiaeiit  a 


part  in  the  discussion  upcn  his  case  soms 
years  ago,  in  what  connsted  the  difierenoo 
between  it  and  that  before  the  House. 
The  fact  was,  he  (Mr.  Harvey)  was  the 
vicdm  of  the  weakness  of  pretended  friends, 
and  the  absence  of  those  Ereat  names  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
brought  to  his  protection.  Injustice,  how- 
ever, was  not  on  this  account  the  less 
pointed  or  the  less  painful ;  and  unfortu- 
nately,  the  longer  he  lived,  the  more  con- 
vinced he  became  of  the  persecudDn  to 
which  he  bad  been  subjected.  From  the 
first  hour  of  his  political  existence  he  had 
been  the  victim  of  party  and  of  prejudice, 
and  so  be  found  to  the  last  hour  of  his  life 
should  continue.  Through  the  rancour 
of  party  he  had  lost  S.OOOf.  a-year,  though, 
if  he  had  avuled  himself  of  the  subterfuges 
others  bad  recourse  to,  he  might  still  have 
continued  in  its  receipt.  From  the  Tues- 
day night  upon  which  it  was  decided  bj 
that  House  that  his  podititHi  as  a  Member 
incapacitated  him  from  acUng  as  a  Parlii^ 
raentary  agent,  up  to  that  hour,  he  had  not, 
directly,  or  indirectly,  received  the  tithe  of 
a  farthing  Had  o^ers  been  as  conscien- 
tious f_  Was  there,  or  was  there  not, 
hypocrisy  in  a  great  deal  of  the  pcJitical 
and  moral  feeling  of  which  others  so  loudly 
boasted?  He  considered  himself  a  wronged 
man,  and  how  did  he  prove  it?  Why  thus, 
for  one  instance.  In  the  newspapers  <£ 
that  moming  he  saw  an  advertisement  of 
a  railway  company,  and  appended  to  thM 
advertisement,  under  the  title  of  standing 
counsel,  was  the  name  of  an  hon.  and 
learned  Monber  <tf  that  House.  Now 
what  did  the  term  "standing  oounsd" 
mean?  It  meant  a  man  who  stood,  with 
both  hands  open,  ready  to  receive  a  bribe 
on  all  occasions.  He  Uiought  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  was  perfectly 
justified  in  receiving  payment  for  his  ser- 
vices as  Canadian  agent,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  he  gave  an  equivalent  for  it ;  but  he 
could  not  help  thinking  it  was  the  extreme 
of  injustice  and  most  disgusting  hypocrisy 
to  visit  him  with  punishment,  and  for  the 
same  offence  to  let  off  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Member,  merely  because  he  bad  been  aUe 
to  rake  some  few  precedents  in  his  favour. 
They  heard  much  in  that  House  of  vested 
rights  and  vested  interests,  but  the  vested 
interests  of  which  they  had  last  evening  to 
consider  were  of  a  somewhat  ungular 
nature.  They  had  allotted,  on  the  ground 
of  vested  rights,  an  income  of  more 
than  900/.  s>-year  to  the  doorkeepers  of  the 
Ifouse,  and  fix  what  duQ'?     ^f*  &> 


,v  Google 


Ills 


PatdAguai-^  {COMMONS}    MmimtffPMt^Hmu     IIM 


menly  letdng  in  and  oat  of  ths  Home 
pencnu  who  had  not  the  nme  amount  of 
income  themtclTei.  It  wai  quite  dear,  ai 
tha  bon.  and  learned  Membet  for  Bath 
had  obierred,  aa  long  a<  it  waa  Itoown  that 
a  Member  of  that  House  wa«  a  Purliaraent. 
ai7  agent,  his  being  to  could  be  productire 
of  no  miscbief,  except  petbapa  that  of 
creating  an  influence  against  the  meaiure 
he  supported.  Why  a  law  had  been  pawed 
to  oppren  one  particular  description  vS 
Parliamentary  agents,  he  knew  not:  but  if 
the  present  motion  waa  rejected,  and  he 
boped  it  would  be  so  unanimously,  he 
■hould  think  it  a  tacit  admiadon  on  the 
part  of  the  House  of  a  disposition  lo  return 
to  a  tense  of  Justice  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Scarlett  said,  that  though  the  in- 
■tancei  adduced  were  very  strong,  and 
almost  niffldent  to  avert  the  judgment  of 
th«  House,  still  he  thought  that  the  custom 
of  haTing  paid  agents  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  Aongfa  shown  to  be  long  eon- 
tinned  and  exienriTely  [nvetised,  was  one 
better  at  onoe  broken  through  than  any 
longer  ohaerred.  The  House  had  always 
•  Jealousy  of  ita  Members  being  employed 
to  da  any  bunnesi  within  it,  and  it  could 
not  be  expected  that  in  the  pretent  instance 
it  would  wave  that  well  grounded  feeling. 
If  it  did,  of  what  use  were  the  rarious 
■tatotea  which  still  existed  in  full  force 
against  hon.  Members  receiving  payment 
for  their  serrioes  from  any  interested  par- 
ties?  The  principle  at  issue  was  a  very 
important  one.  If  it  were  admitted  by  the 
House  any  foreign  potentate  or  Power, 
even  though  it  was  at  war  with  England, 
might  have  ita  paid  agent  in  the  House, 
who  would  thus  be  easbled  to  transact  its 
business  with  impunity,  and  with  import- 
ant adrantoge;  and  also  to  Justify  the 
position  in  which  he  was  placed  by  a  refer- 
ence to  it.  In  hts  opinion,  no  colony  which 
had  a  Legislature  of  ita  own  should  be 
Buffered  to  have  a  paid  agent  in  Parliament. 
The  King's  Miniaters  were  the  true  and 
propBT  repreaentatives  of  the  intereata  of 
nich  a  colony.  He  should,  therefore,  wU- 
linffly  aupport  the  motion. 

Mr.  JJiuiCVckere  raid,  it  was  undoubtedly 
true  that  some  years  ago  he  had  received  a 
communication  informing  him  that  the 
Assembly  of  Lower  Canada  had  done  him 
the  honour  to  appoint  him  thrir  agent  ; 
but  It  was  elao  true  that  he  had  written  in 
answer,  that  although  he  should  always  be 
happy  to  be  of  any  serriee  to  the  cf^ony, 
be  must  decllae  being  their  appointed 
•gent.    la  moUng  that  ftat«ineiit,  bow- 


enr,  he  fat^  not  to  be  nadcratood  m 
catling  the  alighteat  imputation  on  the 
ban.  and  learned  Membec  iat  Bath.  H« 
could  well  conceive  that  that  hmi.  Oenti*- 
man,  oonnected  as  he  wat  with  the  colony 
by  the  ties  tliat  bound  him  to  it,  migbt 
feel  it  his  duty  to  become  ita  agent,  for  tba 
purpose  of  obtaJniog  for  it  what  he  thou^t 
woa  justice.  He  for  one,  n^MCted  th* 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  for  not 
shrinkii^  from  bis  connexion  with  the 
colony.  But  be  felt  hit  own  cats  to  be 
quite  a  difierent  one;  and  had,  theicfbrt^ 
done  what  he  considered  it  to  be  hia  duty 
to  do.  He  would  also  frankly  oonfeas,  that 
although  he  thought  it  veiy  important  that 
every  colony  should  be  represented  in  thii 
country  by  an  accredited  agent,  he  did  not 
think  it  was  deairable  that  that  agent 
■hould  be  in  Parliament.  The  tendency 
of  such  a  practice  was  to  connect  any  dif- 
ferences which  might  orite  between  tb^ 
coloniet  and  Government  with  politicly 
and  to  involve  the  coloniea  in  party  ^UMa 
tions  with  whtcb  they  bad  nothing  to  do. 
He  knew,  however,  that  •  contraiy  usage 
bad  ohtaioed  among  many  of  the  greateet 
omamenti  of  which  that  House  could 
boast ;  and  he  eapedally  remembered  hav- 
ing  had  a  conversation  on  the  nil^ect  with 
Sir  James  Mackintodi,  who  ttdd  him  thai 
he  abould  be  perfectly  diipoaed  to  aoo^ 
the  appointment  of  agent  for  Canada. 

Mr.  Bufoe  could  not  concur  in  the 
opinion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  bad 
Just  Bpoken.  He  thought  that  every 
colony  ought  to  have  an  accredited  agent 
in  Parliament. 

Lord  John  Ruitell  liad  a  pieliminarj 
objection  to  the  form  of  the  lesolutioa, 
Ab  to  the  general  question  diicusaed  br 
the  hon.  Member  who  moved  it,  with 
respect  (□  paid  agents  for  the  coloniet 
sitting  in  this  House,  ha  admitted  that 
there  were  inconveniences  attending  the 
practice,  though  it  had  the  authority  of 
such  men  as  Mr.  Burke,  Mr.  Huskiaion, 
and  Sir  James  Mackintoifa.  A^in,  atii 
general  proposition,  he  wat  notdiapoied  to 
agree  to  it,  on  a  reaolution.  If  any  disquali- 
fication were  proposed  which  had  not  been 
created  by  the  existing  law,  it  shouM 
bebyaome  newlaw,  it  should  be  by  a  Bill 
and  not  by  a  resoludon.  It  was  competent 
to  the  hon.  Member  to  introduce  •  Bill 
for  the  purpose ;  and  on  this  ground  be 
opposed  the  Resolution.  Besides,  the 
Resolution  was  so  worded,  that  he  did 
not  wonder  that   the  hop.  and  lenml 
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McBdMT  for  Bath  dumld  ban  coandered 
that  his  Majesty's  Minitters  wera  ioclodad 
ID  it,  Oa  those  points,  therefora— first, 
that  he  did  not  desire  to  see  any  chan^  ; 
in  tha  secood  place,  that  be  ihonldnot 
wish  to  make  aoy  diange,  if  it  were  do- 
■irable.  by  a  ResoIutioD  of  the  House,  but 
by  a  Bill,  he  objected  to  the  Resotation, 
and  troald  tnke  the  liberty  of  moving  the 
pieviouB  question. 

Sir  Joiui  Hammer  had  no  object  in 
briDging  forward  the  Resolution,  but  to 
secure  ihe  character  which  the  House 
should  maintain  for  dignity  and  independ- 
ence. The  House,  therefore,  might  dis- 
pose of  the  Resolution  ai  it  pleased  he 
bad  done  his  duty  in  submitting  the 
Resolution,  and  he  should  oat  be  consult- 
ing his  own  feeling,  if  be  were  to  withdraw 
it.  He  was  sorry  to  trespass  on  the 
time  of  hon.  Members,  but  he  must 
take  the  sense  of  the  House  on  the  Resolu- 
tioD. 

k  The  House  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  original  qaestion  be  put :— Ayes 
67;    NoeaI78:— Majority  111. 

Lut  tf  the  Atks. 
Angerstein,  J. 
Archdall,  H. 
Bewes,  T. 


Blackbume,  I. 
Blsekstone,  W.  S. 
Biowurigg,  S.| 
Burrell,  Sir  C. 
Cbandos,  Marq.    f 
Chaplin,  Colonel 
Chichester,  A. 
Collier,  J. 
Diok.Q. 
Dillwrn,  Z..  W. 
Dowdeswell,  W. 
Dunbar,  O. 
Duncombe,  bon.  W. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Elley,  Sir  J. 
Estcourt,  T. 
Forbes,  W. 
Gtsketl,  J.  MilDSS 
Gore,  O. 
Oreslay,  Sir  R. 
Grimslone  |hon,  E,  H. 
Hale,  K.  B. 
Halse,  J. 
Hsmilton,  G.  A. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hawkes,  T. 
Henniksr,  Lord 
Hothin,  Lord 
Hoy,  J.  B. 
Jonas,  W. 
Irlos,  S. 
Kiii|hUey,SiiC. 


Lcfrof,  A. 
Lefro^,  rt.  hon.  T. 
I^ODgfisId,  A. 
l/owther,  hon.  Cot. 
Lygon,  hon.  Col. 
Maclean,  D. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Martin,  J. 
Mosley,  SirO. 
Norreja,  Iiord 
Palmer,  G. 
Penmddot^,  J,H. 
FareeTal,  Colonel 
Flumptre,  J,  P, 
Fhmkei,  hon,  R.  E, 
Pollen,  Sir  J.  W. 
Pollinglon,  Lord 
Praed,  J. B, 
Price,  S.  G. 
Ricbford,  W. 
Sheppud,  T, 
Sibtliorp,  Colonel 
SomerMl,  Lord  & 
Spiy,  Sir  S,  T. 
Sunley,  E. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Treucli,  Sir  P, 
TYeTor,  hon.  A. 
Trr<!lI,SirJ.T, 
Vere,  Sit  C.  B, 
Williams,  T.  P. 
Yoong,  >f. 

TBLUaS. 

Hanasr,  Sir  J. 
Sculetl,  hon.  R. 


AfeasifTj  iffPatUemmt. 
Lul  of  the  Nobs. 


AchaioD,  Lord 
Aglionby,  H,  A> 
Alston,  R. 
Anson,  Colonel 
Baiues,  E. 
Baldwin,  Dr. 
Ball,N. 
Baring,  F,  T. 
Baring,  T. 
Ben li nek.  Lord  G. 
Bentinck,  Lord  W. 
Berkeley,  hon,  C. 
Bemal,  R. 
Bish,  T. 
BUke,  M.  J. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brady,  D.C. 
Bridgeman,  H. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Bnitheiton,  J. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Bruce,  Lord  E, 
Buller,  C, 
Bulwer,  H.  I» 
Bulwer,  E.  L. 
Burton,  H, 
Byng,  rLhon.  O. 
Care,  R.  O. 
Careodbb,  bon.  C> 


French,  P. 
Gaakell,  D. 
Gillon,  W.D. 
Gladstone,  T. 
Gordon,  R. 
Goulhum,  Sergaant 
Gratton,  H. 
Grimston.Loid 
Gullj,  J. 
Hall,  B. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 


Hastie,  A. 
Hawkins.  J.  H. 
Hay.  Sir  A.  L. 
Heathcote,  J. 
HEctor,  C.  J, 
Heneage,  F. 
Hobhonse,  tt.  hon. Sir 

J. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
HoTsman,  E. 
Howard,  R. 
Howard,  hon.  £. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Humphenr,  !■ 
Jermyo,  Lord 
Laboucbere,  rt.  hn.H. 


Careadisb,  hon.G.  U.    Law,  bon.  C.  E. 


Chalmer^  P. 
Cbetnynd,  Captain 
Clay,  W, 
Clayton,  Sir  W. 
Clerk,  Sir  O. 
CliTB,  E.  B. 
Codringtoe,  Admiral 
Colbome,  N.  W.  R. 
Cookei,  T.  H. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Curties,  H.  B. 
Corties,  E.  B. 
D'Eyncour^  rt.  hon, 

C.T. 
Donkio,  Sir  R. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Dancombe,  boo.  A. 
Dandas,  hon.  T. 
Ebrington,  Lord 
%erton,LordF. 
Elpbinstone,  H. 
Etwatl,  R. 
Evani,  O. 
Ewart,  W. 
Faiakerley,  J.  N. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
Ferguson,  C- 
Fergusson,rt.hn.R.C, 
Fiiigibbou,  hon.  Col. 
Fituimon,  C. 


Folkes,  Sir  W. 
Forster,  C.S. 
Fort,  J. 


Leader,  J.  T. 
Leferra,  C.  S. 
Lemon,  Sii  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lister,  E.  C. 
Lynch,  A.  H. 
Macnamara,  Mqot 
Uaijoribanks,  S, 
Marsland,  H. 
Metbaen,  P, 
Morpeth,  Lord 
.    MosQru,  bon.  E. 
MoTray,  ft.  hon.  J.  A- 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Connell,  D, 
O'Connell,  M,  J. 
O'Connell,  M. 
Oliphant,  L. 
Oswald,  J. 
Paget,  P. 
Palmer,  GanarsI 
Palmer,  R. 
Parker,  J. 
Parrott,  J. 
Pease,  J. 
Pechell,  Caplain 
Pendarres,  E.  W.  W. 
Phillips,  M. 
PhlHipps,  C.  H. 
Pinoay,  W. 
Ponsontqr,  hon,  W< 
Palter,  K. 
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Poyntt,  W.  S. 

Thomson,  rt.  hn.  C.P. 

Price,  Sir  R. 

Thompson,  P.  B. 

PnMj,  P. 

HicB,rLhoa.T.S. 

Thome!y,T, 
Tooke,  W. 

Bicbardi,  R. 

Ito?nnwn,  G.  R. 

Trelawney,  Sir  W. 

Rod,e,  W. 

Tuik,  C.  A. 

Uolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 

Tynle,  J.  K. 
Villiers,  C.  P. 

Rundle,  J. 

Vidian,  J.  H. 

RnaieU,  Lord  J. 

Wakley,  T. 

Russell,  Lord 

Wallace,  R. 

RuthTen,  E. 

Walpole,  Lord 

SiDdon,  Lord 

Sandford,  E.  A. 

Westenra,  hon.U.R. 

Scholefield,  J. 

Westenra,  hon.  J.  C. 

Scoit,  Sir  E.  D. 

Wilde,  Sergeant 

Seymour,  Lord 

WiUiamwn,  Sir  H. 

Sharpe,  General 
Sheif,  R.  L. 

Woulfe,  Sergeant 
Wrighlson,W.B. 

StiDley,  E. 

Wyndhrro,  W. 

Stewart,  R. 

Wynn,  rt.  hon.  C.  W. 

Stri(4Und,  Sir  G. 

Wyae,  T. 

Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 

Talbot,  J.  H. 

Hume,  J. 

Talfourd,  Sergeant 

Smilfa,  R.  V. 

Small  Debts  Cuurtb.]  Mr.  C.  Buller 
moved  that  thestandingordersrelatiog;  to 
Bills  for  the  Establishment  of  Small  Debts 
Courts  be  repealed,  and  that  all  such  Bills 
be  henceforth  treated  as  public  Bills. 

Mr.  Hume  seconded  the  motion.  He 
hoped  that  the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
would  Mtdncs  the  Attorney  or  Solicitor 
-General  to  briug  in  a  general  Bill  on  the 
subject. 

The  Chancellor  of  Ike  ExcheqMr  said, 
that  it  was  very  doubtful  whether  the  hon. 
Member's  tnotion  would  have  the  desired 
effect ;  and  he  thought  that,  though 
certain  modifications  might  be  advanta- 
geouBly  made  in  the  standing  orders,  still 
that  the  case  which  was  sought  to  be 
remedied  would  be  no  better  by  their 
repeal. 

Mr.  William  Wynn  concurred  in  what 
had  fallen  from  his  right  hon.  Friend.  Ifa 
general  Act  could  not  be  pasaed  on  the 
subject  it  was  inexpedient  to  repeal  the 
standing  order. 

Mr.  Wakley  sug^sted,  that  the  hon. 
Member  might  withdraw  his  motion  for 
Uia  purpose  of  giving  an  opportunity  for 
the  introduction  of  s  general  measure.  As 
it  related  to  the  adbiinlstration  of  justice 
it  should  be  brought  forward  in  an  entire 
fwm,  and  ia  a  general  way. 

Lord  Sandim.  acknowledged  the  extreme 
!  of  the  piewnt  lyatem,  and 


{COMMONS}  Head-ilMuv  HM 

expressed  a  hope  lint  it  voqU  be  VfttiSj 
remedied. 

Motion  withdawn. 


Committees  ov  Private  Bills.] 
Mr.  Rigby  Wason  proposed  a  resolution, 
that  the  system  which  permits  Members 
of  the  House  of  Commons  to  rote  in 
Committees  on  private  Bills,  without  hav. 
ing  heard  the  whole  of  the  evidence  ad- 
duced, is  inconsistent  with  the  first  prin« 
eiples  ofjustice,  and  ought  to  be  altered. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequor  thought 
that  the  system  relative  to  private  Bills 
should  be  altered,  but  he  did  not  think 
that  the  course  proposed  by  his  hon.  Friend 
would  answer  :  on  the  contrary,  if  carried 
out,  it  would  interrupt  the  whole  proceed- 
ings of  Parliament. 

Mr.  Hwne  suggested  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  withdraw  the  motion,  as  it  merged 
in  the  question  of  the  formation  of  private 
Committees,  which  must  soon  be  brought 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  Aglianby  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
would  postpone  the  motion  for  the  present 
and  trusted  that  the  Government  would 
take  up  the  subject,  and  introduce  some 


Hkad-Monkt.]  Mr.  HMwe  did  not  an- 
ticipate any  oppomtion  to  Us  motion,  and 
should  therefore  at  once  propose  the  follow- 
ing resolution : — That  any  payment  or  pre- 
mium, or  agreement  to  pay  any  sums  of 
money  as  Head-money  to  electors  at  an 
election  for  members  to  serve  in  Parliament, 
whether  made  by  a  candidate,  or  by  any- 
one acting  on  his  behalf,  is  a  gross  violation 
of  the  freedom  of  election,  of  the  order  of 
this  House,  and  of  the  rights  and  liberties 
of  the  Commons  of  liie  United  Kingdom. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  did  not  exactly  knonr 
what  Head-money  was,  but  he  objected  to 
a  motion  of  such  importance  at  that  late 
hour,  and  he  should  therefore  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  unles  the  hoiu. 
Gentleman  withdrew  his  motion. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
surprised  that  there  could  be  the  slightest 
objection  to  such  a  simple  proposition.  He 
could  not  have  anticipated  that  any  hon. 
Gentleman  could  hesitate  as  to  the  objec- 
tionable effect  of  pajHngHead-mon^-  "»» 
there  any  one  in  that  Ha>ase  who  could  get 
up  and  justify  the  payment  of  Head-mOD^? 
If  there  tvoa  not,  why  should  not  the  Houne 
at  once  sanction  the  motion?    If  tliK» 
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wu  a  aBerencA  of  opinioii,  let  tlie  Houu 
divide,  and  show  who  were  for  the  pay- 
ment of  Head-money,  aad  who  were  against 
it>  For  hii  part,  he  was  decidedly  opposed 
to  the  payment  of  Head-money. 

VUcomit  Sandon  pTOtested  against  a  vote 
for  the  adjournment  being  assumed  to  be 
a  vote  in  favour  of  bribery.  The  question 
really  was,  whether  bo  important  a  matter 
ought  to  be  brought  on  at  so  late  an  hour. 
The  wording  of  the  resolution,  too,  was 
▼ery  loose,  and  might  be  held  to  express 
much  moie  than  was  apparently  intended. 
The  resolution  was  nothing  more  than  a 
declaration  of  the  law  upon  the  subject ; 
Snd,  therefore,  as  the  law  as  it  stood  ac- 
CMnpliihed  all  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex's  prapodtion  intended,  it  would 
1w  a  mere  waste  of  time  to  place  it  on  the 
books  of  the  Hou§e. 

Mr.  Hume  thought,  that  as  they  were 
all  agreed  that  bribery  should  be  abolided, 
there  could  be  no  weU-fbunded  objection,  if 
the  boB.  Memben  i^iposite  were  lincera,  to 
his  motion. 

VjaoDunt  SanioK  said,  that  although 
tbn«  oould  be  no  doubt  wbaterer  that  any 
money^yment  connected  with  a  vote  was 
h^wiy,  ttkere  might  be  still  arraugemeDts 
which  this  resolution  would  not  touch  ; 
for  instance,  where  the  money  was  not  to 
be  paid  for  a  year  afWr  the  election. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  introduction  of 
the  words  "  at  or  after  the  election  "  would 
meet  the  obiection  stated  by  the  noble 
Lord. 

Mr.  Set^[eant  Goulbttm  said,  that  al- 
Aiough  he  was  as  deurous  as  any  one  to 
ged  rid  c^  bribery,  he  could  not  consent 
to  pass  such  a  resolution  in  so  thin  a 
House,  and  at  such  an  hour  of  the  night. 

Cidonel  Perceval  observed,  that  although 
he  would  vote  for  the  resolution  if  it  were 
brousht  forward  at  a  proper  time  of  the 
evenmg,  he  should  now,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  persevered,  support  the 
motion  of  his  hon.  and  gsllant  Friend,  the 
Member  tor  Lincoln,  if  it  were  to  keep 
them  there  until  four  o'clock  to-morrow. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question,  that 
it  do  now  adjourn ;  the  numbers  wer^— 
Ayes  9 ;  Noes  35~Majority  S6. 

Mr.  Hvme  ofaaerved,  that  as  there  seemed 
to  be  so  decided  a  determination  not  to 
allow  him  to  proceed  with  his  motion,  he 
would  withdraw  his  resolution  then,  and 
bring  it  forward  on  a  future  occasion,  when 
he  hqwd  it  would  be  agreed  to. 
Lift  of  the  Ates. 
Fofbes,  W.  Fonter.  C.  S. 

voL  xxxiv.  {5S:> 


GoulbuTD,  Sergeant  Rnshbrooke,  CoL 

Hals,  R.  B.  Ssndon,  Lord 
Perceval,  Colonal  tbllibs, 

Prscd,  W.  M.  Sibthorpe,Co). 

Richards,  R.  Scarlet,  hon.  B. 

Xiff^fAeNoES. 

Aglionby,  H.  A.  O'ConoeU,  H. 


Agnew,  Sir  A. 
So  wring,  Or. 
Brotherton,  J. 
BuUer,  C. 
Cayley,  £.  S. 
Cutties,  H.  B. 
Dillwyn,  L.  W. 
Dud  combe,  T. 
Harland.W. 
Horsman,  E. 
Howard,  hon.  E. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Lennox,  Lonl  O. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Morpeth,  Lord 
Murray,  rt.  hoe.  J.  A. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Connell,  H.  J. 


Pease,  J. 
Pechell,  Captain 
niUlips,  M. 
Flnmptre,  J>  P. 
Potter,  R. 
Rice,rt.  hon.  T.  S. 
ThompnoD,  Colonel 
Thomely,  T. 
TooVe,  W. 
Trevor,  hon.  A. 
Wakley,  T. 
Wallace,  R. 
Watburton,  H. 
Wason,  R. 
Yoang,  O.  F. 
TEi-uas. 

Baring,  F. 


HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  July  1,   1836. 


Cc;tpiiniioni'  (Irdud)  BUL— ByV] 


Ststbh  or  Education  (Irzlavd).] 
The  Earl  of  Wiehlow  rose  to  present  a 
Petition  on  the  system  of  Education  ai 
conducted  under  the  anspicei  of  the  Board 
of  Education  in  Ireland-~a  subject  on 
which  he  had  not  bad  the  opportunity  of 
making  any  observations  during  the  present 
Session,  and  on  which,  as  he  should  not 
have  another  opportunity  of  delivering  bia 
sentiments,  he  prayed  their  Lordships  to 
grant  him  the  indulgence  of  being  heard 
for  a  few  minutes.  The  petition  which  he 
was  about  to  present  to  their  Lordships, 
prayed  tbem  not  to  sanction  any  grant, 
by  Act  of  Parliament  or  otherwise,  to 
increase  the  funds  of  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion iu  Ireland  without  a  prettons  inqniry 
into  the  moda  in  which  that  Board  con- 
ducted its  system  of  edncation.  Had  the 
molionbroughtforwardby  aright  reverend 
Friend  of  bis  on  this  subject  been  adopted 
by  their  Lordships,  this  petition  woaM  have 
been  perfiectly  uooeceasary.  He  mttoh 
regretted  that  circumstances  had  prevented 
him  from  being  pracent  on  the  evening 
when  hJB  rig^t  nveresd  Friend  Imwgbt 
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fonvard  hia  motion;  for  when  he  i^ad  the 
lucid,  and  eloqueot,  and  argumeolati 
■peech  of  hU  right  revereod  Friend,  calling 
for  igquiiv  into  the  abuses  which  he  re- 
coaated,  he  was  ■urprised  that  anything 
■honid  have  prevented  their  Lordships 
from  acceding  to  his  just  and  equitable 
propotitioD.  He  was  also  sarptised,  con- 
■idenng  the  reflections  nhicn  his  right 
reverend  Friend  had  shown  their  Lordships 
were  cast  upon  the  procecdingi  of  the 
GouamisiioiierB  of  the  Board  of  Education, 
that  ail  parties  in  the  State  had  not  united 
in  one  common  call  for  examination  into 
the  working  of  the  system  which  those 
Commissioners  were  appointed  to  carry 
into  execution.  He  should  have  thougrht 
that  all  parlies  would  have  united  in  that 
common  call  for  inquiry — not  only  those 
who  thonght  the  construction  of  this  Board 
Ticious  in  itself,  but  also  those  friends  and 
■upporters  of  il  who  declared  that  it  worked 
well  and  waa  highly  beneficial.  He  was 
snrprised  that  the  supporters  of  this  system 
of  education  had  not  gladly  embraced  the 
opponunity  afforded  them  of  tbowing  to 
the  countrv,  that  their  stateiuetits  were 
correct,  and  that  those  of  his  ri^t  reverend 
Friend  were  the  reverse.  It  wu  quite 
ciMr  that  if  the  statements  of  hia  right 
reverend  Friend  were  well  founded,  this 
Board  ought  not  to  be  continued  ;  whilst 
it  was  equally  clear,  that  if  thoie  statements 
were  destitute  of  foundation,  they  ought  to 
meet  with  a  public  exposure,  Tefulation, 
and  denial.  His  right  reverend  Friend 
had  said,  that  in  direct  opposition  to  the 
regulations  of  the  Board  itself,  altars  had 
been  erected,  aod  mau  had  been  practised 
two  houra  daily  in  a  great  number  of  its 
■chools — and  tliia,  too,  if  not  with  the 
nnction,  at  least  with  the  knowledge  of 
the  Board  itself.  He  had  read  in  the 
travels  through  Ireland  of  a  verr  impartial 
and  ingenious  man,  which,  though  not 
published,  were  now  in  print,  that  on 
yisiting  one  of  the  ichools  of  this  society, 
ba  had  found  that  the  prayers  used  in  it 
were  expounded  to  the  children  by  a 
Roman  Catholic  master,  aod  that  the 
children  were  all  in  the  habit  of  signing 
themaelvsB  with  the  cross  during  the  time 
of  their  examination.  When  this  traveller 
asked  the  Roman  Catholic  master  this 
question—"  if  you  had  Protestant  children 
io  your  school,  would  you  carry  on  the 
•ame  lystem  of  instructing  the  children  in 
Muse  religioufl  tenetsT — the  man  an- 
■wered — "  I  should  feel  it  my  duty  Io  do 


BO :  but  t  should  coniult  Father  WilltiDn, 
the  priest  of  the  parish,  before  I  did  so." 
Now,  he  asked  the  House,  whether  snch  ii 
national  system  of  education  conld  be 
sanctioned  by  a  British  and  Protestant 
House  of  Parliament  T  It  had  been  said, 
indeed,  that  this  system  worked  well ;  but 
the  only  proof  which  had  yet  been  given 
of  this  assertion  was  a  statement  coo  taiaed 
in  the  last  f^port  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Education.  That  appeared  to  him  to  be 
one  of  the  most  extraordinary  Reports 
that  he  had  ever  yet  read.  He  had  waited 
upon  his  valued  Friend,  the  noble  Duke 
(Leinster),  who  was  at  the  head  of  that 
Board,andhehad  had  some  reason  tcexpect 
that  hia  noble  Friend  would  have  been 
present  to-day.  However,  bis  noble  Friend 
was  not  present,  and  be  was  sorry  for  it. 
It  was  stated,  as  a  proof  that  the  syatem 
proposed  by  Lord  Stanley  for  the  united 
education  of  Protestauta  and  Catholica 
worked  well,  that  a  laige  proportion  of 
Protestant  clergymen  had  applied  to  tin 
Board  for  grants  of  money  to  erect  echoed 
under  its  auspicea — it  waa  stated,  that  tlu 
proportion  ot  Protestantt  to  Catholics  ia 
Ireland  was  at  one  to  four,  and  that  as  tfaa 
number  of  applications  from  Protestaat 
clergymen  was  to  the  number  of  applica- 
tions from  Roman  Catholic  clergymea  in 
that  proportion,  the  system  must  have  been 
successful.  Now,  if  that  Report  bad 
stated,  that  the  children  of  Protestant 
parents  were  to  the  children  of  Roman 
Catholic  parents  as  one  Io  four,  he  could 
have  understood  the  argument ;  but  when 
it  was  recollected  that  there  was  the  same 
number  of  Protestant  clergymen  in  Ireland 
as  there  was  of  Roman  Catholica,  he 
Id  not  see  how  the  fkct  that  the  appli- 
cations from  Protestant  clergymen  was 
to  the  application  of  Roman  Catholic 
clergymen  as  one  to  four  proved  the  pro- 
position which  the  Commissioners  in  their 

'sdom  had  laid  down  in  their  Report. 

e  had  no  wish  to  run  down  the  lysten 
of  public  education  adopted  under  the 
auspices  of  Lord  Stanley  io  Ireland^ 
Before  it  was  adopted  he  had  beeo  averse 
From  its  adoption,  and  he  had  mado  a 
motion  in  the  House  to  prevent  its  adop- 
tion. There  was  a  majority  of  their  Lord- 
ships present  in  favour  of  lus  motion ;  but 
unfortunately  the  proxies  had  carried  it 
agsiost  him.  Oo  that  occasibo,  he  said, 
that  if  the  Kildare-slreet  Society  were  not 
in  existence,  he  should  be  most  anxious 
that  a  system  of  this  kind  ihould  be  Mtf  b- 
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Hsbed.  He  wodd  now  ny,  tbat  thig 
syBlera  having  been  established,  he  afaonld 
be  Krry  to  lee  it  ■obverted,  and  the  Kil- 
dare-etreet  Society  erected  upon  its  ruins. 
For  he  was  conrioced  that  the  Kit- 
dare-street  Society  vould  not  nov  be  able 
to  perform  the  same  amount  of  good  vhich 
it  was  perfonniog  at  the  time  of  its  snp- 

Cision,  At  the  same  time  it  wai  iucnm- 
t  upon  him  to  state,  that  it  was  gene- 
Talfy  believed  in  Ireland  thBtJlhat  vigilant 
superintendence  which  the  country  at 
large,  had  a  right  to  espect,  was  not  exer- 
cised over  the  management  of  the  schools 
nnder  the  control  of  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion. His  sincere  object  in  ofFeriog  these 
remaika  to  their  Lordships  was  to  impress 
upon  his  Hsjesty's  Government  Uie  neces- 
'aity  of  adopting  measures  to  conciliate  the 
Protestant  clergy,  and  to  obtain  their 
acquiescence  in  this  system.  It  was,  he 
admitted,  difficult  to  overcome  the  pre- 
judices, if  such  they  might  be  called,  of 
fienoni  in  their  situation,  bat  still  he 
tboBgfat  mneb  might  be  done  to  conciliate 
and  remove  them.  There  were  two  grounds 
on  which  this  system  of  education  was 
oMected  to— the  first  was,  that  it  was  anti- 
Christian  in  not  being  sufficiently  biblical ; 
the  second,  that  it  was  not  fairly  and  im- 
partially carried  into  effect.  On  the  first 
of  these  grounds  he  did  not  object  to  the 
system,  it  might  do  much  good,  and  it  was 


of  Protestants  and  Roau  Cttbolios,  were 
deceiving  not  Pariiamentonly.  bat  alio  the 
Gonntry  at  large.  The  noble  Earl  con- 
cluded by  moving, "  That  the  Petitkn  from 
the  Vicar,  ChuTcbwardens,  and  Protattaat 
Inhabitants  of  Rathmoyne,  in  the  coon^ 
of  Heath,  should  be  laid  on  their  Loid- 
ships'  Table." 

The  Harqness  of  Lahtdoang  wm  not 
aware  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
noble  Earl  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Honte  that  evening  to  the  sutnect  <rf 
national  edncation  in  Ireland.  He  ba- 
lieved,  however,  that  the  noble  Esrl't 
reason  for  entering  into  this  somewhat 
irregular  discussion  was,  that  be  did  not 
intend  to  attend  in  his  place  after  tbat 
evening,  and  that  he  was  therefore  anxiooa 
to  deliver  himself  of  a  speech  on  thla 
occasion.  It  was  for  the  purpose  of  givine 
a  contradiclion  to  these  statements,  aad 
showing  how  unworthy  of  credit  tfaa^ 
were,  that  he  was  induced  to  treoble  their 
Lordships  with  a  few  otaservathmi,  in 
order  to  state  the  result  of  the  inqniir  he 
bad  made  into  the  subject.  It  had  been 
stated  by  a  right  reverend  Prelate,  and  tfaa 
statement  was  much  relied  upon,  that  in  a 
psTticnlar  school  in  Ireland,  slated  to  be 
a  pet  school  of  his,  or  on  property  belong- 
ing to  himself,  words  were  nied  as  a  copy 
said  to  be  of  a  most  seditious  character, 
but  certainly  words  of  a  very  unusual  cht- 


theiefore  incumbent  upon  the  Government  \  racter,  being  a  prayer  for  the  souls  of 
to  take  care  that  it  was  not  abused  to  do  I  boys  executed  at  the  assize  town  at  the  pra- 
harm.  He  believed  that  it  was  abused  I  vious  assizes.  As  this  statement  had  been 
now,  and  that  sufficient  attention  had  not  I  made,  he  had  thoaght  it  is  dnty  to  insti- 


been  paid  to  the  practical  working  of  tt. 
He  thought  that  such  an  inquiry  as  these 
petitioners  prayed  forooght  to  be  instituted, 
in  order  that  a  remedy  might  be  devised 
fi>r  these  abuses,  in  case  they  were  proved 
to  exist.    If  such  an  inquiry  were  to  take 


tute  an  inquiry  into  the  facts  of  the  case 
The  resnlt  of  the  inquiry  enabled  him  to 
state,— first,  that  no  such  words  wen 
used  as  a  copy  in  any  school  of  htt; 
secondly,  that  no  snch  words  were  used 
as  a  copy  in  any  school  at  all  in  the 


place,  and  the  Government  were  to  act  |  county;  thirdly,  that  in  consequence  of  a 
nirly  during  the  investigation  into  the  i  report  which   was    circulated,    tbat   tha 
existence  of  the  abuses,  and  into  the  means    words  were  used  in  another  school,  not  a 
of  remedying  them,  the  prejudices  of  the    school  of  his,  in  that  county,  immediate 
Protestant  clergy  would  gradually  subside,  I  inquiry  was  instituted  by  the  Board,  whicdi 
and  finally  the  system  would  become  bene-  I  had  been  accused  of  neglecting  its  doty  by 
ficial.    He  had  said  on  a  former  occasion,  !  permitting  such  words  to  be  so  employed, 
that  as  a  system  for  the  education  of  the  I  the  result  of  which  was  to  prove,  tbat  no 
n  ^_.>  _.■  ...        ...     ,    ■' such  words  had  been  used,  but  which  led 

to  subsequent  inqniriea  connected  with  the 
conduct  of  the  master,  which  terminated 
in  his  dismissal.  That  dismissal,  however, 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  particular  fact 
alleged  by  the  right  reverend  Prelate. 
As  he  had  stated  to  their  Lordships,  there 
was  not  a  particle  of  fonndation  iiit  tbe 
203 


Roman  Catholic  population  of  Ireland, 
was  a  good  cue;  but  that  it  was  not 
adapted  for  a  general  system  of  edncation 
embracing ProteetantB  and  Roman  Catho- 
lics. He  was  prepared  to  contend,  that 
those  who  obtained  g^nts  for  ihe  Board 
of  Education,  on  the  ground  that  its  system 
vsi  working  well  for  the  united  education 
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«fliertk>D  that  these  words  vere  employed 
in  any  school  in  the  county.  Upon  the 
rest  of  the  subject  he  did  not  wish  at  that 
moment  to  touchy  But  he  nished  to  ex- 
press his  entire  concurrence  in  the  hope  of 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  that  the  Protes- 
tant cler^  might  be  induced  to  take  an 
active  part  in  the  superintendence  of  the 
schools.  If  any  obstruction  were  offered 
to  the  Protestant  clergymen  when  they 
wished  to  obtain  access  to  the  schools, 
when  their  duty  called  them  to  superin- 
tend the  spiritual  welfare,  and  look  to 
the  comforts  of  the  children  present  at 
those  schools,  then  certainly  it  would  be 
the  duty  of  Government  to  extend  pro- 
tection to  them  in  the  dischai^e  of  that 
duty.  He,  as  an  individual  Member  of 
the  Government,  was  ready  to  give  every 
encouragement,  to  hold  out  every  induce- 
ment, to  offer  every  assistance,  to  lead 
them  into  so  honourable  a  part. 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter  said,  that  the 
noble  Marquess  had  stated  that  the  cir- 
cumstance said  to  have  occurred  bad  not 
taken  place  in  the  county.  [The  Marquess 
of  Latudowne. — In  any  school  in  the 
county.]  There  was  a  nicety  in  that  dis- 
tinction which  he  could  not  perceive;  but 
what  he  was  going  to  say  was,  that  he 
had  not  the  smallest  doubt  that  the  noble 
Marquess  bad  entire  confidence  in  the 
accuracy  of  the  statements  made  to  him. 
He  could  only  say,  that  if  there  had  been 
a  Committee  appointed  to  inrestigate  the 
■ystem  of  education  in  Ireland,  then  he 
would  have  had  an  opportunity  of  bring- 
,  ing  before  it  the  evidence  on  which  be 
had  made  the  statement.  But  it  was  just 
possible  that  in  this  inquiry  mentioned  by 
the  noble  Marquess,  conducted  he  knew 
not  how,  where,  or  by  whom,  all  the  facts 
bad  not  come  out,  and  that  it  had  not 
been  made  in  the  proper  quarters.  As 
far  as  his  recollection  went,  he  had  not 
called  the  school  a  pet  school  at  all,  at 
least,  lie  had  not  charged  it  with  being  a 
pet  school  of  the  noble  Marquess,  but  he 
was  conscious  that  it  was  impoesible  for 
the  noble  Marquess  to  direct  all  the  affairs 
of  his  estensive  property  in  Ireland,  and 
he  bad  been  informed  that  such  an  inci- 
dent bid  occurred  in  a  school  on  the 
estate  of  the  noble  Marquess,  and  under 
the  patronage  of  one  of  his  agents.  It 
was  impossible  for  Parliament  to  give  its 
support  without  inqniiy  to  an  institution 
respecting  which  such  averments  were 
made,  and  he  was  sure  that  the  country 
wonM  not  be   content  till  inquiry  was 
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made.  Whenever  it  was  made,  be  pledged 
himself  not  to  prove  his  statement  against 
that  of  the  noble  Marquess,  but  to  adduce 
the  evidence  on  which  he  had  a  right  to 
suppose  it  capable  of  proof.  He  wished 
DOW  to  repeat  the  question  which  he  had 
put  to  the  noble  Lord  a  fortnight  ago, 
relative  to  the  Annual  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission of  Education.  He  wished  to  know 
when  they  might  expect  to  see  it  on  tite 
table,  for  the  Session  was  near  its  close, 
and  if  it  were  not  soon  produced,  it  might 
be  impossible  to  take  it  into  consideration. 

The  Duke  of  Leimter  expected  the 
report  every  day. 

The  Marquess  of  Leaudowne  observed, 
that  a  report  had,  he  believed,  prevailed 
in  the  part  of  the  country  referred  to,  that 
these  words  had  been  found  written  in  the 
copy  of  one  of  the  scholars,  but  it  turned 
out  that  they  had  not  been  written  in  the 
school,  but  were  found  writteo  in  a  farm- 
house. Supposing  that  to  l>e  correct,  it 
could  have  no  possible  bearing  upon  tha 
question,  whether  these  words  were  writ- 
ten as  part  of  the  instructions  in  the 
school.  Had  he  been  aware  that  tbii 
discussion  was  to  come  on,  he  would  cer- 
tainly have  produced  a  letter  from  a  gen- 
tleman on  the  spot,  to  whom  the  right 
reverend  Prelate  had  alluded,  bis  agent 
in  the  country,  stating  the  facts  in  ques- 
tion, and  expressing  his  readiuest  to  cost- 
firm  them  on  oath. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 


Factory  System.}  The  Bishop  of 
Exeter  had  to  present  to  their  Lordsbipa 
some  Petitions  upon  a  very  important 
subject — so  important,  that  he  was  sure 
they  would  permit  him  to  trespass  on 
their  attention  for  a  few  minutes.  Tbe 
petitions  were  upon  the  Factory  Question. 
The  first  was  from  the  master  manufac- 
turers and  cotton -spinners  of  the  town 
and  neighbourhood  of  Bradford,  in  the 
West  Riding  of  Yorkshire.  It  was  the 
result  of  the  deliberations  of  a  meeting  of 
tbe  master  manufacturers  and  cutton- 
spinneis,  called  by  public  advertisement, 
aud  was  adopted,  after  a  discussion,  by  a 
great  majority  of  those  present  at  the 
meeting.  Tbe  nest  was  a  petition  from 
persons  acting  as  delegates  of  the  work- 
men of  the  manufacturing  districts  of 
Torkshire  and  part  of  Lancashire.  The 
third  was  the  petition  of  an  individual,  at 
least  it  must  De  treated  as  such,  becauae 
it  was  signed  by  tbe  chairman  of  a  meet- 
ing of  delegate!  nprefenting  the  opera- 
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tires  of  Bradrotd,  Halifax,  Huddenfield, 
and  other  places.  The  petitioners  pra;r^d 
their  Lordsbips  to  pass  a  Bill  providing 
that  the  time  of  worKJDg  in  mills  and  fac- 
tories for  persons  tinder  tweoty-one  yean 
of  age  be  limited  to  ten  hours  on  five  days 
of  every  week,  and  eight  hours  on  the 
■isth.  Id  a  matterwhich  concerned  so  large 
a  class  of  the  community,  for  it  appeared 
that  those  engaged  in  manufactures  and 
handicrafts,  amounted,  according  to  the 
decennial  censni,  tooo  less  than  two.thirds 
of  the  population  of  Great  Britain ;  he  wai 
sure  their  Lordabipa  would  be  of  opinion 
that  their  interests  and  rights  deserved  the 
most  seriouB  cansideration.  Notwith- 
standing this,  it  did  unfoitunately  happen 
—  and  he  thought  their  Lordships  would 
admit  that  it  had  happened — that  not 
only  the  condition  of  the  factory  chil- 
dren, the  slate  of  whom  had  so  frequently 
engaged  the  attention  of  that  House,  but 
the  moral  interests  of  the  manufacturing 
population  in  general,  had  not  been  dealt 
with  as  their  vast  and  incalculable  import- 
ance demanded.  Due  care  had  not  been 
taken  that  the  rising  generation  should  be 
well  instiucted,  should  be  brought  up  in 
the  fear  of  God,  and  in  the  knowledge  of 
their  duty  to  man — a  care  which  ought 
never  to  be  neglected  in  any  well-regu- 
lated community.  He  believed  he  might 
■ay,  that  there  was  scarcely  a  country  in 
Europe,  in  which  manufactures  abounded, 
where  greater  attention  had  not  been  paid 
to  the  religious  and  moral  welfare  of  the 
persons  engaged  in  them.  He  believed 
that  this  might,  in  some  degree,  proceed 
from  the  political  circumstances  of  this 
country:  it  was  partly  inseparable  from 
its  free  government,  Tor,  in  a  country 
under  a  rule  at  all  approaching  despotism, 
an  absolute  monarch  would  have  felt  it  to 
be  his  duty  to  watch  more  strictly  the 
labour  performed  by  the  workmen,  and 
the  institutions  intended  for  their  protec- 
tion and  improvement,  than  was  possible 
k  a  free  country  like  this.  He  might  say, 
that  this  was  one  of  the  penalties  which 
we  were  compelled  to  pay  for  a  free  con- 
atitution,  and  he  was  quite  ready  to  admit 
Aey  most  be  ascribed  to  this  cause ;  but 
■till  be  thought  they  would  agree  with 
him,  that  all  that  was  consistent  with  the 
Spirit  of  our  free  institutions  ought  to  be 
done  for  the  protection  of  this  most  im- 
portant add  valuable  part  of  the  commu- 
nity, on  whose  labours  the  atrength  and 
impoittuice  of  thii  great  empiie  mainly 
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rested.  He  would  not  attempt  to  detail 
to  their  Lordships  any  nart  of  the  misery 
and  vice  described  in  tne  evidence  taken 


before  the  Parliamentary  Coi 
was  not  necessary  that  he  should  do 
BO  on  this  occasion,  but  he  must  be  per- 
mitted to  say,  that  it  appeared  from  re- 
turns recently  made,  that  in  one  town 
alone,  the  great  town  of  Manchester,  no 
fewer  than  8,000  children  had  been  de- 
serted by  their  parents,  and  found  aban- 
doned in  the  streets.  This  return  com- 
prehended the  last  four  years,  but  it  did 
not  extend  to  the  suburbs,  where  a  num- 
ber almost  equal  in  amount  had.  been 
found  in  a  similar  way  deserted  by  their 
parents.  The  oppression  to  which  the 
poor  children  were  subject,  and  which  they 
were  constantly  enduring  in  many  of  the 
mills,  was  loo  tremeudous  to  contemplate. 
Within  these  very  few  weeks  several  persona 
had  been  convicted  before  a  magistrate 
for  employing  five  children  for  thirty-four 
hours  consecutively  without  allowing  them 
more  than  five  hours  for  food  and  rest  at 
difTerents  parts  of  that  time.  The  peti- 
tioners prayed  that  there  should  be  a 
restriction  on  the  hours  of  labour.  He 
was  well  aware  that  it  might  be  said,  that 
such  a  restriction  would  be  productive  of 
great  evil ;  that  to  grant  it,  would  be  to 
abandon  the  principle  of  freedom  of 
labour.  On  that,  he  should  not  think  it 
necessary  to  say  much  ;  he  would  only 
remark,  that  he  thought  it  a  most  reason* 
able  and  well-founded  demand,  a  demand 
resting  on  notorious  facts,  that  It  was  the 
duty  of  the  state  to  interfere  even  in 
behalf  of  the  adults,  to  prevent  them  from 
being  exposed  to  any  destructive  and  per- 
nicious intensity  of  labour.  They  might 
be  told,  that  the  labourers  were  not  com- 
pelled to  work — that  they  were  free  to 
abstain  from  it  if  they  chose.  Bnt  what 
freedom  was  that,  where  the  only  alterna- 
tive was  starvation,  and  while  there  vras 
such  an  excess  and  superabundance  of 
labour  in  the  country,  that  the  masters 
were  certain  of  being  able  to  extort  from 
some  of  those  in  want  of  employment 
labour  on  any  terms  they  chose  to  impose 
— namely,  that  they  should  work  so  long 
aa  human  nature  held  together.  Minora 
possessed  of  property  were  proteoled  by 
the  state,  yet  no  steps  were  taken  to  guard 
the  interests  of  those  who  were  destitute 
and  helpless.  This  was  an  important 
coDsidetation,  but  it  was  so  obvious,  that 
he  did  not  thnk  it  tteceHBr;  to  preei  it  oa 
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their  Lordibips'  attention.  The  pnyer  of 
one  of  the  petitioners  mi,  that  the  dura- 
tioD  of  labour  might  be  reitricted  to  ten 
houra  for  joung  children.  Medical  evi- 
dence of  the  highest  character,  both  from 
the  metropolis  and  the  provincea,  went  to 
the  full  eitent  of  saying  that  ten  hoiin' 
Inhour  waa  more  than  ought  to  be  imposed 
on  children,  and  that  it  was  certainly  the 
utmost  extent  that  could  he  tolerated. 
Such  mi  the  testimony  of  men  who  had 
no  interest  but  that  of  truth,  whose  cha- 


tsatimonj  which  they  gave,  and  who  gave 
h  as  a  most  solemn  duly  which  they  owed, 
not  only  to  their  own  character,  but  to  the 
Bufortunate  subjects  of  it.  It  was  a  happy 
consideration  in  this  case,  that  they  nad 
great  reason  to  believe  that  no  real  loss 
would  be  incnrred  by  the  master-mano- 
f^turers,  for  many  mills  were  now  con- 
ducted where  the  work  both  of  adults  and 
children  was  restricted  to  ten  hours, 
though  the  work  was  of  the  most  important 
kind.  He  held  a  list,  contaiotne  the 
Bames  of  many  of  these  mills,  in  his  hand, 
and  he  might  state  that  the  greatest  indi- 
vidual cotton -spinner  in  Scotland,  Mr. 
Dnnn,  of  Duntocfaer,  Mr.  Greig,  also  a 
Tery  extensive  manufacturer,  and  Mr, 
Wood,  of  Bradford,  the  greatest  worsted 

3)iniier  in  England,  had  voiuntartly  intro- 
nced  this  restriction  into  their  factories 
from  a  sense  of  duty,  and  had  had  the 
■atrsfactioa  to  find,  that  while  they  had 
obeyed  the  dictates  of  duty,  their  own  in- 
terests bad  not  inffered.  A  fourth  gen- 
tleman to  whom  he  felt  hound  to  allude, 
was  Mr.  Fielden,  Member  of  Parliament 
for  Oldham,  from  whom  he  differed  on 
almost  every  political  question,  who  avowed 
bimself  a  Radical  Reformer,  but  who  did 
not  the  lesson  that  account  appear  to  hira 
to  be  worthy  of  respect  and  veneration. 
That  gentleman  was  a  Radical  Reformer, 
and  he  had  never  heard  of  any  other, 
thoogh  there  might  be  such,  who  began  by 
canning  reform  into  his  own  business  and 
mffairi.  He  believed  this  gentleman  had 
•  Tast  property  embarked  in  manufactures, 
to  tn  amount,  indeed,  he  was  told,  that 
would  scarcely  appear  credible,  and  yet 
be  had  not  only  been  willing  to  hazard  ail 
upon  this  great  question  ;  but,  when  the 
matter  was  under  discussion  in  another 
place,  he  had  bad  the  magnanimity  to  ex- 
claim, "  If  the  question  is  between  the 
ttability  of  manufactures,  interested  in 
ftein  as  I  am,  and  josdce  to  diese  poor 
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ohildren,tfaTowmanufactureBtotliewiMli.*' 
That  declaration  was  made  befbra  an 
assembly,  in  which  was  dalivered  tba 
famous  speech  of  a  right  hon.  Oentleman 
DOW  no  more,  but  which  seemed  to  bin  to 
sink  into  in^gnificance  before  the  declara- 
tion of  Mr.  FTelden.  "  Perish  commerce, 
but  live  the  constitution,"  was  the  famoua 
apophthegm  of  Mr.  Wyndham.  In  con- 
clusion, he  would  only  say  that  be  thoiiglit 
the  case,  coming  to  their  Lordships,  as  it 
did,  with  so  many  strong  considerationa, 
entitled  to  iheir  most  serious  attention. 

Viscount  Melbourne  wished  to  make 
one  observation  in  reference  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  bnt  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  go  into  the  sub- 
ject, although  undoubtedly  it  wat  one  of 
the  greatest  importance  and  interest.  Tie 
right  rev.  Prelate  had  stated,  that  within 
the  last  four  years  8,000  children  bad 
been  abandoned  by  their  parents  in  the 
town  of  Manchester.  On  hearing  tbia 
statement,  he  had  inquired  of  persons  who 
were  closely  connected  with  that  part  of 
the  country,  and  who  declared  that  the 
statement  was  most  erroneoas.    The  fa- 


prised  all  children  who  had  been  lost  or 
had  strayed,  and  had  been  taken  in  conse- 
quence 10  the  police-oEBce.  It  by  no 
means  followed  that  those  children  had  all 
been  deserted  by  their  parents. 

The  Buhop  of  Exeter  said,  that  it  ap-' 
peered  from  a  return  in  his  hand,  that  in 
Salford  470  children  bad  been  lost  in  the 
course  of  four  months.  He  then  went  on 
to  say,  he  was  reminded  that  recently  an 
attempt  had  been  made  to  fasten  on  their 
Lordsmps  the  blame  consequent  on  tbe 
failure  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  introdnced 
three  years  ago,  for  the  protection  of  the 
factory  children.  He  held  in  bis  hand  a 
newspaper  which  appeared  about  a  month 
ago,  just  at  the  time  when  public  attention 
was  most  anxiously  directed  to  the  possi- 
bility of  a  collision  with  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  It  was  there  staled  as  a  ground 
of  complaint  against  that  Bouse,  that  the 
failure  of  the  Act  of  IB33  waa  owing  to  the 
treatment  it  received  from  their  Lordships. 
That  Act  was  so  fhll  of  defects  as  to  man 
it  nearly  inoperative,  and  to  auch  a  degree 
that  Government  thought  it  necenary  to 
bring  in  a  bill  to  repeal  one  of  in  wont 
provisions.  This  statement  waa  as  fbllowa ; 
— The  clauses  of  the  Act  providing  fbr  tbe 
education  of  the  factory  children  were 
mntihted  Tery  tsueb,  if  we 
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lightly,  in  tha  House  of  Lordi,  and  neitber  I  (ioQ  of  the  Hoaie  at  a  time  vbea  tbej 
the  Tactory  ComroiHioneTg,  nor  Govern-    heard  bo  much  of  the  doctrine  of  appro-' 
ment,  who  had  adopted  their  plan,  were 
reapoDiible  foi  the  alteiationa  which  had 

So  tanto  maned  their  efliciencv.  The 
ct,  however,  was,  that  the  noole  Lord 
whose  name  could  never  be  mentioned 
(with  too  much  respect),  who  had  intro- 
duced the  Bill  elsewhere,  had  endeavoured 
in  nin  to  get  it  through  the  House — that 
he  was  at  last  corapelled  to  give  it  up  to 
the  Ooverament — ttat  they  altered  the 
whole  of  its  provistons — that  when  it  came 
up  to  their  Lordships,  one  Committee  re- 
ported in  favour  of  the  principle,  and 
another  (composed  by  a  majority  of  two 
tooneoroohle  Lords  on  the  MiDisteiial 
aide  of  the  House)  in  favour  of  the  details 
—and  that  it  was  ultimately  passed  with 
only  such  amendments,  as  rendered  a  pro- 
vision clear  and  efficient,  which  would 
Otherwise  hare  been  useless  and  ridiculous. 
It  was,  in  fact,  the  measure  of  the  Gorem- 
inentofI833. 

Petitions  to  lie  upon  the  table. 


HOUSE  OFCOMMONS, 
Friday,   July  1,   IB36. 

Hnnrm.!  Hlla.  Read  a  uooBd  tloi*  i'-^StuDiriH  Coiut 
alUlLldilHinH. 

pitUioai  jpnMiUd.  Br  tli.  Bowuira,  fton  DimUiHdii, 
tar  the  Scotdi  UanSdpftl  Corpemitm  Rrtem  BUL — By 
Hi^WiiBi,  aaBiMlltiiBaidSlttliigbDiinie.  ;^-  —--'■"  — 


Apfsopoiation  of  Cuuhch  Funds.] 
Mf.  Harvey  said  that  be  bad  to  present 
a  petition  from  an  individual  which  was 
in  every  way  entitled  to  the  consideia- 
tion  of  the  House,  inasmuch  as  it  was  the 
petition  of  a  working  clergymau  who  was 
Tery  ill  faid,  and  laboured  hard.  It  was 
the  petition  of  the  rev.  Charles  Collier, 
near  of  Hantbleton-cum-Braunston,  in  the 
Goonty  of  Rutluid,  and  tho  staUment  of 
tl»  lMiiK»  pievliatly  jMtitod  the  atua- 


iation,  and  when  there  was  so  much 
fa ud able  solicitude  evinced  that  the  re- 
venues of  the  Church  should  be  appro- 
priated  to  their  original  purpose.  Tha 
petitioner  staled,  that,  in  1822  he  was  in- 
ducted to  the  living,  that  it  was  of  tha 
annual  value  of  1601.,  and  that  the  Tatoa 
of  the  tithes  originally  derived  for  religious 
purposesexceededthesunkof2,0001.,whicli 
by  one  of,  those  contrivances  which  cha- 
Bcterised  the  discretion  of  our  ancestors, 
md  which  was  somewhat  rising  again  la 
the  clauses  of  the  Irish  Tithe  Bill,  which 
proposed  to  appropriate  301.  per  cent,  of 
the  property  of  the  Church,  gave  the  tithei 
of  this  parish  to  temporal  purposes — lithet 
which  were  applicable  in  former  times  to 
the  spiritual  wants  of  the  people — which 
realised  a  considerable  sum,  and  produced 
2,000f.  Of  this  sum  this  individual  re- 
ceived about  150^  The  petitioner  stated 
that  3801.  was  advanced  from  Queen 
Anne's  Bounty  for  the  express  purpose  ot 
suiting  the  convenience  and  consulting  tha 
taste  of  his  predecessor,  and  that  it  was 
expended  in  erecting  stables  adapted  tor  a 
gentleman  who  indulged  in  fos-huntJng, 
but  which  were  wholly  nnnecessary  for  a 

¥!rson  who  had  clerical  duties  to  perform, 
bis  380^  was  charged  upon  the  living, 
and  the  petitioner  was  called  upon  to  pay 
the  interest  aanually,  and  now  threalenea 
with  legal  proceedings  in  default  of  pay- 
ment of  the  principal.  In  what  way,  ha 
would  ask,  was  this  Gentleman  to  receira 
relief?  Was  there  any  party  in  that  Houi* 
to  whom  this  Gentleman  oould  appeal! 
Would  that  House  call  the  Commissioners 
of  Queen  Anne's  Bounty  to  account,  and 
compel  them  to  do  justice  in  administering 
the  lunds  committed  to  their  charge  7  A 
sum  of  30,000A  had  been  allowed  to  re* 
main  in  the  hands  of  the  treasurer ;  th« 
treasurer  became  an  insolvent,  and  only 
8,000/.  recovered  from  the  sureties,  and 
that  by  his  interference.  The  trustee! 
afterwards  agreed  to  make  up  the  differ- 
ence, but  refused  to  pay  the  interest,  ao 
that  4,000/.  a  year  was  lost  to  the  Society 
for  ever.  The  petitioner  called  upon  the 
House  to  protect  him  from  paying  a  Buia 
of  money  which  had  been  misapplied  ta 
certain  purposes,  and  in  the  way  aamed  ia 
the  petition. 
Petition  to  lie  Ob  the  taUe. 
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Kference  to  certain  returns,  begged  to  aslc 
the  noble  Secretary  Tor  Ireland  whether 
intlractions  had  been  givea  to  the  police  to 
■uppreu  any  detail*,  or  to  mEtlce  alterationi, 
in  any  ■tatement*  regarding  outrages  in 
Ireland  ? 

Colonel  Perceval  interposed,  and  re- 
quested  the  onble  Lord  to  state  whether 
the  reports  were  true  that  accounts  of  out- 
rages in  Ireland  were  sent  by  the  inspec- 
tors under  the  saperecription  of"  private 
and  conGdential,"andwheiherreturns  were 
made  or  a  more  flattering  aspect  than  was 
warranted  by  the  real  facts  of  the  case. 
If  the  return  made  were  bona  fide,  of 
course  he  shonld  be  glad  to  hear  it ;  if  not, 
be  wished  to  ascertain  whether  he  had  been 
rightly  informed. 

'  Lord  Morpeth,  as  far  as  his  knowledge 
went,  could  take  upon  himself  to  say  that 
there  was  no  truth  in  the  story :  he  was 
not  aware  of  any  alterations  in  returns,  and 
certainly  no  directions  had  been  giren  to 
make  them. 

'    Colonel  Perceval :  No  directions  to  hare 
accounts  of  outrages  suppressed  7 
'    Lord  Morpeth:  Most  certainly  not, 
•   Colonel  Percetial:  I  amglad  tohearit. 

Subject  dropped. 


-  Chdbch  aitd  Tithes — (Ibeland).] 
Viscount  Morpeth  moved  the  order  of  the 
day  for  the  House  to  resolve  itself  into  a 
Committee  on  the  Church  and  Tithes  Bill 

(Ireland).  On  thequeHtiiinthattheSpeaker 
save  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Sharman  Crawford  rose  to  move 
the  total  eitinction  of  tithes  in  Ireland,  as 
prayed  for  by  petitions  he  had  just  now 
presented,  as  well  as  upon  many  former 
occasions,  and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
indulge  him  with  their  attention  while  he 
supported  his  position  with  a  few  plain 
Statements  and  facts.  The  only  claim  he 
conld  pat  forward  fcff  such  indutgeoce  was, 
that  he  brought  forward  his  motion  from 
■Q  honest  conviction  that  be  was  only  per- 
fornsmg  his  duty  to  hiscouslituents.  The 
principle  he  advocated  was  not  whether 
the  Catholics  of  Ireland  should  be  relieved 
from  a  fractional  portion  of  the  tithe  as- 
•essmont,  but  whether  they  shouldstill  con- 
thiue  to  pay  that  odious  impost  which 
•tamped  them  with  the  name  of  slaves  in 
tlie  land  of  their  birth.  But  there  was  a 
■till  higher  question — it  was  the  religious 
(ftnd  consequently  the  civil)  liberty  of  all 
Protestant  as  well  as  Catholic  noa-con- 
fioimuti  in  th«  British  empire.    It  was  the 
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right  of  conscience  against  the  tyranAy  of 
establishments.— It  was  whether  ma  a 
should  he  accountable  for  bis  religioax 

r_:.t.    i_     l:.    i-i i ..   l:.    i.ii - 


faith  to  his  God,  or  to  his  fel!ow-i 
It  was,  whether  the  State  was  entitled  to 
set  up  an  idol  of  its  own,  and  say,  yon 
shall  worship  this  idol,  or  pay  the  prieata 
who  minister  to  it.  On  this  doctrine — ■ 
right  of  the  state  to  gOTcm  reli- 
Dinion  the  assumption  of  tithes  by 
the  church  established  was  founded — the 
principle  was  clearly  asserted  by  the  Acts 
if  uniformity  of  Elizabeth  and  Charles,  and 
mder  that  Act  the  tithes  were  mooopo- 
lised  in  Ireland,  The  Presbyterian  minis- 
tera  of  the  north,  after  the  coloniKation  of 
were  for  a  time  in  the  possession 
of  tithes.  Under  the  Acts  alluded  to,  the 
tithes  and  Chureh  preferments  were  seized, 
and  t)oth  the  minbters  and  the  laity  were 

firsecuted  and  expelled  their  coanlry. 
his  ought  to  be  treated  as  a  Protestant 
qnestion.  Preabyterians  of  the  north  were 
as  determined  agaiost  tithes  as  the  Catho- 
lics of  the  south.  The  same  principle 
operated  in  this  case  which  had  produced 
persecution  ia  everr  age  of  the  world.  All 
persecutors  deny  that  tbey  controlled  relL 
gious  opinion;  they  said  thev  persecuted 
because  men  refused  to  obey  the  laws.  On 
the  very  same  principle  was  the  tithe  per- 
secution founded  in  Ireland,  and  the  per- 
secution of  Scotchmen  for  thenon-paymeot 
of  the  annuities'  tax  in  Scotland.  How 
could  Protestants  support  this  infringement 
on  religious  liberty!'  On  what  grounds 
did  they  dissent  from  the  Church  of  Rome, 
unless  on  the  maintenance  of  religions 
liberty?  Did  they  hold  themselvesentitled  to 
enforee  the  profession  of  religious  belief 
according  to  the  dictates  of  the  State?  If 
they  did  not,  what  right  had  they  to  coca- 
pel  the  people  topay  for  thediffusioD  of  doc- 
trines they  believed  to  be  false?  ItwaeMsd 
that  thepayment  of  tithes  was  no  grieraaee 
on  the  proprietors  of  estates,  because  they 
purchased  subject  to  the  tithe  assessment — 
butdidlheappropriatiouDiakenodiSierenee? 
Tithes  were  origiaally  for  the  paymeot  of 
the  clergy  of  the  whole  people  aitd  for  the 
support  of  the  poor.  The  purchaaer  was 
subjected  to  tithes  on  cmdition  thst  tlMSe 
duties  should  be  discharged  by  neeiis  dT 
that  payment  Now,  the  whole  wasaMos- 
polised  for  the  clersy  of  a  portioa  of  the 
community,  and  the  non-oonforBist  was 
obliged  to  pay  his  own  clei^ymwi  and  tiie 

poor,  over  and  above  tlie  tithe  assess '' 

Thus  he  WAS  actually  robbed  of  «  f 
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of  liis  orig^Dftl  bar^n,  ind  the  tithe  as- 
aessment,  from  being  a  benefit,  whs  cod- 
Terted  iato  a  Daisance  and  an  extortioo. 
Was  that  no  breach  of  contract  F  Then, 
agun,  it  was  aaid,  the  late  purchasers  of 
estates  purchased  subject  to  the  preseot 
SM^cstiOD  of  the  tithes.  He  maiDtained 
Ihej  purchased  so  from  necessity — but  was 
that  a  reas(Hi  why  the  purchaser  should  be 
precluded  from  endearonrinz  to  correct 
that  injustice.  This  position  is  aptly 
illustrated  in  a  late  publication.  It  was 
asked — if  a  man  purchase  au  estate  subject 
to  the  incursion  of  wolves,  was  he  not  to 
destroy  these  anisances  ?  and  if  he  did  bo, 
was  he  to  be  deprived  of  the  adrantages  of 
his  labours.  Again,  with  regard  to  the 
Iriah  tenant,  it  was  stated,  his  landlord 
paid  the  tithe  and  not  the  tenant,  and  that 
the  landlord  allowed  for  it  in  the  rent. 
Could  any  one  assert  that  allowances  of 
any  description  were  made  in  setting  the 
lands  to  the  poor  Irish  tenants.  Bnt  there 
were  three  special  points  on  which  this 
position  might  be  controverted.  First,  by 
the  law  of  &dand,  pastnre  lands  were  ex- 
duded  from  tithes — some  years  back  the 

a  eat  part  of  Ireland  was  let  as  pasture 
,-  they  were  afterwards  improved  and 
cultivated  ;  uid  he  asked,  was  it  not  the 
tenants  paid  the  tithe?  Sd. — ^A  great 
part  of  tne  lauds  of  Ireland  were  Ut  to 
tenants  in  a  state  of  nearly  banren  wastes  ; 
the  tenants  improved  these  wastes,  and  be. 
came  responsible  for  the  tithe.  3d.— 
When  the  land  was  sub-let  to  the  miserable 
cottier  at  a  rad-rent,  had  this  poor  man 
any  allowance  for  tithe  from  his  immediate 
Iradlord?  Another  grievance  imposed  on 
Ireland  arose  from  the  composition  acts — a 
ToIaDtaivCompoeition  Act  was  first  pro. 
Tided.  The  people  were  entrapped  into 
temporary  agreements,  under  particular 
drcamstances,  and  then  those  agreements 
were  rendered  perpetual  by  a  succeeding 
Act)  and  new  agreements  imposed  under 
u  arbitrary  valuation,  without  any  allow- 
aDces  for  expenses  of  marketing,  collection, 
Stc,  as  by  tbe  English  act,  or  for  that  still 
autre  important  cause  of  reduction,  the 
exemption  of  pasture  lands  b^  the  laws  of 
Inland.  Thus,  tbe  composition  as  a  per- 
nraoent  charge,  was  at  least  double  what  it 
ought  to  have  been.  Then  as  to  the  pro- 
Tistons  of  the  Oovemment  BilL  One  pro- 
poeitton  of  tbe  Bill  was  to  sink  a  portion 
<rf  the  tithes ;  another  proposition  was  to 
appnmriate  another  portion  of  the  tithes 
in  a  di&rcnt  manner  ;  and  a  third  pro- 
~'~'~'  a  wtB  to  face  tin  titlua  to  be  paid 


by  tbe  landlord.  He  insisted  that  this 
payment  was  merely  nominal,  as  the  Bill 
gave  full  right  and  title  to  the  landlord, 
when  he  paid  tithes,  to  enforce  repavment 
is  tbe  same  manner  as  rent  was  owected. 
So  that,  although  tithes  might  be  nomln^Iy 
imposed  on  the  landlord,  he  asanied  that 
they  were  actually  paid  by  tbepemtle.  One 
of  the  great  evils  that  would  arise  from 
the  propositions  of  the  Bill  was,  that  it 
combined  together  rent  and  tithes.  By 
comUning  a  tax  that  was  nmust,  with  a 
payment  that  was  just,  and  ftir  which  the 
people  received  value,  they  would  be  in- 
auced  to  make  opposition  to  that,  as  well 
as  tithes,  and  a  complete  confiision  of 
property  would  be  tbe  consequence.  Tbe 
effect  of  the  Bill  would  be,  to  pat  tbe 
landlords  in  the  position  of  proctors  for  the 
clergy ;  and  if  other  gentlemen  desired  to 
be  placed  in  that  position — if  others  con- 
ceived it  to  be  a  position  of  honour,  he  did 
not.  The  propositiun  might  be  exemplified 
in  this  way — Suppose  a  man  paid  lOd. 
tithes.  Bythe present cumpositioD  Sd. would 
be  sunk — be  would  then  pay  ^d.  From  this 
sum  one-seventh  was  apiiropriated  to  pur> 
poses  of  education,  and  the  remaining  sixth- 
tenths  was  paid  by  the  Catholics  of  Ireland, 
for  the  use  and  support  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  He  would  wixb  to  ask, 
would  that  satisfy  tbe  people  of  Ireland  ? 
He  would  refer  the  House  to  the  numerous 
petitions  presented  by  hinttelf  and  other 
hoii.  Members,  and  ask  what  was  tbe 
demand  of  the  petitioners  ?  Was  it  not 
in  almost  every  instance  for  the  total  ex- 
tinction of  the  tithes  in  name  and  in  sub- 
stance— fo[  the  principle  that  everyman 
should  pay  for  his  own  church  ?  These 
sentiments  were  embodied  in  the  petitions 
in  such  distinct  terms  as  not  to  be  mis- 
taken. He  would  not  trouble  tbe  House 
with  referring  at  length  to  these  petitions, 
but  he  would  shortly  state  the  prayer  of 
one  presented  from  the  Protestant  parish 
of  Tullylisb,  in  the  county  of  Down,  which 
stated  that  nothing  short  of  a  complete 
abolition  of  tithes  would  secure  the  peace 
of  the  people— restore  the  clergymen  of 
tbe  Established  Church  to  the  station  in 
society  they  should  occupy,  and  unite  all 
classes  of  his  Majesty's  subjects  in  one 
common  bond  of  brotherly  afiection.  Such 
were  the  sentiments  of  the  Protestants  of 
that  parish — and  he  would  now  refer  to  a 
petition  from  the  rev.  W.  Handcock,  rec- 
tor of  Clontarf,  a  clergyman  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  who  stated,  that  so  long  aa 
tithes  were  lefied  in  Ireland  it  wnuld  aaye 
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tbe  Bfiact  of  contipuioK  ftgiUtioa,  per- 
petutuiK  tectBriao  strift,  reoewiog  sceaei 
of  ilaughter,  and  extending  the  syatem  or 
lawleu  terroT.  These  were  tbe  lentiment* 
of  a  cleKymaD  of  tbe  Established  Church, 
aad  he  wought  the;  were  entitled  to  some 
weight.  Ha  would  now  refer  to  the  nordi 
of  aa  emioent  chanctAr,  a  member  of  a 
fonnar  govemnwDt  (Lord  Stanley),  which 
eKpreaeed  lh«  feelioga  of  the  people  of 
Ireland.  That  nobte  I^rd  said,  in  eub- 
■lanee,  that  the  amount  of  the  tithei  was 
not  the  real  grievance,  but  the  conscien- 
tioas  feeling  which  prevented  Diuenters 
from  the  Eatablished  Church  coslributing 
to  iu  SDpport.  Ha  would  refer  alio  to  an 
MUwritj  far  greater  than  hie  own,  and 
OM  which,  from  the  station  the  individual 
Wd,  must  have  its  due  weight:  he  alluded 
to  8  letter  which  he  had  received  two 
yeara  ago  from  the  hon,  end  learned  Mem- 
barfor  Kilkenny.  That  letter  stated,  that 
in  tba  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kilkenny,  so  long  es  tithes  existed,  eman- 
cipation was  but  a  mockery.  He  would 
next  reed  hia  first  resolution  to  the 
House : — 


(IrttaM), 
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"That  it  19  eipedieot  that  tithes  and  all 
compositions  for  liihes  io  Irelaod  should  cease 
and  be  for  ever  extinguished,  compenialion 
beioe  first  made  for  all  esiitina  ioterests, 
whether  lay  or  ecclesiuticat ;  ana  that  it  ii 
also  expedient  that  meaiDrei  should  be  adopt- 
ed to  reader  the  revenue  of  the  Church  lands 
more  productive  and  more  available  for  the 
support  of  the  working  clergy  of  the  Estab- 
lishment, and  that  all  persons  not  in  com- 
munion with  the  EsUbli -tied  Church  of  Ireland 
should  be  relieved  fiom  all  assessment  for  tt« 
support." 

He  would  first  explain  that  pert  of  the 
resolution  which  respected  the  making  a 
more  effective  provision  for  the  workine 
clergy  out  of  the  revenue  of  the  Church 
lands.  He  conceived  that  the  tenants  had 
most  beneficisl  teems  offered  to  them  on 
which  to  purchase  the  fee  under  the  Act  of 
the2odand  3rd  of  William  IV.,  and, 
his  opinion,  an  Act  ought  to  be  passed  to 
render  it  compulsory  on  the  tenants  to 
purchase  the  fee,  or  that  ifthe^  did  not, 
they  should  be  deprived  of  their  right  to 
purchsse  the  fee,  which  should  then  be 
sold  to  the  best  advantage  for  the  state. 
He  should  also  propose  that  a  change 
should  take  place  with  respect  to  the  Arch- 
bishops and  Bishops  after  the  decease  of 
the  present  possessors.  With  respect  to 
the  Archbishop  he  abould  propose  that  a 
■nm  not  exceeding  2,000i.  B  year  ahold 


be  allowed,  and  for  the  Bishops  a  aunt  not 
exceeding  l,O00f.  a-year,  the  surplus  to  be 
obtained  by  such  a  reduction,  should  be 
applied  in  aid  of  the  stipends  of  tbe  work- 
ing clergy  of  tbe  Established  Church,  He 
would  also  propose  that  the  revenues  of 
deans  and  chapters,  minor  canons,  Ac. 
should  entirely  cease  after  the  demise  of 
tbe  present  possessors,  except  in  so  far 
as  they  might  be  connected  with  special 
application  to  the  cure  of  souls.  He  would 
stale  to  the  House  some  pariiculan  tela* 
dve  to  Church  lands  in  Ireland,  llie 
hon.  Member  accordingly  read  the  follow- 
ing statement. 

"  By  a  parliamentat;  return  in  1 833,  tba 
number  of  acres  in  the  Bishops'  lands  aio 
stated  at  669,247  acres.  In  this  return 
the  Bishopric  of  Rapboe  is  not  iocUdedi 
and  as  some  of  the  best  lands  in  Ireland 
are  in  tbe  possession  of  the  Church,  and  osis 
Biabaprio  is  not  returned,  the  average  oa 
the  acres  returned  may  be  eatimated,  widi- 
out  dsnger  of  exaggenlioo,  at  1/.  per 
acre,  or  669,247/.  annual  income^ 

"Tbe  Actof3rdau(14thof  WUiiara4tb, 
chap,  37,  providaa  that  the  tenants  maj 
parcbase  the  fee  at  the  improved  value,  on 
certain  terms  therein  specified ;  a  real 
being  reserved  for  ever,  equal  to  the  rent 
and  finea  now  pud.  The  amount  of  lb* 
present  reserved  rant  and  fines  is  1S1,IS7J^ 
The  future  revenue  from  the  Church  lands 
will  then  be  ascertained  by  estimating  the 
value  to  be  paid  for  the  fee  by  the  tenants 
over  and  above  the  reserved  rent.  It  may 
be  catcnlated  aa  fUlows ; 

On*  aBniM  of  IDOMW  (H  anriHiV^Wp  Jir 
D«dMl  Uh  p«iM<nl  riMmd  MM, 
tqui  in  ItK  prnept  itKome  of  tb« 


ViiM  Si  lUi  u  Bn  fw  ttM.', 


BiluH  lo  bedirlnd  rra«tb«ulc  aflbcft*   ti^Oifiin 

Then  the  Bishopa'  landa  would  p 
a  revenue  as  follows  :^ 
««» per  um  .      XUI^ff 

CipUil  yiBjuMd   b]i  (de    ar    fte> 

pcrcnl.  .  .  ,  lM,faa 
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TmlwBnlrana* 

Tin  iliiigi &U  mnldlie  u  loUowi:-- 

Fnr  irdiHAopa  «  i.aoOt.  ptruununi  «l| 


Msatfiii 
Revenue  omittad  in  the  above  ealculft- 
tisiu  wltii  ft  view  to  oover  eiron  or  defi- 
cimoies,  or  debt  alreadj  in<nimd. 

In  tbe  above  nlcnlidsiu  Ibe  tiIih  or  Ibe  fitc 
of  tbc(Mi  liadi  ud  ckipiir  IumU  (wkut 

It  ll  pTDpnod  ibaLL  be  pvrchued  by  tbe  te- 

ewBiBiib  ,     ^»fii* 

Cbaplitludi  .  30,104 


{3njl}  flHtmdj.  Il4ft 

ooTinUa  u  My  other  d«ht  dtie  10  IhtCMwai 
ftod  in  c*as  of  noD-ptymeat  on  »  dsorae  «!  toy 
Court,  a  panet  sfiJl  be  gi*aD  to  anur  into 
the  receipt  of  Ihe  tgqIs  of  the  pcemisei  till  tht 
per  centBge  be  discharged. 

Resoluiion  5. — "  That  in  all  cases  of  pet  cen- 
tage  chargeable  oq  sub-landlords,  luch  tub- 
landlord  and  all  iniena«diate  landlotda  ihtll 
be  entitled  to  deduct  a  like  amontit  of  per 
centage  from  thair  (upeiio*  Ludlordi  reipeo* 
tirdTi  till  it  ascends  (o  the  landlord  having  an. 
interest  in  fee,  or  any  other  ioiereet  which  fct 
the  purpose  of  this  assssiment  shall  be  declared 
equivalent  thereto.  Ttiat  in  like  maooer, 
landlords  subject  to  rent-chaTKes,  or  other  in* 
cumbrances  aecured  upon  lands,  shall  be  enti- 
tled to  deduct  a  like  per  centage  fnm  ip»y- 
menti  made  under  saeb  securittes." 


caiG,BT« 


By  tboe  calctiluions  tben,  it  would  appetr 
that  a  revenue  of  npwarda  of  900,000^ 
per  ftnnum  imght  be  made  applicsble  to  the 
twvdual  dergj.  Hk  seomid  leaolutlon 
wta, — 

"  That  it  is  expedientlhat  the  monies  neces- 
sary for  the  aforesaid  compensalioo  shonld  be 
advanced  out  of  the  public  reveone,  and  after- 
wards repaid  by  instalments  fh>m  the  proceeds 
of  a  tax  to  be  imposed  on  the  pro&l  rents; 
■ttdi  tai  to  cease  and  determine  as  so<w  as  the 
ftid  debt  shall  be  discharged," 

It  was  necessary  he  ehould  show  the  nracti- 
caUli^  of  Bsoertsinins  and  levyine  the  tax 
proposed  ;  and  for  this  punmse  he  would 
read  bH  the  resolutioDs  whidi  he  should 
■obmlt,  in  the  event  of  the  first  and  second 
nsolntiooR  being  agreed  to. 

Resolutions.— "That   for  the  purpose  of 

iscertaining  and  levying  '*•"  — • ■—■ ' 

by  the  second  reeolution, 
the  rMpectiva-parishaa  to  tbe  chnrahiraTdans 
(or  SUA  other  ofiocr  as  may  bo  appointed  ftr 
the  purpote)  to  aicertain  by  an  inspection  of 
the  leases  or  receipts — or  by  such  other  mean* 
as  they  may  deem  eipedient — tbe  amount  of 
rent  paid  oy  each  occupier  of  lands  or  teoe- 
ments — and  to  make  a  return  of  the  amount 
so  paid,  and  to  whom  paid,  and  of  the  total 
amonol  paid  to  each  landlord, 

Resolatkm  4,~"Th8t  the  per  centage  shallbe 
eharged  oa  tbo  landkMda  aoBordin^  (allowing 
a  power  of  appeal  against  eim^  asd  a  draw- 
bsick  on  rents  reduced  or  in   airear,]  which 

Kr  centage  (after  due  notice]  riiall  be  paid  by 
3  landlords,  within  a  lime  to  be  limited,  to 
the  offieen  appointed  to  receive  the  same. 
That  ndi  pet  centage  If  tiot  paid  shall  be  re- 


The  hon.  Member  then  read  the  follow- 

[MKlthlMMnlu,            SO,OOD 
£70,000 

Ua^OOOJLnrly.tBd  it  iM  Hppoie  Ihdr  lift 
Intentu  Id  W  wortk.  on  aa  ivenie,  ton 


£txiUi«ea 

The  rental  of  Ireland,  at  the  lowest  calcu- 
latioR,  amounted  to  12,000,000f. ;  one 
shilling  in  the  pound  on  this  income  would 
amount  to  the  annual  sum  of  600,000^, 
which  would  repay  the  debt  with  intereit 
at  8|  per  cent,  in  lees  than  five  years.  But 
it  was  probable  that  much  leas  conpen- 
satbn  would  be  required,  because  if  the  es. 
timate  of  revenue  from  the  Church  lands 
proved  correct,  it  would  he  nearly  suffioieut 
to  pay  the  whole  incomee  of  tbe  "^'T^lffg 
incumbents,  under  reasonable  deductions. 
He  would  appeal  to  the  representatives  ot 
Ireland  upon  this  question.  He  would  re. 
fer  to  the  statements  and  declarations  that 
had  been  mado  on  various  occasions  by 
gentlemen  who  represented  tbe  liberal 
party  of  Ireland.  He  called  upon  then 
to  declare  to  the  House  distinctly  what  it 
was  the  people  of  Ireland  wished  to  have, 
and  what  it  was  that  they  would  be  satis* 
6ed  with.  They  hod  nequently  stated 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  would  not  bs 
satisfied  with  any  thing  short  of  tbe  total 
extinction  of  tithes;  and  how.he would  ask, 
could  they  accept  the  Bill  that  had  been 
ofiered  to  them  by  his  Majesty's  Govern* 
ment  P  Would  the  people  of  Ireland  agree 
to  sacrifice  the  ptindple  upon  wh^  tn<^ 
demanded  religious  liberty,  freedom  of  con- 
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that  the  elergj  would  be  rendered  the  de- 
graded expectants  of  the  favour  of  what- 
ever Administnitioa  might  be  in  power; 
they  would  receive  th^  stipends  like  the 
regium  donum  of  the  Pretbyterians,  which 
wai  auSiiient  ta  debase  and  paralyze  any 
church,  and  to  render  its  ministry  ineffective 
to  the  cause  of  religion.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber concluded  bj  thanking  the  House  fur 
and  by  moving 


VOKDtt,  and  a  right  to  worship  theii  God 
u  they  thought  fit?  Would  the  Catholic 
Hanbera  of  Ireland  deser  the  grand  prin- 
ciple of  reli^us  liberty  for  the  paltry 
hnbe  offered  by  the  Government  Bill? 
Would  they  thus  desert  the  Prolestant  in- 
terest of  the  empire  in  their  efforts  to  throw 
<^  the  realxaints  of  rdiginua  monopoliea 
If  the  Catholics  were  wiUing  to  take  this  ! 

eoune,  he  would  tell  the  House  there  was  ;  their  patient  indulgence 
ft  Protestant  interest  in  Ireland,  which,  if  bis  first  resolution. 
he  Iniew  their  principles,  would  not  sue-  |  Viscount  Morpeth  said,  that  after  the 
cumh  to  this  degradation — he  alluded  to  I  full  discussion  and  decided  opinion  vrhich 
the  great  mass  of  the  Presbyterians  of  the  Houfte  had  giren  on  this  subject, 
Ulster,  who  were  determined  to  demand  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  not  think 
iix  extinction  of  tithes  on  the  noble  prin-  |  him  chargeable  with  disrespect  to  him  if 
dple  of  religious  freedom — wbo  were  ready  he  decliued  entering  into  any  reply  to  his 
to  give  up  their  own  regivm  donum,  on  the  speech,  and  called  upon  the  House  to  pro- 
Gtmditioa  of  tithes  being  extinguished^or  |  i^ed  to  the  practical  matter  in  hand, 
even,  he  believed,  without  that  condition,  j  Mr.  OiUon  Bronne  roae  to  second 
He  called  upon  Irish  Members,  represent-  :  the  motion,  aod  begged  to  make  one  pie- 
in^  the  Catholic  Community,  not  to  per-  liminary  observation.  He  did  not  second 
nut  his  Majesty's  Government — that  House  '  the  motion  for  the  purpose  of  embarrassing 
-^r  the  British  Nation,  to  be  deceived  I  his  Majesty's  Governmrat,  hut  for  the 
with  reference^  to  the  objects  and  demands  j  purpose  of  Ailfilling  a  duty  to  his  consti- 
of  their  cnnstiluents — mid  not  to  agitate .  tuents,  and  redeeming  the  pledges  he  bad 
the  minds  of  the  people  for  any  object  |  given  them.  He  did  so  fur  thu  purpose, 
which  they   would  not  support    in   that    that  if  bereaflier  he  thought  it  necessary  to 


House.  Tbej  told  the  people  that  it  was 
contrary  to  conscientious  principle  to  pay 
tithes  to  the  Established  Church— -by  those 
means  resistance  was  generated — blood  was 
spilt;  for  this  blood,  then,  they  alone 
would  be  accountable,  if  they  excite  the 
pasmoDs  of  the  people  for  objects  which 
they  were  not  themselves  determined  to 
sustain  by  their  votes  in  that  House.  He 
was  himself  a  proprietor  both  of  lands  and 
Uthes — and,  therefore,  in  Uie  proposition 
he  submitted,  he  should  not  be  liable  to 
the  imputation  of  forcing  upon  others,  who 
had  interests  in  those  properties,  any  mea- 
sures which  he  was  not  willing  himself  to 
submit  to.  He  must  also  state,  that  he 
was  a  member  of  the  EstabUshed  Church — 
and  he  advocated  the  extinction  of  tithes, 
with  a  view  to  the  advancement  of  Pro- 
testant principles — ^from  a  feeling  that  the 
diffusioaof  these  principles  had  beoi  retarded 
by  the  offensive  position  in  which  the 
I^testont  Church  had  been  placed  by  that 
impost.  He  suted,  that  he  could  not  dve 
S  vote  in  bvour  of  the  Government  BiU, 
from  the  objections  he  bad  already  sub- 
nitted.  But  there  was  another  objection— 
which,  as  a  Protestant,  he  could  not  over- 
come—it was  this— that  by  the  intended 
BiU  the  stipends  of  the  clergy  would  be 
Ml  in  ao  great  a  degree  at  the  discretion 
pf  tlie  Qoremment,  u  to  tfaeii  amount, 


agitate  this  question  amongst  those  per~ 
sons  who  had  sent  him  to  the  House,  it 
might  not  be  stated  that  he  expressed  sen* 
timents  out  of  doors  which  he  had  not  the 
manliness  to  maintain  and  justify  within 
the  walls  of  this  House,  ul  aapporting 
the  propositions  of  his  hon,  Frieiid,  the 
Member  for  Duudalk,  it  might  be  stated 
that  he  was  embarking  on  a  wild  and  vi- 
sionary scheme,  but  such  arguments  had 
been  offered  in  the  in&ncy  i^  every  mea- 
sure affecting  the  liberties  of  this  country. 
In  days  gone  by,  the  advocates  of  Catholic 
emancipation  had  been  considered  as  vainly 
speculative  as  he  might  on  the  preseat 
occasion,  and  within  his  own  recollectioD| 
he  could  point  to  the  period  when  as  a 
boy,  he  read  with  delight  the  qieeches  of 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department,  when  within  tfaow 
walls  he  propounded  his  achemes  for  the 
reform  of  that  House  to  an  inattenlire 
audience,  and  supported  only  by  a  few 
but  faithftil  friends.  In  advocating  the 
propowlious  of  his  hoc.  Friend,  he  beg- 
ged to  state  that  he  did  so  [reservedlr. 
He  did  not  altogether  upprove  of  ul 
the  points  embraced  by  his  hon.  Friend  a 
resolutions:  but  he  supported  them  be- 
cause they  embraced  a  great  principle,  the 
total  abolition  of  tithes  in  Ireland,  or  rather 
the  dircrsion  of  tithe  pxopert/  xa  f^asx. 
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compared  to  an  Irish  rq^enti  whteh  hnd 
the  nhole  train  of  officers  from  the  Colond 
downwards,  but  only  one  private.  So  with 
that  Church    establishment ;    it    had    iti 

Cy  apparatus  of  Archbishops,  Bishopt, 
ana,  Piebendaiies,  Canons,  Rectors 
and  Curates,  and  what  was  better  still,  its 
tithes,  glebe-lands,  cathedrals,  churches, 
but  no  flock.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Lancashire,  he  believed  it 
was  who  had  used  the  term  "  Cerberian." 
The  Irish  Church  might  be  as  aptly  com- 
pared to  that  manyheaded  gentlemao.  He 
did  not  mean  to  saj  that  it  was  the  guar- 
dian of  the  same  portal;  but  it  had  as 
many  heads  stretched  out  for  sops,  and  hut 
one  lean  and  emaciated  body.  Let  them 
suppose  three  goodly  Bishops,  followed  by  a 
meagre  sexton,  and  a  sexton  comprised  in  his 
person  generally  the  a^regate  of  an  Irish 
congregation.  Letthemsupposethesethings, 
and  they  would  have  an  apt  personification  of 
the  many-headed  monster  and  his  spectre- 
like frame.  Hon.  Members  had  spoken  of 
the  immaculate  purity  of  the  church  and  of 
the  piety,    zeal,    fbrbearance,    and  other 


■nd,  what  he  conceived  to  be,  better  pnr< 
poses.  Did  he  do  so  at  the  su^estion  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  i  He  be^ed  to 
state  that  he  advocated  a  measure  recom- 
mended by  the  universal  prayer  of  the 
people  of  that  wuntry  ;  for  let  the  House 
regard  the  different  petitions  forwarded 
from  that  country,  and  they  would  find 
the  B«Btiments  of  the  {people  espreased  in 
this  strong  and  unequivocal  language — 
"  We  pray  for  the  total  abolition  rf  tithes, 
not  in  name  but  in  reality."  Here  there 
was  no  mention  made  of  an  adjustment  of 
this  question  by  appropriation  clauses,  no 
speculation  upon  surplus  estimates,  but  a 
bold  and  unanimous  call  for  the  total  and 
unqualified  abolition  of  that  impost.  He 
might  be  asked  what  he  meant  by  the  total 
abolition  of  tithes — did  he  mean  that  the 
tithes  should  be  taken  from  the  Church  es- 
tablishment to  be  added  to  the  rent-charge 
of  the  landlord  t  He  contemplated  no  snch 
change.  Such  an  arrangement  would  only 
abolish  the  word  from  the  vocabulary  of  the 
language,  while  the  substance  which  the 
tsrm  tithe  represented  would  continue  as  a 
burthen  upon  the  people,  though  not  in 
the  same  noxious  and  offensive  character. 
He  cared  ttot  whedier  it  was  called  tithe  or 
rent;  but  be  conddered  it  nearly  an  equal 
inflicUon  to  the  unfortunate  tenant  to  luive 
his  property  distrained  at  the  command  of 
a  Carlow  landlord,  who  might  justify  such 
proceedings  by  saying  it  was  "  his  ri^t," 
as  hod  bran  stated  m  that  Hoase  ;  or  to 
have  himself  handed  over  by  a  charitable 
preacher  of  the  Gospel  (one  of  the  gentle 
Bcretifords  forsooth)  to  the  tender  mercies 
o^  Ae  Barons  of  the  Exchequer.  What  he 
meant  by  the  abolition  of  tithes  was,  that 
the  tithe  property  should  be  subjected  to  a 
valuation— that  the  present  incumbent 
should  be  provided  for  for  life— that  the 
surplus  should  be  devoted  to  the  relief  of 
the  poor,  and  that  each  religion  in  Ireland 
should  in  future  contribute  to  the  support 
of  their  respective  church  establishments. 
He  begged  to  state,  that  it  was  an  anomaly 
in  Government  that  millions  should  contri- 
bute to  the  religious  worship  of  a  few  thou- 
sands. Did  the  misdonariet  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  mean  to  convert  the  Papists 
by  this  means  ?  They  speculated  wrong ; 
and  he  believed,  that  the  benighted  children 
of  Rome,  though  they  made  them  pay  toll 
■for  the  road  they  took  to  Heaven,  would 
not  be  induced  to  go  that  way,  but  would 
rather  go  round  by  purgatory,  than  take  the 
ahnrt  cut  which  had  been  recommended  to 
■than.    The  Inb  Chotch  hod  been  aptly 


Eiigners  of  that  Church,  were  they  ealeua 
t^  to  conciliate  the  people  i  He  could 
imagine  nothing  more  heinous,  tluin  that 
men,  wearing  the  garb  of  religion,  should 
be  prodigid  of  the  lives  of  their  fellow- 
beings.  They  might  have  revealed  truth 
in  their  month,  but  the  uncharitable  would 
say,  they  had  the  mammon  of  iniquity  at 
their  hearts.  They  laid  one  hand  on  the 
sacred  book,  and  they  grasped  the  sword  in 
the  other.  He  had  already  said,  that  he 
was  grateful  to  Government.  Ireland 
ought  to  be  grateful  to  the  present  Go- 
vernment, lor  it  was  the  only  Government 
which  had  given  earnest  of  doing  justice  to 
that  country.  The  British  people  onght 
to  be  grateful  to  the  Ministers,  for  they 
had  candidly  avowed  that  they  had  made 
reform  the  great  principle  of  political  archi- 
tecture on  which  they  meant  to  continue 
the  structure  of  the  constitution.  Reform 
had  taken  deep  root  in  the  soil — no  legis- 
lative power  could  impede  its  growth. 
Coeruon  Bills  might  be  passed,  but  such 
measures,  by  exciting  the  indignation  of 
the  people,  only  produced  a  re-action  that 
must  tend  to  the  extension  of  civil  liberty; 
and  from  the  wounds  they  left  on  the  Con- 
stitution  there  sprang  a  thousand  fresh 
and  vigorous  shoots.  What  he  desired  wa^ 
that  tithes,  as  at  present  existing,  should  he 
nhjected  to  a  revaluation — that  tin  dacgf 
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of  tbe  Establuhed  Cburoh  Aould  be  pro. 
Tided  for  for  lUe^^nd  that  the  niipIuB 
■hould  Im  denoted  to  tlie  relief  of  the  poor. 
By  that,  not  alone  an  act  of  jaitice  would 
be  done,  but  it  would  be  accoropanied  with 
a  AiTOUT  end  a  Uesong.  It  would  not 
alone  remove  the  lerpent  ^m  its  victim, 
but  would  extract  from  the  body  of  the 
dead  a  remedy  to  heal  the  wound  that 
had  been  infficUd. 

Mr.  Randall  Pluiikett  said,  that  ai  he 
had  a  BtroDg  conviction  on  his  mind  that 
the  GoTeniment  did, not  intend  to  yield 
one  iota  of  the  priuciple  of  appropriation, 
and  as  hon.  Members  on  hie  aide  of  the 
House  were  as  determined  to  oppose  that 
principle,  he  could  not  conceive  what  ob- 
ject the  noble  Lord  could  effect  by  going 
into  Committee  on  this  Bill,  unless  the 
nobleLord  waiprepared  tosay  thathebad 
an  object  in  canying  it  where  there  was  a 
majontTt  '<■  order  thai  it  might  be  rejected 
where  tnerewaiaDOppOMOg  majority.  He 
believed  the  boo.  Member  foe  Dundalk 
WM  shiceTe  id  the  conne  he  wai  lakin^, 
but  be  denied  be  had  any  right  to  aiiume 
that  the  Preabyuriani  of  the  North  were 
by  Boy  meani  ttnanimons  in  favour  of  an 
extinction  of  tithei.  For  bii  part,  be  pro- 
tested as  strongly  against  the  Bill  of  His 
Majesty's  Ministers  as  the  reaolutions  of 
the  hon.  OeQtlemaD,  for  he  did  not  think 
tt  behoved  a  Protestant  Government,  by 
rabtractiDg  from  the  meant  for  maintain' 
tng  its  own  Church  Establishment,  to  pro- 
vide instruction  for  ihose  from  whose  aoc- 
trine  thev  conscientiousty  dissented. 

Mr.  ffCmnell  said,  that  this  was  a  most 
fruitless  discussion.  His  ban.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Dundalk,  had  made  what  they 
would  call  in  Ireland  an  "  out-of-a-face 
ipeech"  —  no  compromise  —  nothing  but 
eternal  justice  ;  yet  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber moved  began  with  those  miserable 
words,  "  it  is  expedient."  He  first  rested 
bis  CBie  upon  justice,  and  then  turned 
Tonnd  and  talked  of  expediency.  He 
(Mr,  O'Connell)  could  not  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member's  resolutions  for  the  abolition 
of  tithe.  But  then  they  made  compensa- 
tion. Yes  i  but  be  would  ask  where  was 
the  good  or  taking  money  out  of  one 
pocket  to  put  it  into  anoljier?  Persons 
notconnecled  with  the  Established  Church 
were  to  be  relieved  from  all  assessment, 
and  instead  of  which  it  was  to  be  sup- 
ported out  of  the  public  revenue.  Now, 
this  part  of  the  bon.  Member's  propoution 
was  iiiDrt  contradictory ;  foi  did  not  Roman 


Cetholica  asd  Presbyteriana  contribute  ta 
the  revenne  as  well  at  ^oteatants  T    B«t 

be  proposed  to  repay  the  rerentie  by  a  tax 
to  be  imposed  on  profit  rents,  to  whidi 
the  very  same  answer  applied,  namely, 
that  that  tax  would  fall  upon  Roman  Ca- 
tholics as  well  as  Protestants.  His  hoq. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr. 
Browne)  had  supported  both  the  abolitiob 
and  appropriation  of  tithe ;  bnt  if  tithea 
were  abolished,  he  (Mr.  O'Connell)  sbonld 
like  to  know  hotv  they  were  then  to  be 
appropriated.  In  his  opinion  do  man 
could  support  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundalk. 

Dr.  Bowring  thought  that  every  propo- 
sition of  his  hon,  Friend,  the  Member  fbr 
Dundalk,  was  entitled  to  the  approval  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  His  eloqusot 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Kilkenny,  bad 
argued  that  the  expediency  of  putting  an 
end  to  the  tithe  system  was  a  difTerent 
thing  from  its  justice.  H«  could  not  per- 
ceive the  distinction.  In  fegtslation  jua- 
tice  was  espediency,  and  expediency  waa 
justice.  The  proposition  went  on  to  say 
that  tithes  ought  to  be  extinguished,  but 
it  did  not  deny  that  the  ri^ts  of  liviitg 
proprietors  sbonld  be  respected  i  on  the 
contrary,  it  insisted  that  they  should  be 
recognised,  and  made  more  anilaUe  fix 
the  purposes  of  religious  instruction.  It 
proposed  that  the  really  meritorious,  the 
worifing  clergy,  sbonld  be  more  liberally 
remanerated ;  but  went  farther,  it  pro- 
claimed the  greater  and  the  higher  prla- 
ciple,  that  no  man  should  be  compelled  to 
contribnte  to  the  expenses  ot  a  religion  of 
which  he  disapproved.  This  was  the  true, 
the  simple  application  of  the  Christian 
principle. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  O'Srim  had  already 
stated  that  his  opinion  was,  that  the  fairest 
iray  of  dealing  with  the  question  would  be 
to  raise  a  land-tax,  which  should  fall 
equally  on  persons  of  all  periuatioDi. 

Mr.  Grattan  said,  he  in  part  agreed  and 
in  part  differed  from  the  resolutions  of  hit 
hon.  Friend ;  but  he  thought  the  better 
course  for  him  to  take  would  be  to  with- 
draw his  reaolutions. 

Mr.  Crawford,  in  explanation,  said  the 
proposition  he  now  brought  forward  was 
suggested  to  him  by  the  boo.  Member  for 
Kilkeony  himself, 

Mr.  Finn  said,  tbat  be  had  alivaya 
maintained  that  after  the  Hres  of  tbe  pr»> 
lent  incumbents  the  Proteaiant  £ttabkab- 
meot  ought  to  ceue  to  exist. 
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Mr.  ^aw  believed  be  should  better 
consult  the  reeling  of  the  House,  as  well 
as  abids  by  the  understanding  which 
eiisted  between  both  aides  on  the  subject, 
by  not  dwelling  at  an;  length  upon  tlie 
observations  which  had  been  made  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in  that  stage  of 
the  measure.  With  regard  to  the  propo- 
sition or  the  hon.  MemlMr  for  Dunaalk  to 
abolish  tithes  and  tithe  compositions  alto- 
gether, it  might  be  more  honest  and  con- 
sistent than  the  plan  of  the  Government 
— but  still,  as  it  was  not  even  entertained 
by  them  at  present,  it  would  be  a  waste  of 
time  seiiously  to  aigue  it — then  as  to  the 
various  allegations  which  had  been  made 
againat  individual  olergyroeu,  he  had  no 
doubt,  if  he  had  an  opportunity  of  inquir- 
ing into  the  facta  of  these  cases,  he  could 
satisfactorily  answerer  eaplaia  them — but 
after  all,  what  iud  it  to  do  with  the 
oaerita  of  the  present  question,  whether 
thia  or  that  partioular  curate  was  well 
treatad  or  otherwise  by  his  rector  ?  He 
(Mr.  Sbaw)  was  aa  anziouB  as  any  oae 
eoald  be  r«  the  better  provision  or  what 
were  called  the  working  clergy — (o  put  an 
end  to  n  on  .residence,  unions,  pluralities, 
and  every  defect  which  might  exist  in  the 
church,  but  that  was  not  the  object  of  the 
present  Bill.  He  could,  too,  disprove  the 
calculations  as  to  numbers  and  property 
of  the  church,  which  had  been  adduced  as 
arguments  by  gentlemen  on  the  other  side, 
but  he  felt  he  should  be  departing  from  the 
agreement  to  which  the  House  had  bound 
itself,  and  he  .would,  therefore,  confine 
himself  to  matters  of  detail  in  the  Com- 
mittee. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original  Mo- 
tion—Ayes  6l;  Noes  18:  Majonty  43. 


fTrOmut}, 


Agyoaby,  U.  A. 
Balfour,  T. 
Barcli^,  C. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Beniinck,  Lord  W. 
Bemal,  R. 
Bewes,T. 
Blaniire,  W. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
BrolhertOD,  J. 
Campball,  Sir  J. 
Crawley,  5. 
DiUwyn,  L.  W. 
Dunbar,  G. 
Bntwistle,  J. 
Fngoaon,  Sir  Rob.  A. 
Vetiwssm.'K.ta,  iLC. 
French,  F, 


Lislo/the  Ayes. 
Hardy,  J. 
Heathcoale,  John 
Ileathcote,  G.  J. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Howard,  R. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hoy,  J.  B. 
Jephson,  C.  D.  a 
Jones,  W. 
Jones,  T. 
liilar.  B.  C. 
Maagles,  J. 
MarJi),  J. 

Morelon,  hon.  A.  H> 
Morpeth,  Lord  Visct. 
Unrray,  rl.  bon.  3.  A. 
(VBriM),  W.  S. 
O'Connell,  D. 


0*ConneII,  H.  J, 
O'Connell,  M. 
Parker,  J. 
Finney,  W. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Poulter,  J.  S. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pusey,  P. 
Roche,  D. 
Rundle,  J. 
RDshbroeke,  Colonel 
Rust  el  I,  Lord  3. 
Scott,  Sir  £.  D. 


(Shaw,  tight  bon.  F. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stuart,  V. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
'njomely,T. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
WaWey.T. 
Walker,  R. 
Waiburton,  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 


Stuart,  Mr,  R. 

Stanley,  Mr. 

£ts(o/(fteNoES. 


Naglo,  Sir  B. 

Power,  J. 
Ruthven,  E. 
Tliompson,  CctaM) 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Westenra,  hoDt  J.  C. 


Blake,  M.  J. 
Bodkin,  J.  J. 
Bo  wring.  Dr. 
BrabBeon,SirW. 
Brvly,  D.  C. 
Bridgeman,  H. 
Butler,  hon.  P. 

Grattan,  H.  Crawford,  Mr.  S. 

Musgrave,  Sir  R.  Browne,  Mr. 

The  House  went  into  ConiBittee. 

Clause  1.  Compositiona  fov  tithes  abol- 
ished,  &c. 

Mr.  Shaw  begged  the  attention  of  Ute 
Committee  to  one  of  the  most  uriiust  pr^ 
visions  that  be  believed  had  ever  been 
attempted  in  an  Act  of  Parliament— he 
meant,  that  by  which  all  arrears  due  to  the 
Irish  Uthe-owners— except  those  payable 
by  the  landlords — were  by  this  clause  to 
be  swept  away  without  compensation  or 
consideration.  In  the  vanoua  bills  that 
had  been  introduced  on  the  subject,  such  a 
gross  and  glaring  injustice  had  never  before 
been  contemplated.  He  defied  the  noUe 
Lord  to  produce  one  precedent  in  the  whole 
statute-book  of  such  a  total  disngard  to  the 
rights  of  property.  The  case  was  so 
monstrous,  on  the  face  of  it,  that  argument 
was  impossible  and  unnecessary.  Let  the 
noble  Lord  grant  the  balance  of  the  million 
yet  remaining  in  hands  for  the  purpose,  if 
he  pleased.  He  would  prefer  that ;  but  be 
appealed  with  confidence  to  the  noble  Lord 
and  to  the  House,  that  upon  the  com- 
monest and  first  principles  of  justice  tbe 
idea  was  not  to  be  for  a  moment  enter- 
tained, that  yon  could,  without  compensa- 
tion or  consent  of  the  parties,  take  aw^ 
the  existing  l^al  iwmedy— nay,  furtlier, 
cancel  as  existing  l^al  debt;  thus,  toOj 
puntdiing  the  obedient,  and  rewarding 
thcae  wno  had  been  disobedient  to  the  laws. 
He  <Mr.  Shaw)  would  not  insult  the  gcnd 
•ense  of  the  Canmitttee  by  stopping  to 
a^ue  w  Klf-evident  a  propontjon,  but  it 
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and  all  thu  iax  a  mijeialile,  paltry  nnug 
of  tbe  balance  of  the  inillioii  fund — a 
saving,  be  contended,  Ministeis  hod  no 
ligbt  to  propose,  as  this  House  bad  twice 
sanctioned  the  application  of  tHs  monej, 
fur  the  purpose  <^  giving  peace  to  Ire- 
land. He  would  more  the  omission  both 
of  the  proviso,  and  tbe  words  "  heretofiwe 
accused  or" — 

Viscount  Morpeth  said,  that  for  some 
reasons  which  had  been  stated  before,  the 
Grovemment  did  not  think  fit  to  call  upon 
this  country  to  advance  200,000tor  300,000/. 
to  meet  tbe  arrears  of  tithes.  He  ad- 
mitted, that  there  was  some  difficulty  on 
the  face  of  the  clause,  but  that  might  be 
obviated  bf  fixing  a  time,  up  to  which, 
after  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  an  oppor- 
tunity would  he  afforded  for  recovering 

Mr.  JephtoH  considered  this  as  one  of 
the  most  mongtrous  clauBes  that  ever  was 
introduced  into  any  Bilh  He  himself  waa 
a  tithe^wner,  and  he  waited  befm-e  taking 
steps  for  the  recovery  of  Jii«  tithes  to  sea 
how  Parliament  would  deal  with  the  nib. 
ject.  He  was  obliged  to  ^ve  directions 
to  his  solicitor  to  commence  upwards  of 
seventy  actions  for  the  recovery  of  the 
arrears  due  to  bim;  and  he  begged  to 
auure  the  noble  Lord  that  he  waa  deter- 
mined not  to  sacrifice  his  property.  He 
would  tell  those  bon.  Members  &om  whose 
mouths  tbe  words  "justice  to  IielBud" 
dropped,  that  this  would  not  be  an  act  of 
justice.  What  would  be  tbe  effect  of  tbe 
clause  P  A  titho-holdet,  who,  from  tha 
beat  motives,  had  suffered  big  tithet  to  run 
into  arrear  until  he  could  ascertain  what 
Parliament  would  do,  both  in  reference  to 
the  security  of  the  tithe-owno'  and  tbe 
relief  of  the  tithe-payer,  would  be  deprived 
of  bis  arrean,  unless  be  adopted  those 
forcible  means  which  he  had  been  ao 
aniioui  to  avtnd.  He  thought  some  in- 
demnity ought  to  be  given  for  the  arrean^ 

Mr.  David  Roche  contended,  that  the 
clause  did  not  bear  tbe  construction  put 
upon  iL 

Mr.  W.  Smith  O'Brien  thought  it  was 
useless  to  discuss  the  likely  enects  of  the 
Bill,  when,  aa  bad  been  intimated  by  an 
bon.  Gentleman  opposite,  it  waa  not  piobl^ 
fale  that  it  would  be  carried. 

Mr.  OConndl  entirely  concnncd  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick.  It  wu 
dear  that  they  were  only  wasting  tiieir 
time,  for  no  measures  for  the  pacification  of 
Ireland,  reacting  tithes,  or  anything  else, 
wen  likely  to  be  poaed  in   the  otli«r 


onae  move  to  strike  out  that  part  of  tbe 
clause  which  related  to  arrears  now  due. 
The  words  to  be  struck  out  were->-"  here- 
tofoie  accrued  or."  He  could  not  believe, 
that  the  noble  Lord  could  oppose  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  French  could  not  conceive  in  what 
manner  bis  Majesty's  Government  could 
justify  this  clause  as  it  at  present  stood; 
and  although  be  was  convinced  it  must  be 
abandoned,  he  thought  some  explanation 
ought  to  be  given  as  an  excuse  for  its  in- 
troduction. A  number  of  unquestionable 
debts,  legally  and  juHtly  due  hy  one  set  of 
private  individuals  to  another  set  of  private 
individuals,  were  to  be  cancelled ;  the 
debtor  was  to  be  discharged  from  bis  debt, 
the  creditor  was  to  be  degraded,  and  no 
GOmpensadon  to  the  injured  party  was  con- 
templated by  the  Bill.  If  public  expe- 
diency required  that  private  claims  should 
be  arbitrarily  extinguished,  the  individuals 
whose  rights  were  sacrificed  were  at  least 
entitled  to  corapentttioci,  and  that  course 
had  been  pursued  in  all  the  measures  which 
had  hitherto  been  proposed  on  this  subject. 
In  the  Bill  of  last  year  the  arrears  of  tithe 
were  proposed  to  be  cancelled,  but  provi- 
sion was  made  for  their  payment  out  of 
that  portion  of  the  million  loan  which  re- 
mained unappropriated;  there  was  at  the 
present  time  an  additional  year's  arrear  to 
be  provided  for,  and  the  provision  for  pay- 
ment was  altogether  omitted.  Not  only 
were  the  debts  due  by  tbe  occupiers  when 
their  enforcement  might  lead  to  breaches 
of  the  peace  to  be  cancelled,  but  the 
landlord  who  had  become  liable  uoder  Lord 
Stanley's  Act  (not  by  certificate  or  agree- 
ment, but  as  owners  of  estates,  the  tenants 
of  which  hold  at  will),  were  to  be  ex- 
empted from  payment;  a  distioction  was 
taken  in  favour  of  those  who  had  adopted 
legal  proceedings,  who  had  enforced  their 
claims  by  filing  writs  of  rebellion,  of 
the  fatal  consequences  of  which  they  had 
heard  so  much,  and  those  were  the  persons 
who  would  be  protected ;  those  alone  who 
had  forhom  (o  take  legal  proceedings  were 
to  be  mulcted  and  puni^ed.  Tbe  class 
which  was  most  deserving  of  consideration, 
tbose  who  had  been  lenient  and  forbearing, 
who  had  preferred  to  forego  their  incomes 
nther  than  have  recourse  to  harsh  mea. 
.surei,  and  to  come  into  coUi^on  with  their 
parishioners,  were  to  be  tbe  sufferera.  If 
a  measure  were  to  be  devised  to  diminish 
renect  for  the  laws— to  make  all  parties 
fisd  it  to  he  their  interest  to  resist,  not  to 
obey  them,  this  was  exactly  the  measure, 
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HoUH.  He  fth  thai  thdr  wtn  wartuig 
A^r  liiM  mott  mtenblr;  and  lia  wu 
KHTjr  that  th*  boD.  Henber  for  Weolock, 
who  bad  tauttud  ihs  notion  of  Iiiihmen 
haviag  any  ttgbti,  wu  not  in  his  place  ta 
eonflnn  that  feeling.  Aaj  Bill  which 
nleht  contain  anything  like  solid  relief  for 
Inland  would  be  destroyrf  by  that  patty, 
which  wai  in  reality  the  deatructive  party. 
The  nlRchtefli,  then,  which  were  antici- 
ted  as  the  result  of  the  ckuK,  were  not 
:e1y  to  occur ;  but,  if  pouible,  they 
ought  to  be  guarded  against.  Perhap* 
fOmething  might  be  done  with  lespec 
the  retn^nder  of  the  million ;  hut  he 
tflVaid  topropoK.aoy  plan.     In  fact  he  was 


t  Morpeth  mar  no  difficulty  in 

carrying  the  cIbuk  into  efleot  with  reipeot 
to  tithes  that  would  hereafter  become  due  ; 
but  he  was  quit*  willing  to  allow  of  some 
modification  of  the  other  part  of  the  clauve. 
He  would  tuggeat  that  three  monthi 
ihould  be  allowed  for  the  recovery  at 
tman  after  the  pai^ng  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  Staitfeif  Mid,  tnat  the  dauie  pre> 
Tented  the  paniea  (Vom  Mcovaring  tha 
•n«ant  while  it  gave  them  nothing  In  Uau. 
Thll  he  thought  moat  unjust.  Hii  noble 
Friend  pn^tOBed  to  give  time  for  the  re* 
tOTerr  of  arreara  by  action.  Continual 
eomplaints  had  been  node,  that  Ireland 
wai  overrun  with  Buita  and  actlani  fbr 
tiibea,  and  yet  bii  noble  Friend  now  pro- 
poied  to  renew  and  protract  those  objec- 
tionable proceedings.  He  could  not  con- 
ceive why  hb  noble  Friend  should  hesitBte 
to  ttrOce  out  the  -wiads  relating  to  tba 
arrears. 

Mr.  CtCmneU  wished  It  to  be  Ncollccted 
what  was  the  Intention  of  this  Bill.  It 
was  Intended  to  pacify  the  people.  By 
consenting  to  strilce  out  the  words  referred 
to,  his  Majesty's  Oovemment  allowed 
litigation  to  remain,  and  all  suits  for  the 
arrears  of  tithes  to  continue.  When  there 
was  a  wish  for  the  pacification  of  the  coun- 
try, be  was  surprised  that  any  paltry  oon- 
nderation  as  to  the  saving  of  the  remnant 
of  the  million  could  be  thought  of. 

Mr.  SAonj  could  safely  undertake  on  the 
part  of  the  Irish  clergy,  that  they  would 
allow  their  ^rsonal  and  private  interests  to 
interfere  with  any  equitable  and  perma- 
nent adjustment  of  the  question  of  tithe 
property,  and  in  that  spirit  he  was  sure 
they  would  be  ready  to  acquiesce  in  any 
leasonable  arrangement  for  meeting  the 
mrploa  of  the  million,  applicable  to  the 
•Htlement  of  existing  arreon. 
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Ur.  Tkormhf  oUeetod  t*  tbe  fivilt;  Vf 
tba  remaudsr  of  the  loan  for  the  pvpeaa 
of  paying  off  the  arrears 

Lotd  y.  RiukU  agreed  with  the  hon 
Member  for  Wolverhampton,  and  said,  h* 
was  not  inclined  to  consent  to  such  a  di» 
poMd  of  the  remainder  <^  the  mon^  ad- 
vanced by  this  country.  He  also  ramenk 
bared,  that  the  ban.  and  leamad  Member 
for  Oie  University  of  Dublin,  when  (bt 
loan  was  first  proposed,  dmounced  it  as  a 
measure  pregnant  with  the  greatest  nip 
chiefs  to  Irdand,  and  said  it  would  ba  a 
bonus  fbr  the  non-paymsnt  of  Bthes. 

Mr.  Sham  said,  he  held  precisely  tb* 
same  opinion  still,  and  f^lt  that  the  result 
had  fullj  justified  his  pradictioD,  that  • 
suipenrion  of  the  payment  would  en^ 
courage  opposition,  and  ultimately  efieel 
the  security  of  the  property  in  tithes  j  but 
now,  that  an  entire  new  arrangement  aa  to 
the  future  payment  was  making,  he  waa 
willing  to  agree  to  a  compromise  la  all  that 
related  to  tin  past,  and  so  close  the  acconnt 
al  to  eiisling  arrears. 

Clause  a^iecd  to. 

Clause  8.— All  sums  payaU«  by  idilat- 
mebt  under  the  8rd  and  4tb  William  *tb, 
c  loo,  remitted;  and  any  money  beretOa 
fore  paid  thereunder  to  he  refunded. 

Mr.  iSfan'  said,  that  if  the  government 
meant  to  apply  the  remainder  of  the  million 
to  the  liquidation  of  the  arrears,  the  present 
was  the  clause  by  which  that  should  ba 
ejected ;  but  as  the  Oovemment  declared 
that  no  part  of  tba  Bill  should  past  without 
the  appropriation  clause,  be  rather  threw 
this  out  as  a  Suggestion  than  for  any  prac- 
tical pitroose,  as  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  waa  well 
pOTBUOded  that  the  Bill  never  could  fut 
with  the  appropriation  elauae. 

Lord  Sianlei/  said,  that  there  were  aoraas 
in  the  list  of  those  who  bad  availed  them- 
selves  of  the  million  loan,  that  he  thought 
would  have  sooner  cut  off  their  tight  hands 
than  have  applied  for  any  portion  of  that 
loan,  whichwas  Intended  by  Parliament  for  ■ 
rery  dififerent  purpose  indeed.  There  wa« 
one  cose  connected  with  the  grant  of  moneJT 
to  titbe-owneiB  which  came  under  hi*  cdi- 
servation,  and  which  be  should  Just  men" 
tion  to  the  House.  Il  was  wul  known 
that  where  lay  impropriators  were  compen- 
sated for  the  loss  of  their  tithtSj  they  de^ 
livered  in  lists  of  the  parties  who  were 
indebted  to  them.  Oneoftheclaimsfounded 
upon  those  lists  was  disallowed  upon  veiy 
safScient,  but  rather  remarkable,  grounds. 
The  individual,  whose  name  be  should  not 
mention,  made  Us  dum  ia  lb«  asMl  war  / 

3P 


USS        Church  dndTiOei        f  COMMONS} 


fTnlima}. 


tl» 


the  list  he  hid  ^ren  in  wm  observed  to 
eontain  one  name  exactly  the  same  with 
that  of  the  claimant ;  the  explanation  he 
gave  of  the  matter  was  tfaii — that  while  he 
was  ft  tithe-owner  he  ought  to  have  been 
tithe-^^er;  he,  therefore,  owed  tithe  — 
to  himself.  Thus  hod  he  become  a  de- 
Amltar,  for  he  never  paid  himself;  he 
tfaou{;ht  he  wns  entitled  to  payment  from 
bimsdf  to  faimielf,  and,  therefore,  he  had 
Mduded  hit  own  name  in  the  list  of  the 
defaulters. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  3.— All  lands  subject  to  the  pay- 
ment of  tithe  compositions,  chftrged  with 
an  annual  sum,  by  way  of  rent  charge, 
equal  to  seven-tenths  of  such  compositions, 
to  be  payable  by  the  party  having  tbe  first 
estate  uf  inheritance,  &c.,  in  such  lands- 
Mr.  Share  objected  to  the  words  "seven- 
tenths,"  and  proposed  "  three-fourths"  in- 
■tead.  He  had  before  consented  to  a  re- 
duction of  twenty-five  per  cent,  thinking 
on  the  whole  that  was  too  large,  but  stilt 
feeling  that,  as  a  consideration  must  be  aL 
lowed  to  the  landlord,  the  Church  was  dis- 
posed to  make  ■  liberal  allowance,  and  not 
to  stand  upon  too  nice  a  calculation  of  what 
the  cost  of  collection  from  the  occupier  had 
actually  been.  He  knew  that  in  many 
parts  of  Ireland,  and  particularly  in  the 
south,  before  the  tithe  agitation  had  been 
excited,  the  tithes  had  been  collected  at  a 
cost  of  five  per  cent ;  but  as  to  thirty  or 
forty  per  cent,  that  would  be  an  appropria- 
tion to  tbe  landlords  to  which  he  never 
would  give  his  consent. 

Mr.  (/Ij^hlen  was  glad  to  hear  from 
such  competent  authority  that  the  opposi- 
tion to  tithes  did  not  commence  with  the 
Roman  Catholics,  as  had  been  so  frequently 
Itated,  hut  with  the  Protestants  of  the 
North  of  Ireland.  He  was  also  glad  to 
hear  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned  He- 
Gordet  for  Dublin,  that  he  had  no  objecUon 
to  the  appropriation — that  was  his  phrase 
(tf  twenty-five  per  cent  of  ths  tithes  to  the 
landlords.  What,  he  would  aik,  became  of 
tbo  right  hon.  Gentleman's  stKeping  ob- 
jection to  appropriation  generally,  if  he  ap- 
proved of  appropriating  twenty-five  per 
cent  of  the  whole  amount  of  tithes  i 

Mr.  Shate  denied  that  he  had  said  the 
of^position  to  titiies  commenced  with  the 
Protestants  of  the  north;  but  he  did  say, 
that,  on  the  nhde,  the  RomE^  Catholics 
t£  the  south  paid  them  chaAf^ully,  until 
tlic^  were  urged  on  to  oppos^n  by  selfish 
■gitotors  and  a  relaxation  ^the  liiw.  He 
WM  ytvpriied  at  the  ii  i  "(MFii  reseatation  of 


his  words  by  the  right  haa,  GentlomM- 
He  Btudiou^y  avoided  the  term  approprifr. 
tion,  when  he  spoke  <tf  the  twenty-fire  psf 
cent  agreed  upon  as  a  consideratton  foi 
throwing  upon  the  landlords  a  payment  to 
which  they  were  not  liable  by  the  existing 
law;  and  he  took  credit  to  the  clergy  for 
dealing  with  them  liberally  and  disinte- 
restedly on  that  poinL  What  he  did  say 
was,  once  go  beyond  what  could  Urly  be 
considered  as  a  deduction  in  consideration 
of  the  landlord's  new  liability,  and  you 
would  then  virtually  be  appropriating  to 
the  landlords  the  property  (rf  the  Church. 
Against  that  he  protested,  and  deducting 
forty  per  cent  would  palpably  be  such  an 
appropriation. 

Mr.  O'Connell  would  wiiih  to  bring  fo^ 
ward  an  amendment  of  which  be  had  given 
notice.  What  he  would  propose  to  do 
would  he  this — that  the  tithes  should  be 
reduced  Forty  per  cent — he  would  have  the 
deficiency  supplied  out  of  the  money  col- 
lected by  the  Woods  and  Forests,  from  Ir^ 
land,  and  generally  expended  in  England. 
From  that  sum  be  would  take  50,0OOL 
to  make  up  the  deficiency.  This  would 
make  the  income  of  tbe  clergy  equal  to 
what  it  is  under  this  Bill,  and  it  wouU 
also  afibrd  the  means  for  appropriatiioa. 
The  appropriation  was  most  important,  as 
it  would  mitigate  the  objectiom  entertidned 
against  the  payment  of  tithes.  He  did  not 
want  to  press  his  motion  to  a  division ;  he 
had  no  aesire  to  waste  the  time  of  the 
House.  There  was,  he  said,  no  posnUlitj 
of  the  Bill  passing  as  there  was  a  deteiv 
mination  in  the  other  House  not  to  do  any- 
thing to  quiet  tbe  country.  The  other 
House  had  linked  itself  with  the  ascend- 
ancy party— of  that  patty  who  appeared 
determined  to  nnk  or  swim.  He  did  not 
think  that  there  was  much  buoyancy  about 
it;  but  this  connexion  was  most  disastrous 
—  certainly  disastrous  to  Ireland  at  this 
moment,  and  likely  to  be  equally  so  to 
that  House  at  a  future  period.  .  He  would 
not,  having  briefly  explained  his  views, 
press  his  morion  to  a  division. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  g^— Rent-charges  to  be  under 
the  management  of  CommissianeTS  of  Land 
Revenues. 

Mr.  Sham  o^ected  to  tbe  rent-charges 
being  vested  in  the  Commissioners  of  Woofls 
and  Forests  for  seven  years ;  and  he  would 
ask  the  noble  Lord  what  was  to  become  of 
them  then  ?  He  had  not  objected  to  the 
provision  introduced  by  the  noble  Lord 
near  him  (Lwd  Stanley),  giving  &«o  tho 
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O'Brien)  kmir  not  for  what  pmpou  tbejr 
mrt  there  aLdl. 

Lord  StanUg  Hid,  that  hon.  OflDtle- 
HlflD  oppoiiu  fatd  repsated  ao  often  that 
H  was  a  mcra  mockarj  to  diacuii  the  da- 
ta! h  nf  thii  Bill,  became  thare  mu  lillle 
•faiBce,  aa  thay  alli^,  of  iu  pasain^ 
into  law,  that  tia  really  vaa  fnclfnad  tc 
b«li«vo  that  hi)  Majeitj'a  OoverDmenl 
bad  no  inolination  to  go  oa  with  tha  Bill. 
Bat  if  it  WBB  not  the  inteotion  of  hi« 
MaJHty'i  Miniatari  to  itop  tha  prop-eia 
of  tha  Bill<  he  conudarad  that  it  naa  not 
a  Bockerr  for  the  Hooaa  of  Commoni  to 
awainblc  in  Coninlltea  for  the  porpoaa  of 
evpmting  their  opiniona  aa  to  what  por- 
liona  of  ittt  Bill  they  approved  of,  and 
ifhJcb  thay  diiacnted  fiom,  Hg  cer- 
uinly  waa  not  prepared  to  aay  that  he 
fxpemad  to  tea  this  Bill  paaa  throti^ 
the  other  Hoaia  of  Parltameot  When 
b<  reeollsctad  the  very  small  tnajoriiiea 
by  which  certain  principle!  of  the  Bill 
bad  been  supported  in  the  Houie  of  Com- 
Bionl,  varying  from  thirty-sereo  to  thirty- 
itine,  and  the  vary  large  majoritiea  by  which 
tiiey  had  bean  rejaoted  in  the  Roum  of 
lords,  ha  ««rtainly  was  not  prepared  to 
baiard  an  opinion  on  the  prmptcta  of  the 
foture.  At  the  same  time,  however,  he 
thought  it  highly  important  that  the  cotin* 
try  ihoald  hare  an  opportunity  of  leeiog; 
«bat  points  there  were  in  this  meaaure 
«pon  which  both  branches  of  the  Leffif 
hture  were  agreed.  He  had  no  objection 
Aat  where  concealment  or  frand  bad 
taken  place,  that  tha  compositions  should 
ba  re-opened,  but  to  open  the  oompoii- 
llDtis  gfcnerally  since  18S3,  when  il  was 
morally  Impossible  the  present  incumbenta 
could  be  in  poiieuion  of  the  requisite 
proofs,  be  thought  would  be  a  meaiure  of 
th«  grossest  injustioe,  and  one  calculated 
to  produce  greater  mischief  than  It  was 
proposed  to  rectify.  At  all  events  he 
thought  justice  required  that  no  compo- 
alllons  should  be  re-opened  later  than  the 
pauing  of  his  Bill  in  1832.  T^at  Bill 
gave  the  tenanu  three  months  to  appeal 
under  Mr.  Goulburn's  Act,  and  if  they 
■egleeted  to  avail  themietvea  of  it,  they 
ihnuld  not  now  be  ptrinitted  to  do  so 
tftar  such  a  lapse  of  time,  as  rendered 
almost  impossible  that  the  existing  clergy- 
BBsn  should  have  the  proof  required  to 
substantiate  the  fairness  of  the  com- 
potitlon  into  which  bis  predecessor  had 
tntered. 

Vbcout  H9rptth  Hid,  that  tha  prin* 


oipla  of  tbta  olansc  waa  on  whieli  hatf 

been  very  often  discnaaad,  and  hid  always 
been  decided  in  the  aama  wirr.  US" 
doutatedly,  many  eassa  of  hardsblp  as- 
iited;  and  it  Wu,  hs  thought,  both  fafr 
and  expedient  that  a  power  of  fWlrtOB 
shonld  be  allowed. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackton  said,  that  ten 
out  of  twenty,  or,  he  might  sly,  ninety 
odt  of  every  100  clergymn  in  Ireland 
would  find  it  impossible  to  bring  forward 
the  proof  required.  At  the  time  the  oom- 
positions  were  entered  into  the  cle^maa 
thought  they  wera  final,  at  all  events  for 
twenty-one  years?  Wat  it  likely,  then, 
he  would  ailf,  that  thay  were  now  in  pOl< 
session  of  tha  avidenoa  npon  which  tmM 
compositions  wtre  formed  ?  But  wa*  tha 
House  aware  of  the  nature  of  the  evl^ 
dence  I  It  was  composed  priodpally  of 
the  promissory  notes  of  poor  farniars  for  a 
few  shillings  each,  and  tha  titba  proctora* 
returns.  Was  it,  thsrefors,  at  all  impn>t>> 
abla  that  the  clergyman  should  have  put 
snch  documents  ia  (bo  Are  7  Whltro 
injusiica  or  fraud  could  be  proved  be  had 
no  (rtijecOoa  to  ra-open  the  composltloni, 
but  to  re-open  them  generally,  ha  tbon^t 
an  act  of  the  most  flagrant  injustice.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Limerick  had  cha- 
racterised the  proceedings  aa  a  fsrca,  hut 
he  knew  not  why.  He  nnderstood  that 
it  was  the  iniention  of  an  hon.  Member 
to  bring  forward  a  motion  for  expunging 
the  appropriation  clause.  If  that  olaaae 
were  expunged,  ha  thought  the  Bill  might 
be  made  a  beneflciat  Bill.  He  thonght  it 
too  much  to  taunt  the  proceedings  as  a 
mockery  and  a  farce,  but  if  it  be  either, 
who  brought  ns  here. 

Mr.  Finn  asserted  that  tha  approfma- 
tion  clause  was  the  only  clauae  in  the  Bill 
of  any  valae  to  the  people  of  Ireland— tha 
only  clause  for  which  they  cared  one 
button  ;  and  if  that  clause  were  not  pre- 
served the  Bill  would  be  valueless. — Aa  to 
tha  question  of  the  re-valuation  ot  tithe, 
he  contended  that  you  would  commit  an 
act  of  the  grossest  injustice,  unless  the 
cotnpONtions  were  to  be  r&nipened  >n 
m|ny  cases. — It  was  quite  a  delusion  to 
hope  that  the  appropriation  elaoae  conld 
be  expunged,  and  without  It  there  waa  no 
chance  of  passing  the  Bill  through  Uiat 
House,  unlets  the  Government  and  tha 
House  were  satisfied  to  disgrace  then- 
selves  fbr  ever. 

Sir  Rohtrt  Battwn :  As  a  lover  of  tha 
peace  and  traD<)QiUity  of  hit  country,  ft* 


11^      Chunk  and  Tithe$  (tr.) 

Akt  a  Proteitant  gentleman,  Captain 
Willii,  complained  moat  bitterly  of  having 
been  overcharged. 

Mr.  Estcourt  said,  that  from  commu- 
nicBtiona  he  had  received  from  Ireland, 
be  conid  corroborate  the  statements  of 
bon.  Membera  on  faiB  side  of  the  House, 
that  the  clanae  as  it  atood  would  be  pro- 
dnctrve  of  aniona  evils  to  the  Irish  clergy, 
nmon^st  vthom  the  gceateit  apprehensions 
prevailed. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  12,  being  proposed  by  the 
Chaiiman. 

lord  Stanks  objected  to  the  provisions 
of  this  clause,  which  took  the  decision  of 
a  supreme  court  of  appeal — that  of  the 
judges  of  assize  and  the  Privy  Council, 
and  gave  the  jurisdiction  to  the  three 
barristers  who  were  to  be  appointed  Com- 
missioners  under  this  Bill.  The  provisions 
of  the  clanse  would  have  the  effect  of 
aiill  farther  opening  the  composition,  and 
that,  too,  in  a  manner  most  objectionable. 

Mr.  O'LoghUn  remarked,  that  the 
merits  of  any  case  once  decided  by  a 
judge  of  assize,  of  course  that  decision 
would  be  acted  upon  by  the  Commissioners. 

Mr.  French  contended  that  if  any  ob- 
jection was  to  be  made  to  these  clauses. 
It  ought  to  come  from  the  Liberal  Mem- 
bers. They  were,  if  anything,  too  restric- 
tive. The  maintenance  of  these  clauses 
was  absolutely  necessary  both  to  the 
voluntary  and  compulsory  composition. 
The  hon.  Members  who  objected,  to  inter- 
iering  with  existing  arrangements,  seemed 
to  fot^t  that  they  were  about  to  interfere 
with  them  in  a  most  important  manner, 
viz.,  without  the  consent  of  the  parties 
concerned,  converting  agreements  for  a 
short  and  limited  time  into  perpetual 
ones.  Injustice  might  be  submitted  to 
fer  a  short  time,  but  it  was  rather  much 
to  ask  it  to  be  permanently  borne.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bandon  bad  altogether 
mistaken  those  clauses,  all  compositions 
were  not  by  them  necessarily  opened  ;  on 
the  contrary,  nothing  could  be  more 
guarded  against  vexatious  proceedings, 
Firat,  it  was  necessary  that  a  case  should 
be  made  out  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests, 
and  unless  they  were  satistied  of  the  ne- 
cessity, no  revision  could  be  allowed. 
The  statement  before  them  must  be  veri- 
fied on  DBih.  It  was  then  to  be  referred 
to  the  Lord -Lieutenant,  and  ultimately  to 
be  adjudged  by  bairisters  of  standing  io 
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their  profession  appointed  for  that  pur- 
pose. He  really  could  not  imagine  bow 
It  was  possible  to  guard  more  effectual!/ 
against  vexatious  proceedings. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed— Committee  to  lit 
again. 


HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 
Mondixs,  Jufy  4,  1836. 
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Trb  War  ik  Spain.]  The  Marquess 
of  Londonderry  begged  to  be  allowed  to 
say  a  few  words  in  postponing  the  notice 
he  had  given,  with  reference  to  the  letter 
moved  for  by  the  noble  Duke  on  the  cross- 
bench  (Richmond)  on  the  19th  of  May 
last.  He  (the  Marquess  of  Londonderry) 
abonld  not  have  moved  for  the  production 
of  that  letter  himself,  because  he  felt  that 
any  discussion  as  to  the  state  of  the  war 
in  Spain  might  be  attended  with  some 
inconvenience  to  the  public  service;  and 
considerable  reserve  had,  therefore,  been 
shown  upon  the  question  on  his  side  of  the 
House.  But  he  did  expect,  when  the 
noble  Duke  on  the  cross-bench  had  moved 
for  that  letter,  bearing,  as  it  did,  on  the 
disgraceful  and  diigusting  manner  in  which 
the  British  troops  had  been  engaged  in  the 
war,  he  would  have  favoured  the  House 
with  some  observations  on  the  subject. 
That  noble  Duke  declared  himself  free 
from  all  party  ;  the  motion  he  made  some 
time  ago  on  the  subject  of  the  Irish  Mnoi- 
cipal  Corporations  appeared  to  have  ex- 
ercised considerable  influence  on  the  course 
pursued  by  Ministers  elsewhere;  he  had 
also  shewn  great  dexterity  in  bringing 
down  a  noble  Earl  the  other  night,  who 
had  before  taken  leave  of  political  life, 
and  whose  speech  from  the  same  cross- 
bench  bad  been  so  much  praised  by  bo^ 
sides  of  the  House,  altbongh  he  could  not 
say  with  much  justice;  the  noble  Duke 
sitting  on  that  cross-bench,  and  exercising 
so  much  influence,  ought,  after  moving 
for  the  production  of  the  letter  in  question, 
to  have  directed  the  attention  of  their 
Lordships  to  the  subject.  The  question 
now  related  not  only  to  the  state  of  the 
war  in  Spain,  but  concerned  the  profession 
at  large;  it  csme  borne  to  erery  atd^; 
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under  the  treaty  of  quadruple  Blliance. 
Under  that  treaty  we  were  bound  to  *en4 
BD  Buxiliary  naval  fOTce  to  co-operate  with 
the  forces  of  the  Queen  of  Spain.  Theie 
was  nothing  new  or  anomalous  in  their 
appearance  in  the  field  in  that  character  . 
Whenever  the  noble  Earl  asked  hia  que<- 
tions  he  should  be  prepared  to  give  Ibem 
a  distinct  answer. 

The  DuVe  of  Richtnond  would  not  entet 
at  present  into  ifae  question  of  the  pro- 
priety of  the  war  in  Spain.  When  that 
question  was  regnlarly  before  the  House, 
he  should  be  ready  to  give  his  opinion 
upon  it.  He  could  not,  however,  permit 
the  noble  Earl  to  say  that  the  noble  Earl 
late  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty's  councils 
(Earl  Grey)  had  recently  come  down  to 
the  HouM  upon  bis  (the  Dnke  of  Rich- 
mond's) persuasion.  That  noble  Earl  had 
come  down  of  his  own  accord,  by  his  own 
consent,  to  his  own  great  honour  and 
credit,  and  had  displayed  in  his  speech  of 
that  night  the  sane  spirit  of  disinterested 
patriotism  which  he  had  displayed  upon 
every  occasion  during  a  long  life.  That 
noble  Earl  had  come  down,  and  had  made 
a  speech  which  he  could  have  wished  to 
have  had  that  influence  on  the  cross- 
benches  which  the  noble  Earl  said  thai  it 
produced.  That  speech  must  have  con- 
vinced many,  but  be  was  sorry  to  see,  that 
however  much  it  might  have  influenced, 
and  would  long  continue  to  influence,  the 
people  out  of  doors,  it  had  not  chauged 
the  vote  of  a  single  noble  Peer.  He  was 
not  the  noble  Duke  who  had  persuaded 
the  noble  Earl  to  come  down  on  that  occa- 
sion. He  wished  to  God  that  be  had 
such  influence  over  the  noble  Earl,  for  if 
he  had,  he  would  bring  him  down  as  often 
as  he  could  to  aaaist  and  benefit  the 
deliberations  of  their  Lordships. 

The  Marquess  of  LoHdonderry  had 
never  supposed  that  the  noble  Duke  had 
used  compulsion  to  bring  -the  noUe  Earl 
down  to  the  House,  The  noble  Duke 
however,  and  the  noble  Earl  together  bad 
made  a  formidable  diversion  in  support  of 
Ministers.  He  should  be  most  happy  to 
have  the  noble  Earl  and  the  noble  Duke 
as  his  allies ;  and  in  saying  that,  he  hoped 
he  should  not.be  accused  of  saying  any- 
thing disrespectful  to  either.  He  thought 
that  his  Majesty's  land  forces  w^  placed 
in  extreme  peril  in  Spain  by  the  comae 
pursued  by  General  Evans.  The  noble 
Earl  need  not  flatter  himself  that  he  lud 
got  out  of  the  scrape  yet ;  he  wooid  h»T» 
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fer  it  was  impossible  to  say  whether,  aa 
nmtlers  sow  stood,  if  Lord  John  Hay  were 
taken  to-morrow,  summary  punishment 
would  not  be  inflicted  on  him.  For  God's 
■ake  let  things  remain  no  longer  in  that 
state ;  the  King's  troops  and  ships  could 
not  be  employed  in  that  service  without 
involving  Government  in  a  responsibility 
of  the  most  frightful  character.  But  in 
conseqaence  of  the  absence  through  indis- 
poattion  of  his  noble  Friend,  the  Duke  of 
Wellington,  whose  opinions  were  entitled 
to  Bomnch  weight  on  every  thing  connected 
with  the  Peninsula,  he  was  induced  re- 
luctantly to  postpone  his  motion.  He 
hoped  that  the  Session  would  not  pass 
over  without  their  Lordships  having  their 
attention  directed  to  this  subject,  and  with- 
out Ministers  being  called  to  account. 

The  Earl  of  Minlo  rejoiced,  that  it  would 
not  be  necessary  for  him  to  say  one  word, 
either  as  to  the  reasons  which  the  noble 
Lord  had    given  for  thinking  that  these 

3ueslions  ought  to  have  been  put  some 
ays  ago,  or  as  to  ifae  reasons  which  he 
had  assigned  for  thinking,  that  as  those 
questions  had  not  been  put  then,  they 
ought  not  to  be  put  now.  He  wished, 
however,  to  ofler  one  observation  in  reply 
to  those  which  had  just  been  offered  by 
the  noble  Earl.  The  noble  Earl  had  said, 
that  one  of  his  reasons  for  not  pulling  these 
questions  now  was,  that  be  apprehended 
the  discussion  might  be  injurious  to  the 
public  service,  end  that  he  observed,  on 
the  part  of  his  Majesty's  Govemmeol, 
some  shrinking,  which  looked  like  reluc- 
tance to  enter  upon  it.  Now,  in  reply  to 
that  observation,  he  would  say,  first,  that 
he  saw  no  inconvenience  likely  to  arise  to 
the  public  service  from  the  questions  of 
the  noble  Earl;  and  secondly,  that  be 
himself  had  no  reluctance  to  answer  any 
question  put  to  him  by  the  noble  Earl 
consistent  with  his  duty  to  the  public. 
He  said  this,  that  it  might  not  be  supposed 
that  he  shrank  in  the  slightest  degree  from 
this  discussion.  He  thought  that  the  noble 
Earl's  speech  was  rather  addressed  to  the 
noble  Duke  on  the  croas-beuches  than  to 
the  Members  of  his  Majesty's  Government, 
and  he  ahould  therefore  leave  the  noble 
Duke  to  reply  to  it.  The  noble  Earl  had 
condemned  tne  war  in  Spaio,  had  said 
that  it  was  a  new  and  anomalous  state  of 
things,  and  had  asked  in  what  character 
did  this  country  appear  in  it.  Hia  (Lord 
Minto'a)  answer  to  that  qnestion  was,  that 
9W  Govntry  appealed  there  as  an    ally 
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lit* 


Tbc  Eail  of  JUnto  bad  derived  his  in- 
fwmBtioa  from  flourcea  leu  public  than 
(ho*e  of  (he  nohle  Marqueia;  and  from 
til  that  he  hod  heard  and  aeea,  be  apprs- 
headed  th*t  General  Evans  would  pro- 
■eed  in  the  same  gallant  career  of  aucceu 
which  he  had  hitherto  punned. 

Oon venation  dropped. 

TsAMirsit  c»  Pbqfebtt  Bili..]  Lord 
lAfttdh^n-tl,  in  moving  the  tecond  reading  of 
this  Bill,  said  that  qU  that  was  neceuary  for 
kiia  to  state  in  support  (^  thi<  mation  at 
picpent  WM|  that  this  Bill  was  intended  to 
nilow  up  the  iotentioni  which  had  been 
partially  expreaaed  in  cme  of  the  Repotla  of 
the  Com  missionen  on  the  la  w  of  real  propert j. 
Unfortunatelj,  before  thoae  Commiasiuners 
Iiad  made  their  fourth  Report,  the  time  fur 
maluog  it  had  expired,  and  their  Commlasion 
liad  not  been  renewedi  Mr.  Tyrrell,  who 
ffaa  a  member  of  the  Coramiwion,  had,  in 
Conae^gence,  prepared  the  heads  of  a  Bill 
which  had  been  circulated  estenuvelj 
Among  the  members  of  the  profesdon,  and 
had  been  very  generally  approved  of.  A 
Bill  prepared  on  those  heads  had  been  prsr 
■ented  to  the  House  of  Commons  in  the 
Session  of  1SS4,  It  was  sent  to  a  Com- 
mittee up-stairs,  and  there  underwent  some 
altentioni ;  but  owing  to  those  alterations, 
and  to  the  multiplicity  of  provisions  which 
the  Bill  contained,  it  had  not  passed  during 
that  S^oD.  It  was  nevertheless  circulated 
extensively,  and  was  approved  universally. 
Tlie  oWect  of  the  Bill  was  shortly  this  : — 
Their  Lordships  were  aware  of  the  intri- 
cate nature  oi  the  law  of  real  property  in 
this  country.  The  main  reason  of  that 
IntricBOT  was,  that  it  applied  the  ancient 
InMitutionB  <^  the  law  to  the  new  habits 
and  drcumitances  of  the  oountiy.  The 
law  <rf  conveyancing  was  full  of  forms, 
diatinguiihed  by  great  pmliuty,  and,  at  the 
same  time  by  great  nicety.  The  object  of 
this  Bill  was  to  lessmi  the  prolisitiet  and 
te  get  lid  of  the  nloetiea  which  formed  lo 
eonstsat  a  lubleot  of  litigation  in  the  Courts 
tf  Law.  Hewonld  illustrate  hiameiningby 
two  insUBces.  In  all  ordinary  conveyances, 
th«  mode  admited  waa  hy  deed  of  lease  and 
of  relaaae.     The  deed  of  lease  was  rendered 


lesNrjr  to  put  the  poichaier  into  pones- 
a  af  Ae  poverty,  in  order  that  he  might 
be  in  a  atuatioB  to  tahe  the  benefit  of  the 
dead  of  release.  Now  thia  Bill  would  suh- 
Mlttfte  one  deed,  which  would  bavo  the 
•ffiM  fff  OiQ  two  lOd  deed!  of  lette  w.^  of 


nleese.  Agun,  where  a  party  wfadnd  ta 
convey  property  to  himself  and  W  his  m&, 
it  wai  necessary  at  pr^Kut  to  oonvey  it 
fint  of  ^  to  trustees,  and  then  to  convey 
it  through  them  hank  again  to  the  party 
and  his  wife.  New  this  Bill  woul4  mb' 
atitute  one  direct  deed  of  ctnvsyaiUB&rtba 
other  two.  These  wen  sao^ile*  ef  tbi 
object!  of  the  Bill,  and  having  uade  thi| 
Statement,  be  hoped  that  he  bad  wii 
enough  tg  convince  their  I^o^ship*  (hat-  it 
ought  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

The  lord  Chancellor  agreed  in  the 
principle  and  the  propriety  of  thi^  Bill. 
The  rules  of  conveyancing  ought  to  tv 
adapted  to  the  citvumstances  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  country.  There  were  ume 
details  in  this  Bill  fronj  which  he  diSend, 
but  he  would  reserve  them  fpr  discusBon  it) 
the  Committee. 

The  Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Church  DiecipLiu^.]  The  £ail  of 
Shaftesbury  mpved,  that  the  Church  Pi*r 
cipline  Bill  be  committed- 
Lord  Ellenborott^h  said,  his  ubjectioa  tf 
this  Bill  was,  that  it  introduced  Jury  trials 
upon  new  principles,  The  Bill  ought  to 
state  more  clearly  in  what  way  these  Jurief 
were  to  be  summoned,  or  bow  the  chainnaq 
was  to  decide  on  the  character,  property, 
and  even  existence  of  offending  clergytneo. 
He  had  prepared  some  clauses  on  the  point, 
and  wished  iheni  to  be  piinted  for  the  coq- 
dderation  of  the  House. 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter  also  had  some 
clauses  to  propose  in  points  which  now 
pressed  heavily  on  the  Church.  At  pro- 
sent,  it  was  hardly  possible  to  carry  on 
proceedings  against  a  delinquent  clergyman, 
in  consequence  of  the  enormous  amount  of 
the  costs.  If  they  madethecostsextremdy 
light,  they  might  be  overwhelmed  wiUi  the 
number  of  applications  tot  proceediugs,  but 
at  the  Mme  time  they  should  not  be  of  sneli 
magnitude  as  almost  to  prevent  the  posaL 
bUity  (^proceeding.  The  objeot,  tharefoM^ 
of  the  clause  which  he  wished  to  paoposa 
was,  that  there  should  be  some  neeies  of 
precognition  In  cases  of  this  kin^  whhdi 
should  have  Jurisdiction  somewhat  !•  the 
same  effect  as  that  bow  exercised  hy  tha 
Qrand  Jury.  He  also  intended  to  pnpoa^ 
tliat  provision  should  be  made  to  hava  % 
promoter  of  the  prooeedings  against  a 
clergyman,  against  whom  as  accusation  was 
brought. 

Lord  Wyi^rd  eoinpl»iwd  of  tha  daitia 
which  lutgeoted  protecutora  to  egata  ui  me 
the  proKfiutim  tailedj  but  e^ 
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ohavged.  Iben^  lh«  idurga  ^wn  ui  wiitiog, 
am(l  tba  aoiwet  to  that  chuga  wu  tbe^  H 
ba  ^*eii  in ;  aftar  wUak  a  Jury  would  bs 
nimnoned  to  tiy  tha  sms.  But  MmoN 
the  oharga  was  aot  s  valid  cbarga  in  lua, 
wbat  would  be  tha  oenwquoiica  at  thai 
prapoMtion  ?  Why,  d)at  Ae  Jury  w*^ 
bave  to  deal  with  a  matt«  mtlrah  out  of 
their  province,  for  the  al^eot  of  a  Juiy  wit 
to  decide  questlona  of  fact,  and  not  poiqti 
of  law.  Thwr  Loidtthipi  knaw,  tut  in 
such  cases,  at  oommon  law,  the  paocowHlg 
wa8  by  a  demurrer. 

Bill  committed  projbrma. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Mon<hv,  Jttls  4,   1838. 


PetlUou  pmented.  By  Vr,  BRorEViiT™-  l^on  TWiwn 
Plua,  ifkltm  FkUtIb'  Act  Anusdinait  BD. — Br  Hr. 
TowHi.nT,  from  Wlibcoeh,  igunM  ScciUir  ivaiiOakM 
(Vorktud  Ell)  Bill.— BTlfr.  Piuu,  ftoa  OdMir,  kf 
AlnUlioDot  Tilhc  ou^iih.— By  Sir  Ebitaid  Capqinai 
TOK,  from  n^TonpQTt,  fori  Repwiaf  the  Act  58*  Cawg* 

p^jirTwwD,  fnm  Poultoa  ud  ThonitDP,  ft*  RvhI  sf 
Uie  Butmdy  CUme.— By   Mt.   HjlTIT,  fjofo   the  Pfp; 
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aatf  ganualty  IhrouiaUe  to  thr-veuure, 
ud  aanonatfakt,  after  It  bad  beaiaiBeaded 
in  a  few  partleulBrs,  It  eheuld  be  dlowed  to 
paM.  He  hoped  that  the  noble  LoiA  aa 
tha  WaolMck  would  eooKnt  either  to  8uch 
a  pottponemsBt  aa  would  afiord  him  taS. 
dent  ilme  to  prepare  his  amendments,  or 
do  that  which  he  eonddered  the  better 
course— vis.,  to  send  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee  up-stairs,  not,  however,  he 
wold  asaun  their  Lordships,  with  any  view 
on  his  part  to  the  final  rejection  of  the 
measure,  which  he  trusted  might  be  rent 
deied  highly  serviceable  to  the  interests  of 
the  Church. 

Tba  Ardibishop  of  Canterbury  was 
eUtjjed  to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ellen. 
Imrougb)  for  the  agslslanc*  which  he  was 
>eady  to  afibrd  in  the  amendment  c^  this 
Bm  i  but  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  noble 
Lord,  though  he  decidedly  expressed  his 
approbation  of  the  Bill,  hod,  nevertheless, 
at  the  same  time  objected  to  it,  and,  in 
seme  respects,  he  thought  rather  unfairly. 
The  clause  of  which  he  had  complained  in 
partioular,  was  no  departure  from  the 
indent  l^ws,  but  actually  in  accordance 
with  thepresent  custom  at  Doctors'  Coni- 
nons.  For  his  own  part,  however,  he  was 
disposed  to  support  that  proposition,  be- 
cause it  was  necessary  that  some  security 
should  be  afforded  to  clergymen  against 
malidous  and  unfounded  prosecutions.  He 
was  acquainted  with  several  instances  in 
which  the  want  of  some  remedy  of  the 
nature  now  proposed,  had  been  attended 
with  grievous  and  oppressive  efFepts  upon 

Brtles  who  had  been  unjustly  accused. 
P  had  himself,  when  Bishop  of  London, 
been  eng^ed  lii  a  case  respecting  the 
patronage  of  a  school,  in  which  a  caveat 
nad  been  entered  against  bis  licence,  which 
he  forbore  to  sign  until  it  should  be  deter- 
mined to  whom  the  right  belonged.  The 
prosecutor  who  commenced  this  case,  was 
not  at  the  conclusion  of  it,  in  any  way 
belbre  the  Court,  and  he  himself  was 
accordingly  left  to  pay  the  costs  to  the 
amount  of  70t  or  80/.  He  had  no  ot)jec- 
tion  to  the  postponement  of  the  Committee ; 
his  object  was  to  get  as  good  a   Bill  as 

riible,  and  he  knew  not  now  that  could 
better  eflected  than  l:^  having  all  the 
amendments  printed,  for  the  consideration 
of  the  House. 

Lofd  Lyndhurst  wished  to  call  their 
attention  to  pne  part  of  this  measure.  It 
appeared  that  the  mode  of  proceeding, 
accotding  to  the  Biil>  was  to  be  this: — 
'A  citatfon  w«a  to  ba  issued  to  the  party 


bt  AboUUflaor  Bki  ^hopa.— By  Mr.  Alderon  TgcHS- 
»ir  Btid  H r.  Four,  fram  Sundaluid  uid  Chipping  Cun[H 
(tan,  (br  AtHAtian  of  Churdi  IUUl—  By  !«■  Han.  Hnh 
Biu.ftnm  vuidui  Ptoew.  fHnti  Ctwndi  BUI  (lnhiLI 
^By  Mr.  lUniUi  (Via  Niwpdrt,  lot  AmndniHit 
of  Muniriiwl  CoipornUoni'  Act.— By  *•  Amimmj- 
SnntMAT.,  fruv  EtUnburgti,  Ibr  Ab(riiti«iof  AsBuitjT^ 
T-By  Hi.  EUavav,  ftoa  tlu  UtHit)  ftirfMoa.  Cot 
cbetUr,  tar  Madisl  Wllus^  BUI.— By  Mr.  5.  Ouir- 
■dud,  (nun  B*Bgar,  ^uliiit  EiciH  Licsuei  (Icclmd). 

TUPHOVEUBNTS      IN      LlOBT-HoCBIIS.] 

Mr.  Warburlon  presented  a  petition  from 
Mr,  Michael  Donavon,  complaining  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Trinity-house  Corporation 
towards  him  in  regard  to  a  new  method 
which  he  has  invented  for  die  lighting  of 
lightThouses.  The  petitioner  stated,  that 
an  eiperiment  of  his  invention  had  bepn 
made  at  the  Sooth  Foreland  Li^t-houie, 
and  that  he  hod  been  einployed  himself 
there  for  three  months;  and  he  farther 
stated,  that  the  Trinity-house  had  distinctly 
acknowledged  to  him  thA  Uf  invcntioB 
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WH  KvaluaUe  one,  whicb  must  lead  to 
nrj  important  improrementB  in  the  exist- 
ing BTBtem  of  ligbt-hoiues.  It  appeared 
from  the  statement  of  the  petitioner,  that 
Ilia  inTention  consisted  in  the  emploTment 
of  reiiactinR  lenses,  instead  of  reflecting 
mirrors,  wiui  oil  lights.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber stated,  that  the  Report  of  the  engineer 
of  the  Trinity-house  Corporation  spoke  in 
high  terms  of  the  invention  of  the  peti- 
tioDcr.  The  petitioner  also  stated,  that 
haying  been  thus  for  three  months  em- 
ployed at  the  South  Foreland,  the  light- 
Iiouie  keeper  sent  up  a  Report  to  the  Tri- 
nity Board  that  an  explosion  had  taken 
place,  and  that  the  light-house  had  caught 
fire.  The  petitioner  complained  that  no 
opportunity  nad  been  afibraed  him  of  beins 
confronted  with  that  person;  that  he  had 
been  at  considerable  expense  in  fitting  up 
his  apparatus,  &c,  and  prayed  the  House 
to  take  his  case  into  consideration.  He 
would  wait  until  he  heard  the  explanation 
of  the  hon.  Member  opposite,  on  elder  bro- 
ther of  the  Trinity-house,  Mr.  A.  Chapman, 
before  he  would  decide  on  what  steps  he 
B^ht  hereaftO'  take  in  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  Aaron  Chapman  defended  the  con- 
duct of  the  Trinity  Corporation,  and  main- 
tained that  they  had  acted  most  generously 
towards  the  petitioner.  Certainly  an  ez- 
ploeion  had  taken  pUce,  by  which  the  lights 
were  at  once  extinguished,  and  he  cdled 
upon  huo.  Gentlemen  to  consider  what 
might  haTe  been  the  effect  had  any  of  his 
Majesty's  ships  or  any  merchant  vessels 
been  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  Goodwin 
Sands  at  the  time.  The  Trinity  Coqiora- 
don  had  undoubtedly  promised  this  indivi- 
dual to  pay  him  any  sum  that  might  be  re- 
quired in  making  an  experimental  trial  of 
bis  new  lisht,  and  acting  upon  that  feeling, 
they  had  given  him  1 OOL  for  his  model,  and 
i60l-  more  for  his  own  dme ;  and  on  an 
application  being  made  by  him  fur  further 
remuneration,  the;  conveyed  to  him  an  in- 
timation of  their  readiness  to  meet  his  de- 
mand, provided  it  was  anything  within 
reason,  but  the  demand  made  by  him  was 
so  exorbitant,  that  they  felt  they  should  be 
guilty  of  a  gross  dereliction  of  their  duty 
to  the  public  to  entertain  it  for  a  moment. 
In  conclusion  the  hon.  Member  remarked, 
^t  this  Gentleman  seemed  offended  that 
bis  invention  had  not  been  adopted  in  pre- 
ference to  those  of  others,  such  as  Lieute- 
naat  Drummond,  and  other  gentlemen  of 
certutily  equally  high  tdentific  character 
nd  preteanons* 


Mr.  Warburiou  observed,  that  tlie  ex- 
planation of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
satisfactory,  and  thought  that  the  Trinity- 
house  should  have  erected  an  experimental 
light^house  on  shore,  by  whidi  without 
incurring  any  risk,  the  advantages  of  the 
new  invention  might  be  put  to  the  test 
until  the  discovery-  was  perfected. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Crown  Laihd — Radnob.]  Mr,  Harvey 
said,  he  had  a  petition  to  present  from  certun 
persons  who  felt  themsdves  aggrieved  by  a 
statement  made  in  that  House  by  his  Majes- 
ty's Attorney-General  on  a  former  occasion, 
when  he  (Mr.  Harvey]  presented  apetL 
tion  from  those  parties,  compluning  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Commissioners  of  Wooda 
and  Forests  in  reference  to  the  disposal  of 
certain  manors  in  the  county  of  Radnor. 
The  Attorney- General  said,  that  they  were 
instigated  to  take  the  course  tbey  bad 
adopted  by  an  attorney  of  the  name  of 
Parsons.  The  petitioners  stated,  that  so 
far  from  Mr.  Parsons  having  instigated 
them  to  take  tbat  course,  they  had  applied 
to  him  in  the  regular  course  o{  business  to 
defend  and  conduct  their  case.  Hebe^ed 
also  to  present  a  petition  signed  by  seventl 
persons  in  the  county  of  Radnor,  complain- 
ing that  the  manors  in  that  county  had 
been  sold  in  a  way  very  disadvantogeoai 
to  the^blic.  Since  the  former  discuaaioa 
on  this  subject,  be  (Mr.  Harvey)  had 
learned  that  on  the  manor  which  was  sold 
to  Mr.  Watt  for  1,200^.  that  Gentleman 
had,  by  intimidation  and  other  means,  sun* 
ceeded  in  getting  seventy  poor  persons  to 
attorn  the  little  properties  which  tbey  held 
to  the  amount  of  SOO  acres,  upon  which 
several  of  them  had  built  cottages,  and 
which  they  had  possessed  for  twenty  at 
thirty  years  free  and  unmolested.  Now, 
cheap  as  land  was  in  Wales,  the  property 
thus  gained  by  Mr.  Watt  was  at  least 
worth  1,^00/.  He  thou(^t  that  these  pe- 
titioners had  a  right  to  complun  that  those 
manors  belonging  to  the  public  were  not 
disposed  of  by  public  auction. 

The  Speaker  begged  to  call  the  hon. 
Member's  attention  to  the  first  paragmidi 
in  the  first  petition  he  had  preaented. 
The  petitioners  stated,  that  "  having 
read  with  astonishment  a  statement  made 
in  the  House  of  Ctmimons,  flee.;*'  he  sub- 
mitted to  the  hon.  Member  that  taeb  a 
petition  could  not  be  received. 

The  Altoney-General  said,  that  he,  for 
one,  would  take  no  objection  to  the  recro- 
don  of  the  petition,  utongh  certainly  th« 
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olgecticm  BtarteS  lij  the  Speaker  could  not 
be  got  over.  Witb  regard  to  the  statement 
he  had  mode  on  a  former  occasion,  he  would 
only  repeat,  that  he  received  his  information 
from  a  quarter  to  which  the  greatest  credit 
was  due,  and  that  he  had  no  reason  to 
doubt  a  single  word  of  the  information  he 
had  thui  received.  Indeed,  he  was  since 
informed,  that  a  ^cat  number  of  the  names 
to  the  former  petition  hod  been  actually  n 
the  hand  wridng  of  Mr.  Parsons. 

Mr.  Harvey  said,  that  so  gross  a  charge 
against  a  gentleman,  a  highlj  respectable 
attorney  and  a  banter,  in  his  own  town, 
could  not  of  course  have  been  mode  by  the 
Attorney- General  upon  light  grounds.  The 
learned  Gentleman  must  have  some  reason 
for  believing  it.  He  (Mr.  Harvev)  most 
undoubtedly  did  not  believe  it,  and  if  tbe 
sentleman  so  accused  should  write  to  him 
(Mr.  Harvey)  demanding  an  investigation, 
ne  would  certainly  move  that  he  be  exa- 
mined at  the  bar  on  the  subject. 

The  first  Petition  withdrawn. 

Sir  E.  Codrington  said,  Mr.  Watt  had 
bought  this  property  for  5,000/.,  and  that 
he  had  not  benefited  by  it  a  single  shilling. 
The  proceedings  complained  ofhadnotbeen 
taken  by  Mr.  Watt,but  by  tbeCoramissioD- 
eraof  WoodsandForests,  nhowere  obliged 
to  complete  their  bargain  with  him. 

Second  Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 


Chvbch  and  Tithe  (Ibklaitd)  Coh- 
MiTTBz.]  Viscount  Morpeth  moved  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  Church  and 
Tithei  Ireland  Bill. 

On  the  qnestion  that  the  Speaker  leave 
the  Chair, 

Sir  George  Sinclair  rose,  not  for  the 
purpose  of  discussing  the  principles  or 
exBinining  tbe  provisions  of  thisBil),  but 
in  order  to  denounce  the  disingenuous  and 
evasive  course  pursued  by  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  respecting  the  clause  which  was 
now  to  be  considered  in  Committee — a 
conrae,  which  though  entitled  to  high 
commendation  as  a  model  of  astuteness 
and  dexterity,  was,  in  his  opinion,  totally 
at  variance  wilb  die  dictates  of  candour 
and  atraightfoTwardness.  "  Five  months 
have  now  elapsed,"  said  the  hon.  B&ronet, 
"•ince  tbe  S«sion  commenced.  The  intra - 
dnc:tion  of  this  measure,  upon  which  the 
Qorernment  grounded  their  chief  claim  to 
|nihUc  confidence,  and  for  nbich  they 
were  so  damouronsly  impatient  when 
#med  OB  the  oppoaitton  benches,  w»  de- 
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ferred  until  the  latest  poaaible  moment; 
and  after  sundry  bit  and  bit  postpone- 
ments, the  Bill  may  be  considered  as  once 
more  virtually  abandoned,  because  it  ts 
reluctantly  dragged  forward  for  commit- 
ment nnder  a  perfect  conviction  that  it 
cannot  possibly  pass ;  and  (hat  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  have  not  the  power,  even  if 
they  possessed  the  inclination,  to  adopt  the 
means  which  are  essential  for  ensuring  its 
success.  Did  an;  statesmen  ever  lay 
themselves  more  open  to  tbe  chai^  of 
palpable  tergiversation,  or  more  unscrupu- 
lously kicked  down  ihe  only  ladder  by 
which  they  could  have  clambered  Into 
place?  "None  but  themselves  can  be 
their  parallel ;  "  and  we  must  take  a  retro- 
spective view  of  their  last  year's  devices, 
to  find  a  somewhat  analogous  illustration 
of  their  present  proceedings.  The  Appro- 
priation Clause,  though  instantly  "  sent  to 
Coventry,"  until  the  26lh  of  June,  was 
sanctioned,  by  a  majority,  I  think,  on  ihe 
6lb  of  April.  I  myself  suggested  to  this 
House  the  propTlety  or  at  once  transmitting 
the  resolution  to  the  House  of  Peers,  in  or- 
der to  ascertain  whether,  as  the  noble  Lord 
affected  to  believe,  they  would  ratify  the 
principle,  or  whether  as  I  ventured  to 
assert,  they  would  reject  it  with  indigna- 
tion. This  would  have  been  a  manly  and 
consistent  course,  but  the  noble  Lord 
prudentially  declined  to  adopt  it ;  he 
shrank  from  the  experiment  of  bringing 
tbe  question  to  so  speedy  and  decisive  an 
issue.  An  usually  protracted  recess,  a 
very  favourite  expedient  of  bis  Majesty's 
Ministers,  almost  imtnediatelysupervened. 
After  banns  bad  been  proclaimed  in  the 
usual  form  by  tbe  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury, his  Majesty's  Ministers  were  formally 
re-married  to  their  official  brides,  from 
whom  in  the  preceding  gloomy  month  of 
November,  they  had  been  suddenly  and 
reluctantly  divorced — 

"  prtscus  amor  redit, 
Diductosque  jtigu  cogit  aheneo." 
They  then  retired,  to  pass  at  iheirrespective 
country  seats,  tbe  halcyon  daysofthe  honey- 
moon. Next  occurred  the  catastrophe  of  the 
DevonsbireelecltOD.Tbe  tutelary  genius  of 
Great  Britsin  and  Ireland  was  for  a  short 
time  obscured  by  a  temporary  eclipse. 
Nothing  could  be  done  whilst  the  noble 
Lord  was  out  of  Parliament ;  cum  tot  sut- 
lineasac  tantaitegotia  tobtt,  Tbe  Govern- 
ment resembled  a  time-piece,  whose  evo- 
lutions have  been  put  a  sto|]  to  b^  the  un- 
expected laptare  of  the  mala  ipncip— bnt 


ibtt  d«M  WM  »p«di)j  iBFPHrf  by  tbe 

|{ll^  mechaflici  qf  StTo^di  SD^  pqother 
imppTtiiqt  v^el  wu  instantly  fitrDistiBd  b; 
the  BccQfPPiQdating  prtiiaos  of  Tiyeitan. 
Ve  migift,  therefore,  hqve  ventured  tq 
hope  ttiat  ^Itbougb  the  Mifii^terial  paahiafi 
night  pav  an4  t^B'i  l>ave  required  to  be 
mwad  up  or  pet  Tight,  it  trould  tiHire 
perfpriBed  its  futiire  movefneDtR  ix'\lk  fJI-' 
^fiea  mi  regularity.  The  whole  countrj 
W^s  |o$tin  fttnaEementat  th^  course  pur- 

Eued  by  the  GoTeraineiit.  The  noble  Lord 
eiag  called  upop  to  adjust  the  pouflictin^ 
(lainxi  to  priority  betijveen  Euglisb  Muni- 
^ipfil  Heform  and  the  consideration  of  tb^ 
Insb  Tithe  Queation,    was  guilty  of  a  p&U 

Eable  loleciini  jn  t^e  heraldry  pf  politidi 
J  adi^x^gioK  precedence  to  the  former, 
Cnn  ppy  impartisl  judge  confirui  the  noble 
Lord'i  deeigion  i  Was  there,  tp  point  of 
urgppc^i  th?  ipait  remote  caraparuqn  be- 
tween tbese  queations?  But,  then,  il 
ttiqs  manifest  thqt  the  Guvernnient  would 
■treugtben  their  own  hands,  and  secure 
their  °wn  t«nure  of  ofKce,  and,  therefore, 
"tbQ  clergy  starve,  that  MiniBiers  ma; 
dipa."  If  ibe  prominence  whl^li  the  two 
meapqres  feip^tively  occupied  in  the  coU 
Ipquial  iptercpurse  of  private  life  miglit  be 
MsuRipd  M  a  standard  for  eBtiraeiting  ilieir 
relative  ipipp^tanne,  I  should  say,  that  for 
ope  quidnunc  who  ever  broached  the  Bub- 
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ject  of  gorporata  abusea,  there  were  at 
kflst  fifty  snsiqiialy  inquiring  from  (lay  to 
day,  "  Well,    pray  wbep  dops   the   Irish 


Titbe  Qqestion  coipe  op  T— h*i*e  you  heard 
whslMiniiteramean  to  do  with  regard  to 
the  appropriation  clause  ?  "  After  several 
inierrening  weeks  of  silence  apdprocraali- 
nation,  the  answer  lo  the  laat  interrogatory 
uniformly  W*»  -"  Do?  why  they  mean  to 
do  nothing  Stall.  The  clauie,  you  may 
rest  assured,  will  hencerprth  be  a  mere 
jiryftip)  fylfeiii  now  thitt  it  hM  fairly 
answered  its  purpose  of  ousting  a  rival  Ad- 
min istra  tig  n,"  Some  parsons  likened  it  to  an 
old  hat  BUspsntled  on  the  topofa  pole  half 
enveloped  in  a  tattered  red  jacket,  with  a 
rode  wooden  musket  in  its  right  hand,  and  a 
clunisy  old  broomstick  in  its  left,  and  sta- 
tioned in  the  middle  of  the  Tresaury  Gar- 
dens, to  ace  re  away  the  whole  feathered  tribe 
of  the  Tories,  and  preventing  any  unwal- 
come  i  [I  termed  d  I  era  from  nibbling  any  por- 
tion of  its  golden  fruit.  Others,  again,  com - 
^red  il  (0  a  tritin  of  artillery,  brought  up  fqr 
the  purpose  of  compelling  sorpe  obstinate 
fortreulosurteatler,  butwhiohisquietly  re- 
j}Uce4  in  ttiev«fD»l.af  8090MM^K"tri|on 


npitalatv^  isd  minihvd  wt  niiii  all  te 
hopeun  of  war.  N9  ow  Indotd.  Mtiw 
tbopgbt  IbeHtOi  ORB  imagiss new,  that  ttw 
principle  would  ever  be  formally  avemd 
and  openly  abandoned  t^  hit  Wsjeitjr't 
Ministers,  er  that  they  could,  without  ■ 
total  loss  of  character,  resort  to  any  eu- 
pedient  for  shakingf  it  off;  but  is  them  uy 
essential  difference  between  suoh  ignooiia 
liousiBaonsislmcy  and  the  pnnual|reitera> 
tion  of  the  Hachiavetian  faroa  of  pD«tpon> 
ing  the  question  uotil  the  fag-end  of  the 
Session,  when  most  of  the  Memban  ft 
both  Houses  are  outof  town,  outef  beattii, 
out  of  patience ;  so  that  diseomfltura 
may  be  Instantly  succeeded  and  palliai«| 
by  a  convepjent  prerp^tion  «f  PaHta- 
ment— a  discomRtpre,  pennit  mo  to  ob- 
serve, which  his  Mqieaty's  Ministers  eii- 
!  with  philosophic  equanimity,  and 
indeed  with  a  display  of  every  virtue 
under  heaven,  except  that  of  s  becoming 
resignation.  But  their  design  manifestly 
is  to  make  ttie  two  ends  of  (he  Session 
meet  as  soon  as  possible,  so  as  to  secure  tQ 
themselves  the  c^sbu[sement  of  the  loaves 
and  flshes  during  the  recess.  Notwithstand* 
ing  the  late  plentiful  harveslof(pitres,more 
bishoprics  may  be  dropping  lo,  judicial 
situationsmay  become  vacant,  the  monthly 
obituary  of  general  officers  is  usually 
most  prolific  during  the  autumn;  in  thu 
way,  it  is  more  than  probable  that  the  gap- 
ing mauthi  of  many  Ultra-Wbig  Oer- 
beruses,  whether  lay  or  clerical,  legal  or 
military,  may  be  slopped,  or  rather  sopped, 
before  Parliament  meets  again.  Nesat 
were  Utopian  simpleton*  more  palpably  the 
dupes  of  their  own  credulity  than  those 
wlio  fondly  imagined  that  the  age  of  in&Or 
ence,  like  that  ofchivalry,  is  past;  that  the 
era  of  economitti  and  oalculators  had  vav- 
oeeded,  and  that  the  glory  of  painuuige 
was  eNtinpuished  for  ever.  Why,  Sir,  iKa 
very  lyiteni  Is  epenly  avowed  10  be  ana  af 
the  principal  engines  for  maintoipiog  Uinl^ 
ters  in  office.  There  naver  w««  a  period 
Ip  our  history,  when  office*  of  evary  d*> 
acriptioa  were  to  eagerly  graapad  and  id 
tenaciously  monapolited  by .  thoaa  who 
subscribed  to  alllheartiolea of  aoettaiapaii- 
tlcalcrwid.  and  when  tbedeoinoai  of  the  G» 
vatnnieot  in  tbia  dBpartmeat  vara  mtobarf 
by  jealous  aupitortcrt  with  lueh  Hraly  and 
lyos-eyed  vigilanca.  It  it  bocDow  almoat  a 
MiKfMfmweveo  fbr«dniiaiwiBia(QfiMin»> 

S'  itracy.  that  ev»ry  caadidllti  ibould  fa» 
tbful.and  be«rttueal)es^c«  tobi«KU- 

iwt j'a  MinMt«ni  is  nU  «•  ts  Ui  Jtywif 
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tt  HHMtf  iMwsvCft  be  BdmittM, ' 

AKt  «itb  ngud  to  the  diMribution  of 
ductal  pMfoosg*,  bia  Majsstv'a  Miniit«B, 
tbMgfa  nncfa  to  b«  Uuned,  'ue,  periiapg, 
Mill  Man  to  be  piti«d.  Then  are  amongst 
tfaen  MOW  vbo,  if  left  to  theraselvee,  are 
bM  Indlipawd  to  be  liberal,  is  the  old  and 
oiMdct*  Mentation  of  the  term— that  ii 
to  mjt  not  barsb,  pot  oakiod,  not  ungener. 
oat,  not  etdtutlvt ;  but  they  »e  ia  a  state 
of  Bt^Mt  aad  ignomioioiM  nuialage  to  im- 
jwrtoUs  Md  inportooate  partisans :  and, 
abore  all,  to  a  rutblsM  and  rapacioai  press, 
without  whoM  countenance  and  co-opera- 
tion neither  their  plooea  nor  their  popularity 
woDid  be  worth  a  l!artnif;ht'«  purcbau.  Cn 
them  HnaybBSBid.ai  of  the  Jews  In  Egypt, 
that  their  llTflaan'made  bitter  by  hard  bon- 
dage Tbagraapinggreedinesiof  their  satel- 
Htea  out  of  doorals  beeome  a  by-vord  and 
a  reproadi  to  every  district  tbroughoat  the 
•rapire.  Thaf  are  beset,  besieged,  and 
ballied,  by  a  oouotlees  legion  of  hornets, 
karpies,  and  borsa- leeches,  rocifenting 
without  iDtermiiriMi,  not  only,  "Oire, 
*ir«  tou^"  but  "  Take  away,  lake  away 
ftma  ereryOMbealdcs.''  If  the  power  of  these 
ibqulritonal  KotocraM  were  commensurate 
with  tbeir  TlndlCTire  aridity,  they  would, 
withoat  c«r«Bu>ay,  ditttnction,  or  remorse, 
rmd  the  coif  from  every  Tc-  '-'  ' 


'ory  judge,  i 
ry  Tory  bish 


■natch  the  mitre  frmn  every  Tory  bishop, 
and  caiAier  erery  Tory  Lord -lieu  tenant, 
and  dismisi  eraryTory  public  fuoctionary, 
howerer  blameless  his  conduct,  howeverami' 
able  hia  character,  however  eminent  hts  de. 
aerts,  however  moderatehispoliticalopiDions. 
If  a  war  were  to  break  out,  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  could  not  venture  to  Intrust  the 
dommand  of  an  wtmj  to  so  incorrigible  a 
Tory  as  the  Duke  of  Wellington.  Had 
Lord  Nelscm  been  spared  to  his  country 
until  DOW,  and  possessed  Conservative 
polttica,  it  would  hare  been  an  act  of  high 
treason  against  the  eiclnsive  spirit  of 
ultra  Whirgism  out  of  doors,  and  as  much 
u  their  places  were  worth  to  have  placed 
bim  at  the  head  of  a  fieet — for,  if  we  may 
jodm  ftvm  the  ientiments  embodied  in 
•nadrr  Ministerial  publications,  there  are 
BOt  ft  RW  politicians  In  this  country,  wbose 
«al  ontsmps  their  patriotism,  and  who 
would  rather  that  &  British  squadron  were 
defeated  under  a  Badical  commander,  than 
tliat  a  Conservative  admiral  achieved  a 
triumph.  The  public  mind,  however, 
otnnot  long  be  deludel  by  the  flimsy  pre- 
tensions of  pseudo  patriots.  We  know 
that  seTflshoesa  is  the  banner  under  which 
iktj  mbriit,  Mtd  tiiKt  lUndor  is  Ae  gatbaga 


upoa  which  they  Inxtiriftie.  Bat  Bo  on- 
did  or  well-regulated  mind  can  remember 
without  booest  indignation  the  (bul  and 
atrocious  aspersions  with  which  hla  right 
lion.  Friend,  the  Member  tor  Tamworth, 
was  asssiled  by  reckless  libellers  during 
his  brief  but  brilliant  career  as  Prime 
Minister  of  the  empire.  He  was  told  that 
no  man  regretted  so  much  as  be  did  the 
necessity  of  being  virtuous ;  that  he  onght, 
by  a  timely  retirement,  to  save  the  wreck 
of  hts  former  character.  To  the  es^er 
partisans  of  revolution  throughout  the 
realm  it  was  announced,  with  ferodoua 
exultation,  that  not  only  his  physical 
strength,  bat  his  mental  energy,  vnt  sink- 
ing under  an  accumulated  weuht  of  soli- 
citude and  responsibility.  And  this,  fbr- 
sooth.  Was  proclaimed,  as  a  cause  tar  natoral 
gratulation,  with  respect  to  the  very  indi. 
ridnal  who,  a  few  weeks  thereafter,  on  his 
lamented  end  ominous  retirement  from 
office,  was  not  only  honoured  by  hundreds 
at  thoosands  of  his  disinterested  and  intel- 
ligent conatrymeo  with  the  loudest  a&d 
most  nneqiiiroca]  assuranoes  of  their  confi- 
dence and  gratitude,  but  has  since  had 
what  some  would  account  the  honour, 
but  what  he,  perhaps,  deemed  the  misfor- 
tune, to  be  eulogised  and  quoted  as  ao 
aothority  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers  them- 
selves. I  would  observe,  in  conclusioot 
that  a  great  majority  of  the  religious, 
enlightened,  and  wealthy  classes,  view  tha 
intentions  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers  with 
alarm,  and  their  principles  with  disappro- 
bation. They  long  to  see  a  Government 
formed  under  the  auspices  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Tamwortb, 
and  my  noble  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Lancashire — a  Government  which,  whilst 
zealously  engaged  in  temperately  reforming 
all  abuses,  would  at  the  same  time  main- 
tain the  Institutions  of  the  country  invio- 
late and  unimpured.  I  do  believe  that  if 
any  member  of  the  present  Cabinet  had 
been  assured  a  few  years  am  that  he  would 
be  concerned  In  some  of  the  measures  now 
in  progress,  and  that  the  ablest  and  most 
indispensable  of  its  supporters  would 
gravely  enrol  In  the  books  a  notice  for 
reforming,  or  rather  for  degrading,  the 
House  of  Lords,  he  would  have  exclaimed, 
Hke  Hazael,  when  told  by  the  prophet  that 
he  would  perpetrate  a  crime  of  which  he 
at  that  time  deemed  himself  incapable, 
"  Is  tby  servant  a  dog,  that  he  should  do 
this  thing  f"  To  what  still  more  despe- 
rate extremities  ther  hereafter  may  b» 
urged  to  proceed  la  019  hdadloog  'cttea  of 
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tlwir  «m)nti(»,  I  shall  not  Kttempt  to  Froteitant  religion  is  tbe  caoK  of  tnrifc,' 
progDOBticate ;  bat,  id  my  humble  judg-  I  believe,  also,  that  the  people  et  Inhmi 
meat,  tbe  whole  syitem  of  their  present  are  fiilly  as  intelligent  and  acute  ti  tha 
policy,  both  foreign  and  domestic,  is  mnch  people  of  Great  Britain.  To  what  cans* 
more  calculated  to  prerent,  than  compe-  then,  can  I  ascribe  the  slow  diffunon  of 
teat  to  promote)  "  tbe  adTanoeinent  of  what  I  belieye  to  be  tbe  truth  i 
Ood'a  glory,  tbe  good  of  his  church,  tbe 
safety,  honour,  and  welfare  of  our  Sove- 
reign and  his  domioioDB.*' 

The  House  went  into  Committee  on  the 
Bill. 

On  Clause  50,  enacting  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Ecclesiastical  Committee  of 
tbe  Privy  Council, 

Lord  Mahon  said,  Sir,  tbe  preceding 
danses  of  this  Bill  are  of  such  a  nature 
that,  discussed  in  a  spirit  of  &)r  and  mu- 
tual concession,  they  might  be  probal ' 
adjusted  to  tbe  latisFaction  of  both  parti 
But  tbe  Committee  hus  now  arrived  at  a 
point  of  principle,  and,  on  the  fullest  a 
calmest  consideration  I  have  bet^n  able 
give  it,  and  with  the  most  anxious  wish  to 
see  thia  question  settled,  these  dissenBiona 
appeased, — I  must  s»  that  the  question  of 
the  inalienability  of  Church  property  is 
one  that  admits  of  no  compromiBe,  of  no 
concession.  On  this  principle,  therefore, 
do  we  take  our  stand ;  and  on  this  do  I 
fcel  myself  bound  to  move,  that  this,  and 
the  following  clause,  be  omitted  firom  the 
Bill.  Sir,  in  the  course  of  these  discussions 
tbe  arguments  of  those  who  advocate  a 
diversion  from  the  revenues  of  tbe  Irish 
Church,  may,  I  think,  be  classed  under 
two  beads.  It  has  been  alleged  by  some, 
that  the  Irish  Church  estahlishmeat  is,  or 
has  been,  so  negligent  and  inattentive  to 
the  duties  connect^  with  it,  that  it  does 
not  deserve  the  same  conuderation  as  the 
Churdi  of  England.  Others,  without 
baring  recourse  to  these  attacks,  rest  their 
objection  solely  on  the  great  disproportion 
ol  numbers  between  the  Proteatant  fol- 
lowers of  that  Chnrch,  and  the  Roman 
Catholic  population.  I  think  that  all  the 
argumentH  we  have  heard  belong  to  one  or 
tbe  other  of  these  two.  Now,  with  regard 
to  the  first,  I  am  not  prepared  to  assert, 
that  tbe  Church  of  Ireland  has  been  at  all 
times  free  from  blame  ;  I  fear  that,  on  the 
contrary,  if  we  look  to  earlier  periods,  we 
diall  Bnd  that  serious  charges  of  negligence 
and  remissness  could,  wiih  justice,  have 
been  brought  against  it;  and  1  derive  this 
Opinion,  not  merely  from  the  positive  testi- 
monies which  have  been  alleged  to  that 
tOett,  but  from  the  following  conaideration. 
In  common  with  a  gmt  m^ority  of  this 
BoiMB,  I  belien  tlut  the  causa  cl  the 


truth  has  so  trinmpbaDtIf 
prevailed  in  England  and  in  Sootland  ) 
Why,Sir,  I  am  driven,— reluctantly  driven, 
—to  the  belief  that  the  cause  most  be 
ascribed  in  some  degree,  at  least,  to  tbe 
negligence  and  inefficieni^  at  tliat  time  of 
the  Irish  Church  Eatabliumoit. 

But,  Sir,  is  this  the  case  now  ?  Wero 
the  causes  of  this  inefficiency  of  a  tsos- 
porary  or  a  permaneat  nature,  may  not 
this  inefficiency  be  traced  most  dearly  as  a 
natural  effect  of  the  old  penal  laws,  under 
which  the  Roman  Catholics  suffend? 
Those  unhappy  Statutes  set  up  an  infnper^ 
able  barrier  between  the  Protestant  and 
Roman  Catholic  population  of  that  country 
— bound  together  tbe  Catholics  by  tha 
common  tie  of  persecution,  and  checked  tba 
Protestant  clergy  in  all  their  attenptt  tv 
gun  the  confioenca  and  love  of  their 
parishionen.  Can  we  wonder,  then,— I 
put  it  in  candour  to  the  bonounble  Geo- 
tlemen  opposite, — that,  in  many  cases,  the 
Protestant  clergy  abmild  have  been  dia> 
couraged  and  diBhearta>ed — have  fl^ad 
in  exertions  which  they  have  always  fomnd 
unavailing,  and  too  frequently  foraook  tbe 
benefices,  where  they  found  themselves  the 
objects  of  popular  ill  will  ?  In  like  maoBM*, 
as  the  conversion  of  Connangbtasd  MuDster 
was  checked  in  the  I6th  and  ITthcentD- 
ries,  by  the  lawless  habits  and  separata 
language  of  the  people;  so  in   die  18tb 


laws,  which  only  irritated  and 
those  whom  it  was  intended  to  lestraia. 
Such,  Sir,  was  the  cause,  and  such  was  tha 
effect ;  and  it  will  be  found,  that  in  dw 
same  proportion  as  the  cause  has  been  ve* 
moved,  the  eikct  has  ceased.  In  the  ma» 
proportion  as  these  laws  have  follen  one  hf 
<me,  before  the  rising  spirit  of  the  ag^^ 
before  the  benevolent  efforts  of  soeh  mmi 
as  Mr.  Burke — in  that  very  same  praper- 
tion  have  the  Protestant  clergy  become 
more  constant  in  their  resideoce,  man 
assiduous  in  their  cares,  more  .eminent  in 
every  acquirement,  that  can  add  lustre  t» 
their  sacred  office.  I  am  firmly  penoaded, 
that  there  does  not  now  exist  upon  the 
earth  a  bodv  of  clergy  more  ptons— more 
irreproachable  —  tnore  eminent,  both  for 
rirtoe  and  leming,  than  the  mffmng 
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ChnrdioflnlaDd.  Any  boDonnble  Hem. 
ber  who  thinks  tbat  he  ought  to  deal  with 
it  u  with  a  corrupt  churui,  would,  I  am 
WDvinced,  be  legislating  for  the  past  and 
not  for  the  present.  This  is  Irequentlf 
the  case — the  cry  against  an  abuse  con- 
tinues long  after  the  abase  itself  has  been 
remored.  The  cry  contiiiueB — it  becomes 
triumphant — and  then  it  happens  that  the 
innocent  miffer  for  the  guilty!  Any  legi»- 
lation  which  ^ou  would  carry  on  in 
ibw  spirit  against  the  Irish  Church, 
amounts  to  this : — That  an  excellent  and 
irreproachable  clergyman,  in  1S36,  is  to 
•ufier,  because  his  predecessors  some  sixty 
years  ago  happened  to  be  careless  t  I  be- 
M*e,  from  all  the  information  I  have  heard, 
that  if  any  honourable  Member  will  look 


my 
at  the  Irish  clergy  with  the  spirit  of  a 
juror,  and  with  a  determination  to  dc 
justice,  he  will,  at  the  close  of  his  inquiry, 
with  his  band  upon  his  heart,  bring  in  a 
Terdict  of  ■'  Not  Guilty." 

But  then.  Sir,  I  come  to  the  second  point. 
Say  some  persons,  the  grievance 
plaia  of  is  independent  of  the  conduct  of 
the  Irish  olei^ ;  it  rests  on  the  anomaly 
U  to  the  great  proportion  of  the  Catholic 
popuI»tkm.  There  are  less  than  1,000,000 
«f  the  Est^lished  Church  ;  there  are  above 
6.000,000  of  Soman  Catholics ;  and  this 
they  urge  is  a  monstrous  anomaly.  Why, 
in  the  first  place,  let  me  ask,  how  far  is 
this  consistent  with  the  demand  far  perfect 
assimilation  between  the  two  countries? 
Have  we  already  forgot  the  debate  on  the 
Cwporation  BiU  ?  How  many  days  is  it 
dnc8  the  walls  of  this  House  rang  with 
the  indignant  outcry  that  Ireland  should 
be  treated  precuselT  on  the  same  principles 
as  Devoasbiie  or  Yorkshire  ?  Now,  then, 
let  me  put  this  case :  supposing  some  parish 
in  Ywkshife  or  Devonshire,  in  which  the 
iBMority  i^  inhabitants  arc  Dissenters ; 
and  that  they  sbonld  call,  on  that  ground, 
for  a  division  of  Church  property,  how 
would  such  a  demand  be  received  by  the 
House  or  hy  the  country  ?  Would  the 
House  think  of  admitting  such  a  claim? 
Now,  then,  if  Ireland  is  to  be  governed  in 
aU  mpwU  as  an  integral  part  of  Great 
Biitain,  we  must  consider  not  merely 
.tl»  6,000,000  of  Catholics  in  the  former, 
but  the  16,000,000  of  Protestants  in  the 
latter,  and  establish  a  church  for  the 
najoiity  of  the  whole.  Is  not  this  iairly 
following  out  your  own  principle?  Or 
do  you  Uiink  it  reasonable  to  assert  a  prin- 
dple  juit  10  fiur  as  may  suit  youi  purpose,  j 
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and  quietly  dinard  it  the  moment  it  hat 
served  your  turn?  But,  Sir,  1  do  not 
meet  the  question  on  this  ground.  1,  for 
one,  do  not  maintain  the  rantastic  notioa 
of  perfect  asumilation.  I  am  not  a  pc^- 
tical  Procrustes ;  my  object  is  to  legislate 
for  the  good  and  happiness  of  the  people; 
and  if  any  portion  of  the  people  be  in  a  pecu- 
liar situation,  I  am  not  to  be  deterred  by 
any  cant  of  BSsimilation  from  legislating 
for  that  portion  in  a  different  manner. 
Well,  then,  1  take  the  case  as  to  Ireland 
only.  I  am  told  that  it  is  a  great  anomaly 
to  have  a  Church  of  1,500,000  t^  Pro- 
testants established  amongst  6,000,000  of 
Catholics.  I  admit  that  it  is  an  anomaly  j 
but  let  me  ask,  does  the  Bill,  does  the  Ap- 
propriation Clause,  now  before  us,  remove, 
or  attempt  to  remove  that  anomaly  ?  Not 
at  all.  Your  clause  goes  to  take  away  a 
part  of  the  revenues  of  the  Church,  but 
the  anomaly  coonsts  la  the  existence  of  an 
Established  Church  at  all  under  such  cir- 
cumslances.  If  your  objection  means  any- 
thing, it  means  this — not  that  the  supei- 
structureis  too  rich,  but  that  the. founda- 
tion is  unsound.  Are  you,  then,  prepared 
to  root  out  the  Protestant  Establishment 
in  Ireland  ?  Why,  if  1  were  even  lo 
ask  the  question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  they  would  resent  it  as  a 
positive  insult,  and  most  properly  declare 
themselves  determined  to  maintain  the 
existence  of  that  Establishment  as  firmly 
as  ourselves.  Why,  then.  Sir,  is  it  hon- 
ourable— is  it  statesman-like,  to  declare 
that  to  be  an  abuse  which  you  yourselves 
admit  it  is  just  and  necessan'  to  maintain  ? 
I  admit  that  the  Church  of  Ireland  is  an 
anomaly, — I  utterly  deny  that  tt  it  an 
abuse.  As  long  as  I  have  a  seat  in  this 
House,  I  shall  protest  against  the  tendency 
of  the  present  times  to  confiiund  togeUier 
the  two  ideas  of  anomaly  and  abuse— of 
alteration  and  amendment.  There  are 
many  and  great  anomalies  that  are  not 
abuses : — for  example,  property  itself— 
that  institution  for  which  all  other  institu- 
tions may  be  said  to  exist,  and  which  is  the 
foundation  of  all  society, — even  property 
u  liable  to  very  great  anomalies.  Can 
there  be  a  grosser  anomaly,  in  theory, 
than  that  one  man,  perhaps  of  the  worst 
character,  should  revel  upon  50,000  acres, 
whilst  another  man,  perhaps  of  the  highest 
merit,  has  not  a  hovel  wherein  to  lay  his 
head  ?  Yet,  in  practice,  does  any  man 
propose  to  interfere  with  moperty,  and 
correct  those  anomalies?      The   Xhioae 
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tfgbt  to  K  portum  of  Bnthoiitj'— may  often 
Ind  to  anomalies,  ftom  the  character  of 
■ny  one  to  whom  that  authority  dncendi. 
But  are  the  Throne  or  Peerage,  therefore 
to  be  called  abuse*  ?  Thus,  abo,  the  Iriih 
Church  ii  an  anomaly,  but  not  an  abuse ; 
and  depend  upon  it  that,  in  spite  of  any 
apparent  anomaly,  the  British  Constitution 
confers  such  solid  benefits  and  maintains 
nieh  equal  rigbts,  that  ne  need  fear  no 
attack  against  It,  and  tbat  I  am  persuaded 
it  will  nse  victorious  orer  both  its  open 
enemies  and  iu  boUow  friends.  How, 
then,  is  the  anomuly  of  the  Protestant 
Church  in  Ireland  to  be  dealt  with?  I 
answer,  that  it  may  be  greatly  alleviated, 
and  almoM  entirely  removed,  by  a  system 
of  commutation  of'^tithes,  avoiding  any  ajv 
proprlation  of  its  revenue  from  its  present 
pniposes.  For  let  it  be  observed,  that  the 
landed  property  of  Ireland  belongs  to  Pro- 
testants in  even  a  much  areater  proportion 
than  the  population  bdan^s  to  Roman 
Catholics,  t  have  heard  it  conBdentiy 
and,  I  believe,  truly  stated,  that  nineteen- 
twentieths  of  the  luid  are  in  tbe  possession 
of  Protestants.  Now,  then,  if  you  throw 
the  p^raent  of  tithes  upon  this  land,  and 
remove  it  fmm  the  occupying  tenant,  do 
yoD  not  go  a  very  great  way  in  removir- 
the  alleged  anoma^  ?  At  least,  I  wi 
assert,  that  this  arrannment  Is  infinitely 
more  free  firom  anomaly  than  any  othw- 
which  fou  could  devise  for  religious  estab- 
lishment under  this  state  of  things. 

I  nill  refrain  from  entering,  exhausted 
as  tbe  House  must  be  on  tbe  sul^ect,  into 
the  statistical  calculations  connected  with 
this  clause.  I  could  do  little  more  tlian 
repeat  the  statements  contained  in  tbe 
clear  and  admirable  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  North  t.ancasbin! 
(Lord  Stanley)  on  the  second  reading,^ 
a  speech,  combining,  In  so  great  a  degree, 
the  most  accurate  calculations  with  tbe 
most  brilliant  eloquence.  On  that  speech 
I  take  my  stand.  I  rely  upon  it  for  the 
proof  of  the  Act,  tbat  there  is  no  surplus; 
or,  that  if  a  surplus  be  wrung  from  tbe 
Phitestant  Church,  it  must  be  so,  by  op- 
pression and  Intuitlcej  and  that  the  re- 
Tenues  of  the  Church  are  not  more  than 
niflldent  for  tbe  decent  zaatntenancc  of  its 
ministers.  There  are  to  be  only  1850  be- 
nefices— this  is  what  is  proposed,  and  this, 
it  Is  said,  is  an  overgrown  estaUishment. 
Yet,  if  we  take  no  account  at  all  of  the 
Roman  CathoUca  and  PiesbyterisnSj  eacb 


the  care  of  above  700  pertoot 
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over  «  most  esteDSive  tnwt  of  country ; 
and  how,  imder  such  droamitaticei^  etm 
from  tbe  extremity  of  party  spirit,  thm 
can  be  a  taunt  of  a  dnecute  Chundi)  I  own, 
I  find  it  difficult  to  undetttBfld  1  faowavsr,  I 
repeat  It,  I  will  avirid  mteiing  again  into 
these  details;  hut  I  with  to  Myons  iraci 
with  respect  to  a  subject  which  is  often 
thmnn  in  our  teeth,  and  which  I  tbiolc 
has  not  been  tuffldently  noticed  on  tfaii 
side.  I  mean  the  reli^ua  system  of 
Prustia.  I  believe  that  it  was  ttus  foreign 
analogy  wbldt  chiefly  wdglied  with  auny 
worthy  and  rMpectaUe  mea,— -more  esps- 
dally  with  ono  of  my  aarlioBt  and  moM 
valued  friends,  who  I  am  mra,  ndther  on 
this  Or  any  other  subject  pret  his  vota 
on  any  but  most  conioientious  gronnda, 
the  hon,  Member  for  Beibhire  (Mr. 
Fusey).  Now,  wJth  respect  to  Phissia, 
there  is  a  Report  ably  drawn  up  by  Sfr. 
Lewis,  and  proented  to  this  House  dndor, 
I  must  say,  rather  suB|ncioui  atrcumstancai^ 
and  leading  to  the  bdief  that  sodw  Mcmbera, 
at  least,  (»  bis  Hajaety'a  Oovemment  do 
not  think  the  Prussian  system  wiOiout  apt 
plication  to  the  state  of  Ireland.  Now  tha 
practical  question  is,  how.  In  tbe  PnisdMi 
system  of  co-equal  eitablidmant  for  both 
persuasions,  religious  peace  and  dvil  qui«t 
can  be  in  any  degne  obtained?  Why,  If 
hon.  Gentlemen  will  look  to  the  Beport, 
they  will  find  that  they  are  obtained  by  th« 
absence  of  freedom,  and  tbat  the  Prussian 
Government  calls  its  political  despotism  m 
aid  of  its  vaunted  religious  imparUality. 
In  tbe  7th  page  of  tbe  Report,  I  find  then 

"  Proielylism,  or  indudnga  person  to  change 
his  relt^oui  faith  by  force  or  penoasiDD,  ii 
•pecinlly  probibiled  by  law.  Cuntrovwaial 
Mnaons  ars  fbrbiddcti  by  law,  and  are  punish- 
ed by  afixad  term  ofimprisonroent." 
Now,  then,  beie  you  have  tbe  artictei  but 
what  say  you  to  tbe  price?  Are  you 
willing  to  subvert  the  Irish  Church  at  tba 
expense  of  subverting  alio  the  British  Con« 
stitutionf  Would  the  Prussian  regul*- 
tlons  be  considered  acoeptable  in  this  coun* 
try  f  What  would  you  lay,  here,  wbeiB 
the  press  is  as  tne  at  air,  and  the  fullest 
licence  giveR  to  every  cootTOverqr,  if  you 
saw  a  Protestant  clei^man  dr^ged  to 
prison  for  preaching  against  what  ha  be~ 
Ueves  tbe  errors  of  Popery  ?  Or,  take  tbs 
(^ipoitle  case,  which  I  am  just  as  ready  to 
put.    Do  you  wish  to  see  ioiptiioiUDent 
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put  in  force  agtunit  tHe  Catholic  priesta  for 
denouncing  (as  tber  bsve  a  perfect  right 
to  do)  what  the7  would  call  the  dangers  of 
bereij?  Such  a  lystem  of  eccleaiaitical 
mvemment  is  tot^j  mt-ompatible  with 
ibe  free  Constitution  of  this  country. 

Sir,  in  conclusion,  I  nuEt  earnestly 
appeal — not  to  his  Majesty's  GoTemment, 
nor  to  the  followers  of  the  hon.  and  teamed 
Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  O'Connell), 
but — to  the  independent  Members  of  this 
House.  Several  of  them  have  not  hesitated 
to  own  in  conversatbn  their  alarm  at  the 
aspect  of  the  times,  and  their  apprehension 
that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  would  not  be 
found  sufficiently  firm  in  the  day  of  trial. 
Let  me,  then,  ask  them  whether  they  will 
risk  the  dangers  that  will  most  certainly 
follow,  merely  for  the  sake  of  trying  an 
experiment  with  an  abstract  principle? 
Will  they,  for  the  sake  of  a  nirplus  which 
must  be  either  imaginary  or  extortionate, 
take  the  first  step  against  the  property  of 
the  Irish  Church  ?  If  they  do,  let  them 
be  assured  that  the  first  step  will  be  fol- 
lowed by  another  against  ecclesiastical  pro- 
perty at  home,  and  that,  in  fact,  the  battle 
1^  the  Church  of  England  will  he  fought 
on  Irish  ground.  Let  them  depend  upon 
it  that  they  cannot  say  to  the  multitude 
Buy  more  than  King  Canute  could  say  to 
the  waves,  "  Thus  far  shalt  thou  come  and 
no  further."  I  trust,  then,  that  the  honest 
and  independent  Members  of  this  House 
will  vote  in  support  of  the  motion  which  I 
have  now  submitted ;  and,  in  so  doing, 
afford  us  what  I  shall  consider,  not  a  party 
triumph,  hut  a  great  national  advantage. 

Mr.  PouUer :  Sir,  I  cannot  admit  that 
this  BUI   does  alienate    permanently  any 
portion  of  the  property  of  the  Church.     I 
•ee  in  it  provisions  for  the  appropriation  of 
that  which  it  seeks  now  to  d^  with  to  the 
moral  and  reli^ous  instruction  of  the  whole 
people  of  Ireland,  only  so  long  as  there  can 
be    discovered    no    substantia    Protestant 
dutiea  tinprovided  for.     And   I  see  in   it 
provisions  for  supplying   such  deficiencies 
wherever    they   snoU    truly   arise.      The 
noble  Lord  who  bos  just  sat  down  says, 
that  though  he  will  not  agree  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  appropriation,  he  would  propose  a 
complete  reform  of  the  Protestant  Church 
in  Ireland.     I  ask  the 
was  that  such  a  proposi 
from  the  other  nde  of 
pTopriation  was  deman 
that  Gentlemen  on  that 
lookJuK  into  the  abuses 
until  bu  Majesty's  Go 
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their  duty  to  set  aput  the  guiplna  of  iti 
revenues  to  the  moral  and  religiouE  edncs* 
tion  of  the  Irish  people.  They  never 
adopted  reform  till  tney  were  driven  to  it 
by  dread  of  something  else.  They  act  upon 
the  question  of  Irish  Church  Reform,  exactly 
as  they  did  upon  Irish  Corporation  Reform. 
When  they  wanted  to  stave  off*  refiirm  in 
the  Irish  Corporations,  they  told  us  tlwy 
were  ready  to  give  up  all  the  abuses  of  the 
old  Protestant  Corporations.  But  they 
never  discovered  those  abuses  until  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  brought  forward  a  mea- 
sure that  would  give  new  reformed  Corpo- 
rations to  Ireland.  And  now  the  nobJa 
Lord,  in  opposition  to  thos^  who  on  tliia 
side  of  the  House  advocate  most  con*cien> 
tiousty  a  religious  principle — brings  for. 
ward  his  pretended  proposition  iia  re~ 
form,  which  was  never  dreamt  of  bj  Gentle 
men  opposite  except  as  a  means  of  averting 
something  still  more  obnoxious  to  them. 
Had  Government  never  acted  as  they 
have  done,  they  would  have  continued  the 
abuses  of  the  Irish  Church  and  the  Irish 
Corporations ;  and  they  now  only  wish  to 
prevent  the  greater  measure  of  reform  \if 
conceding  the  smaller.  The  noble  Lord 
talked  about  the  English  Church,  and  said 
present  Bill  was  only  the  precursor  of  an  the 
attack  upon  that  Church;  but  that  b  not 
a  fair  argument ;  does  not  every  body  know 
that  in  Uie  most  fair  and  equal  distribution 
which  can  take  place,  and  I  am  happy  to 
learn  that  a  more  fair  distribution  is  about  to 
be  proposed  to  Parliament.  Does  not  every 
body  know,  that  in  the  present  population 
of  England,  it  will  be  impossible  to  bring 
home  to  every  part  of  that  population  the 
benefits  of  the  Protestant  Establishment. 
So  far  therefore  from  agreeing  that  there 
is  any  fear  of  the  principle  of  this  Bill 
being  applied  to  the  English  Church,  the 
noble  Lord  knows  well  that  such  a  proper 
sition  would  be  rejected  by  a  vast  majority 
of  this  House;  nay,  that  without  any  a>- 
sistance  from  the  other  ride,  the  great 
majority,  if  not  all,  of  those  who  rit  on  thia 
ride  would  instantly  negative  a  proposal  to 
deduct  one  farthing  from  the  Protestant 
Establishment  of  this  conntry.  The  noble 
Lord  spoke  of  private  property ;  but  what 
analogy  is  there  between  the  case  of  prn- 
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Iwlil  upon  tut  eooditioii  wbatoTBT.  And 
what  MmilMity  ii  there  between  it  and 
yraperty  which  is  Wd  hj  a  Church,  in  the 
•■tUM  of  ft  public  estKbliihment,  hkvinff 
poUlc  duties  to  pcrfonn,  in  default  <n 
wbiob  it  U  lubjoctcd  to  forfeiture  at  having 
TioUtcd  the  conditiona  which  the  legisla- 
luto  of  tho  countrj  thinki  fit  to  impote- 
To  me  it  haa  alwaja  been  a  great  recom- 
umdation  of  thia  Bill,  that  it  doea  not 
tMieb  veited  interests;  that  it  does  not 
take  trma  any  man  that,  the 
which  he  haa  long  enjojed,  and  tbi 
tiouanca  of  which  be  bos  always  contem- 
plated, and  looked  to  for  tbe  maintenance 
of  bit  family.  But  tbe  noble  Lord,  tbe 
Member  for  North  Loncaahire  wai  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  when  a  Bill  passed  this 
Home  which  did  touch  vetted  intereit,  I 
baliave  itwai  the  Church  Temporelitiea  Act, 
■ad  for  Gantlamen  oppoaite  who  voted  for 
that  measure  to  object  to  this,  i>  indeed, 
after  Bwallovrine  the  camel,  to  Btrain  at  tbe 
gnat.  Thii  BiU  ii  founded  upon  jiut  prin- 
riple^— whoever  accepti  any  living  under 
tbii  Bill  will  do  80  vnluntarily. — will  do 
■0,  fully  acquainted  with  the  nature  of  the 
leductioMit  propotet  to  effect.  Whereas 
tfw  Church  TemporalitieB  Act,  tore  away 
fai  many  initancei  from  tbe  clergyman,  that 
which  he  bad  looked  forward  to  as  the  only 
mMUB  of  lubeutence  to  bii  family.  TLord 
Stanley  intimated  bii  dissent  from  tnii]  1 
nmember  well  hearing  finm  tbe  right  bon. 
Baronet,  the  Memb^  for  Tamworth,  a 
aioat  aSecting  appeal  on  behalf  of  a  clergy- 
man who  had  been  reduced  to  the  deepest 
dittreM  in  contequence  of  the  taxei  imposed 
by  that  Bill. 

Sir  Jamu  Qraham:  No,  no;  It  was 
because  he  culd  not  collect  his  titbe. 

Mr.  Pouher  :  And  the  right  bon.  Oen- 
tleinan  stated  alio,  that  tbe  dlstreaa  of  the 
clergyman  arosa  from  the  reductions  ef- 
fected in  bii  income  by  that  Act  [No ! 
no  f^  At  all  aventa  T  return  to  my  original 
proposition,  that  tbli  Bill  doea  not  touch 
veiled  right*.  It  will  eitabliab  a  new  state 
trf  things,  under  wbiob  any  clergyman  who 
•eeepts  a  living  will  do  so  voluntarily,  and 
Ailly  cogniaant  of  the  reductiona  wbicb  it 
wilt  e^t  in  liii  income.  There  has  been 
a  great  change  even  in  the  Iftnguaee  of  the 
noble  Lord  omiosite,  tbe  Member  lor  North 
Ltncaabire.  I  remember  tbe  time  when 
fee  would  not  consent  to  go  into  any  calcu- 
ktions  of  the  tevenues  nf  tbe  ProtesUnt 
Church,  nor  of  the  numben  of  the  Pro- 
watant  population  in  Ireland.  Hi*  argu- 
nent  wu  diU,— "  I  don't  care  what  yonr 
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ealculatjona  of  nnmbere  are ;  whether  the 
rerenuea  of  the  Church  of  Ireland  be  gre*t 
or  imall  in  reference  to  tbe  population  of 
that  country."  But  thia  year  tbe  neble 
Lord  boa  condeacended  to  gi*e  ui  some 
calculations  of  the  amount  of  those  revemiea, 
he  hu  even  given  ut  tome  calculatimi  m 
to  tbe  numbers  of  tbe  Protestant  popula- 
tion. Next  year,  perbapi,  he  will  uraaent 
to  go  into  c^ulatioiu  as  to  the  Catbtdic 
population  of  Ireland;  and  in  the  oonrae 
of  time  I  have  no  doubt  be  will  oome  up  to 
the  full  measure  of  reform  proposed  b^ 
Government.  Now,  with  r^rd  to  the 
populatiim,  I  have  beard  it  stated  on  the 
authority  of  a  person  on  whose  veracity  I 
can  depend,  that  in  dayK  of  old,  in  tbe  gnod 
old  times,  before  men  discovered  that  lan- 
guage was  given  men  to  conceal  their 
real  Mutiments,  a-  Protestant  rector  was 
heard  to  lay,  "  I  have  but  one  parishioner, 
and  I  hope  he'll  loon  be  converted."  At 
fint  sight  this  seems  a  voy  im|woper  ipeecb, 
but  when  we  come  to  examine  It,  we  shall 
see  that  it  was  very  natural  that  the  ¥to~ 
teetant  rector  should  feel  ashamed  of  having 
a  nn^e  parishioner ;  it  it  a  grievance,  that 
a  man  should  be  jdaced  In  such  a  situation. 
It  it  tbe  fashion.  Sir,  to  call  all  measures 
□f  Church  Reform  in  Ireland  "coneearions," 
concessions  which  will  end  only  in  total 
destruction.  Sir,  I  am  an  enemy  to  coa~ 
cession  ;  I  object  not  only  to  tbe  principle, 
but  I  believe  the  word  itself  to  be  radically 
an  improper  word  ;  it  ought  to  be  expunged 
from  the  political  dictionar7.  Jfitmeoni 
anything  it  meant  tbi|,  the  dqMrting  fttm 
tbe  line  of  just  principle,  and  to  that,  I  for 
one,  will  never  concede  ;  and  I  never  wiaH 
you  to  make  "  concession s"  on  this  lufajeot 
any  more  than  on  any  other ;  I  ask  yon  to 
do  that  which  it  due  to  a  nation,  and  I  wffl 
never  consent  to  apply  the  term  oonceMJoit 
to  that  which  common  honesty  and  Justice 
demsnd.  It  reminds  me  of  a  speech  I 
once  heard  uttered  by  a  Lord  Chief  Juriiee 
of  the  King's  Bench,  in  reply  to  a  defssd- 
ant,  who  having  gained  the  cause  thanked 
his  Lordship  for  bit  kindness  and  "craee^ 
sion"tohira.  "Sir,"  (said  the  indignant 
Judge,)  "  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  never 
does  a  kindness,  it  never  makes  a  ooncesdon, 
it  administers  justice  impartially  to  all.  A 
great  deal,  Sir,bai  been  stud  respecting  tbe 
relation  of  tbe  two  Houses  of  Pariiament, 
and  it  has  been  confidently  predicted  that 
this  Bill  will  never  pass  the  Upper  Hoaar. 
I  do  not  think  the  ntuation  of  the  two 
branches  of  the  Legislature  ti  M  eU  diflU 
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ndt  to  be  undentood.  If  the  two  Housei 
alwaja  agreed  upon  the  sasaa  qnciiic  raea- 
■UTM,  UiMe  would  be  no  uk  in  having  two 
Hooter  The  constitutionsl  agreement 
which  it  is  neccnaiyforthe  good  ^verameut 
of  those  Lingdomi  should  mibsut  between 
them,  is  an  agreement  not  upon  the  same 
preciM  ^int*  of  ojnnion  on  aaj  lalyect, 
but  an  agreement  upon  great  and  leading 
pnoaiple*.  Ditferenoe  a£  opinion  may 
niilj,  nay,  advantageously  exist  as  to  the 
means  of  carrying  out  those  principles,  the 
errors  of  one  House  being  thus  corrected  by 
the  deliberations  of  another.  Butinthe  pre- 
sent situation  of  public  afiairs  the  difierence 
comes  to  tlie  whole  spirit  and  principle  of 
the  govemment  of  this  country ;  such  a 
(Uffereace  must  show  itself  upon  some  occa- 
sions, and  therefore,  in  the  present  instance, 
which  is  not  to  be  regarded  by  itself,  per  te, 
but  as  only  part  of  a  syatem  of  hostility  on 
the  part  of  the  Upper  House  to  great  and 
fundamental  principles  of  govemment  mani- 
fested in  this  particular  measure.  This  is 
the  state  of  things  to  which  we  are  now  ro- 
duced ;  I  look  upon  the  body  to  which  I 
have  alluded  as  the  fint  body  of  nobility 
upon  the  face  of  the  earth,  and  this  onlv 
increases  the  regret  which  I  feel,  that  such 
a  body  should  for  a  single  moment  have 
endangered  their  privileges  and  etiatence, 
by  leiisting  to  the  last  every  measure  of 
reform — by  obstructing  all  attempt!  on  the 
part  of  a  liberal  govemment  to  carry  on 
the  business  of  the  country,  and  eapecially, 
by  resisting  the  settlement  of  the  Irish 
Church  question,  as  well  when  it  was  sub- 
mitted to  them  without,  as  when  it  was 
ooupled  witb,  the  obnoxious  appropriation 
clause.  Sir,  I  should  rejoice  to  see  the  day 
in  which  confidence  could  be  placed  in  the 
liberal  policy  of  the  House  of  Lords.  I  am 
against  any  organic  change  in  that  House ; 
I  am  convinced  that  nothing  but  the  in- 
juries and  insults  which  the  Hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  and  his  countrymen 
have  sustained,  would  have  induced  him  to 
advocate  such  an  extreme  propositioD.  I 
forgive  him,  but,  for  myself,  I  look  to  the 
remedy  of  existing  evils,  to  the  eontinned, 
forcible,  but  temperate  expression  of  public 
feeling  in  the  country,  and  in  the  future 
proceedings  of  this  House. 

Mr.  Plumptre:  Sir,  I  object  to  this 
Bill,  because  I  believe  it  has  a  tendency  to 
weaken  the  Protestant  Established  Church 
in  Ireland.  I  am  decidedly  attached  to 
that  EstablisbroeDt,  because  I  consider  it 
the  aalo  bulwark  of  the  Protestant 
retij^.  I  am  attadied  to  Protestaot- 
UD,  bociHiie  I  believe  it  to  be  the  main 


bulwark  of  the  national  wal&n.  Ai>d  I 
am  aorry  to  obwrvs,  that  in  tba  ooBaidark 
tioo  of  tJtis  question  neither  the  Qoram- 
ment  nor  the  countrr  appear  duly  to 
have  appieciated  the  Profeetaot  nltgioB. 
It  pains  me  to  see  a  measure  intioducad. 
which  will,  1  believe,  tend  to  weaken  that 
religion.  It  seems  to  me  a  most  abortr- 
sighted  policy  to  grasp  at  a  dduaive  shadow 
of  at  best  a  temporary  tranquillity,  and 
neglect  the  interesta  ot  that  religion  which 
I  repeat  is  the  Milf  true  source  of  the  real, 
the  permanent  proroerity  of  a  land.  I 
object,  Sir,  to  this  Bill,  because  itembraoes 
a  principle  to  which  I  can  never  aasenb— 
the  principle  of  appropriating  property  . 
dedicated  to  one  purpose  to  another  and  s 
totally  different  object.  I  object  also  to 
this  Bill,  because  the  funds  which  it  pro- 
poses to  appropriate  would  be  diverted,  or 
appropriated  to  the  maiDtenance  of  a  sys- 
tem of  education  in  Ireland,  which  (how- 
ever I  may  differ  in  so  saying  from  Gen< 
tlemen  even  on  this  side  of  the  House,)  I 
conceive  to  be  vicious  in  itMlf,  and  which, 
as  fiur  as  I  can  harn,  U  woridng  bow  in 
that  country  to  the  benefit  of  one  partj- 
exclusively.  I  object  to  this  meaaure,  and 
especially  to  the  appropriation  clause,  aa 
unnecessary  and  delusive.  It  is  anite  ia 
the  power  of  Parliament  to  legislato  fat 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland,  or  for 
a  national  sfstem  of  Education  in  Ireland, 
without  mixing  the  two  toother,  and 
without  framing  a  Bill  which  irill)  I 
believe,  plunge  many  of  the  pious  and  un- 
fortunate  Insh  clergymen  into  distress 
and  poverty,  but  who  will,  I  am  well  can> 
vioced,  be  not  induced  by  any  suffitringS) 
however  painful,  any  distress,  however 
poignant,  to  neglect  the  duty  whldi  they 
owe  to  their  docks,  and  to  that  God  by 
whom  tbeyhavebeen  set  over  them, 

Mr.  Emerson  Tennenti  Although  h« 
believed  it  was  understood  by  the  House 
that  the  consideration  of  this  clause  would 
afibrd  an  opportunity  for  the  discussion  of 
the  general  jirindple  of  the  Bill,  he  would 
not  avail  himteJt  of  that  permission,  as 
well  because  he  regarded  It  aa  a  waste  of 
time  to  protract  the  debate  on  a  measure 
which  all  parties  admitted  could  never 
pass  into  a  law  so  long  as  this  appropria. 
tion  clause  was  retained,  as  because  on 
its  other  main  provisions  but  little  difier- 
ence  of  opinion  existed  in  the  House.  He, 
of  course,  excepted  those  extraordinarj' 
provisions  for  wiping  away  the  ttth« 
arrears  whid  were  at  present  iccraiDg 
due,  and  for  czemptins  the  landlordi  m 
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teDaaU  at  will  from  tbme  liabilities  wliicb 
irere  now  impoaed  on  them  by  Lord 
Sbmley'a  Act,  and  under  nhichtfae  greater 
majority  of  them  bad  already  (barged 
themseltea  with  the  tithei  of  their  eatatw. 
He  believed  that  it  was  a  precedent  unex- 
ampled in  legialation  to  wipe  away  by  oue 
arbitrary  clause  the  legal  debts  of  a  whole 
nation — to  defraud  by  one  sweeping  pro- 
Ti<ion  some  hundreds  of  creditors  of  their 
jtiBt  and  equitable  claims.  Itwasuone- 
cessary  to  point  not  the  injastice  of  such  a 

ErooKding  towards  those  titbe-payers  who 
ad  fliruggled  to  diwharge  their  debts, 
and  thoae  tithe-owners  who  had  abstained 
•  from  any  harsh  proceedings  for  their  re- 
coverir.  [Lord  Morptlh:  Thoae  clauses  are 
struck  out.]  He  would  thtTefore  coofine 
his  obserrutions  exclusively  to  the  clause 
under  discussion,  and  which  avowedly 
formed  the  great  and  distinguishing  fea- 
ture of  this  Bill,  and  he,  (Mr.  E.  Ten- 
Dent)  could  state,  from  personal  know- 
ledge, that  it  was  leas  popular  at  the  pre- 
•ent  moment,  after  two  yean'  conridera- 
tion,  than  it  was  at  its  first  introduction 
in  the  last  session  of  Pariiaraent.  It  was 
then  eagerly  embraced  bj  that  party  in 
the  country  who  would  with  equal  rradi- 
ness  have  grasped  at  an^  othet^xpedieot, 
however  ultimately  ruinous,  provided  it 
suiied  their  immediate  purpose  of  efiecting 
a  change  in  the  Administration.  But  that 
Tery  puly  were  now  of  all  others  the  most 
KDxious  to  abandon  it,  from  a  conriction 
too  strong  to  be  resisted,  that  although  its 
adoption  fia  the  moment  auEced  for  the 
OTOTthmw  of  other  opponents,  ita  perma. 
nent  retention  must  lead  to  renovating 
tiwmaelves.  For  a  long  series  of  years  the 
peace  of  Ireland  and  the  repose  of  this 
country  had  been  disturbed  and  destroyed 
by  a  demand  for  an  adjustnlent  of  the 
question  of  the  Irish  Church;  that  adjust- 
ment was  on  the  verge  of  being  effected  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  oa 
terms  which  he  (Mr.  E.  Tennent)  firmly 
believed  would  have  been  satisfactory  to 
all  parties,  when  the  fiirdble  intn>duction 
of  this  appropriation  principle  flung  back 
the  question  into  its  original  position,  and 
interposed  an  insuperable  barrier  to  its 
settlement  :  thus  with  a  Ministry  on  the 
one  hand  pledged  to  resist  every  settlement 
of  this  question  which  did  not  involve  the 
principle  of  appropriation,  and  on  the  other 
hand  the  lemaining  branches  of  the  Legis> 
l&ture  and  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
England  equally  determined  to  resist  any 
t  ia  which  it  ■•  included,  is  it 


not  a  lilenl  and  andeniaUe  (act,  tkt-^ 
tenaro  on  which  the  present  Adarisistnki 
don  avowedly  retain  their  powcTi  is  a 
aoleinn  and  positive  enmgtnwnt  against 
any  adjustment  of  Jri^  tithes  and  any 
possible  settlement  of  the  Irish  Church ) 
Was  it  probnble,  he  would  ask,  or  was  it 

Csible,  that  a  Ministry  could  ctmtinue  to 
i  office  on  auch  lerms,  in  the  &ce  of  an 
unavoidable  confession  of  their  inability  to 
effect  a  settlement  of  some  of  the  moat  im- 
portant questions  which  could  occnpy  the 
attention  of  the  Legislature  i  Is  it  *'  jus- 
tice to  Ireland  "  to  keep  open  this  fertile 
cause  of  discontent,  festering  and  irritating 
from  year  to  year,  for  no  other  asaigoaUc 
object  than  the  retention  in  place  vS  one 
set  of  men,  who  cannot  effect  a  satisfactory 
adjustment,  to  the  exclusion  of  others 
who  can?  Above  all,  is  it  justice  to  the 
poor  Irish  tithe-payers,  who  have  had  it 
in  their  power  for  some  time  paat  to  iAt- 
tain  an  abstemeot  of  fnm  SO  to  SO  per 
cent.,  which  the  tithe-owners  were  willing 
to  pay  to  them  in  considenition  of  tbe  itr- 
creased  fiicilities  of  cdlecting  their  income, 
which  an  equitable  commntation  woald 
affiwd  them? — is  it  fair  or  just,  he  would 
say  to  them,  to  declare  tlut  they  must 
forego  this  advantage,  because  the  abstract 
resolation  of  1835  prohibits  them  finxn 
enjoying  it }  He  (Mr.  E. Tennent)  knew 
thut  these  were  considerations  which  now 
occupied  the  minds  of  men  out  of  doors 
who  last  session  were  eager  for  the  adop> 
tion  of  this  appropriation  clause,  and  be 
felt  satisfied  that  in  that  House  there  was 
no  party  more  anxious  for  the  abandon- 
ment  of  that  clause  than  tbe  partisans  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  occupied 
the  opposite  bench,  provided  any  decent 
expedient  could  be  aevised  for  "  shaking 
oD  their  engagementa."  But  there  was 
another  class,  much  more  numooiis  and 


ig  tm 
year  this  appropriation  clause  ^ss  ceased 
to  be  popular ;  he  alluded  to  those  mode- 
rate and  wetl-meaoing  men  who,  withoot 
being  partisana '  on  either  side,  wen  de- 
luded by  declamation  and  misrepresea- 
tations  of  the  wealth  of  the  Established 
Church,  and  allured  by  spedous  profeeaioas 
about  the  promotim  of  education,  and  tb« 
moral  instmction  of  tbe  people,  with  wbicli 
the  communication  of  this  prq)osal  was 
accompsaied,  and  who,  without  isvsa  ■ 
tigattng  the  principle  of  the  alienation, 
saw  nothing  in  tbe  result  bat  the  applies- 
tion  b>  one  Intimate  purpose  of  a  sum 
wliich  they  conceived  was  aot  reqatred  Ibc 
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and  funiBhea  &  wedge  vhtch,  if  «e  hare 
spirit  and  energy  to  drive  it  home  uill 
rend  assunder  and  lay  prostrate  tliat 
towering  ayBtem  of  iniquity.  It  is  the  he- 
ginning  of  Irish  Church  reform,  it  is  no- 
thing more;  but  that  the  beginning  shauM 
have  been  made,  is  a  subject  tor  proud  and 
exulting  satisbction.  I'he  Govern  men  t, 
by  adopting  this  measure  of  appropriation, 
bss  made  a  breach  in  the  muatments  of  the 
English  Church  of  Ireland  which  never 
can  he  repaired ;  which  every  day  must 
widen  until  the  whole  fobric  snail  ne  dis- 
solved, and  the  parties  which  have  been 
striving  in  mad  hostility  about  it  for 
troublous  centuries  shall  join  in  amity  at 
last  over  its  ruins."  If  such  are  the  sen- 
timents entertained  by  the  cool  and  cau- 
tious Roman  Gatholica  of  the  north  of  Ire- 
land as  to  the  effects  of  this  ■'  final  mea- 
sure "  of  Church  reform,  what  may  we 
imagine  are  the  feelings  of  the  more  san- 
guine and  infiammahle  inhabitants  of  the 
south  ?  and  with  such  evidence  of  the  in- 
clination, is  it  wise  or  is  it  prudent  in  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  to  furnish  the  means 
to  those  who  are  so  undisguisedly  'Dxioua 
for  the  destruction  of  the  Frolestant 
Church  in  Ireland  ?  At  the  present  mo- 
ment it  is  chiefly  as  a  question  of  prin- 
ciple, and  not  asaquestioQ  of  amount,  that 
the  present  proposition  is  especially  for- 
midable. Ab  a  matter  of  fioance  the 
50,000/.  which  it  proposes  to  alienate  is 
too  contemptible  in  itself  to  afford  grounds 
for  coDtentioD  on  the  part  of  the  Roman 
Catholics,  what  they  covet  is  the  precedent 
of  confiscation,  and  not  the  mete  acqui- 
sition of  a  sum  which 

"Not  cnrichM  Ibcni,  but  mtkei  us  poor  indeedi'' 
But  that  precedent  being  once  conceded ,  the 
sacredness  of  property  being  once  invaded, 
and  the  first  process  of  the  sacrilegious  ap- 
proprialion  achieved,  can  we  for  a  moment 
imagine  that  tbey  will  be  content  to  let  it 
remain  as  a  question  of  principle,  and  they 
will  not  speedily  convert  it  into  a  matter 
of  gain  to  themselves,  and  of  ruin  to  the 
Establishment?  The  anxiety  which  the 
noble  Lord  (Morpeth)  has  evinced  to 
manufaclDie  a  surplus,  on  which  to  mnke 
the  first  essay  of  this  important  precedent, 
amply  attests  ihat  the  party  are  not  dis 
posed  to  allow  the  Resolution  of  1835  tu 
remain  a  dead  lelter.  It  being  once  re- 
solved Ihat  Parllaraent  might  deal  with  a 
surplus,  it  became  instanily  indispensnble, 
by  some  means  or  other,  fair  or  foul,  to 
discover  a  inrplua  for  their  opetatiooB— 
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Mother,  and  believed  that  they  were  in- 
nring  peace  to  Ireland  and  contentment  to 
the  Roman  Catholics,  without  injury  to 
the  interests  of  the  Protestant  Church.  In 
every  one  of  these  particulars  the  parties 
have  been  successively  undeceived ;  the 
vaunted  riches  of  the  Establishment  have 
exhibited  on  a  scrutiny  a  deficiency  nther 
than  a  surplus,  and  the  tone  of  exultation 
with  which  the  propossi  of  their  confisca- 
tion has  been  hailed  by  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics of  Ireland  has  satisfied  them  that 
the  passing  of  this  clause,  so  ^r  from  being 
the  end  of  agitation,  is  in  reality  but  the 
beginning  of  change.  The  noble  Lord  who 
introduced  this  Bill  (Lord  Morpeth)  pro- 
fessed to  regard  it  as  a  measure  uf  reform, 
and  not  as  a  project  of  destruction,  and  he 
(Mr.  E.  Tennent)  had  no  reason  to  ques- 
tion the  sincerity  of  his  profession;  but 
was  tbera  any  man  in  his  senses  who 
knew  the  real  condition  of  Ireland  whc 
would  say  that  such  were  the  feelings  with 
which  it  was  regarded  by  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics of  Ireland  ?  The  noble  Lord  was 
a  stranger  in  Ireland,  and  placed  in  a 
pooition  with  regard  to  it  above  all  others 
obnoxious  to  misrepresentation  and  decep- 
tion, and  he  might  possibly  be  persuaded 
of  the  reality  of  a  spirit  of  moderation 
which  did  not  exist ;  but  those  who  were 
in  habits  of  association  with  the  people, 
and  who  heard  the  undisguised  expression 
of  their  feelings  and  objects,  knew  too 
well  the  extent  to  which  they  were  dis- 
posed to  carry  every  measure  of  (so  called) 
Church  reform.  However  these  senti- 
ments may  have  been  concealed  during 
previous  Administrations,  the^  have  been 
avowed  since  the  present  Ministigr  came 
into  office,  and  above  all,  Mnce  the  passing 
rf  the  appropriation  resolution,  with  a 
bcddness  which  amply  evinces  a  belief, 
whether  well  or  ilLfounded,  in  a  cor- 
responding sympathy  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.  A  Roman  Catnolic  news< 
paper,  lately  published  at  Belfast,  con- 
tained in  one  of  its  strictures  on  this 
Bteasure  a  candid  avowal  of  the  feelings  of 
hi  party  &om  which  he  would  beg  leave 
of  the  House  to  read  a  very  few  sentences : 
IWe  cannot  too  warmly  applaud  the  ap- 
propriation clauses  of  tne  Bill ;  they  are 
admirable  in  providing  at  once  a  fund  of 
large  amonnt  for  the  public  benefit  from 
oonrces  which  have  nitherto  been  pro- 
ductive only  of  public  injury xnd  wrong; 
but  they  are  wimirabte  chiefly  in  the 
ncognitmn  of  a  doctrine  which  strikes  at 
ib»  0MBdatioBO<  the  Iruh  EsuUishnwDt, 
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Rppropriation  to  tbe  nei  ot  the  PiotettMt 
Church,  Parltimeiit,  w«  arc  nmladed, 
gave  iu  unction  in  the  reigo  of  Henrj  Stk 
to  tfas  traDifer  of  Church  pmMrty  freiK 
the  EDORUtariea  and  olergy  of  the  Ronaa 
Catholics  to  Protestant  ettsblisbmente, 
and  consequently,  thej  ar^e,  it  powcMca 
an  equal  power  to  reconrey  it  from  the 
Proleslanis  to  the  Roman  Catholics,  or  to 
any  other  parties>  at  tbe  present  day.  The 
assertion  was  made  in  a  total  forg^tfulnei) 
of  the  relative  positioDS  of  the  Parliameot 
and  the  Church  at  the  period  of  the  Re- 
formation  and  at  the  present  time.  The 
Roman  Catholic  Church  then  claimed  to 
hold  its  property  altogether  as  an  inde- 
pendent and  irresponsible  Corporation, 
confessing  its  allegiance  to  Rome  alone, 
and  acknowledging  no  authority  or  Tight 
of  interference  in  theCrom  or  the  Parlia- 
ment. Even  the  power  of  their  own  taxa- 
tion was  then,  and  till  a  period  long 
subsequent,  solely  in  the  hands  of  tbe 
Convocation  of  the  clergy.  One  great 
constitutional  effect  of  tne  ReforoiattOD 
was  the  destruction  of  this  imperium  in 
imperio,  and  the  transfer  of  its  propeitj 
to  the  Protestant  Church  and  other  Uj 


Even  60,0001.  wM  not  eoMideFed  too 
trifling  a  sum  for  the  first  expwiment, 
and,  p>ltry  as  it  is,  see  with  how  much 
toil  even  this  miseraUa  amount  baa  been 
•duered.  By  the  Bill  of  last  year  it  was 
to  be  procnrad  by  hewing  off  850  pa- 
risbei ;  by  the  present  measnre  it  is  to  be 
eolleeted  by  paring  down  the  entire  num- 
ber. HavMig  ftilMt  with  the  hatchet,  the 
noUe  Lord  betakes  himself  to  the  plane, 
-and  tbe  sbarings  of  this  Session  are  to 
eqnal  in  amount  tbe  loppings  of  the  last. 
And  eren  supposing  the  first  statement 
effected,  is  it  in  the  nature  of  things  to 
•nppose  that  it  can  possibly  afford  satis- 
faction or  ensure  contentment,  or  that 
further  demands  will  not  be  made  with 
equal  appetite  and  insisted  on  with  equal 
ener^f  If  the  GoTemment  are  not  pre- 
pu«d  to  accode  to  this — if  they  are  re- 
solved to  concede  only  the  first  demand, 
and  to  resist  every  subsequent  attack  upon 
tbe  Church — the  result  of  their  present 
proposition,  even  if  successfully  carried 
into  effect,  will  be  ruin  to  the  one  party, 
tbe  exasperation  of  tbe  other,  and  a  per- 
petuation of  that  discontent  and  agitation 
vhich  thev  profess  it  to  be  their  first 
object  to  allay.  As  a  political  measure, 
this  clause,  therefore,  u  pregnant  with 
mischief  and  danger,  and  having  served 
iu  purpose  as  «  political  engine,  it  has 
not  only  ceased  to  tie  an  assistAol,  but  has 
actually  become  au  incumbrance  to  its 
promoters.  Like  the  horse  in  the  fable, 
they  sought  the  aid  of  an  ally,  but  have 
effectually  saddled  themselves  with  a  rider. 
There  was  but  one  other  point  connected 
with  the  question  on  which  he  (Mr.  E. 
Tennent)  was  desirous  of  offering  an  ob- 
■ervation,  and  that  was,  the  power  of 
Pariiamcnttointerferein  the  manner  which 
was  here  contemplated  with  the  property 
of  the  Church.  He  did  not  mean  the 
ainolnte  end  irresponsible  power  which 
Parliament  possessed  to  effect  this  or  any 
other  otject,  but  the  right  and  equity  of 
such  a  proceeding  as  was  ibreateoed.  He 
did  not  mean  to  enter  upon  the  general 
question  of  such  a  power,  but  simply  to 
allude  to  one  of  the  most  prominent  argu- 
ments which  had  been  used  in  favonr  of  it 
by  the  supporters  of  this  Bill,  and  which 
be  conceived,  though  constantly  adduced, 


aer  lay 

lubjects  of  the  realm,  who  acknowledged 
the  Crown  as  their  bead,  and  received 
their  endotvoients  under  the  guardianship 
and  protection  of  tbe  Legislature.  Parlia- 
ment, in  fact,  neither  claimed  nor  exor- 
cised over  church  property  any  species  of 
auibority  till  it  had  been  transferred  from 
the  monasteries  to  those  who  acknow- 
ledged themselves  subjects  of  the  Crown  : 
and  the  effects  of  the  change  were  amply 
attested  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Mary,  wne, 
having  restored  the  Roman  Catholic  r»- 
ligion,  applied  for  tbe  sanction  of  Psriia. 
ment  to  restore  to  it  iU  property  Ukiwiss; 
which  Parliament,  althonga  chiefiy  com- 
posed of  Roman  Catholics,  themselrea 
resolutely  ref\ised,  on  the  ground  that 
having,  by  its  confiscation  from  the  Chqreh 
of  Rome,  become  vested  in  their  trust  for 
the  subjects  of  the  Crown,  ihev  conld  not, 
without  a  violation  of  all  faith,  permit  it 
to  be  alienated.  The  conduct  of  the  Par^ 
liament  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Hary, 
therefore,  rather  than  in  that  of  Henry  Stb, 
affords  tbe  precedent  by  which  this  House 
ought  to  be  guided ;  its  transfer  to  tfaa 
Church  of  England  by  the  latter  w 


by  no  means  afforded  a  case  in  point, — he  j  act  of  power  without  involving  a  breech  of 
rmrred  to  the  argument  drawn  from  the  I  trust;  but  its  reconveyance  now  would  be 
eonflication  of  ecclesiastical  property  at  |  a  violation  of  tiie  faitn  of  the  L^nlntura 
the  period  of  the  Refbrmatioo,  and  ■!•  i  and  tbe  honour  of  the  Crown.    He  (Mr. 
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E.  TbomdI)  knevr  how  futile  it  wai  to 
nlj  upon  any  rMaooing  of  tbii  kind  u 
•Tguinenu  to  alter  Ihe  foTegone  conclu- 
■iooi  of  the  majority  of  that  Houie ;  he 
knew  how  Tain  it  wag  to  hope  that  any 
thina;  but  popular  influence  would  aETect 
the  deciaion  on  which  they  were  about  to 
come  on  this  queatioD.  Among  the  many 
etiii  which  agitation  had  inflicted  upon 
thia  country,  it  wai  not  the  least  or  the 
moat  alarming,  that  it  bad  gone  far  to 
destroy  the  deliberative  functions  of  that 
aiiembly,  and  that  questions  which 
formerly  exercised  the  judgment  of  the 
L^islature  were  now  settled  at  the  chapels 
ana  the  busiiugs,  whence  representativea 
were  del^ated  to  record  their  decisions  in 
Parliament  He  (Mr.  E.  Tennent)  had 
little  expectation  that  any  obaervationa  of 
his  could  have  weight  with  Gentlemen 
who  were  about  to  vote  under  such  in- 
fluences, but  he  still  cherished  a  hope  that 
his  Majesty's  Miniiteri,  who  of  all  others 
must  most  sensibly  feel  the  inconveniences 
arising  from  thia  appropriation  principle, 
mq;ht  still  be  induced  to  withdraw  it  from 
the  Bill,  and  thus  remove  the  only  ob> 
StruGtion  to  the  galisfactoiy,  and  he  trusted 
the  final,  adjustment  of  this  important 
question. 

Hr.  Morgan  John  O'Connell  said,  it 
was  bis  intention  only  to  notice  some  few 
of  the  remarks  that  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  addressed  the 
House.  That  hon.  Member  had  told  them 
of  what  were  the  opinions  entertsined 
upon  the  Church  question  by  the  sober 
■nd  reflecting  people  of  the  north  of  Ire- 
land, He  did  not  know  precisely  what 
the  feelings  of  the  people  in  that  part  of 
Ireland  were  at  this  moment;  but  he  re- 
collected thia — that  opinions  equally  bold, 
equally  strong,  equally  violent,  were,  if  not 
entertained,  at  least  expreued,  eome  few 
yeara  ago  amongst  the  people  of  the  north 
of  Ireland,  with  respect  to  the  House  of 
Lords.  At  that  time,  when  the  Lords 
were  spoken  of  ai  hereditary  legislators, 
they  were  also  sneered  at  as 

"The tenth  transmittenofsfoiriiih  bee." 
He  begged  to  state  to  the  House,  that 
anch,  at  least,  waa  the  language  used  to- 
wards them  by  the  hon.  Member  opposite. 
Now  with  respect  to  the  question  before 
the  House,  Oie  hon.  Gentleman,  as  he 
tinderstood  him,  complained  upon  this,  as 
be  did  upon  the  former  Bill,  that  it  tended 
to  reduce  the  ministers  of  the  Ettabliahed 
B«fen  h«  dtKBHed  that  pQint, 


ha  could  not  but  rtmtrk  on  the  aingtilu 
felicity  of  choice  that  hon.  Members  op* 
posite  made  when  they  were  resclved  upon 
opposing  measures  beneflcial  to  Irelandi 
When  Ireland  was  to  be  refused  Corpora 
tiona,  an  ex-secretary  for  Ireland  was  tht 
organ  of  the  Opposiiiou;  now,  when  t 
settlement  of  the  Church  question  was  to 
be  refused,  an  ex-secretary  for  Foreiga 
Affairs  was  the  selected  repreaeatative  of 
the  Opposition ;  those  who  were  Ihe  ad> 
vocates  of  the  Miguelites  in  Portugal,  and 
the  Carlista  in  Spain,  now  cama  forward 
to  oppose  Popery  itk  Ireland.  Now,  with 
respect  to  the  point  urged  by  the  nobl* 
Lord,  and  echoed  by  the  hon.  Oentleman^ 
he  did  certainly  expect,  when  anch  a  point 
was  referred,  more  accuracy  of  detail  fiem 
hon.  Members  opposite.  There  were  M 
be  l,2o0  beneficea  under  this  Act,  Now 
they  were  not  to  infer  from  this,  that  then 
would  be  only  1,250  clergymen.  On  tht 
contrary,  it  was  to  be  supposed  that  tber* 
would  be  not  only  rectors  but  curates.  It 
was  to  be  recollected,  too,  the  numbcra  of 
those  belonging  to  different  sects,  who 
were  not  Catholic  Dissenters,  Wesleyan 
Methodists,  and  others,  uevar  reckoned 
themselves  as  Members  of  the  Established 
Church.  But  then  it  was  complained, 
that  what  was  provided  under  thia  Aot 
was  not  sufficient  for  the  maintenance  of 
an  adequate  number  of  clergymen  in  pro- 
portion to  the  members  of  the  Established 
Church,  wbile  the  fact  was  overlooked  of 
the  numbers  belonging  to  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Church,  and  for  whom  the  sphrituftl 
duties  were  performed  by  those  prieaU 
who  wera  supported  solely  by  voluntary 
contributions.  There  were  6,400,000 
Roman  Catholics  in  Ireland.  Did  ttte 
noble  Laid  know  how  many  clergymea 
attended  to  their  spiritual  wants?  In  the 
report  of  the  Commissioners  of  education 
there  was  a  return  for  each  county  of  the 
number  of  the  Catholic  clergy.  There 
were  995  parish  priests  and  1,175  curates, 
the  total  being  2,170  working  clergymea. 
These  2,170  discharged  the  religions  dntiea 
for  that  vast  population,  being  a  proportion 
of  3,000  persons  to  each  clergyman.  Now 
if  it  were  said  that  the  Protestants  were 
scattered,  recollect  that  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic were  more  scattered.  The  Protestanta 
were  to  he  found  generally  near  towns, 
and  living  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
gentry,  or  residing  close  to  a  chorch.  The 
Roman  Catholics  lived  in  the  b<^  and 
mounuin  gleat  in  Ireland.      Wbennr 
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they  were,  there  Roihsd  Catholic  cterg^  I  which  they  teceWed  no  benefit,  snd  ^  to 
wne  to  be  found  in  the  exercise  of  (heir  |  which  they  were  obliged  to  conlnbnte. 
laboriona  dnties,  and  attending  the  spirit- 1  What  was  the  answer  made  to  then? 
val  wants  of  their  flocks.  He  knew  of  a  j  That  they  should  contribute,  and  that  net 
stngte  parish  himsetf,  in  which  there  were  |  the  least  portion  should  he  applied  to  tb^ 


830,000  Roman  Cadiolics,  and  bnt  a  sio' 
gle  clergyman  to  attend  to  them.  Norai- 
nally  eight  parishes  were  combined  to^C' 
ther — a  single  clergyman  had  to  attend 
this  scsttered  flock— he  had  to  attend  two 
diapels  OTeiT  snnday,  and  where  the 
tasistance  of  a  curate  would  be  of  the 
(neatest  use,  where  it  was  most  desirable, 
one  conld  not  be  procured,  for  the  parish 
was  so  poor,  that  it  had  not  the  means  of 
nipporting  one.  He  did  not  wish,  huwever, 
to  rest  upon  isolated  cases.  This  he 
trusted  he  might  be  permitted  to  say,  that 
the  Roman  Catholic  clergymen,  however 
onerous,  however  arduous,  were  the  duties 
imposed  upon  them,  were  indefatigable  in 
discharging  them.  Hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site might  deem  them  enoneous  in  theii 
opinions,  mighlcall  them  papists,  idolaters, 
or  designate  them  by  any  other  terms, 
that  in  the  exuberance  of  their  charity 
they  chose  to  bestow  upon  them,  but  tliey 
could  not  deny  that  the  Catholic  clergy, 
in  the  laborious  duties  they  had  to  per- 
form, were  constant,  untiring  and  perse- 
vering. Individuals  discharged  thoie 
.duties  which  it  was  said  would  be  a  hard- 
ship upon  the  Members  of  the  established 
Church  to  perform.  They  saw  the  Catho- 
lic clergy,  supported  alone  by  voluntary 
contributions,  undergo  those  hardsbipt 
and  labours.  They  saw  some  of  them 
travel  seven  or  eight  miles,  exposed  to  the 
most  inclement  season,  upon  bad  roads 
to  visit  a  miserable  people  in  their  wretched 
hovels.  They  saw  the  Catholic  clergy, 
wherever  their  aid  was  required,  always 
ready  to  yield  it,-  whatever  was  the  dangei 
or  the  peril  to  be  encountered.  Now, 
however  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  might 
object  to  the  influence  of  the  Catholic 
clergy  over  the  minds  and  hearts  of  their 
flocks — however  they  might  condemn  the 
exercise  of  that  influence,  yet  hon.  Gen^ 
llemeo  could  not  deny,  that  it  was  ar 
influence  to  which  they  were  fairly  anc 
justly  entitled.  They  saw  another  Church, 
at  present  existing  in  Ireland,  with  a  num- 
ber of  Miniiteri  very  nearly  equal  to  the 
Ministers  of  tbe  Roman  Cathohc  Church. 
There  was  not  adiflerence  of  200,  between 
the  Ministers  of  the  800,000  and  the 
6,000,000.  The  people,  then,  cried  out 
fgainat  the  appropriation  of  a  fund  £rom 


wants  in  any  way.  Could  tbey  wondor 
that  heartburnings  and  outrages  were  the 
consequence?  The  noble  Lord  allnded  to 
the  property  in  that  country.  He  tokl 
them  that  there  was  no  injustice  done  hf 
acting  upon  his  principles,  for  white  four- 
sixths  of  the  people  were  Catholics,  ninft- 
teen -twentieths  of  tbe  property  helongMd 
to  the  Protestants.  He  could  not  tell 
what  was  the  noble  Lord's  authority  for 
stating,  that  nineteen-twentieths  of  the 
property  of  Ireland  belonged  to  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  established  Church.  He  did 
not  know  that  any  returns  were  made  upon 
this  subject,  eicept  by  the  late  Comerra- 
tive  society,  and  he  must  say  that  he  did 
not  consider  them  a  very  impartial  source 
of  information.  Tithes  were  not  charged 
upon  the  fee  of  the  land.  He  would  aak 
the  noble  Lord  in  how  many  instances  it 
occurred,  that  the  fee,  or  nominal  rent, 
belonged  to  absentees,  while  the  actual 
rent  was  the  property  of  Roman  Catholics. 
The  attempt  on  this  subject  to  prove  that 
landed  properly  in  Ireland  belonged  to 
Protestants,  reminded  him  forcibly  of  ao 
expression  which  he  had  seen  in  the  oew^ 
papers,  and  applied  with  singular  felicity 
to  this  point,  that  it  "  was  not  the  cure  of 
sonlg  that  was  alluded  to,  but  the  care  of 
acres."  Hence  it  was  said,  do  matter  how 
small  the  number  of  the  population  belong- 
ing to  the  established  Cburch,  that  it  wu 
with  reference  to  the  quantity  of  acres  in 
the  hands  of  Protestants,  that  they  were 
to  look  to  the  maintenance  of  the  Protes- 
tant establishmenL  They  had  at  length 
undertaken  to  remedy  to  a  small  extent 
the  existing  state  of  things.  This  Bill  did 
not,  as  it  wag  said,  do  any  thing  toward* 
the  destruction  of  the  established  Church. 
Members  on  his  side  of  the  House,  bad 
been  accused  of  wishing  for  that  destnu- 
tion  ;  hut  be  that  as  it  might,  and  what- 
ever opinions  individuals  might  entertain, 
yet  they  were  bound  to  look  at  tbe  BUI 
before  them,  with  reference  to  itself  akuiA. 
The  Bill  did  not  propose  the  desmictiOB 
of  the  established  Church,  nor  the  sobsti- 
tuiion  of  (hat  of  the  Roman  Catholici — im 
such  consequence  was  to  be  drawn  from 
it.  The  Bill  only  proposed  the  reducttoa 
of  a  surplus,  which  was  a  disgrace  to  the 
Church.    He  had  beud  tbe  inpatUiok 
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being  reduced  tu  a  reaioDabie  and  ntkmal 
scale  upon  that  we  take  our  Bland. 

Sir  Frederick  Trench  bad  listened  witJi 
great  attention  to  the  speech  of  the  ban. 
Gentleman  who  bad  just  aat  down.  He 
had  listened  to  his  ohservationa  indeed, 
with  the  mare  attention,  because  tfaey  wen 
free  from  those  menaces  and  that  very  ob- 
jectionable tone  of  language  which  had  b^ 
come  so  common  in  debates  in  that  House. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  wbo  had  just  sat 
down,  had  made  bis  Btatements  vety  can- 
didly and  fairly  ;  hut  at  the  same  time  it 
brought  conviction  to  his  nund,  that  that 
hon.  Gentleman  looked  forward  to  the 
property  of  the  Proteatant  Church  revert- 
ing to  that  of  the  Roman  Catholic,  though 
he  did  not  wish  it  to  be  applied  to  tbe 
purposes  of  tbe  State.  He  thought  that 
tbe  hon.  Gentleman  conceived  that  the  pro. 
perty  of  tbe  Protestant  Eitahlishment 
should  be  converted  to  the  interests  of  the 
majority ;  and  he  looked  with  dread  to 
the  practical  application  of  any  such  prin- 
ciple. The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Kilkenny,  indeed,  had  taught  the  people  of 
Ireland  to  keep  within  the  line  of  the  law; 
— but  when  the  Govemnient  officers  came 
forward  they  set  the  law  at  defiance.  The 
language  of  the  Attorney-General  tended 
to  nothing  but  the  destruction  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church — though  education  was  the 
pretence  which  was  set  up  for  the  adoption 
of  this  measure.  Now,  no  man  was  more 
anxious  than  he  was  to  see  education 
spread  over  Ireland,  because  he  looked  to 
obtain,  by  its  agency,  tbe  extinction  of  tbe 
Roman  Catbdic  religion  in  Ireland. 
["Oh!"]  Yes;  he  believed  that  educa- 
tion would  open  the  eyes  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  to  intelligence.  Then  would  the 
unbounded  power  of  tbe  priest*  over  their 
minds  cease ;  and  under  this  conviction  he 
was  a  friend  to  the  diffusion  of  education. 
But  under  no  pretence,  and  by  no  proposi- 
tion! which  might  be  made,  would  be,  for 
one,  ever  consent  to  allow  one  farthing  to 
be  taken  from  the  Established  Church. 
He  had  seen,  indeed,  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  gradually  re- 
laxing to  the  influence,  not  from  without, 
but  mint  within.  In  bii  (Sir  Frederick 
Trench's]  conscience  he  believed,  that  tbe 
love  of  power  and  place  had  led  bim  and 
bis  Colleagues  to  listen  to  suggestions  made 
to  them  of  which  they  in  then:  hearts  dis- 
approved. He  believed  them  to  be  mera 
ifttuTes  in  the  hands  of  the  hon.  and 
iraed  Member  for  Kilkenny  —  that 
veifiil  and  migh^  ^«nt,     Th^  had 


ISQl 

OBit  apon  Roman  Catholics,  that  they 
ware  anzioas  for  the  establishment  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion.  For  bis  own 
part,  be  ipoke  only  his  own  opinion — be, 
as  a  Roman  Catholic  said  this— God 
forbid  that  be  should  ever  see  the  day,  in 
that  country,  or  in  this,  in  which  his  reli- 

S'm  should  be  connected  with  tbe  state, 
e  thought  that  its  clergy  would  coii> 
tinne  more  respected,  and  its  doctrines 
remain  purer,  while  disconnected  from 
the  state,  than  united  with  it.  He  did 
not  know  that  such  a  connection  could 
serve  religion — he  believed  it  injured 
the  state.  The  proposition  then  before 
the  House  was  to  reduce  something 
from  tbe  superfluities  of  the  Church. 
The  extent  of  tbe  reduction  was  objected 
to  by  the  noble  Lord  tbe  Member  for 
North  Lancasbnre,  when  opposing  the 
second  reading.  The  noble  Lord  upon 
that  occasion  argued,  as  he  always  did, 
ably,  be  could  not  add  justly.  A  few 
nights  since,  the  hon.  Member  for  Tippe- 
rary  bad  complimented  the  noble  Lord 
upon  hn  consistency,  but  assured  him  that 
be  ought  never  to  have  advocated  reform. 
He  wished  to  make  another  exception — 
in  his  opinion  the  noble  Lord  ought  never 
to  have  been  a  aupporter  of  the  Church 
Temporalities  Act.  When  the  noble  Lord 
mpported  that  Act,  he  bad  not  the  honour 
of  having  a  seat  in  that  House,  but  he 
beard  tbe  noble  Lord  on  that  occasion 
speak  with  more  than  his  usual  success. 
The  noble  Lord  then  argued  for  the  re- 
duction of  the  number  ofthe  bishops,  on 
the  ground  of  tbe  paucity  of  the  clergy  to 
be  attended  to.  Now  he  did  not  see  why 
there  was  not  a  greater  relation  between 
pastors  and  their  flocks,  than  between 
biihopa  and  their  clergymen.  Perhaps 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  see  tbe  relation ; 
but  he  considered  tt  affected  tbe  prin- 
ciple. If  they  reduced  tlie  number  of 
bishops  because  they  had  not  clergy  to 
attend  to,  why  must  not  the;  also  reduce 
the  number  of  clergy  if  they  had  not  flocks 
to  attend  to  ?  He  hoped  the  House  would 
again  sanction  the  principle  as  it  had  done 
before.  Those,  be  thought,  who  were 
sincere  friends  to  the,  church,  would  act  as 
its  best  friends  by  redncing  those  excres- 
cences which  were  an  injuiy  to  it.  If  there 
eame  a  cry  for  the  church,  it  would  be 
found  in  a  tar  better  condition  by  remov- 
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hMid  of  th*  giant  Biureo*  with  hi*  biUf 
ored  hand*,  sod  if  he  could  not  follow  up 
the  nmile,  itlU  if  he  gare  a  nair  of  handi 
to  each  Member  immediauJy  under  hii 
control,  the  amount  of  handi  of  the  hoo. 
and  leuned  Member  for  Kilkenny  would 
be  luailjr  the  tame  at  those  of  Briueui, 
trad  that  with  theie  powerful  handi,  he 
night  ttraogle  and  extinguith  hif  Ma- 
jeity'a  pretent  Government.  What  had 
DMn  the  language  of  the  Attorney-Ge- 
neral at  the  end  of  a  seven  days'  debate— 
wat  it  not  tdmost  telling  the  Irish  people 
that  they  might  awauiaate  thoie  who  op- 
poied  them  t 

Doctor  Baldnin  :  Oh  I  oh  1 

Sir  F.  Trench  besged  to  tell  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  d^  referred  to  the 
Reporta  to  which  the  House  were  in  the 
habit  of  appealing,  and  from  thoae  Reports 
he  would  read.  The  hon.  and  lewmed 
Attorney-General  began  his  speech  by 
•■king  — "  what  benefit  would  be  conferred 
on  tba  Christian  community  by  erecting 
churches  which  were  a  grievance  to  one 
set  of  believers,  and  an  insult  to  another  V 
This  wa«  the  preface  to  the  speech  to 
which  he  referred.  "  He  had  visited  that 
beautiful  and  hospitalde  country  a  year 
»nd  a  half  ago ;  and,  knowing  the  in- 
flammable temperament  of  the  Irish  peo 
pie,  he  had  observed  that  the  celebrated 
Marquis  of  Argyle  had  hated  all  Popery 
and  superstition,  and  that  such  was  the 
feeling  in  Scotland  at  the  assassination  of 
Archbtshop  Sbarpe,  that  that  assassination 
was,  he  b^ved,  approved  of  by  the  ma- 

n  of  the  peoplb"  This  surely,  was  a 
hint  to  a  people  who  were  known  to 
be  of  an  inflammable  nature,  and  upon 
whoae  minds  had  been  stron^y  inculcated 
by  the  boH'  and  learned  Membei  for  Kil- 
kenny, the  words:— 

"  I    .■    .1  HwediUty  boDdsman  know, 

Wbo  would  b«  frea,  tb«ni5«lveB  must  striks  tba 

Then,  afUr  having  said  that  the  murder 
of  Archbishop  Sbarpe  was  approved  of  by 
the  n^DTity  of  the  people,  the  learned 
Attorney-General  bad  said,  "There  was 
nothing  to  compare,  in  Ireland,  to  this 
•saaasi nation ;  yel  it  was  a  common  ob- 
MTvation  in  Scotland  that  the  killing  of 
Archbishop  Sharpe  was  no  murder."  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
ha  npposed,  expreswd  his  approbation  of 
these  remarks,  bat  he  (Sir  F.  Trench) 
confesaad  he  did  not;  nor  did  he  think 
that  any  man,  knowing  the  nature  of  the 
IiWi|Mif  U^-woold  admin  tba  proccediog 


on  the  part  of  tba  Attoney-OeoenJ.  H* 
thought  that  if  the  people  of  Englftod  did 
not  expresa  a  very  strong  feeling,  the  Iriah 
Church  would  be  speedily  extingviihed, 
and  that,  almost  as  speedily,  the  dettine- 
tion  of  the  Eolith  Chnrcb  must  ftdhiwi 
and  he  tbongfat  that  those  who  lupportad 
this  spoliation  and  appropriBtionorthefunds 
would  not  have  done  so  if  they  were  not 
constrained.  He  bad  heard  it  said  that 
no  bargain  bad  yet  been  made.  Lord 
Melbourne  had  said  elsewhere  that  he  had 
never  made  any  bargain,  and  he  believed 
that  a  more  honourable  man  than  Lord 
Melbourne  did  not  breathe ;  but  he  would 
ask  any  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  could 
entertain  any  other  opinion  than  that, 
whether  Lord  Melbourne  was  co^izant 
of  such  a  bargain  or  not — whether  inch 
bargain  was  or  was  not  made,  still  the  dcr 
struction  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  wot 
intended  ?  He  bad  known  Lord  Melbonrna 
all  bis  life,  and  had  an  affectionate  regard 
for  him.  It  grieved  btm  to  see  him  play 
the  part  of  a  special  pleader,  or  a  casuiat  i 
he  did  not  believe  bim  to  be  eiiher;  but 
there  could  be  no  doubt  what  was  lbs 
power  which  kept  his  Majesty's  Govenu 
ment  in  place. 

Doctor  Baldwin  said,  that  the  hon,  and 
gallant  Member  who  had  just  sat  down 
had  not  edified  the  House  with  the  sound- 
ness of  his  argument,  or  the  comprehen- 
siveness of  bis  views.  He  begged  to  saj 
that  he  disdained  the  charge  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  imputed  to 
those  who  sat  on  that  side  of  the  Honsat 
he  denied  the  imputation  intended  to  be 
conveyed.  He  sat  in  this  House  aa  sm 
independent  Member,  and  as  a  friend  and 
supporter  of  bis  Majesty's  Minister*— not 
because  he  was  led  by  the  bon.  and  learn* 
ed  Member  for  Kilkenny — not  because  be 
was  bound  to  follow  his  doctrinea,  but 
because  he,  wiih  others,  had  selected  that 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  moat  fredy 
at  bein^  the  most  capable  to  lead  then. 
He  saim  that  House,  not  because  he  paid 
submission  or  obedience  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkeeny's  dictation, 
not  because  that  hon.  Member  had  aa 
influence  over  the  people  of  Ireland,  which, 
indeed,  he  ceri^uly  had,  and  deserved  t* 
have.  He  could  not  agree  that  his  Church 
should  be  connected  with  the  SUtet  at 
time  he  respected  those  who  were 
•^'  •    Anu...  • 


members  of  the  E 
of  the  dergv  or 
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respeetmble  man;  bat  tia  eeald  not  m* 

vby  thoae  who  dinented  from  thtt  Church 

shoold   pay   to  their  aupport.     The  beat 

mods  of  buildiDg  up  and  fortifying  the 

Church  of  Ireltnd  WHt  to  correct  its  abuses. 

Tha  number,  indeed,  of  Protestants  in 

Ireland  wer«  becoming,  he  belicTed,  ever; 

day  less,    fithes  were  taxed  in  England 

ftir  (he  beneGt  of  the  poor,  and  a  nmtlar 

principle  ought  to  pervade  Ireland.    The 

people  of  Ireland  had  no  objection  to  the 

existence  of  the  Church  in  that  country — 

they  had  no  objection  to  the  Protestants, 

as  Protestants — but  they  had  objection  to 

be  burdened  with  an  onerous  and  cruel 

establishment,  for  the  support  of  a  Church 

which  they  had  not  sought  to  have,  but 

which  had  been  imposed  on  them  by  Act 

of  Fartiament.    If  they  did  not  render 

1'uitice  to  Ireland  by  an  Act  of  the  Legis- 
alure,  the  people  of  that  country  were 
determined  to  right  themaervei  by  force. 
If  the  House  adopted  the  measures  of  his 
Majesty's  Ministers,  they  would  amalga- 
mate ibe  people  of  Ireland  with  the  peo- 
ple of  England,  and  make  the  two  coun- 
tries one :  but  if  they  kept  up  the  present 
system  of  division  and  exclusire  interest, 
they  never  would  bring  the  people  of  Ire- 
land to  believe  that  iheir  country  was  a 
part  of  the  British  Empire.  ,He  implored 
them  to  recollect  that  dangers  might  in 
future  aiiail  them,  though  they  were  now 
at  peace,  and  how  desirable  it  was  to 
Kcure  the  great  force  which  Ireland  might 
bring  in  the  field  to  ihe  asiisunce  of  the 
Empire.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that  if 
they  valued  the  peace  and  tranquillity  of 
the  country  they  would  atsent  to  th«  mea- 
sure before  them. 

Mr.  Hardif  ihongbl  that,  after  Ihe 
speech  of  the  bon.  Member,  little  depend- 
ence could  be  placed  on  the  professions  of 
the  Catholics.  At  one  time  they  heard 
that,  if  coDcession  were  made,  no  more 
would  be  heard  of  any  attempt  to  subvert 
the  Protestant  Church.  Well,  then,  con- 
cession having  been  made,  and  amply 
made,  they  next  heard  that  if  further  con- 
cenion,  such  at  would  suit  the  insatiable 
appetite  of  innorBtora,  were  not  made  they 
would  extort  their  claims  by  force.  The 
hour  Member  opposite  said  ne  would  not 
rob  any  individual  of  the  Church,  but  yet 
he  was  doing  so  in  Ihe  lump,  for  he  was 
robbing  the  whole  Church.  Hia  conde- 
scension was  as  much  to  be  admired  as 
the  frank  declaration  of  the  hon.  Member 
'for  Cork,  titat  Uie  Chuieb,  and  of  couiw 


Its  memban,  was  alien  lo  the  heltnga  and 
habits  of  the  Catholics,  whom  he  pro* 
nounced  exclusively  the  people,  and  should 
be  swept  away.  The  hon.  Member  was 
certainly  a  most  useful,  If  not  convenient, 
advocate  to  the  Irish  CathoUei,  whose 
boastad  aim,  as  expressed  through  thelt 
organs.was  the  extirpation  of  Piotestantisra 
in  that  country.  He  would  maintain  that 
tithes  were  property  that  exclusively  be- 
longed to  the  Church  and  could  not  ba 
alienated  without  an  Infringement  of  the 
fundamental  principles  of  our  Constitution 
as  now  established.  This  he  would  raatq- 
tain,  though  he  heard  speeches  in  that 
House,  and  had  read  letters  written  out  of 
it,  maintaining  that  the  grievance  of  tithei 
was  the  more,  inasmuch  as  tithes  once 
belonged  to  Catholics,  and  ought  to  be- 
long lo  them  again.  He  denied  that  the 
tithes  belonged  to  the  sect  now  called 
Catholic,  for  all  the  errors  of  the  Catholic 
Church  crept  into  it  since  the  institutioQ 
of  tithes.  It  was  since  the  time  of  Gregory, 
who  first  sent  Augustine  into  England, 
when  tithes  were  first  introduced,  that  the 
abominations  and  superstitions  of  Popery, 
such  as  worship  of  images,  tran substantia- 
tion, confession,  which  they,  the  rational 
Chriitiaus,  protested  against,  were  inirik- 
duced.  Look  lo  the  progress  of  the  pre- 
sent ouestion,  and  judge  of  the  degree  of 
confidence  that  ought  to  be  reposed  in  the 
veracity,  the  principle,  and  consistency 
of  these  men.  In  the  year  1834,  when 
the  proposition  for  commutation  of  tilhes 
was  introduced  to  the  House,  the  pre- 
sent Ministers  opposed  the  appropri- 
ation clause,  ss  utterly  unconnected  with 
the  real  question ;  but  now  it  appeared 
that  appropriation  was  essential  to  an  ad- 
justment of  tithes.  He  could  not  presume 
to  judge  of  the  means  by  which  such  a 
change  was  worked  in  the  sentiments  of 
Ihe  Ministry,  whether  it  rose  from  the 
persnasion  or  intimidation  of  the  Member 
for  Kilkenny.  At  all  events  Ministers 
were  induced  or  compelled  shamefblly  to 
desert  their  former  principles.  He  was 
released  from  defending  by  any  arguments 
the  wisdom  and  expediency  of  maintaining 
an  Established  Church  by  the  declaration 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Morpeth) 
a  few  nighls  ago,  when  he  said  that  an 
Established  Church  was  useful,  and  be 
would  support  one.  He  was  glad  of  that 
declaration.  But  it  was  in  no  way  to  sup- 
port an  Establishment  to  give  subsistence 
to  panoni  who  had  only  a  ocrtain  nnruber 
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of  psiuhioners.  The  objoct  and  alilit;  of 
KB  EitabliBhment  wai  to  provide  moral  and 
religiouB  iDStmction  foT  the  people.  Could 
tbi«  be  doae  ir  the  sphere  of  a  Clergymaa'a 
ntefuloeat  were  to  be  circumscribed  within 
the  pTecioctt  of  a  single  pariah,  and  his 
duties  dependant  on  the  chance  of  having 
B  certain  number  of  parishioners?  It  was 
the  duty  of  the  clerg;  to  see  that  no  other 
but  the  best  doctrines  should  be  taught  to 
the  people,  and  it  was  also  the  duty  of  the 
State,  when  endowing  a  body  of  clergy, 
to  see  that  no  other  but  the  best  religious 
iTStem  be  sanctioned—justice  to  Ireland, 
the  clap-trap  used  by  the  opposite  side  to 
delude  the  people,  meant  strictly — and  to 
this  sort  of  justice  he  would  fully  subtcribe, 
to  inculcate  in  that  country  those  sound 
and  moral  lessons  which  would  not  only 
Kcve  their  temporal  but  their  future  in- 
terests— BB  would  give  them  the  same  free- 
dom of  thought  in  matters  of  religion  and 
action  as  the  people  of  England  and  Scot- 
land now  enjoyed,  a  freedom  that  raised 
them  to  their  present  unexampled  pitch  of 

Erosperity  and  greatness.  There  might 
ave  been  abuses  in  the  Church.  But  if 
the  Church  failed,  then  reform  it,  but  do 
not  destroy  it.  Place  a  teacher  in  every 
pariah,  and  give  him  a  competence  to 
enable  him  to  render  himself  useful.  They 
ought  to  circulate  copies  of  the  Scriptures 
among  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  then 
tbey  would  confer  upon  them  the  greatest 
blessing  which  they  could  accorapliih  for 
them.  The  Home  might  rely  upon  it, 
that  this  Bill  would  not  have  the  effect 
which  was  its  professed  end  and  aim.  I 
persons  conscientiously  objected  to  tilhi 
as  tithe,  because  (hat  was  the  fund  which 
supported  the  Irish  Church,  they  would 
.  rIbo  conscientiously  object  to  a  rent-chaige 
as  B  rent-oha^e.  He  had  been  curious 
enough  to  look  over  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Public  Instruction  in  Ire- 
land, and  he  found  that  out  of  1,440 
benefices  in  Ireland  there  were  no  less 
than  866  in  which  the  congregations  were 
increasing,  495  in  which  the  congregations 
Tere  alationary,  and  only  91  where  they 
were  dimioithiDg,  and  the  cause  of  these 
dioiinntions  was  attributable  to  the  neigh- 
boarhood  of  other  churches  and  chapels, 
which  had  drawn  their  members  away. 

Ho  muntained,  then,  that  the  present  was 
not  the  time  to  take  any  thing  from  the 

reveDues  of  the  Church  on  the  ground  of 

her  diminution  in  numbers. 
TiKouut  iSorpttK  «aA,  Uiat  tlw  piin. 


dple  of  dus  clause  was  one  which  had  bees 
so  frequently  and  thoroughly  diacusMd, 
and,  in  maldng  the  propoution  whieh  ba 
felt  it  his  dutj  to  bring  forward,  he  had 
entered  at  so  great  a  length  into  the  argo- 
menta  and  b»rings  of  the  question  wat 
he  should  not  trespass  veT7  long  npoa 
the  attention  of  the  Committee.  Ha 
:  more  willing  to  use  this  absti- 
from  his  impression,  in  ttating 
which  he  might  he  put  down  by  asser- 
tion, hut  he  did  not  think  he  could 
be  by  argument,  that  every  fresh  consider 
ation  of  this  question  had  led  the  House 
and  the  public  to  a  better  knowledge  and 
appreciation  of  the  truth  of  the  principle 
on  which  he  and  hon.  Gentlemen  on  hia 
side  of  the  House  professed  to  graund  their 
course,  and  also  of  the  correctness  of  the 
details  and  calculations  on  whieh  they  had 
endeavoured  to  cttrry  out  the  course  the^ 
had  adopted.  He  should  endeavour  to 
limit  the  few  observations  he  had  now  to 
address  to  the  Committee  to  matters  more 
immediatelj  connected  with  the  [n^seiit 
position  of  the  questiiHi.  His  Majesty's 
Govemmenthad  not  expected,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  to  escape  the  reiteration  of 
imputations  which,  in  spite  of  contradic- 
tion, in  spite  of  confutation,  had  been  so 
often  coat  upon  them.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Scarborough  had  attacked  his  risht 
hon.  Friend  the  Attorney-General  for  fr^ 
land.  Now,  his  memory  went  ftr  enough 
back  to  recoUect  an  attack  which  tbe  hon. 
Gentleman  hod  mode  on  his  noble  Friend, 
the  present  Lord  Chancellor  of  Irdand, 
when  he  (Lord  Plunket)  filled  the  office  (^ 
Attorney-General.  And,  frimt  what  he  coull 
call  to  mind  of  that  event,  he  was  certaml f 
induced  to  think  that  att^Ju  on  Attomey- 


tunate  of  the  hon.  Gentl 
cences.  The  hon.  Member  for  Kent  had 
also  addressed  the  Committee ;  and  though 
the  general  terms  of  his  speech  were  soft  as 
snow-falls,  yet  they  were  not,  he  must  say, 
altogether  unmixed  with  tome  hard  sayings 
against  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  containing 
the  charge  that  the  Protestant  religion  was 
not  sufficiently  appreciated  by  them.  Now, 
he  was  willing  to  give  the  hon.  Gentleman 
credit  for  an  anxious  denre  to  promote  the 
Protestant  reli^on;  but  when  the^on. 
Gentlemsn  persisted  in  saying  that  v^did 
not  in  our  hearts  and  consciences  appreciaie 
the  value  of  the  Protestant  religion,  whieh 
we  professed,  he  must  tell  him  that  he  waa 
endeavouring  to  fathom  motives  whidi  he 
could  not  mchj  and  departing  &<im  Uiat 
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wfixit  of  cttdoar  whidi  be  no  doubt  wished 
to  couple  witfa  the  other  virtues  that  adorned 
Ui  character.  With  reqvect  to  the  argu- 
ment of  the  bon.  and  learned  Gentlemaa 
who  spoke  last,  he  did  not  wish  to  grapple 
with  that,  because  it  did  appear  to  him  to 
any  on  the  face  of  it  so  arbitnuy  an  a»- 
(umption,  that  every  thing  which  happeiml 
to  be  out  of  the  pale  of  bis  own  opinions 
and  leligion,  must  necessarily  be  immersed 
in  flagrant  error.  For  bb  part,  he  could 
only  say,  that  he  would  not  assert  that  sal- 
va^on  was  not  to  be  found  within  the 
Church  of  Scotland  or  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church.  Now,  for  the  sake  of  sustaining 
the  correctness  of  the  cslculstions  which  he 
had  made  on  a  former  occasion,  he  felt 
bound  to  o&er  gome  few  renurks  on  this 

Kof  the  question  to  the  Committee, 
right  hon.  Baronet  oppoate,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tamwortb,  bad,  upon  a  former  oc- 
casion, taken  some  of  the  items  from  our 
own  computations  in  summing  up  the 
amount  which  would  be  necessary  for  the 
future  maintenance  of  the  clergy,  according 
to  the  provisions  of  our  Bill.  He  should 
be  ready  to  go  through  the  separate  items, 
to  point  out  the  difierence  between  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and 
tbe  calculations  themsdves,  and  he  should 
not  shrink  from  any  inquiry  as  to  the  com- 
parative correctness  of  the  two  statements; 
but  be  owned  he  thought  this  less  worth 
while,  because  the  right  bon.  Baronet  had 
birawlf  admitted  that,  according  to  the 
scale  which  we  proposed,  there  wouU  be 
an  eventual  surplus,  for  the  gist  of  his  ar- 
gument consisted  in  this,  that  that  surplus 
could  only  be  made  out  by  the  sale  of  the 
Church  lands.  Now  whilst  be  was  ready 
to  resist  any  attack  on  the  principle  on 
which  tbe  Church  Establishment  was 
founded,  still  he  confessed  he  felt  com- 
paratively callous  to  those  objections  to  be 
ur^ed  against  the  apprqiriation  clause, 
which  were  merely  founded  on  the  large 
■mount  still  retained  for  the  provision  of 
tbe  Established  Church  in  Ireland.  Tbe 
right  hon.  Bsionet  had  pointed  out  some 
inaccuracy  in  that  port  of  bis  statement 
which  bore  upon  the  question,  on  the  num- 
ber of  memben^  and  the  extent  of  country 
attached  toeach  pastoral  cure  in  the  churches 
of  the  three  countries.  Now  it  would  be 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House,  that  he 
had  spoke  subsequent  to  the  time  at  which 
his  noble  Friend,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire,  had  made  his  motion  ;  and  if 
he  allowed  himself  to  be  guided  by  his 
noble  Friend's  calculatioQi,  be  did  so  be- 


cause be  thongfat  his  noble  FHendhad  too 
much  of  the  skill,  as  well  as  tbe  eal  of  the 
advocate,  to  weaken  his  cause  by  any  tn- 
ccffrect  statements  in  support  of  it.  How^ 
ever,  a  mistake  was  undoubtedly  made,  anj 
he  was  now  most  happy  to  give  tbe  Com- 
mittee a  correct  statement.  The  noble 
Lord  then  read  a  statement,  the  suhataace 
of  which,  it  appeared,  was  to  this  effect ; 
—  In  England  and  Wales  tbe  number  of 
benefices  were  10,718,  the  average  income 
385^  for  each,  the  population  1,014,  and 
the  number  of  acres  3,460.  In  Scotland 
the  number  of  benefices  was  9OO1  the  in- 
come for  each  240/.,  the  population  8,000^ 
the  number  of  acres  2,148,  and  the  square 
miles  23}.  In  Ireland  the  number  of 
benefices  belonging  to  the  Established 
Church  were  1,250,  the  average  income 
294/.,  the  population  681,  and  the  number 
of  square  miles  twenty-five.  He  considered 
it  necessary  to  have  said  thus  much  with 
respect  to  the  statement  which  tbe  right 
hon.  Baronet  bad  made.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bandon  (Mr.  Sereeunt 
Jackson)  was  pleased,  in  a  speech  whi(£  he 
made  to  the  House  on  a  furmei  sight,  not 
only  to  throw  a  degree  of  general  discredit 
over  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Instruction,  but  also  to  bring  for- 
ward specific  statements  in  support  of  his 
all^ations.  He  (Lord  Morpeth)  hod  upon 
that  occasion  no  opportunity  of  replying  to 
tbe  learned  Sergeant,  and  if  he  had  he  must, 
necessarily  ignorant  as  he  was  of  the  par- 
ticular circumstances  connected  with  this 
part  of  the  subject,  have  done  no  more 
than  express  his  entire  disbelief  in  the  ac- 
curacy or  justice  of  the  statements  which 
had  been  then  made.  Since  that,  be  bad 
been  overwhelmed,  or  he  might  rather  say 
flooded,  with  remonstrances  from  the  parties 
whom  the  assertions  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant  had  affected ;  from  Mr.  Sergeant 
D'Oyley,  Mr.  Barrington,  and  Mr.  Hamil- 
ton, and  other  genUemen  stated  in  the 
Commission,  who  expressed  their  opinitav 
with  an  energy  and  warmth  which  he  wai 
anxious  to  £lute,  and  which  made  him 
desirous  of  believing  that  tbe  bon.  and 
learned  Gen^eman  was  a  dupe,  and  not 
the  originator  as  to  those  statements  which 
he  had  made.  These  gentlemen  requested, 
they  required  of  him,  in  justice  to  their 
characters  as  gentlemen,  and  to  their  trust- 
worthiness as  men  employed  in  the  dis> 
charge  of  a  public  duty,  to  submit  that 
explanation  to  the  House,  which  he  would 
do  as  briefly  as  he  could,  contislently  with 
what  was  due  both  to  the  Houae  itwlf  Kid  - 
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to  tliom.  The  particular  euw  whkh  the 
hon.  «nd  learned  Gentlemen  teferred  to, 
ir«re  four  in  number;  the  first,  and  that 
which  alone  he  wai  bound  in  juatice  to  uy 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  u  1^ 
to  stand  upon,  was  with  retpect  to  the 
Kildare-itreet  schooli.  The  other  three 
were  nith  reference  to  the  population  re- 
turn*, givins  the  oumben  belooging  to  the 
Established  Church  in  each  of  the  benefices. 
The  first  of  these  statements  to  which  be 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee, 
was  from  the  gentleman  who  acted  as 
wcretary. 

"  Dublin,  June  II,  1B36. 
"  He  first  asserts  that  the  Commissioners 
only  repoit  the  number  of  schools  'under  the 
Kildsrc-place  Society '  to  be  235,  whilst  be 
(tales  the  true  nnmbcT  to  be  1,050.  Now,  it 
is  wotthj  of  obHTTStion,  in  reference  to  these 
•chools,  that  on  the  4th  day  of  October,  1834, 
the  Commissioners  of  Public  Instmction,  ap- 
pliad  by  tetter  to  the  Kildare-place  SocieW  for 
k  return  of  the  schools  in  counexion  wilb  it. 
The  application  was  refused,  but  a  series  of 
■nDual  reports  were  sent,  ending,  bowefer, 
with  that  Ibr  1031.  These  reports  merely  con- 
tained the  list  of  the  schools,  of  which  the 
mtslers  had  received  '  gratuUies,  as  appearing 
to  be  desarriog  of  encanra|ement.'  A  list 
like  this  could  hare  been  of  little  ralue  as  a 
guide  to  the  Commissioners  at  any  time,  but  it 
was  of  DO  Talua  at  all  after  a  lapsa  of  three 
years,  during  which  pariod,  as  is  now  stated, 
the  changes  bad  been  so  extensive,  that  the 
nomber  of  schools  was  reduced  from  neai 
l,T0O(o  1,050.  Thus  the  society  declinad  giv- 
ing any  assistance  towards  ideati^iag  their 
whools,  as  other  like  :--■'-■■       "' 


'  under '  which  the  schools  may  be  for  any 
other  purpose  than  thai  of  pecuniary  support. 
The  inquiry  was  a  fioaneial  one.  The  heading 
of  the  Report,  Iherefors,  is  "  Sources  of  Sup- 
port  "  of  each  school;  and  after  referring,  m 
about  twenty  instances,  from  Ihe  schools  re- 
turned in  the  Report  of  the  Society  for  1831, 
to  tbe  Re^^ti  of  the  Commissioners  for  the 
~       or,  and  Dromore,  I 
baen  reported  upon, 
I 'source  of  support' 
>ildno,"101.  a-year 
he.     It  may  be  very 
ce  Society  give  gra- 
iiters  or  grant-books 
f  one  of  these  cases, 
lumber  these  schools 
It  the  society  did  not 
,  e  of  support'  in  the 

sense  in  whlah  that  eipresiion  was  underitood 
by  most  of  tbe  visiting  Commisiionen,  particu- 
larly thf  two  who  visited  the  abora  diocties. 
In  tniy  mi«  where  it  was  shown  that  tbi 


•obooU   derive  pecuniary  aappcit  from  tba 
Kiidare-place  Society,  it  has  been  so  stated. 

"  There  is,  however,  an  obvious  error  in  Ih* 
General  Report  at  page  15,  where  it  professei 
to  sum  up  the  schools  in  connexion  with  the 
Kildare-plaee  Society.  This  should  have  been 
explained  as  meaning  a  connexion  in  the  way 
of  support.     That  such  roust  be  its  true  mean- 
's evident,  inasmuch  as  the  beads  of  the 
naries  cannot  differ  in  kind  from  thoae  al 
tbe  Reports.  Tbe  latter  give  merely  the  sonic* 
of  pecuniary  support.     How  tiien  could  the 
former  sum  up  both  these  and  alt  other  sonroas 
of  reward,  nominal  connexion,  &c  ? 
"  Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  next  alleges  error 
the  Population  Returns ;  and  to  prove  this, 
lerts  that  the  number  of  members  of  the 
Established  Church,  in  the  parish  of  Dromcre, 
was   returned  by  the  enumerator  aa  6fty-sis, 
whilst  the  Commissioners  have  only  reported 
forty.nine,  insinuating  that  tbe  motive  was  to 
redueethe  number  below  fifty.  Now,  perhaps, 
tbe  incumbent  may  have  bad  the  opposite 
motive  ;  for  it  was  proved  by  evidence,  with 
which,  as  the  visiting  Commissioner  informs 
me,  the  Incumbent,  after  some  time  expressed 
himself  satisfied,  that  he  had  included  in  his 
nsus  of  the  parish  a  family  not  belonging  to 
It  appeared  that  these  seven  persooe  oro. 

Kriy  belonged  to  die  ad)0>uing  parish  of  KiU 
lane,  and  were  assigned  to  it  by  tbe  Com- 
miisioner. 

The  enumerators  hod  taken  a  wrong  conw 
mon  boundary  in  1831.  The  Comnuisionet 
merely  adjusted  the  conflicting  claims  of  the 
two  neighbouring  incumbents. 

"  Mr.  Jackson  next  asserts,  that  he  had  seen 
the  census  made  by  tbe  '  excellent  clergyman' 
of  the  parish  of  Desertsarges,  near  Bandon, 
and  that  the  members  reported  were  fifty 
under  tbe  actual  number  of  Protestants  of  the 
Eslablished  Church.  Now  it  so  happen*  that 
the  number  in  the  Report — namely,  43!,  la 
precisely  the  same  as  that  given  in  the  original 
census  made  and  delivered  to  the  Commia* 
aloner  by  the  very  same  clergyman.  The 
Commissioner  took  the  number  from  the  cen- 
sus; so  that  if  what  Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson 
slates  be  correct,  this  'excellent  elergyman' 
has  shown  him  a  census  differing  trota  that 
which  he  had  lately  sworn  to  oontain  a  true 
census  of  tbe  population." 

"The  Right  Honourable,  tbeVisoonnt  Moi> 
peth,  Sec,  Ice." 

The  nest  wai  from  Mr.  Achesoa  Lyie. 
<■  Gardiner'a-place,  June  11, 

"Mt  Loan— In  the  Report  of  the  debate 
upon  the  Irish  Church  BUI,  Mr.  Sergeant 
Jackson  is  reported  to  have  said — 'That  Mr. 
Hudson  of  SpTingfarm,  in  the  county  of  Wick- 
low,  had  been  requested  by  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergyman  of  the  parish  in  which  he  re- 
sided, to  make  a  return  of  all  the  Protestants 
and  Catholics  employed  by  him,  and  he  gave 
a  ntum  of  finy^ix  Preiestants  in  his  house 
and  MBpleymeni,  and  tea  RoaaB  CtthOlie), 
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Ba  rMaivei  ■  t«Mer  tiom  Aie  Roman  CtOioUG 
dwfynuni  tbBnking  him  fcr  the  nturn,  but 
wh«B  IhcOonniHioneT  appeand  in  ihe  roomh 
of  December,  a  list  was  binded  to  him  bj  the 
Rofflao  Catholic  clergymait  of  oaly  thirteen 
out  of  the  6%-six  Frolestanls,  lie  aaked 
again  was  it  fair,  was  it  safe,  to  act  upon  such 
•  retnmf 

"  As  I  was  Ihe  Commissioner  who  visited 
the  parish  resp«eting  whidi  the  above  obser- 
*aii«ns  were  made,  I  tltink  it  right  to  give 
your  Lord»hjp  a  correct  statement  of  the  facts, 
that  you  maybe  able  (as  I  think  you  will)  to 


It  them  

"  Your  Lordship  is 
cenaas  of  1831  and  ■ 
founded  upon  the  nnmber  of  inmates 


that  both  the 


dwallin^housa  within  the  parish,  those  per- 
sons only  being  reckoned  in  each  family  who 
slept  in  the  house  at  ilia  time  the  enumerator 
visited  it.  A  return,  therefore,  oF  Ihe  nnmber 
of  person*,  Protestants  and  Roman  Catholics, 
who  were  in  the  Amae  and  employment  of  any 

EinoD,  could  not  have  been  adopted  by  the 
omraissionen,  or  osed  for  any  pnrpose. 
I^oae  who  did  not  resid*  io  the  house  of  the 
person  miking  it,  must  ba  enumerated  in  their 
own  dwelliag-faouMi.  Wbeibar  any  such 
remra  was  made  b^  Mr.  Hudson  to  Mr.  Sten- 
uett,  the  parish  priest  of  Delsany,  [  know  not; 
bntif  it  were,  it  IS  plain  that  it  could  bare  been 
of  no  manner  of  use. 

"My  report  of  the  number  of  Protestants 
!■  Mr.  HadsoD's  family  was  made  from  an  ori- 
ginal  cansua  of  the  Protestaots  made  by  Ihe 
n*.  Thomas  Grey,  the  Protestant  curate  of  the 
parish  of  Delsaoey,  TcriSed  by  Aim  imoR  oati, 
in  which  ibe  number  of  Ur.  Hudson's  family 
is  stated  lo  be  thirteen. 

"The  list  made  out  nnder  the  directi 

Mr.  Stennetl,  the  Roman  Catholic  clergyman, 
gives  precisely  the  same  number,  as  does  the 
caosos  made  by  the  eimmerator  of  the  parish 
•mployed  by  the  Commisaionara,  and  both 
coDtaiD  Ihe  names  of  many  Protestant 
labourers  in  the  parish  who  may  have  been 
in  the  employment  of  Mr.  Hudson.  It  is  a 
groas  misrepresentation,  however,  to  say  that 
because  they  are  not  relumed  with  Mr.  Hud- 
son's fkmilv,  that  therefore  they  have  been 
iubtractad  from  the  Protestant  population  of 
the  parish,  and  that  our  Reports  are  not  to  be 
depended  upon. 

"  I  inclose  the  original  census  made  by  Mr. 
Grey,  and  Ihe  list  handed  me  by  the  iC^man 
Catholic  priest,  which  was  made  of  each  town- 
land  separately,  in  both  of  which  you  will  see 
Mr.  Undsoo's  iiimily  retnmed  as  consisting  of 
thirteen  penoni,  all  Praleitants. 
"  J  understand  that  Mr.  Hamilton  write*  you 
respecting  the  other  misrepresentations  in  Mr. 
Jackson's  sneech,  and  I  only  ttaererore  trouble 
your  Lordsnip  with  the  above,  as  it  personally 
tonceras  me.    I  have  thehonourtobe, 

"  My  Lord,  your  obedient  servant, 

*  Th»  Ltnd  Vlmunt  Morpeth,  tu." 


Tbaoe  docnments  pnretl  tbe  aeearaej  of 
the  retaruB  in  every  tact  mi  particular 
attested  in  tin  Repwt.  He  tbou^ 
then,  that  the  hoD.  xnd  learned  Gentle* 
man  would  have  done  well  to  bestow  'a 
little  more  labour  atid  attention  od  this 
subject,  in  order  to  aacerUin  the  tarmt- 
worthineas  of  statements,  before  be  im- 
pQgned  the  character  of  men  equal  to 
himself  in  station,  and  in  no  other  respect 
his  inferiors.  He  hoped  at  all  events,  that 
that  House  would  learn  to  be  ciratmapect 
in  placing  implicit  reliance  on  general  as- 
sertions and  inBinuations,  however  digni- 
fied or  decorous  were  the  channels  from 
which  they  might  happen  to  proceed. 
Now  let  the  two  propoaitionB  for  the  ad- 
ntstment  of  this  question  be  compared. 
The  lowest  amount  of  annual  income,  &&• 
cording  to  this  Bill,  could  not  be  leas  than 
loot  exclusive  of  glebe.  Now,  suppose 
they  were  to  stop  with  the  measure 
where  it  was  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire,  and 
they  were  to  leave  out  all  the  appropriating 
and  re-distrihuting  clauses,  it  should  be 
borne  in  mind  by  the  Oommittee,  that  it 
had  been  already  decided  that  thirty  per 
cent,  should  be  deducted  firom  the  present 
amount  of  tiths..cmnposition  aa  the  means 
of  supplying  the  future  rent-charge. 
Now,  the  number  of  the  livings  to  which 
he  had  juat  alluded,  and  in  which  the 
income  was  limited  to  lOOl,  per  annumj 
exclusive  of  glebe,  would,  under  their 
Bill,  be  120/.  But  let  the  Bill  be  taken 
divested  of  the  appropriation  clauses,  and 
the  income  of  this  class  of  livings  would 
then  not  amount  at  most  to  more  than 
lOOi.  a  year  without  glebe  (many  of  them 
falling  tar  short  of  that  sum),  and  the 
number  of  livings  thus  drcumatanced 
would  be  287.  'fhua  it  would  be  seen 
that  those  who  had  tbe  most  severe  duty 
imposed  on  them  would  be  worse  pro* 
vided  for  by  the  noble  Lord's  proposition 
than  that  of  tbe  Government.  He  had 
never  pretended  that  this  was  a  perfect 
measure;  he  had  never  pretended  that 
if  they  were  completely  masters  over  the 
circumstances  connected  with  the  question, 
they  might  not  have  proposed  a  diSereut 
adjustment  of  it  :  but  what  they  con- 
tended for,  and  what  he  on  their  part  per- 
■iated  in  contending  for  was,  that  in  com- 
parison with  tbe  existing  state  of  things 
this  measure    went  far  to    correct    the 


was  prepared  to  maintain  that  thif 
meuun  would  have  tbe  cffsct  of  aueb 
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nore  nearly  ap^rtioning  eccleuaatical 
rerenues  aod  duties ;  and,  in  additioD  to 
thii  advantage,  it  bad  this  goverei^  and 
crowning  recommendatiua,  tfaat  id  tfae 
preeent  perrerae  aod  lamentable  state 
exbibitedby  the  Cburch  in  that  country, 
the  clergj  of  which  might  well  be  raid  to 
be  composed  of  militants  or  litigants — of 


men  who  were  either  starviog  or  enduring 

the  worst  priratioDS,  or  who  were  drawing 

down  upon  their  beads  tbe  curses  of  those 

who  were  snpposed  to  be  their  flodis.     I 

don't,  said  the  noble  Lord,  say  that  this  is 

a  right  state  uf  things.     I  don't  say  that  it  i  other  portiom 

is  either  proper  or  christian  that  it  should     thing  could  ' 


now  proceed  to  m&lce  manifest  tbe  ftcea< 
racy  of  thig  bis  asseriion.  The  noble  Loid 
opposite  had  thought  fit  to  treat  lightly  oa 
the  subject  of  the  returns  bearing  npoa 
the  schools  in  Ireland  in  connexion  with, 
or  receiving  assistance  from,  the  Kildare- 
place  Society.  Now,  the  returns  of  the 
Commissioners  in  these  respects  shoved 


pun  the  very  face  of  theEU  the  grossest 
and  most  uuaccountabie  inaccuracies^ 
inaccuracies  such  as  must  go  a  great  way 
towards  demolishing  any  faith  or  con&- 
dence  which  otherwise  might  rest  upon 
if  the  Report,  Now,  no- 
been  easier  than  to  take 


continue,  but  I  only  lament  that  such  I  an  account  of  the  schools  actnaliy  ._ 
is  the  feet.  Much  better  would  it  be  in  my  ^  existence,  with  tfae  number  of  children  of 
opinion,  if  instead  of  sanctioning  a  system  i  ^\\  persuasions  receiving  instruction  in 
by  which  the  clergy  of  the  Established  j  ^^^^  schools,  instead  of  counting  head  by 
Churct  are  either  compelled  to  eat  the  hgaj  t^e  ProiesUnt  population  of  Ireland, 
bitter  crust  of  want  and  dependance,  or  to  gut  here  it  was  the  first  inaccuracy  arose. 
spill  the  blood  of  those  intrusted  to  their  h^  ^ad  stated  to  the  House,  when  he  laat 
■pmtua  care  as  well  "  Jo  endeavour  in  'jd^ggj^j  it  o^  this  subject,  that  with  re- 
Tain  to  hush  the  cries  of  their  families  for  jdto  the  arcbdiocess  of  Armagh  the 
om&iittee   were  to  accede  to    Commissioners  of  Public  Instruction  had 


bread,  the  Cnminittee 
the  present  Bill,  unshorn  and  undivested 
of  that  principle,  which  perhaps  for  the 
last  time  may  be  now  made  available 
towards  effecting  an  immediate  settlement 
oftbis  question,  and  supplying  an  assured 
provision  to  the  existing  clergy.  Coupling 
then  the  other  provisions  of  this  measure 
with  that  which  has,  I  am  led  to  believe, 
the  sanction  of  public  opinion,  without 
which  no  adjustment  can  be  real  or  satis- 
lactory,  we  hope  and  think  that  there  is 
sufficient  advantage  resultins  Trom  it  to 
the  bulk  oS  the  people  to  induce  them  to 
give  it  their  cordial  acquiescence- 
Mr.  Sei^ant  Jacluon  said,  that  after  the 
Ittack  which  had  been  levelled  against 
him  by  tfae  noble  Iiord  who  had  just  sat 
down,  he  hoped  he  should  be  permitted  to 
maintain  the  statement  he  had  formerly 
made  to  the  House,  and  to  show  that  the 
noble  Lord  was  but  little  grounded  in  his 
doubts  as  to  the  accuracy  of  that  state- 
ment. He  had  stated  to  the  House 
nothing  in  reference  to  tbe  CommissionerB 
of  Public  Instruction  he  was  not  prepared 
with  documentary  evidence  to  sustain. 
He  had  not  imputed,  or  even  attempted 
to  impute,  improper  motives  to  the  gentle- 
men composing  the  body  of  Commis- 
sioners :  but  he  certainly  did  undertake  to 
prove  (and  he  thought  he  had  succeeded 
ID  proving)  that  the  returns  made  by  them 
were,  to  say  the  least,  inconect.  With 
the  permUsion  of  the  Honse  he  irould 


Commissioners  of  Public  Instruction  had 
not  returned  a  single  school  in  connexion 
with  the  Kildare-place  Society  as  belong- 
ing  to  or  being  situate  in  that  see.  The 
noble  Lord  had  been  pleased  to  have 
recourse  to  special  pleading  upon  the 
contents  of  the  Report  in  this  respect,  but 
if  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, would  look  10  the  returns,  he  would 
find  that  for  the  three  diocesaes  of  Dro- 
more,  Down,  and  Connor,  not  a  single 
school  in   connexion  with   the  Kildare- 

K'  .ce  Society  was  returned,  and  the  noble 
rd's  ingenuity  would  be  put  to  tlie 
test  to  reconcile  this  omission  when  he 
stated  the  facts  as  they  existed.  For  this 
omission  he  referred  to  page  4  of  the 
summary  of  the  Report,  under  the  head 
of  the  province  of  Armagh,  and  there  it 
would  be  found  that  credit  was  given  only 
for  235  schools  in  connexion  with,  at 
receiving  suppoit  from,  the  Kildare-place 
Society.  Now  he  h^ed  to  state  that  in 
those  aiocesses  the  Kildare-place  Society 
had  more  schools  than  the  Commisstooerv 
gave  them  credit  for  in  respect  of  the  whole 
of  Ireland,  The  number  of  schools  in 
connexion  with  or  receiving  assisUace 
from  the  Kildare-place  Society  in  th« 
diocesses  oF  Down,  Connor,  and  Dromore, 
nearly  approached  300,  The  Kildare-plac« 
Society  had  on  seeing  the  Report  employed 
inspectors — gentlemen,  who,  without  dis- 

Earagiu^  the   Commissioners   of   Pabijc 
istniclioB,  weK  quite  their  eqaali,  wen 
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tent  down  to  Tint  tbeae  schools,  and  th^ 
retnraed  to  tbe  society  the  moit  ample 
particulaTS  in  relation  to  thera,  especially 
in  the  three  diocesses  which  he  had 
mentioned.  These  Oentlemen  viBited  the 
schools,  saw  the  masters,  and  inspected 
the  correspondence,  and  he  (Mr.  Sergeant 
Jackson)  could  prove  that  in  the  districts 
to  which  lie  had  alluded,  not  only  150 
schools  exist,  hut  alio  that  returns  of  those 
schools  were  actually  furnished  to  the 
Coromiisioners,  He  held  in  his  hand 
one  return,  a  counterpart  of  which  had 
been  given  to  one  of  the  Commissioners, 
viz.  the  hon.  Mr.  Strangwayes,  To  that 
OentlemHD  the  inspectors  of  the  Kildare- 
place  Society  applied  on  the  subject  of  this 
return,  ■  duplicate  of  which  was  sent  to 
the  Commissioners  at  bead -quarters.  M 

that   hon. 


and  properly  be  placed  upon  such  partiei* 
It  was  a  cunoas  fact  to  observe,  with  regard 
to  these  returns,  that  the  Commissioners 
of  Education  Inquiry  in  Ireland  in  1830 
and  1835  returned  11,823  schools  in 
Ireland,  whilst  the  Commissioners'  of 
Public  Instruction  had  informed  the  House 
that,  in  1835  and  1836,  the  number  of 
visitants  amounted  only  to  9,567,  being 
2,256  fewer  in  number  than  the  schools 
reported  in  1824.  He  did  not  precisely 
understand  the  meaning  of  the  cheers  of 
thehon.  and  learnedMember  for  Kilkenny. 
(Mr.  Finn)  because  he  could  tell  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  that  education, instead 
of  retrograding  in  Ireland,  had  actually 
and  positively  advanced  very  considerably 
since  the  year  1824;  for  though  th« 
number  of  schools  might  have  diminished, 
applied  to  for  it  ;  but  Ihe  number  of  scholars  attending  tha 
Gentleman     replied    that     he    still  existing    schools  bad  increased,  the 


had  not  received  it  from  the  board  of  numbersof scholarain  1824being569,964 
Commissioners,  and  then  a  counterpart  and  in  1836,  663,946.  These  facts  hs 
was  furnished  to  him.  This  counterpart  could  prove  on  oath  before  a  Committee 
contained  'a  return  of  the  number  of '  or  any  other  tribunal  which  the  Honia 
schools  in  the  ^rish  of  Bollymoney  and  might  think  fit  to  appoint.  He  was  pre- 
elsewherein  these  dtstricts,  in  reference  to  pared  also  to  prove  that  the  Report  of  tha 
which  no  returns  had  been  made,  and  he  Commissioners  of  Public  Instruction,  as 
found  that  there  were  eleven  schools  of  ^  far  as  it  related  to  the  Kildare>street 
which  the  document  he  held  was  silenl.  Society,  was  given  with  the  grossest 
though  it  contained  information  as  to  the  inaccuracy.  The  first  parish  to  which  the 
number  of  children  attending  those  schools,  '  noble  Lonl  opposite  had  referred  was  the 
classifying  the  Roman  Catholic,  the  .parish  of  Dromagh,  in  the  county  of 
Presbyterian,BndProtestantchi]dren,and  Kerry.  With  respect  to  that  parish  the 
all  these  were  in  close  connexion  with  the  Knight  of  Kerry  had  stated  to  him,  that 
Kildare-place  Society.  Nay,  more,  he  although  only  forty-nine  Protestants 
bad  the  means  of  proving  that  with  regard  were  returned,  there  were,  in  fact,  6fty- 
to  159  schools  in  these  very  diocesses  in  six  Protestants  in  that  parish.  Since 
which  none  were  said  to  exiat,  returns  then  a  letter  had  been  written  by  the 
were  furnished  to  the  Commissioners  of  clergyman  of  the  parish  to  the  Knight  of 
Public  Instruction.  Now,  if  he  were  :  Kerry,  to  place  in  his  hands,  in  order  that 
disposed  to  impute  motives,  this  he  thought  he  might  state  the  fact  to  this  House, 
would  be  the  instance  on  which  be  ought  that  in  that  parish  there  were  now,  not 
to  make  the  assault.  Despite  this  infor*  j  forty-nine  but  sixty-three  Protestants, 
nation, iheCommiisionerahadnotreturned  '  With  such  information  he  had  felt  it  no 
a  siugle  Protestant  school — despite  this  |  more  than  his  duty  to  communicate  it  to 
declaration  they  were  silent.  Look  again  at  i  the  House.  He  asked  whether,  under 
St.  George's  parish,  in  the  county  of  the  |  existing  circumstances,  he  was  not  justiHed 


city  of  Dublin  ;  the  Commissioners  had 
returned  about  four  schools  situate  in 
these  districts.  The  Commissioners  of 
Education  had,  in  theyearsl824, 1826  and 
1826,  returned  twenty-nine  schools,  while 
on  the  other  band,  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Instruction  had  returned  only  four, 
while  in  the  parish  of  St.  George  alone  there 
were  twelve  schools  still  existing.  Now 
what  excuse  could  be  offered  for  this 
negligence?  What  reliance  could jaitly 
VOL.  XXXIV.  {ISi} 


making  use  of  that  intormation.  The 
noble  Lord  had  neztreferred  to  the  itale- 
ment,  he  had,  on  a  former  occasion  made 
with  respect  to  the  state  and  condition  of 
tbe  parish  of  Dysart,  in  the  county  of 
Cork.  Tbe  noble  Lord  had  attributed  the 
information  which  be  Mr.  Servant  J  acluon 
had  received  on  this  bead  to  the  rev. 
Mr.  Longfield. — Now,  he  had  nevei 
referred  to  the  rev.  Mr.  Longfield,  th<- 
incumbent  of    the  parish,    who   wat    i 

oogle 
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nry  old  Kentltmnn,  totnlly  unable  to  per-  I  muter.  One  of  tliem  wu  oecDpied  hy  &m 
form  all  the  dmies  of  the  parwh.  The  j  coachman,  and  the  other  by  the 
ttatement  he  had  made  was,  that  a 
Toung  gentleman,  tlie  hon.  and  rev. 
Xfr.  Uernard,  had  gratuitously  tinderiaken 
the  duties  of  the  parish,  and  that,  being 
•0  en^ged,  had  shown  him-a  book  con- 
taining entriea  of  ihe  names  of  every 
Protectant  individaal  in  tlie  pariih— 
tatriea  not  made  for  ihe  purpose  of 
Ch  eking  the  relurnaof  theCommissionerB 
but  for  ihe  purpose  of  enabling  him  to 
perform  hii  duties  as  a  Proiestant  clergy- 
man. This  book,  compiled  Trom  actual 
viilu  paid  to  Protestant  families  in  ihe 
garish,  showed  that  the  number  of 
Frolestanis  was  fif^j  more  than  the  num- 
ber returned  by  ihe  Coinmiisioners,  and 
the  accuracy  of  thoH  returns  Mr.  Bernard 
was  prepared  to  prove  on  his  oath  at  ihe 
barofthii  House.  The  next  case  adverted 
to  by  the  noble  Lord  iras  that  of  Mr. 
Richard  Htidion,  the  clergyman  of  a 
pari«b  in  the  county  at  Wickloir,  a  gcnile- 
iDiin  wholly  incapable  of  falsifying  any 
■taleinent.  That  Gentleman  had  returned 
to  Ihe  Roman  Catholic  priest  the  number 
of  Pmtesiants  in  his  employ  as  being 
Sfty-fire  persons,  and  though  he  had  done 
90,  the  number  in  the  Commissioners' 
return  was  net  down  the  number  only  of 
the  actual  inmates  of  his  House.  He 
did  not,  nor  had  he  ever  meant  to  say,' 
that  these  return*  were  false  :  but  he  had 
atated,  and  he  now  repeated  the  staie- 
menl,  that  it  was  not  safe,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  that  it  would  be  folly  and 
madness,  to  act  on  these  reporU.  Wl  h 
r^ard  to  the  trifling  mistake  made  by 
ths  noble  Lord  opposite,  on  a  former 
occasion,  in  hii  calculations,  as  to  thirteen 
ioilead  of  twenty-live  miles  being  the 
circuit  of  each  parish,  as  pointed  out  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  he  understood  from  the  expla- 
nation of  the  noble  Lord,  that  he  now 
admitted  the  error  into  which  in  this 
respect  he  had  fallen.  In  conclusion,  he 
(Ur.  Sergeant  J.)  must  apologise  to  the 
House  for  having  thus  again  trespassed 
upon  their  attention,  but  he  felt  thus  much 
necessary  in  justiflcation  of  himself,  and 
in  order  to  show  that  he  was  not  without 
gronndi  for  the  statements  he  had  made. 
Mr.  Hewitt  Bridgtman  said,  that  in  i 
part  of  the  county  of  Clare,  where  he  "Te- 
nded, there  ware  two  schoal-houaes  in  con- 
noxioii  with  the  Kildare- Street  Society, 
but  in  neither  of  them  was  there  a  hIiooI- 


of  the  brother-in-law  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  Sergeant  ./itcjbon  said,  that  they  had 
both  been  occupied  by  schoolmasten,  till, 
from  the  violent  opposition  of  the  prieata, 
parents  were  deterred  from  sending  their 
children  to  be  instructed  there.  Tba 
ifest  object  of  the  priests  was  to  Mop 
all  scriptural  education. 

r.  .Finn  wished  to  know  whether  the 
schools  in  question,  which  were  now 
occupied  by  the  coachman  and  the  gardener 
nt'  Captain  Scott,  the  brother -in -law  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  were  re- 
turned  in  the  calculations  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  bed  made  out? 
Mr.  Sergeant  Jaektm  said,  they  wen 
t.  No  schools  were  in  the  returns  which 
were  not  at  this  moment  in  actire  opera- 
Mr.  SheU:  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman has  pronounced  ■  faneral  oration 
Upon  the  Kildare  Street  Society.  That 
body  is,  for  all  Parliamentary  purpoacf. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Tam- 
worth  withheld  the  grant  to  it,  and  it  is 
somewhat  singular  that  the  learned  Sergeant 
not  recollect,  while  be  waa  inveighing 
against  the  new  system  of  education,  AaC 
the  Members  for  North  L«nctshire  and  fat 
ramworib,  with  one  of  whom  the  new 
system  originated,  the  other  of  whom  om- 
tinued,  and  even  augmented  the  grant,  wen 
beside  him.  But  let  not  our  attention  he 
diverted  by  any  thing  at  ao  small  steeunnt 
as  the  Kildare- Street  Rneiety,  and  the 
minutiie  of  its  merits,  from  the  sreot  miettion 
on  which  the  destinies  of  Irnund  o^Mnd, 
hich  is  before  the  Hoiue.  I  cogoe  to 
that  question,  and  to  the  great  imnmple  on 
which  it  rests ;  for  it  has  been  agreed  that 
the  discussion  ttpoo  its  principle  ahall  B^ 
night  be  taken.  -  Some  persons  are  of 
opmion,  that  afW  the  very  tignificant 
intimation  which  has  been  given  by  thnt 
House,  which  is  sometimes  called  tlw 
Upper,  (and  it  must  be  owned  that  ita 
tone  corresponds  with  its  deugnation.)  it  is 
uselcM'to  carry  this  Bill  through  ita  n- 
maining  stages  in  this  Housse,  and  wone 
than  useless  to  send  it,  for  the  puipoae  of 
abrupt  repudiation,  to  the  House  of  Lordfc 
I  do  not  concur  in  that  view.  I  do  aoa 
think  that  this  BUI  will  suSer  by  the  onn< 
demnstion  of  those  to  whom  every  oppor- 
tunity ought  to  he  afforded  of  conflrminf 
the  impression  which  they  have  taken  so 
much  Ifuins  to  produoi  in  tbaii  own  ngtrd. 
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If  they  will  not  do  justice  to  Ireland,  let 
u>  givfl  them  means  enough  to  peHVirm 
anower  act  of  Justice,  of  which  Ireland 
will  not  be  the  object.  For  my  part, 
notvitbatandin^  the  temporary  obstacles  in 
the  way  of  this  measure,  of  its  ultimate 
■ucceas  I  have  no  duubt.  I  believe,  1  feel, 
I  know  the  truth  to  be  on  our  side,  and  in 
the  greatness  of  truth,  and  in  its  inevit.nble 
triumph,  I  enthuaiasiically  confide.  Mark 
the  progresa  which  this  question  baa  made 
nithin  the  lostfour  years.  In  1832  it  was 
treated  with  a  disregard  amountiag  almost 
to  disdain ;  and  now  we  not  only  command  a 
mqority  of  tLis  House,  but  I  firmly  believe 
that  the  majority  of  the  Xnglitih  people  are 
on  our  nde.  I  repeat  it.  In  this,  the  Peel 
Parliament,  we  have  a  majority  of  the 
repreteniatives  of  the  people,  and  by  that 
test  I  abide.  The  people  oF  England 
begin  to  feel  that  the  Ecctesiaaiical  In- 
ilitutiona  of  Ireland  are  not  adapted  to 
ila  condition — that  iu  wealth  ia  far  more 
than  commensurate  with  any  service 
which  it  has  rendered,  or  ia  capable  of 
nadering — that  it  has  not  answered  any 
one  puTposs  for  which  an  Establishment 
ooght  to  exist— that  while  the  money  of 
ihe  people  circulates  amidat  the  Church, 
the  religion  of  the  Church  does  not  cir- 
culate amongst  the  people— that  even 
triib  the  aid  of  the  Exchequer  as  npro- 
^gaada,  it  ia  not  likely  that  Protestaut- 
itm  will  be  diffused,  and  that  the  in- 
terestt  of  true  religion  are  not  likely  to 
be  advanced  by  the  recurrence  of  auch 
incidenta  as  those  which  have  attended 
the  exaction  of  tfaa  eccleiiastical  reve- 
nuee;  and  wheti  the  people  of  England 
icfl  Ireland  diairacted  by  the  Church, 
every  project  fi>r  her  improvement  tr- 
reated  by  the  Church;  when  they  see 
that  you  are  yourselves  infested  by  our 
rabid  animoiilies,  end  that  Cabinet  after 
Cabinet  haa  been  draaolved  by  this  fatal 
question,'  the  two  Houses  of  Parlianeot 
are  advancing  to  a  collision,  by  whose 
■hock  the  whole  fabric  of  our  legislative 
■ystem  may  be  shaken  to  the  centre — 
when,  I  say,  they  see  these  things  passing 
before  their  eyes,  the  people  of  Eogland 
ask  themselves  this  plain  and  pregnant 
question,  "  where  arc  the  advantages  by 
which  such  results  shall  be  counter- 
Tailed?"  Sir,  I  think  it  sufficient  to  pe- 
rose  the  preamble  of  this  Bill,  and  to  re- 
flect upon  the  faeis  and  inferences  which 
that  preamble  contains,  in  order  to  be  con- 
Tinced  that  this  quattion  must  be  settled. 
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and  that  the  principle  upon  which  tbe  Bill 
is  founded  affords  the  only  basia  on  which 
it  can  reat,  I  shall  go  with  rapidity,  I 
hope  with  perspicuity,  through  the  pre- 
amble ofithe  Bill.  It  commences  with 
a  reference  to  facts;  and  rightly — for  it  is 
as  well  (hat  we  should  observe  the  shadows 
which  events  have  cast  behind.  The  pre- 
amble states  that  the  Legislature  has  beea 
repeatedly  ba£Bed  in  the  collection  of  this 
fatal  impost.  This  has  held  good  br 
more  than  a  hundred  years.  If  the  pon- 
derous folios  of  the  Irish  Pariiament  were 
upon  that  Table,  I  should  be  able  to  prove 
that  almost  every  Penal  Act  has  aome 
reference  to  tithe.  "  Laws,"  says  Arthur 
Young,  "  which  were  fit  only  for  the 
meridian  of  Barbary,  were  passed  to  re- 
press excesses  which  oppreaaion  in  the  et- 
action  of  tithes  had  produced.  "  The 
Riot  Act,"  says  Oraltan,  "  waa  i  Tithe 
Act,  and  the  Whits  Boy  Act  was  a  Titbe 
Act."  It  ia  now  upwards  of  seventy  yean 
since  that  great  man  raised  his  voice  in 
the  Irish  Parliament,  to  exhibit  these 
anomaliee  against  which  we  are  to  this 
day  protesting— a  Catholic  people,  a  Pro- 
testant Church— millions  upon  one  side, 
thousands  upon  the  other.  Against  (his 
monstrous  abuse,  this  inversion  of  every 
course  of  policy,  with  a  matchless  elo- 
quence he  unremittingly  and  vehemently 
inveighed.  That  illustrious  man,  whose 
devotion  to  his  country,  whose  elevation, 
moral  and  intellectual,  was  never  disputed, 
is  no  more:  belies  hard  by — the  depository 
of  (he  glorious  dead ;  one  of  the  greatest 
statesmen  ever  produced  by  Ireland 
was  borne  by  its  greatest  warrior. 
It  was  a  noble  and  heart-touching  sight 
to  see  Arthur  Duke  of  Wellington  sastain- 
ing  the  remains  of  Henry  Grattan  to  tbe 
grave.  I  wonder — I  shall  be  pardoned  by  the 
illustrious  survivor  for  wondering — when 
sadly  and  slowly  he  laid  him  down,  the  great 
captain  whispered  to  himself,  that  it  would 
bare  been  well  if  tbe  policy  of  his  great 
compatriot,  from  whom  he  differed  in  lift, 
but  whom  In  death  he  honoured,  with  re- 
gard to  their  common  country,  had,  at  an 
earlier  period  been  adopted.  He  has  lived 
to  carry  that  policy  upon  one  great  ques- 
tion into  effect.  1  remember,  it  would  in- 
deed be  difficult  toforget,  his  esclamaiion, 
when,  in  speaking  of  the  necessity  by 
■nbtch  concession  was  dictated,  lie  protested 
that,  ralher  than  bis  country  should  tot  a 
single  month  be  exposed  to  tbe  horrors  ofa 
civil  war,  he  woiud  gladly  laf  down  bis 
2R2 
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life.  It  was  a  noble  seotiinent,  worthy  of 
ttut  conjunction  of  butnanityandofberoiBm 
irbich  is  found  in  the  truly  brare.  Would 
that  those  who  were  perpetnallT  giving 
wsy  to  a  dark  and  laDguinary  wish,  who 
uj  that  it  must  come  to  afightftlast,  who 
deal  in  frightful  innnendos,  and  who  would 
shed  blood  as  heedlessly  as  they  qnatT 
wine — would  that  they  could  impress  that 
merciful  sentiment  upon  their  own  hearts, 
and  Ibat  the  celebrated  person  who  ^re 
it  utterance  would  extend  it  beyond  the 
qnestion  to  which  it  was  applied  ;  and  in 
tollowing  up  that  great  measure  to  its  ne- 
cessary conBequences,  in  order  to  avert  the 
evils  thut  impend  tipon  his  country,  he 
would  wale  to  the  crowning  immolation. 
I  haradeTlBtedforamoment  from  the  course 
which  I  had  prescribed  to  myself  I  return 
to  it.  I  may  perhaps  be  told,  that  I 
.should  not  rerert  to  events  which,  without 
being  irrelerant,  are  remote.  Wliy,  indeed, 
Bpe^  of  the  Whiteboy  Act,  when  an  Act 
passed  in  1 8SS,  and  appropriately  associated 
with  a  celebrated  name,  is  so  close  at 
hand  ?  True.  Since  the  dateof  that  Act 
bow  many  calamities  have  befallen  ?  I 
.ifaall  not  dwell  upon  them  ;  they  ue  vivid 
in  the  public  recollection.  The  blood 
with  which  they  are  writ  in  the  annals  of 
the  country  is  too  fresh.  Enough  to  say 
that  it  is  on  all  hands  agreed  that  that  Act 
roust  be  relinquished.  The  Tories  gave 
it  up,  and  the  Member  for  Lancashire  has 
virtually  denounced  it,  by  proposing  a 
reduction  of  twenty-five  per  cent.  This 
has  become  inevitable.  But  in  1831 
had  our  advice  beea  taken,  this  sacrifice 
might  have  been  avoided ;  England  would 
have  saved  a  million  ;  events  which  all 
must  contemplate  with  grief,  and  some 
with  remorse,  would  not  luve  befollen,  and 
a  distinguished  individual  would  have  es- 
caped the  somewhat  mortifying  necessity 
of  sharing  in  that  spoliation  which  in  terms 
so  unmeasured  he  so  virtuously  denounced. 
Something,  then,  must  be  done.  What 
•hall  it  be?  The  Church  Commission 
■hall  inform  us.  The  second  paragraph 
in  the  preamble  refers  to  this  Commii^sion  ; 
of  its  origin  I  shall  only  say  that  it  was 
issued  by  Earl  Grey,  Gentlemen  hint 
that  his  Lordship  is  not  favourable  to  ap- 
propriation. See  how  thcT  deal  with  that 
eminent  man:  they  avafi  themselves  of 
bis  supposed  authority,  and  when  he  ad- 
jures them  to  pass  the  Municipal  Bill,  not 
like  a  partisan  hot  from  the  contests 
of  faction,  but  like  a  soothsayer  from 
a  temple,  when    be    comes    forward   to 


point  to  the  dark  and  gloomy  lik»> 
lihoods  that  lower  tipon  us,  they  rtject 
his  admonitions  with  disdain.  Of  tbe 
origin  of  the  Commission  I  have  said  thtts 
little;  of  its  results  I  shall  not  say  much 
more ;  I  shall  insist  but  on  a  single  fact 
that  stands  prominent  in  the  midst  of  a 
great  mass  of  details.  There  are  in  one 
province  in  Ireland  fbrtv-five  thoussod 
Protestants,  and  one  million  one  hundred 
thouEiand  Catholics.  Propose  a  new  dis- 
tribution after  that !  New  distribution  ! 
until  new  appropriation  became  irresistiUe, 
of  new  distribution  you  never  spoke,  of 
new  distribution  you  never  thoue^t,  no  not 
even  when  Queen  Mab  was  with  yon,  and 
tickled  you  with  a  tithe-pig's  tail,  of  new 
distribution  you  never  dreamed.  Thia 
single  fact  is  sufficient  to  establish  the  sur- 
plus, if  there  were  no  other.  I  proceed  to 
the  last  paragraph — it  states  two  things ; 
first,  that  the  spiritual  wants  of  the  Irish 
Protestants  are  to  be  provided  for;  next, 
that  the  surplus  shall  to  the  purposes  of 
moral  instruction  be  applied.  What  are 
the  spiritual  wants  of  the  Irish  Protestants  ? 
How  much  money  do  they  want?  The 
Scotch  Church  baa  not  three  hundred 
thousand  pounds;  why  should  the  Iriah 
Church  have  more?  Because  the  IriA 
Church  has  got  Bishops.  Yoa  cot  them 
down  to  twelve ;  thev  are  not  to  be  more  } 
how  does  it  appear  that  they  ought  not  to 
be  leas?  Why  should  the  primate  have 
more  than  the  Jjord  Chancellor  f  Tbo 
Bishop  of  Derry  more  than  Chief  Justice? 
Your  difficulties  about  a  surplus  are 
imaginary,  and  are,  indeed,  of  your  own 
creation.  Apply  the  principle  of  the 
Church  Temporalities  Act,  and  a  lurplna 
will  be  straight  produced.  You  diminished 
the  number  of  Bishops ;  why  should  not 
the  number  of  parsons  be  also  cut  down  ? 
You  provided  that  benefices  in  whidi 
divine  service  bad  not  been  performed  for 
tbree  years  might  be  suppresaed.  Do  not 
suppress,  but  consolidate,  and-the  diffi- 
culty is  at  an  end.  But  how  is  the  surplus 
to  be  applied  ?  To  none,  it  is  said,  but 
Protestant  ecclesiastical  purposes.  But  I 
shall  not  enter  into  abstractions;  it  ia  far 
better  to  devise  some  construction  of  the 
words  "ecclesiastical  purpose  by  whidi 
all  differences  may  be  adjusted."  When 
men  are  determined  to  quarrel,  they  find 
ingredients  for  hostility  in  a  word ;  when 
men  are  anxious  fi>r  accommodation,  thef 
discover  the  materials  for  friendsliip  in  a 
phrase.  How  fortunate  it  would  be  if  we 
could  devise  some  liberal  but  not  illegiti- 
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mate  iDtentretation,  by  which  the  pur- 
poees  of  Cbrifitian  morality  and  all  the 
leelingB  attached  to  it  could  be  piomoted, 
even  if  it  were  necessary  to  stiaia  an  ex. 
pressioa.  and  it  might  perhaps  be  justi- 
fiable to  do  BO,  in  order  that  peace  might 
be  extracted  from  it.  But  no  rioleuce 
need  be  done  to  language  in  order  to  obtuio 
from  ecclesiastical  purpose  what  I  may  ven- 
ture to  call  a  benevolent,  a  Christian  intro- 
duction  and,  con^dering  all  the  evils  it  may 
remedy,  a  merciful  significatioD.  Sir,  1  insist 
that  the  instruction  of  the  people  in  the  pre- 
cepts of  morality  is  a  Protestant  ecclesias- 
tical purpose.  The  truth  you  believe  to  he 
wiib  you  (for  the  sake  of  argurot-nt  let 
it  be  for  a  moment  supposed)  :  the  iu- 
creased  intelligence  of  the  people  must 
be  Bubservient  to  its  propagation.  You 
ptrpetually  (in  my  opinion  without  the 
least  reason)  complain  that  the  priests,  for 
their  Binistcr  purpose,  keep  the  people  In 
darkness;  that  Ignoraoce  is  an  expedient 
of  sacerdotal  dominion,  and  that  they  avail 
themselves  of  their  barbarism  for  their 
Bubjugation.  Bre^ik  the  chain ;  throtv  off 
the  yoke,  and  educate  the  people.  You 
have  tried  every  other  resource  of  prosf- 
ly ti 8 m— confiscation,  penalty,  national  de- 
gradation— all  has  been  resorted  to  except 
public  instruction;  put  this  experiment  to 
the  teat.  But  supposing  that  the  uug- 
mented  instruction  of  Ireland  will  not 
contribute  to  the  extension  of  Protestant- 
ism, surely  the  diffusion  of  moral  habits  is 
a  purpose  which  every  Christian  Church 
must  nave  at  heart.  ProteatantB  do  tlieir 
religion  injustice  in  assigning  to  it  such 
narrow,  contracted,  and  exclusive  purposes. 
It  is  only  necessary  to  peruse  the  Book  of 
Common  Prayer  to  feel  that  peace  among 
all  Christian  people  was  among  the  chief 
purposes  conteniplated  by  the  men  by 
whom  the  manual  of  your  national  devotion 
was  drawn  up.  You  pray  for  neacc 
amongst  all  Christian  people;  you  kneel 
on  the  velvet  cushions  of  your  churches, 
and  offer  up  for  peace  ft  piouB  invocation  ; 
but  when  from  the  temple  you  turn  to  the 
cabal — when  from  the  offices  of  piety  you 
turn  to  the  business  of  partisanship — 
peace  and  charity  cease  to  he  ecclesiastical 
purposes,  and  you  give  to  them  a  disastrous 
interpretation.  But  in  seeking  for  « 
benevolent  ccmstmction  to  what  better  evi- 
dence can  I  resort  than  the  very  prayei 
from  which  its  daily  uae  ought  not  to  take 
its  reverence,  and  which,  if  ever  it  was  ap- 
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tion,  is  most  happily  appropriate.  This 
day  the  respectable  chaplain  of  this  House, 
on  the  behalf  of  every  man  that  hears  me, 
no  matter  what  may  be  the  difference  of 
sect,  offered  up  an  orison  for  the  union  and 
knitting  of  men's  hearts  in  the  brotherhood 
of  Christianity  together.  I  appeal  to  the 
seniiments  and  to  the  language  contained 
in  that  benevolent  invocation,  in  order  to- 
rescue  your  religion  from  the  misrepresen- 
tations of  its  professors.  These  seutiments 
and  that  language  are  the  language  and 
the  sentiments  of  every  Christian  in  every 
part  of  the  world  whero  the  prophecy  id 
regard  to  the  name  of  our  Redeemer  ii 
fulfilled.  Yes,  Sir,  the  knitting  of  men'i 
hearts  together  in  the  brotherhood  of  bene- 
volence, the  propagation  of  the  habits  of 
pure  Christian  morality,  the  diffiision  of 
those  feelings  of  forbearance  and  of  charity 
which  teach  us  to  love  one  another,  is  m. 
Christian  purpose.  It  is,  I  hope,  a  Prou 
testant  purpose— it  is,  I  am  sure,  a  gospel 
purpose.  When,  to  shepherds  abiding  in - 
the  mountains,  attending  flocks  by  night, 
it  was  announced  that  there  should  be 
glory  to  God  in  the  highest,  with  that 
angelic  intimation  there  was  associated  a 
prediction  scircely  less  holy,  that  there 
should  be  peace  on  earih.  But  for  us 
there  is  in  the  name  of  religion  to  be  no 
peace  ;  there  is  in  the  name  of  religion  to 
be  malice,  hatred,  and  ill-will :  in  the  name 
of  religion,  our  disiractions  are  to  be  per- 
petuated, and  our  rancours  are  to  be  exas- 
perated; every  bitter  spring  of  calamity, 
every  fountain  of  atrocity,  is  to  be  unsealed  ; 
the  soil  is  to  be  drenched  in  the  blood  of 
the  [wople,  and  at  last,  in  the  name  of  re- 
ligion, the  fell  horrors  of  civil  warfare  are 
to  be  let  loose.  To  God,  we  were  told  a 
few  days  ago,  to  none  but  God,  are  the 
men  on  whose  decision  our  destinies  must 
rest  responsible.  In  the  smile  to  which 
that  unexpected  announcement  gave  rise,  I 
did  not  participate:  oh  that  they  would 
feel  that  the  men  who  abuse  the  power  to  do 
good,  by  theinfliction  of  incalculable  hurm, 
to  tiie  power  which  reads  the  secrets  of 
the  heart  are  indeed  responsible,  and  that 
for  the  calamities  in  which  they  will  have 
been  instrumental,  they  will  haie  to  pass  a 
terrible  account. 

Lotd  Stanley  said,  that  if  any  persona 
came  to  that  House  to  listen  tothe  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  Tipperary,  in  the  expecta- 
tion of  hearing  well-turned  and  highly- 
polished  sentences  and  richly-ornamented 
declamalion,  they  would  Betdom  be  dit> 
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utpointcd,  and  certainly  would  not  bavo 
bMR  H  OQ  the  preient  occasioo.  He 
would  admit  that  the  bos.  and  learned 
Qenttemaa  well  dewrved  the  tribute  which 
thoie  cheers  paid  to  his  oratory,  but  ho 
mult  add,  that  if  any  had  come  with  the 
ezMCtaiion  of  beariDg  a  ^reat  miod  grap- 
pling with  a  gieat  question,  with  sound 
trgumenti  deduced  from  lolid  premises, 
they  would  ipdead  b«  greatly  di*sppainteil, 
Kod  while  they  might  admire  iha  in- 
gttDuiiy  and  consummate  talents  wiih 
which  he  had  cloaked  his  subject,  they 
wouldhave  to  regret  ihat  Trom  thebeginning 
to  tb«  and  he  had  studiously  concealed 
any  allusion  to  the  merits  of  the  Bill  before 
them.  He  would  challenge  any  hon. 
Member  to  p>oiat  out  any  single  part  of 
th«  bon.  and  learned  Member's  speech  In 
wtiieh  he  had  adverted  to  the  merits  of 
tbe  Bill  nnder  discuuion.  He  fully  joined 
with  Ike  koB.  and  learned  Member  in  what 
b*  had  aatd  of  the  ProtesUnt  religion,  in- 
eaicating  glory  to  God  on  high,  end  on 
Mith  peace  and  goodwill  to  men.  The 
boa.  and  leanied  Member  was  quite  right 
M  applying  his  remarks  to  that  all  but 
ptrfect  ritual  of  oar  Church,  He  would 
BOt  apeak  on  that  subject  in  anv  tone  of 
levity,  bnt  be  might  say  that  tne  great 
principlo  of  our  religion  was,  that  it 
adapfard  itself  to  the  state  of  society,  and 
that  one  of  its  first  principles  was,  resist 
not  the  ordinances  of  Ood — resist  not  the 
laws — render  to  every  man  his  due — a 
take  care  that  you  owe  no  mart  anyihi 
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foiuded— tall  them  your  ]  ,  .  _ 
that  no  peace  is  to  be  for  Iraland  ontil  tboaa 
prospects  are  realised;  tell  tham  the  p)od> 
will  to  the  Church  of  Ireland  of  a  largw 
number  of  those  by  whom  this  measure  !• 
supported,  and  then  let  them  tell  yo« 
whetber  they  are  favourable  to  sack  a 
measure.  L^t  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  look  to  his  majority  on  this  sub- 
ject; let  him  analyse  it  in  the  secrecy  of 
his  closet;  and  then  let  him  say  hew 
many  of  that  mnjorily  he  believed  to  havf 
voted  for  this  Bill,  solely  from  the  desira 
of  a  reformation  in  the  Church,  and  who, 
having  obtained  that  object,  were  not  dis- 
posed to  go  furlher.  Let  him  separata 
those  who  were  prepared  to  go  with  him 
and  stop  where  he  would  atop,  from  thosa 
who  would  go  much  further,  and  who 
only  went  that  far  with  him,  in  order  at 
some  fit  time  to  nrpe  him  to  go  further 
with  them,  end  then  he  might  be  able  to 
say  who  were  the  supporters  of  the  Church 
and  who  were  opposed  to  it.  The  hoQ. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  eaid. 
Ihat  the  people  of  England  were  be^Ititihiy 
to  ask  themselves  this  question,  "  of  what 
use  is  the  Church  Rstabliihment  at  alir* 
If  that  were  so,  then,  in  God's  name,  let 
it  be  openly  discusied,  and  let  it  be  put 
to  the  people  of  England,  Scotland,  OT 
Ireland,  to  say  ay  or  no,  whether  we 
were  to  have  the  Frolestant  religion  or 
not.  Let  the  real  object  be  honestly 
avowed,  and  give  the  people  an  opportn^ 
nity  of  deciding  upon  it.     He  hated  thja 


mlversal  love.  The  hon.  and  learned  |  sort  of  bush-flghtmg— this  fighting  with  a 
Member  had  said,  that  the  people  of  I  shadow  which  they  could  not  touohi  whilf 
England  were  in  favour  of  this  Bill,  snd  [  the  substance  remained  behind.  Tba 
ha  deduced  that  conclusion  from  the  i  course  adopted  by  the  supportara  of  thif 
anumption  that  the  representatives  of;  Bill  was,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  most  dia^ 
the  people  were  favourable  to  it.  If  j  ingenuous.  If  the  opponenU  of  the  m*«. 
that  were  so,  he  called  upon  the  hon.  and  sure  objected  that  the  purpose  of  the  Bill 
learned  Qentleman  to  speak  out,  and  tell  1  vu  to  destroy  the  Church  of  Ireland, 
the  people  of  England  what  (ha  real  |  they  were  met  at  once  by  a  loud  discUimar. 
objects  of  the  Bill  were.  Let  not  the  I  Nothing  it  was,  said,  was  further  frnas 
hon.  Member,  and  let  not  the  Members  \  their  iutrntlon  tbuti  any  injurr  to   tha 


of  hit  Majesty's  Government  delude  them 
selves  with  the  hope— a  hope  which  could 
not  bo  much  supported  by  their  diminish- 
ing majoritles'-lhat  ths  people  of  England 
were  prepared  to  adopt  a  measure,  the 
great  recommendation  of  which,  in  some 
qoarters  was,  that  it  would  lead  to  the 
annihilation    of  the    Church  of  Ireland. 


Church— all  that  they 
added,  was  that  an  extravagant  : 
bloated  Church  ahould  for  its  own  socuritjr 
be  brought  within  dimensions  prepoitioaata 
to  its  intended  purpose— all,  forauoth,  that 
rs  of  the  Bill  wished  was  to  taka 


the  support) 

off  thiit  surplus  which  was  not  wanted  bv 

_„ „,.._ _     ,  the  Church,  which  th ay  would  apply  with 

"  The  people  of  Ireland  are  with  you  I"  I  the  utmost  care  to  the  pnrpoacs  of  ganasal 
— "  Are  they?"— continued  the  noble  education ;  and  they  added,  tlmt  the  abject 
Lord.  Tell  them  your  objects — tell  them  to  which  the  aurplua  should  be  applied 
tha  flimsy  preteiU  ob   which   they  are  1  should  be  "  strictly  Frotsatant  piupsaa*" 
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come  down  to  that  HouBe,  aod  ny  tb&t  - 
this  part  of  the  Bill  wbi  for  tka  tintaotiaa 
of  fxlucatioD,  and  for  that  only  i  But 
would  this  graut  for  education,  of  which 
so  much  was  laid,  settle  ihe  mHttar?— 
would  it  prereDt  any  further  agitation  of 
the  quevtioD  ?  Undoubtedly  it  would  not. 
He  had  been  charged  with  having  intro- 
duced a  principle  aimilar  tothe  preteatio 
the  Church  Temponlities  Bill.  He  denied 
ihe  fact.  The  chaugr*  propoaed  in  that 
Bill  were  to  take  effect  ouly  when  th« 
liFings  beoune  void.  But  the  hon.  and 
learned  Geatleman  (Mr.  Shed),  wilh  ft 
sort  of  logic  of  which  he  might  wall  ba 
ashamed,  had  aaid,  "  Yon  have  cut  down 
ten  bisho).Tic8  becBUM  they  wrre  fiiuocl  too 
numeroas  for  the  necessities  of  (he  Cbuniht 
aod  why  not  on  the  same  principle  mbioa 
the  number  of  clergy  ]  Now,  what  waa 
the  argumeot  used  when  that  question  waa 
under  discussion  before  that  House  ?  It 
was  this — that  the  number  of  Bishops  was  . 
disproportionate  to  the  numbers  of  the 
clergy,  not  that  the  clergy  were  mora 
than  were  necessary.  Aud  now,  when  the 
revenues  of  the  reauced  bidinprics  were  to 
ke  applied  to  the  improvement  of  tha 
smaller  livings  io  Ireland,  the  hoa.  aad 
learned  Member  drew  the  illogical  coiicIu> 
sion  that  the  number  of  the  clergy  should  be 
reduced,  and  thus  reduce  the  proportion  of 
the  clergy  it  11  lower.  It  waa  next  said, 
that  the  number  of  the  clergy  was  too 
great  fnr  the  number  of  the  Protesiaots  of 
the  Established  Chuich  in  Ireland.  H« 
was  prepared  to  take  Ida  stand  upon  ihat 
question.  He  wan  aware  that  he  had  beeo 
accused  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Menibtt 
for  Kilkenny  of  baring  oo  a  former  occa- 
sion objected  lo  the  disproportion  of  the 
clergy  and  the  numbers  they  had  to  icach, , 
'but  he  was  then  only  showing  that  boa.. 
Members,  according  to  their  own  data,^ 
were  wrou^  in  the  priociple  which  they' 
adopted.  The  principle  of  this  Bill,  ha 
contended,  was  a  dangrrous  one,  as  it  gave 
the  stale  a  pecuniary  interest  in  cutting 


That  WW,  that  education,  no  natter  in 
what  way  given,  was  "  strictly  a  Protes- 
tant purpose."  "  Who,"  said  the  hon,  and 
learned  Member,  "  is  opposed  to  educa- 
tion ?"  Bo  said  he,  who  was  ?  He  was  not, 
but,  added  the  hon.'and  learned  Gentle- 
men, If  you  wish  the  spread  of  Prott^tan- 
tism  you  should  give  education,  which  will 
enable  the  people  to  break  the  chain  by 
which  they  are  kept  down  in  ignorance, 
and  emerge  from  the  yoke.  [^"  A  loud 
ckeer,"2  He  would  offer  no  comment  on 
the  jflterruptim  of  the  hon.  Member,  who 
had  obtained  some  little  celebrity  by  his 
exhibitions  in  that  way,  but  he  owned  he 
would  rather  hear  an  answer  to  his  argu- 
toant  in  its  proper  time,  than  an  iutrrrup- 
tlen,  though  that  intt^rruption  might  show 
the  want  of  argument.  But  to  resume ; 
be  wouM  say,  that  if  education  was  the 
tking  which  was  so  much  wanted  in  Ire- 
land'—and  far  waa  he  from  denying  its  ad- 
vantages— if  education  were  so  essential 
to  the  pacification  of  that  country,  why 
not  ask  the  means  frtwi  the  Purliament  of 
England  ?  He  waa  sure  that  there  was 
D* sura 'too  high,  no  sum  which  could  be 
considered  too  great,  for  such  a  purpose. 
There  was  no  sum  which  Parliament  would 
net  he  disposed  to  grant  to  produce  such 
desirable  results.  Aod  when  the  kon.  and 
iMrned  Member  (Mr.  Shell)  eUted  that 
this  sum  waa  to  be  applied  only  to  Pro- 
taatant  purposes,  he  must,  without  disre- 
syact.  aay,  that  though  he  agreed  in  the 
object  as  far  as  education  was  concerned, 
hA    must   withhold  his  sssent  from   the 

Krpow.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
uwlf  must  know  that  there  was  some- 
g  bayood  education  in  the  purpose  for 
this  sum  waa  sought.  There  was  « 
disposition  to  carry  it  further.  The 
Catlwlici  were  the  majority.  It  was  said, 
io  Ireland,  and  be  admitted  the  fact ;  the 
nnitastanta  were  the  niinorlty,  and  that  he 
also  admitted ;  but  the  inference  which 
some  parties  were  disposed  to  draw  from 
these  premises  was  this — that  the  Catlio- 
lics  being  the  majority,  the  whole  of  this 
Church  property  should  belong  to  them. 
He  would  ask  those  who  interrupted  him, 
if  tile  nresent  Bill  was  to  be  the  be-all  and 
the  end-all  of  the  question  of  Irish  tithes, 
and  that  the  matter  was  to  go  no  riiriher.' 
Was  there  any  one  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  who  would  say  so?  Would  any 
ta  his  Majesty's  Ministers  come  forward 
and  uiy,  that  the  present  was  to  be  a  final 
and  conclusive  measure  P  If  not,  thru 
with  what  face  could  any   bon.  Member 


ungbayoa 
thiol  this 


thus  it  set  the  State,  as  it  were,  agauist 
the  Church.  1hat  ptindple  waa  a  had 
one.  But,  in  addition,  he  had  this  objec- 
tion to  it,  that  it  was  worked  out  by 
dangerous  machinery,  and  any  one  who 
would  take  the  trouble  of  looking  over  ihe 
cluuses  of  the  Bill  uould  find  it.  The 
state  hnd  a  pecuniary  interest  opposed  lo 
the  Church  ;  but  whitt  were  the  powers  by 
v-hich  that  evil  tendency  was  to  be  cor- 
rected }    What  were  the  powers  of  tb« 
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ConuBuuODen }  and  be  begged  the  &Ueii- 
fyn  of  tbe  HouM  to  thi* :— The  Com- 
minionen  won  to  be  the  lole  judgei  of  the 
dianget  which  were  to  be  made  under  thi> 
Bill.  They  alone  bad  tbe  power  to  decide 
erery  quettioD.  Tbe  Lord- Lientensnt  was 
»  mere  dpher  in  tbeir  hands.  They  had 
power  acoordingto  tbeir  diacretion  to  unite 
m  diannite  beneSccs,  to  fix  tbe  boundaries, 
and  to  give  new  namea  to  the  new  benefices 
thus  auide,  and  to  fix  tbe  income  of  each, 
to  arrange  aa  to  the  glebes  which  should 
belong  to  each.  These  were  considerable 
powers  as  refaded  to  tba  Irish  Church  i 
bat  who  were  they  by  whom  those  powers 
were  to  be  exercised?  Were  they 
mui  distinguiibed  by  tbeir  attach- 
ment to  the  Estabiiahed  Church  ?  Nomi- 
nally, at  least,  they  must  be  Pro- 
tesunls,  but  beyond  that  they  were  the 
mere  creatures  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  aud  they  must  be  the 
creatures  of  any  Minister,  aod  must  do 
bis  bidding,  whether  he  were  attached  to, 
or  a  member  of  the  Established  Church  or 
not.  Now,  what  were  the  restrictions  on 
these  men  ?  The  Bill  took  care  that  the 
aalary  of  the  Minister  should  not  exceed  a 
certain  amount  in  any  case.  There  was  a 
Maximum  at  to  income,  but  there  was  no 
aoximuM  as  to  extent  of  doty.  There  was 
ft  starvation  point,  it  was  true,  below 
which  they  could  not  go.  The  Commis- 
rioners  might  extend  the  duty,  though 
they  had  not  the  power  to  extend  the  in- 
come in  the  same  proportion.  Why, 
then,  the  whole  Bill  was  a  failure.  It 
was  one-sided,  it  was  admitted,  that  If  the 
whole  income  of  the  livings  of  Englaod 
and  Ireland  were  equalised,  the  result 
would  be,  that  in  Ireland  each  living 
would  be  294/.,  and  in  England  285L — 
t  very  near  approximation.  In  Ireland, 
according  to  one  statement,  tbe  congre- 
gations would  average  640,  in  Eogland 
1,017,  Includiog,  according  to  the  noble 
Lord,  Dissenters.  [Lord  Morpeth  :  He 
bsd  not  meant  to  include  Dissenters.]  He 
had  so  understoood  his  noble  Friend  i 
but  be  was  glad  to  be  corrected. 
The  average  number  of  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  in  the  parishes  of 
England  was  1,017.  In  England  the 
average  size  of  tbe  parishes  was  five  miles 
tquare  ;  in  Ireland  the  average  size  of  the 
parishes  was  twenty-five  miles  square. 
Now,  he  vras  sure  that  his  noble  Friend 
would  not  pretend  to  maintain  that  a 
clergyman    who    did   duty    in  a  parish 


twenty-five  miles  square,  contaioing  040 
inhabitants  of  his  persuasion,  had  not 
a  much  more  laborious  task  than'  a  cler- 
gyman who  did  duty  in  a  pariah  only 
five  miles  square,  but  having  1,017  in- 
habitants of  his  persuBilon.  Nor,  he  was 
sure,  would  his  noble  Friend  contend,  that 
294L  was  an  exorbitant  average  of  salary 
for  a  clergyman  of  the  Church  of  En^aoa 
doing  duty  in  a  parish  five-and-twentv 
mites  square.  His  noble  Friend  statedi 
that  under  this  Bill  there  would  be  only 
129  clergymen  in  Ireland,  with  incomes 
under  IQQl.  a-year,  while  now  there  were 
S87  so  situated;  and  had  exclaimed, 
"  See  what  an  improvement  this  is  I"  But 
nobody  Ibougbt  of  leaving  thing*  as  they 
were.  But  his  noble  Friend  bad  not 
stated  the  case  fairly.  He  forgot,  Uat 
under  the  provisioni  of  the  Bill,  of  1,250 
benefices,  the  Ecclesiastical  CommisatooerB 
might,  if  they  thought  proper,  rednce  799 
to  too',  a-year.  Now,  he  could  not  con- 
sent thus  to  lesve  the  pecuniary  interests 
of  the  Protestant  Church  Establishment 
in  Ireland  subject  to  the  caprice  of  any 
Government.  He  could  not  sit  down  with- 
out adverting  to  another  fallacy  on  this 
subject.  Hit  noble  Friend,  at  the  bead 
of  hii  Majesty's  Oovemment,  had,  with  m. 
rashness  which  belonged  to  a  younger 
man,  admitted,  in  the  other  House  of  Par> 
llament,  that  the  Bill  would  inflict  « 
heavy  blow  on  the  Protestant  interest  in 
Ireland.  Let  it  go  forth  to  the  peopl*. 
that  the  Prime  Minister  of  Englaad  M> 
knowledged  that  the  measure  he  proposed 
would  inflict  a  severe  blow  on  Protest* 
antism  in  Ireland,  "  I  know,"  said  tbe 
Premier,  "  that  we  are  inflicting  a  severe 
blow  upon  Protestantism  in  Ireland,  bat 
(let  the  House  mark  the  aeqoel)  we  cannot 
help  it."  Was  this  a  fit  argument  foe  lbs 
Piime  Minister  of  England  to  use  T  "  We 
know  our  measure  is  dangeroui  to  the 
Protestant  Established  Church — we  kaow 
that  it  inflicts  a  severe  blow  upon  Protest- 
antism; but  we  cannot  help  ii,  and  we 
cannot  help  it  because  we  are  driven  on  to 
it  by  those  who  are  aiming  at  other  things 
— because  we  can  neither  defend  oar  mea- 
sure on  its  own  merits,  nor  resist  Uie 
power  of  those  who  compel  us  to  adopt' 
It,"  The  House  was  told  they  must  gire 
contentment  to  7,000,000  of  Irishmen,-^ 
[CAeeri.] — Perhaps,  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
whose  cheers  were  always  so  signiBcant, 
aod  which  sometimes  drew  down  upon 
,  faim  a  degree  of  notice  not  lunally  es- 
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tended  to  other  Hemberi,  would  tell  him, 
from  the  accnrate  ioTeatigation  he  had 
made  into  all  the  merlta  or  the  Bil),  whe- 
ther, when  by  his  ti^ificant  cheer,  he  ex- 
preiied  *o  ready  and  decisive  an  opinion, 
he  thought,  varying  in  that  respect  from 
all  the  rest  of  the  Houie,  that  this  mea- 
sure would  aSbrd  Ihe  slightest  degree  of 
contentment  to  the  7,000,000  of  Irishmen 
who  were  spoken  of  [cAeeri.]  Let  him 
(Lord  Stanley)  say,  that  out  of  this 
7,000,000  there  were  somewhere  about 
1,500,000  who  had  no  direct  interest 
whatever  in  the  settlement  of  this  question ; 
and  that  fact  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
ahonld  know  as  well  as  be  (Lord  Stanley) 
conld  tell  bim.  But  then  it  was  said,  it 
wat  not  the  amount  of  the  reduction  that 
was  to  be  considered,  but  the  feelings  of 
the  people,  [cAeert.J  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Nottingham, 
cheered  that  expression;  then,  of  course, 
be  was  quite  prepared  to  go  to  the  full 
extent  required  to  gratify  the  feelings  of 
the  people  of  Ireland.  That  being  the 
cBie,  let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  take, 
not  his  (Lord  Stanley's)  authority  upon 
the  point  of  what  would  be  requisite  to 
gratify  the  feelings  of  the  people,  but  the 
nulhority  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  O'Connell).  who,  upon 
all  occasions,  declared  himself  to  be  the  re- 
presentative of  all  Ireland;  that  was  to  say, 
of  the  7,000,000  whose  perfect  content- 
ment this  Bill  was  to  insure.  And  let  him 
ask,  whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny, in  ft  recent  publication  addressed  to 
the  people  of  England,  had  held  out  a 
prospect  of  that  peace  on  earth,  and  good- 
will towards  men,  which  it  had  been  pro- 
mised should  follow  die  adoption  of  this 
Bill.  In  that  publication  the  hon.  and 
teamed  Gentleman  laid,  reduce  the  Esta- 
blished cle^  thirty  per  cent.;  apply 
£0,000/.  a-year  of  the  revenues  of  the 
Church  to  the  purposes  of  general  educa- 
tion; but  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man  said  nothing  of  the  40,000/.  which 
was  to  be  appropriated  to  the  Consolidated 
Fund ;  and  he  (Lord  Stanley)  would  say 
nothing  of  it  either.  It  appeared,  however, 
from  all  that  was  stated  upon  the  Report, 
that  of  the  90,0001.  to  be  deducted  from 
the  reveoues  of  the  Church,  50,0001.  only 
were  to  be  devoted  to  the  purposes  of 
education.  But  when  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  in  bis  address  to  the  people  of 
England,  spoke  of  the  application  of  that 
mm  to  the  purposes  of  education,  did  he 
bold  out  the  ilighteat  prospect  that  such  an 


application  oftfaeTerenaesofthe  Protestant 
Established  Church  would  afford  anything 
like  perfect  contentment  to  the  7,000,000i. 
If,  then,  they  were  told  that  the  present 
measure,  though  it  were,  as  he  believed  it 
was  ,  objectionable  to  the  people  of  Bog- 
land,  though  it  inflicted,  as  a  Prime  Min- 
ister bad  declared,  a  severe  blow  upon 
Protestantism  in  Ireland — though  it  were 
carried  only  by  a  bare  majority  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  opposed  by 
a  very  great  majority  in  the  House 
of  Lords — if,  in  spite  of  all  this, 
they  were  told  that  the  Bill  was  still  ne- 
cessary, for  the  sake  of  giving  content- 
ment to  Ireland,  was  it  too  much  to  re- 
Suire,  was  it  unreasonable  to  aik,  what 
lat  contentment  would  be.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  in  his  address  to 
the  people  of  England,  said,  "  The  rev. 
Mr.  Longueville  insists  that  I  shall  pay 
htm  50/.  a-year  for  tithes;  and  because  I 
deem  this  demaud,  as  it  manifestly  is,  most 
unjust  and  unreasonable,  be  causes  a  bill 
to  be  filed  against  me  in  the  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer;" but  the  hon.  end  learned  Gentle- 
man did  not  say,  that  if  this  Bill  passed  he 
should  be  content  to  pay  seventy  per  cent, 
of  the  present  amount  of  tithe  to  the  rev. 
Mr.  Longueville.  On  the  contrary,  he 
said,  alluding  to  Mr.  Longueville, "  I  think 
my  religion  better  than  his;  and,  there- 
fore, I  never  wilt  pay  him  one  shilling — 
no,  not  one  farthing."  Here  was  a  dis- 
tinct assertion  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  that  he  never  would 
pay  one  farthing  in  the  shape  of  lithe  to 
a  Protestant  cler|;yman  :  and  why  ?  Be- 
cause be  thoueht  the  religion  he  professed 
better  than  tTie  religion  of  the  State. 
That  might  be  the  hon,  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's private  opinion;  but  was  the 
Legislature  to  sanction  or  to  recognise  the 
doctrine  of  every  man  who  thought  his 
own  religion  better  than  that  of  the  State. 
But  if  the  Legislature  did  not  do  so,  how 
conld  they  expect  to  give  contentment  to 
the  7,000,000  of  Irishmen,  every  one  of 
whom,  no  doubt,  thought  his  religion  bet- 
ter than  that  of  the  State.  It  was  im- 
possible that  the  Legislature  could  do  so, 
and,  therefore,  following  again  the  advice 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny, which  they  had  often  done  before, 
very  much  to  their  own  detriment  it  could 
not  be  doubted,  that  even  after  the  passing; 
of  this  Act  they  would  continue  their  re- 
fistance  to  the  payment  of  tithe. — [Mr. 
O'Connali:  The  noble  Lord  states  what  ia 
untrue.]— Tbo  boo,   wi   karaed  Oen- 
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Lord  Sianley]  he  is  ttie  hit  man  who 
ought  to  make  use  in  ibis  House,  or  eUe- 
nherei  oroffenuve  eipressionssucbas  that 
which  he  baa  Jugt  used — rooat  indeceotlj 
inienupting  me. 

Mr.  O'Connell:  I  rise  to  order.  H&ve 
I  not  ft  right  to  express  my  feelings  when 
a  charge  ia  untruly  mads  against  me.  In 
the  first  place,  the  noble  Lord  garbles  my 
letter,  I  repeat  it.  I  repeat  it  distinctly, 
that  the  noble  Lord,  in  the  first  place, 
read  garbled  extracts  from  my  letter.  In 
the  next  place  the  noble  Lord  said,  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  had  often  followed 
my  advice  to  their  detriment.  When  such 
«B«ertion8,  so  foreign  From  the  fact,  are 
made,  I  conceive  that  I  have  a  right  to 
reply  to  them.  If  such  a  mode  of  argu- 
tnent  is  unworthy  of  any  man,  it  is  still 
less  becoming  in  the  noble  Lord,  whom  I 
have  observed  shrink  from  every  man  in 
the  House  but  me. 

The  Chairman,  interfering,  said,  I 
would  remind  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny,  that  be  will  have  ample 
opportunities  of  replying  to  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  in  a  regular  manner. 

Lord  Slormont,  amidst  great  confusion, 
rose  to  order.  He  felt  it  to  be  a  duty  he 
owed  to  the  House  to  ask  the  Chairman 
(Mr.  Bernal)  whether,  in  the  exercise  of 
nis  functions  as  Chairman,  he  conceired 
it  to  be  within  the  bounds  of  order  that 
.  such  words  should  be  allowed  to  pasa  from 
one  Member  towards  another  as  within 
the  hearing  of  the  House  had  pasted  front 
the  hon,  and  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny towards  the  noble  Lord.  The  words 
nied  oy  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Kilkenny,  in  reference  to  ihe  observations 
made  by  the  noble  Lord,  were  these — 
'*  That  is  untrue."  He  begged  to  ask, 
whether  the  use  of  such  words  came  within 
tba  bounds  of  order. 

The  Chairwani  When  a  question  upon 
I  point  of  order  is  thus  directly  and  for- 
Bially  put  to  me  I  have  not  the  slightest 
hesitation  in  replying  to  it.  Strictly  speak- 
ing, no  one  hon.  Member  has  a  right  in 
the  course  of  a  speech,  or  after  a  speech, 
to  say  it  is  not  true.  But  then  I  must 
appeal  to  the  recollection  of  every  hon. 
Member  present  to  bear  me  out  when  I 
•ay,  that  however  this  kind  of  expression 
may  not  be  warranted  by  the  strict  rules 
of  debate,  unfortunately  it  is  but  too  much 
warranted  by  example.  Since  I  have  had 
tha  lioooiu  of  sitting  as  Chairmaa  of  Com< 


mittees  in  this  House  I  hare  beard  tnanj 
hon.  Members,  under  the  surprise  of  tu 
irritation  at  the  moment,  contradict,  in 
perhaps  no  very  courteous  terms,  par- 
ticular allegations  made  in  the  speeches 
of  other  hon.  Gentlemen.  But  upon  the 
present  occasion  I  will  not  shrink. from 
giving  a  direct  answer  to  the  direct  ques- 
tion which  has  been  put  to  me,  and  there- 
fore give  it  as  my  opinion,  that  such 
expressions  as  the  noble  Lord  has  de- 
scribed, passing  from  one  hon.  Member  to 
another,  are  not  in  order. 

Lord  Jotin  Rustetl  rose  and  said :  Un- 
doubtedly, what  you  have  said,  Sir,  upon 
the  point  of  order,  is  perfectly  correct, 
and  I  have  not  the  slightest  hesitation  Ja 
saying,  that,  in  my  opinion,  the  intemip- 
tion  of  the  hon-  and  learned  Member  for 
Kilkenny  was  most  disorderly.  But  I 
now  appeal  to  you,  Sir,  that  in  the  future 
part  of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite you  will  not  allow  him  to  be  making 
charges  against  this  side  of  the  House, 
imputing  to  us  that  we  are  not  acting 
upon  our  own  opiolona.  but  that  we  ara 
driven  on  by  others  to  adopt  a  coarse 
which  in  our  hearts  we  do  not  approve. 
[interruption.  After  a  brief  interval  Lord 
John  TImmU  continued.!  I  say  (said  the 
noble  Lord],  that,  according  to  the  ordera 
of  the  House,  no  hon.  Member  ought  to 
attribute  motives  to  others.  The  nobla 
Lord  hss  attributed  motives  tu  us  of  « 
moat  scandalous  nature. 

&\r  Edward  Knatchbull I  Sir,  you  have 
been  called  upon  to  interfere  upon  a  point 
of  order,  and  you  have  most  properly  per> 
farmed,  as  far  as  you  have  gone,  tha 
duties  that  devolve  upon  you  as  Chairmaa 
of  Ihe  Committee.  But  1  humbly  subnut 
to  you  and  to  the  Committee  at  largv, 
whether  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemaa 
who  has  been  guilty  of  the  disorder  yoa 
have  pointed  out  ought  not,  before  Uw 
noble  Lord  (Stanley)  adverts  to  any  other 
public  topic,  to  offer  some  eiplaostioa  of 
his  conduct.  I  leave  the  nutter  in  your 
hands.  Sir,  satisfied  that  you  will  call 
upon  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentleinan  to 
explain, 

Mr.  O'Connell:  I  am  quite  willing  to 
withdraw  the  words  which  have  given  of- 
fence. If  the  progress  of  the  debate  de- 
pend upon  my  doing  so,  and  if  they  ara 
pronounced  out  of  order  by  the.Chairmao^ 
I  withdraw  them  cheerfully  and  at  once  ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  caution  the  noble 
Lord  against  indulging  is  aucb  attacks  at 


,v  Google 


w» 


ehwAoMiTUlM 


ISvir  4}       (inlmiik^C»mmima.       IM 


twUtd  fortb  thi(  angmtdvd  ejtpKMuiD  of 
fHliDC  from  ««. 

I,oid  Stvtley  continued :  It  «pp«&n 
that  my  noble  Frkod  (Lord  John  Ruiaeli) 
hu  UksD  umbragt  at  lonie  esprcuions 
Qontainsd  in  tay  ipwch.  I  only  lliink  it 
would  have  been  more  coniistent  with  the 
riilei  of  the  Houae  if  ray  noble  Friend  bad 
reierved  any  ohiervatioQi  h«  felt  it  necei- 
aary  to  maks  upon  that  point,  until  he  had 
the  opportunity  to  make  a  general  reply. 
Tbia,  at  least,  would  have  been  more  re- 
gular than  to  take  the  opportunity  of  in- 
troducing hi>  obtervationa  in  a  discuision 
upon  a  point  of  order  arising  out  of  the 
interruption  given  to  the  regular  progreu 
of  the  debate  of  another  Member.  I  do 
not  eonceive  that  I  am  paaiing  the  l^iti, 
nata  boonda  of  Parliamentary  discuHion 
vhen  I  aay,  that  the  members  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  when  I  found  my  aaiertion 
opon  the  declaration  of  the  Prime  Minii- 
Icr,  that  he  te  doing  that  which  he  knows 
will  inflict  a  grievous  injury  upon  Pro- 
ttatantiim,  but  that  ha  cannot  help  it.  I 
thii))[  I  am  not  passing  the  bounds  of  Par- 
liamentary freedomof  speech,  when  1  give 
U  my  interpretation  of  the  text  afforded 
ma  by  the  Prime  Minister,  that  the  Go- 
vcmment  as  a  Qovernment,  are  driven  to 
the  adoption  of  measures  such  as  men 
acting  upon  their  own  individual  judg- 
mcntf,  would  be  deiiroui  to  avoid. 

Lord  John  Run§U  rose  to  order,  I 
waa,  perhaps,  to  blame  for  not  interrupt- 
ing the  noble  Lord  when  he  used  these 
werda  in  (he  first  instance;  but  as  he  has 
BOW  repeated  them,  I  will  not  evade  the 
opportunity  of  pointing  out  why  I  con- 
naive  them  to  be  disorderly.  I  can  con- 
ceive nothing  conveying  a  greater  impnta- 
tioB  of  dishonour  to  any  set  of  men,  than 
the  BBstrtion  that  they  are  driven  on  by 
others  to  adopt  mtssures  which,  in  their 
hearts  as  individuals,  they  would  be 
anaious  lo  avoid.  I  ihould  have  thought, 
indeed,  that  the  noble  Lord  would  have 
bean  one  of  the  last  to  prefer  sue 
dia^,  because,  however  other*  might 
have  l>ean  ignorant  of  it,  I  abould  have 
thought  that  the  noble  Lord,  of  all  r 
knew  the  difierence  of  opinion  which  long 
prevailed  in  ibe  Cabinet,  of  which  he  wsa 
a  member,  on  this  subject.  The  noble 
Lord  having  now  repeated  the  words 
which  I  conceived  lo  ha  objectionable  and 
disorderly,  I  am  now  obliged  lo  ask  you, 
Sir,  whether  it  ia  in  order  for  any  lion. 
Hembar  to  lay  apoit  uy  Mandwr  of  th« 


Qovernraonl  a  oha^  which  irapSei,  «a  I 
aooccivo,  the  graataet  dishonnnr,  and 
which  could  not  be  attributed  te  any  in* 
dividual  Member  of  the  House  witbmit  a 
palpable  breach  of  the  order  of  debate. 

The  Chairman:  The  Committee  wilt 
aee  the  great  difficulty  of  the  situation  in 
which  I  am  placed.  I  repeat  the  express 
aion — the  Committee  must  not  only  sea, 
but  1  should  hope  it  would  feel,  the  dlffi* 
culty  of  my  situation.  If  I  were  apon* 
taneously— [does  any  hon.  Gentleman  ra* 
fuse  to  hear  the  opinion  of  the  Cbairman 
after  it  ha*  been  asked  ?]  I  say  that  the 
difficulty  under  which  I  am  placed  is  not 
one  of  a  light  nature.  Ifl  were  spon> 
taneously  to  interrupt  every  hon.  Member 
who  tran^^esses  the  rules  and  orders  of 
the  House,  I  should  indeed  have  a  laberMua 
duty  to  perform.  1  abstain  from  doing  so, 
because  I  am  afraid  of  protracting  the 
businesa  of  the  House;  but  at  the  same 
time,  I  trust  1  shall  never  be  deterred 
by  any  feeling,  from  taking  the  proper 
course  when  any  hon.  Member  aeriouslv 
traosgreisei  the  rules  of  the  House.  If  I 
ba  directly  appealed  to,  to  say  whether  it 
be  disorderly  or  not  for  one  hon.  Member 
to  attribute  motives  to  another,  I  can  only 
reply — undoubtedly  it  is;  but  the  noble 
Lord  must  pardon  me  if  I  lay  that  a  dis> 
tiuetion  is  to  be  drawn  between  the  appli- 
cation of  particular  terms  to  individuals, 
and  to  bodies  of  men.  Undoubtedly,  if 
motives  of  an  atrocious  nature  were  im« 
puted  either  to  the  Government  as  a  body, 
or  to  a  Member  of  the  House,  in  hie 
individual  capacity,  I  should  feel  myself 
bound  to  Interfere;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
I  must  say,  that  I  consider  the  charge 
made  by  toe  noble  Lord  (Stanley)  in  tha 
course  of  his  speech  to-ni);ht,  snd  which 
he  has  just  now  repeated,  is  one  which  I 
expected  would  not  be  objected  lo  at  tha 
present  moment  as  disorderly,  but  one 
which  would  be  refuted,  in  the  progresa 
of  the  debate,  hy  some  of  the  noble  Lords  or 
right  hon.  Gentlemen,  who  sit  on  the  right 
of  the  chair.  I  certainl<rdid  not  consider 
it  as  of  a  nature  imputing  dishonourabU 
motives  to  the  Government,  and  therelbre 
I  did  not  interfere. 

Lord  Stanky  :  I  am  of  your  opinion, 
Sir,  that  in  the  observations  I  made, 
founded  as  those  observslions  were  npon 
the  declarsiions  of  the  Prime  Minister,  I  did 
not  transgress  any  of  those  rules  of  order 
which  govern  the  conduct  of  debate  in  thta 
House.    If  avat  I  an  ao  tinCHtunate  ••  to 
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do  so,  I  hope  1  Rhall,  at  all  times,  be 
■  found  ready  to  bow  at  ooce  to  the  decioion 
of  the  Chair,  and  express  m;  regret  that 
uy  hasty  language  of  mine  should  have 
been  the  cause  of  inletcupting  the  progress 
of  the  discussion.  The  noble  Lord  then 
continued  to  obserre,  that  the  argument 
be  was  pursuing  at  the  time  he  was  inter- 
rupted was,  that  if  the  great  iuducement 
held  out  for  the  adoption  of  the  Bill,  was 
the  producing  a  feeling  of  coolentment 
amongst  a  large  portion  of  ihe  people  of 
Ireland;  he  wished,  in  the  first  instance, 
to  be  satisfied,  before  he  made  the  sacrifice 
demanded  of  him,  that  the  general  object 
for  which  it  was  made  was  likely  to  be 
obcaiaed;  and  in  order  to  show  that  this 
Bill  would  not  effect  that  object,  he  was 
stating  the  opinion  of  the  hon,  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny,  who  accused  him 
of  garbling  bis  letter,  und  whose  attention 
he  therefore  now  ventured  lo  request  to 
some  passages  taken  from  the  same  letter 
which  he  was  about  to  quote.  The  hon. 
and  learned  GeodeiuaD  proceeded,  in  a 
subsequent  part  or  hit  last  address  to  the 
people  of  Great  Britain,  in  these  terms: 
'*  Let  me  add,  however,  that  in  (he  case  of 
the  Catholics  there  is  a  feature  of  greater 
strength, and  more  distinctness.  Itisthis: 
here  tithes  were  instituted,  there  glebes 
were  set  apart,  not  by  Ptotestaats  for  Pro- 
testant worship,  hut  by  Catholics  for  Ca- 
Ibolic  worship.  They  were  ours;  we 
assigned  them  for  our  purposeS'-lhe  pur- 
poses of  the  ten  thousand— the  force  of 
law,or  rather  the  law  of  force,  has  unjustly 
torn  them  from  the  Catholics,  whose  pro- 
perly they  were,  and  given  to  them  the 
2U0  Protestants,  whose  property  ibey  were 
ool."  What  was  tlie  inference  to  bedrawn 
from  this  passage?  With  such  opinions 
addressed  lo  them,  wlmt  sort  of  satisfaction 
was  a  measure  such  as  the  present  likely 
to  give  to  the  people  f  What,  too,  was 
the  heading  of  this  letter?  "  Jus^ce — 
justice  for  Ireland."  "  Here  tithes,  there 
glebes,"  said  the  hon.  and  learued  Gen- 
tleman, "  were  ours—they  were  unjustly 
torn  from  us — ^ou,  the  people  of  Great 
Britain,  do  justice,  and  restore  them  to 
us."  There  would  be  some  sense,  some 
reason,  some  logic  in  that  ai^ument ;  but 
there  is  no  sense,  no  reason,  no  logical 
deduction  to  be  found  in  the  proposition, 
vbich,  afler  the  premises  laid  down  by  the 
hoQ.  and  learned  Gentleman  in  his  letter, 
aays,  "  Let  us  take  from  the  revenues  of 
Um  £cublished  Cbaicb  a  miserable  portion 


fot  the  purposes  of  general  education, 
leaving  the  whole  of  the  remainder  to 
Protestant  uses.  Let  us  give  nothing  to  the 
Roman  Catholics,  who  formerly  had  all,  but 
let  us  apply  a  small  portion  to  the  purpo««a 
of  general  education,  and  then  the  people 
of  Ireland  will  believe  that  you  have  dona 
them  justice,  whilst  at  the  same  time  they 
have  this  letter  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  in  their  hands,  and  they  will  be 
contented,  and  all  will  be  peace  and  Iran- 
quillity."  But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tieman  went  further,  and  said,  "  The 
people  of  Ireland  are  moderate,  they  are 
easily  satisBed,  they  do  not  demand  all 
this  at  present.  Less  would  now  content 
them.  Yes  ;  but  for  how  long  T  The  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  prepaied 
to  do  all  that  was  now  necessa^  to  satisfy 
the  demands  of  the  Irish  people— let  him 
just  point  out,  in  the  words  of  the  boo.  and 
learned  Member,  what  those  demands 
were.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
concluded  his  address  tn  these  words  :— 
"  Well,  the  Irish  are,  at  present,  mora 
moderate,— less  would  oow  content  us— 
we  desire  to  have  tithes  totally  abolished  ; 
or  if  any  part  remains  to  be  levied,  that  it 
shall  be  applied  to  the  purpose  of  giving 
education  to  all  classes  of  the  people.  We 
do  not,  at  present,  demand  the  glebes  fot 
the  residence  of  the  pastors  whom  the 
people  prefer;  but  1  candidly  acknowledge 
that,  as  the  contest  continues  and  grows 
wEu-m — as  the  Protestant  clergy  identify 
themselves  with  the  wholesale  slaughterers 
in  the  field,  and  with  the  more  vesatioua 
and  exasperating  villainy  of  the  Exchequer 
attorneys — as  the  ideas  they  excite  are  of 
the  Rathcormacs,  red  with  the  blood  of 
the  sons  of  widows,  or  of  the  odious  Ex- 
chequer rebellious  writs— all  connexion 
with  religious  institutions  is  fo^lten,  and 
the  Irish  Juggernaut  of  plunder  and  mas- 
sacre stands  prominent,  as  demanding 
those  sacrifices  which  we  formerly  thought 
were  only  made  to  a  mere  diSerence  in 
religion.  The  time  is,  from  these  causes, 
fast  arising  when  a  compromise  will  be 
iinpossihie  ;  and  those  who  now  refuse  bd 
amicable  and  moderate  arrangement,  will 
have  to  blame  themselves  when  a  similar 
arrangement  shall  be  rejected  indignantly, 
contemptuously,  by  the  people  of  Ire- 
land." A  compromise  impossible! — a 
compromise  upon  what  terras?  The  total 
abolition  of  all  tithes,  and  the  application 
of  whatever  might  be  left  of  tevenue  to  the 
Esublisbed  Cnutcb,  to  the  pHtpoH<  0( 
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general  educttion.  ThJB  wbb  the  atnicDble 
and  moderate  amiD|enieDt  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  h on.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
the  House  would  have  to  blame  itEelf  for 
not  adopting.  Did  his  noble  Friend  the 
SecTetar;  for  Ireland  (Lord  Morpeth)  re- 
collect the  discusBion  which  took  place  in 
that  HouBe  two  or  three  dajs  ago  ?  Did 
be  recollect  how  tdrd;  of  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers, who  assumed  to  themselves  the  claim 
of  being  the  representatives  ot  all  Ire- 
lind,  voted  on  that  occasion  ?  Did  his 
noble  Friend  recollect,  that  the  diriaton 
look  place  npon  an  amendment  moved  in 
his  ovn  Bill  7  Did  he  recollect  that  it 
was  a  motion  for  the  total  abolition  of  all 
tithe — for  the  exemption  of  all  persons  of 
all  religious  peraoaaions  whatever,  from  the 
future  parent  of  tithes  in  Ireland  ?  Did 
bis  noole  Friend  recollect,  that  of  the 
twenty-two  leprcsentatives  of  Ireland  who 
voted  on  that  occasion,  four  only,  includ- 
ing the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny, were  found  to  support  the  motion 
of  the  Goremment,  the  other  eighteen 
▼otiog  at  once  in  favour  of  the  proposition 
(brtbetotal  abolition  of  tithes.  This,  then, 
was  a  specimen  of  the  sort  of  contentment 
which  was  to  be  afTorded  by  this  Bill  to 
the  7,000,000  of  Irishmen  who  professed 
the  Catholic  faith.  With  such  an  instance 
before  him,  he  thought  it  was  not  too 
much  to  say,  that  the  arrangement  pro- 
posed to  be  made  b^  this  Bill,  would  be 
neither  final  nor  satisfactory.  His  noble 
Friend  knew,  and  knew  well,  that  it  was 
perfect  illusion  to  suppose  that  the  mea- 
sure could  be  final,  or  that  it  could  be  sa- 
tisfactory. In  the  adoption  of  the  present 
Bill,  Government  would  be  introducing  e 
dangerous  principle,  carried  into  effect  by 
dangerous  machinery,  and  guarded  by  no 
provisions  of  a  restraining  kind.  It  was  a 
measure  which  would  tend  to  (he  destruc- 
lioo  of  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland. 
The  Prime  Minister  himself  had  admitted 
that  it  would  give  a  great  blow  to  Pro- 
tertantism  in  that  country.  It  was  obvious 
that  it  would  give  no  contentment,  and 
yet  all  the  arguments  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
were  rested  upon  the  general  assertion, 
that  it  would  not  injure  the  Protestant 
Church,  and  that  it  would  give  content- 
ment to  the  Irish  people.  He  said  that  it 
would  do  neither  one  nor  the  other,  and  ht 
trusted  thBttbeGovemmentwouIdseeberori 
long,  by  their  diminishing  majority  ia  tha 
House,  that  they  had  the  people  of  Eng' 
land  Bgtinat  them,  and  againit  their  plai 


of  dealing  with  the  property  of  the  Church 
in  Ireland,  in  the  tame  way  as  hs  was 
satisfied  that  plain  sense  and  plain  reason 
were  ftgainst  it ;  and  that  they  would  never 
be  permitted,  under  the  frillacious  hope  of 
efiecting  a  compromise,  to  sacrifice  the 
Irish  Protestant  Church,  and  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  ProteslHHt  leligion  in  Ireland, 
to  arguments  which,  if  ihev  meant  any- 
thing  at  all,  led  ro  this  necessary  conclu- 
sion, that  for  the  Protestant  there  thonld 
be  instituted  a  Catholic  ascendancy  in 
Ireland. 

Mr.  Pouller  begged  in  explanation  to 
say,  that  in  reference  to  the  point  alluded 
to  by  the  noble  Lord  (Stanley,)  he  (Mr. 
Pouller)  was  now  aware  that  he  should 
have  referred  lo  the  Tithe  Commutation 
Act,  and  not  to  the  Church  Temponlitiea 
Act. 

Mr.  O'Connell  had  not  intended  to  tres- 
pass on  the  attention  of  the  House  on  this 
occasion.  His  opinions  upon  the  subject 
now  under  discussion  had  been  so  often 
expressed,  that  he  thought  the  Honie 
must  be  weary  of  hearing  them.  But  the 
noble  Lord  had  rendered  it  impossible  that 
he  should  be  wholly  silent.  The  noble 
Lord  had  selected  a  happy  illustration  in 
favour  of  the  present  measure  from  that 
very  letter  of  his  (Mr.  O'Connell's),  from 
which  he  had  quoted  some  passages.  It 
was  stated  in  that  letter,  that  in  one  parish 
in  Ireland,  9,990  Roman  CatbolicB  were 
made  to  pay  tithes  to  a  Protestant  pastor, 
who  had  only  a  congregation  of  77  Pro- 
testants, being  the  whole  amount  of  the 
Protestants  in  that  parish.  He  BUpposed 
that  ibis  was  all  in  consonance  wiih  the 
reason,  the  common  sense  and  the  sound 
logic,  of  which  they  had  heard  so  much 
from  the  noble  Lord ',  but  was  it  Protest- 
antism? Whilst  such  things  were  allowed 
to  continue  who  was  it  that  gave  the  blow 
to  Protestantism  ?  Was  it  he  who  insisted 
on  the  plunder  of  the  9,990  Roman  Ca- 
tholics to  supply  the  spiritual  wants  of  77 
ProtestantB,  who  never  saw  their  clergy- 
man? Or  was  it  he  who  said  that  this 
was  a  state  of  things  which  brought 
scandal  upon  the  Protestant  Church, 
indicted  an  injury  upon  the  Catholic 
people,  and  ought  therefore  to  be  dis- 
continued.     Nay,   it    WHS    a    fact,    that 
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taken  tbe  trouble  to  go  all  the  way  from 
Baib  or  Cheltenbam  to  Ireland  for  the 

Eurpote  of  (giving  a  vote  againit  bim  at 
is  election  for  Kerry.  Was  thia  Ptotest- 
antUm  7  He  mainlaiued  that  the  noble 
Lord  (Staaley)  was  the  bitterest  enemy  to 
Protestantiam.  The  noble  Lord's  dispo- 
aitioD  toward!  Ireland  waa  very  well  known, 
and  when  he  ipoke  of  the  condition  of 
tbat  country  it  waa  with  pleasure,  with 
animation — nay,  for  once,  ibere  was  even 
a  smile  upon  bis  countenance  which  re- 
minded him.  as  Curran  happily  said  of 
another  man,  of  a  silver  plate  upon  a 
coffin.  The  noble  Lord  had  read  a  pas- 
aage  from  his  (Mr.  O'Coonell's)  letter, 
which  would  imply  that  he  was  against 
any  compramiie  on  the  subject  of  tithes. 
If  the  noble  Lord  bad  stopped  short  in  his 
mtract  such  an  inference  might  have  been 
drawn  frum  the  first  patt  of  the  passage; 
but  luckily  for  him  (Mr,  O'Connell)  the 
noble  Lord  had,  in  tbe  vehemence  of  his 
faeliRgs  at  the  moment,  a  little  overshot 
tbe  mark,  and  instead  of  condning  himself 
to  a  portion,  read  (he  whole  of  tbe  passage, 
in  the  latter  part  of  which  it  was  not  only 
implied,  but  directly  stated,  in  the  broadest 
■ad  most  direct  terms,  that  there  was  now 
a  prospect  of  a  moderate  and  reasonable 
arrangement;  and  he  said  further  in  his 
ktter,  and  he  repeated  the  same  assertion 
sow,  tbat  all  those  who  refused  to  accede 
to  that  moderate  and  reasonable  arrange- 
ment, were  enemies  to  the  Protestant 
Church    in    Ireland.     He   was  ready   to 

Erove  this.  What  was  the  first  Bill 
rought  into  Parliament  upon  tbe  subject 
by  L<»'d  Hatherton?  It  was  a  measure 
which  wculd  having  given  to  the  Protest- 
ant clergy  in  Ireland  77/.  lOt.  per  cenL 
apon  their  tithe  composition  throughout 
Ireland,  payable  at  the  Treasury.  Tbat 
Bill  the  noble  Lord  (Stanley)  opposed ; 
and  then,  to  be  sure,  he  talked  to  them  of 
his  noble  Friends.  He  thought  he  had 
shaised  the  noble  Lord  out  of  tbe  use  of 
that  term.  Instead  of  noble  Friends, 
noble  thimble-riggers  he  should  have  call- 
ed them.  He  had  heard  the  noble  Lord 
call  his  previous  colleagues  hii  noble 
Friends  one  moment,  and  the  moment 
afVer  describe  tbem  all  as  thimble-riggers. 
No  phrase,  indeed,  was  too  vulgar  for  the 
noble  Lord,  provided  it  were  virulent 
enough.  Well,  the  noble  Lord  opposed 
this  Bill,  giving  77L  lOi.to  the  clergy. 
,And  why?  Was  there  any  appropriation 
cImub  ia  iti    No,  iher«  wu  no  tp^o-. 


priation  clause  in  it?  But  the  noble  Lord 
opposed  it  because  he  was  a  friend  to  the 
ChuTcb.  Tbe  Bill  was  rejected  by  the 
Lords,  who  would  also,  in  spite  of  reason 
and  argument,  reject  this  Bill,  because  it 
contained  an  appropriation  clause.  When 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamnorth,  came  into  power,  what  waa 
the  Bill  which  the  gallant  Officer  opposite 
(Sir  Henry  Hardinge)  brought  in  I  A  Bill 
reducing  the  income  of  the  clergy  frCHa 
77^  10s.,  which  was  the  amount  fixed  by 
his  (Mr,  O'Connell's)  Bill,  to  75i.  a-year. 
The  noble  Lord  (Stanley)  supported  tbat 
Bill;  and  it  would  have  been  carriad 
through  the  House  of  Lords  if  it  had  mat 
the  sanction  of  tbe  Commons.  But  was 
that  all?  Last  year  another  Bill  was 
brought  in  and  passed  this  House ;  it  con- 
tained an  appropriation  clause.  How 
much  did  that  Bill  give  the  clergy?  It 
gave  them  72f.  lOi.,  five  per  cent.  l«aB 
than  his  Bill  gave  them.  In  the  Commitiva 
of  the  House  of  Lords  that  part  of  the  Bill 
was  adopted.  And  these  were  tbe  friends 
of  the  Protesiant  Church?  These  were 
the  friends  of  the  clergy,  who  charged  btm 
with  wishing  to  deprive  tbem  of  their  pro- 
perty ?  If  the  majority  had  consented  to 
have  given  up  the  appropriation  clauae, 
that  Bill  would  have  been  law  at  tbe  pre- 
sent moment.  What  had  happened  lincn? 
By  the  Bill  now  before  tbe  House,  the 
clergy  would  get  67^.  10s.,  eiactly  ten  per 
cent,  less  than  the  Bill  which  be  had  pro- 
posed would  have  given  ihem.  This  vraa 
what  the  common  sense  and  logic  of  the 
noble  Lord  had  done.  Was  he  not  right, 
then,  in  warning  the  noble  Lord  and  bis 
party,  that  they  would  not  have  anch 
another  opportunity  of  arranging  thia 
question  as  waa  now  |»«Bented  to  ibem  T 
The  noble  Lord,  in  commenting  upon  the 
letter  which  he  (Mr.  O'Connell)  bad  kd- 
dressed  to  the  people  of  England,  omitted 
to  notice  that  part  of  it  in  which  the  con- 
duct of  the  clergy  of  Ireland  was  signalized 
by  their  proceedings  in  the  Coort  of  Ex- 
chequer, Did  the  noble  Lord  think  that 
tbat  conduct  had  mada  no  impressioa  in 
Ireland  ?  "  I  tell  the  noble  Lord  (said  the 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman]  that  a  com- 
promise he  may  get  this  year.  He  may 
not  get  it  next  year.  I  had  almoat  said, 
he  shall  not  get  it  next  year.  Every  boar 
is  diminishioK  the  value,  and  increuiag 
the  price."  That  was  the  style  in  wbieli 
tbe  noble  Lord  gave  protectioo  to  th* 
Cborch  of  Ireland,    Ha  Ud  iatmiM  ta 
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Committee  od  tliis  Bill  to  have  proposed    Ireland,  for  he  would  repeat  that  phrau 
B  plan  which  would  have  given  satisraction  '  till  he  bad  carried  it  into  efiect,  it  would 


to  the  peopleof  Ireland,  at  least  for  B  til 
Did  any  man  believe  that  an;  Church  Bill 
nerel;  would  give  aatisfaction  to  Ireland, 
when  the  people  of  that  country  had  the 
baieit  of  outrages  inflicted  upon  them  hy 
Ihebauslarmen.  Wai  there  the  ilighlest 
hope  that  while  the  people  of  Enfrland  and 
Scotland  were  enjoying  Corporation  Re* 
form,  and  the  people  of  Ireland  were  de- 
clared unfit  and  unworthy  to  enjoy  thote 
rights — ai  long  as  that  injuitice  wai  done 
them,  and  done  them  too,  as  he  had  heard, 
though  it  had  been  denied,  upon  the 
grouod  of  their  being  aliens  from  this 
country,  it  was  impossible  that  satisfaction 
could  M  given  to  Ireland.  Ves,  that  was 
KDOlber  and  an  additional  insolt  cast  npon 
bis  country.  But  the  plan  he  was  Btuut 
to  propose  was  not  that  the  amount  should 
be  reduced  to  701.,  and  2/.  lOt,  for 
Ihfl  collection,  but  that  it  should  be 
reduced  to  601.,  and  that  ten  per  cent, 
•boald  be  collected  from  (he  quit-rents  of 
the  Crown  lands  in  Ireland,  and  which 
were  now  applied  to  beautify  towns  in 
England,  but  which  ought  to  be  applied 
to  the  benefit  of  Ireland.  This  would  make 
70^.,  and  the  21.  lOj.  he  should  propose  to 
be  given  as  a  bomu  to  every  tithe-payer 
who  paid  his  tithe.  That,  with  the  appro- 
priation clause,  would  have  salisiied  those 
who  were  now  calumniated  as  being  the 
enemies  of  the  Protestant  Church,  and 
who,  at  all  events,  would  be  paying  men 
to  tbat  amount  from  whom  they  derived 
no  service  whatever.  If  that  plan  were 
adopted,  be  waa  quite  convinced  that  at 
present,  at  least,  it  would  be  accepted  with 
gratitude,  and  would  lay  one  of  the  foun- 
dation stones  for  the  tranquilliiation  of 
Ireland.    But  he  did  not  propose  that ;  best?    The  Protestants  were  quite  right, 


nut  pass.  And  why  did  he  say  so  T  What 
had  been  the  effect  of  the  accumulated 
majorities  in  this  House  in  favour  of  a 
measure  of  justice  to  Ireland?  Did  (hey 
make  one  single  allusion  to  it?  What 
hope  then  was  there,  that  by  whatever 
numerical  majority  a  measure  favourable 
to  Ireland  might  be  carried  in  this  House, 
it  would  be  more  favourably  received  by 
the  House  of  Lords  ?  Why  the  Commont 
were  treated  with  as  much  contempt  as  if 
the  majority  were  but  a  unit,  as  if  the 
measures  tliis  House  had  passed  were 
carried  by  a  solitary  vote.  But  that  House 
bore  such  insults  paiienlly,  for  they  never 
were  wearied  in  persecuting  Ireland.  For 
sis  hundred  years  the  same  system  had 
bnen  pursued  towards  Ireland.  When 
the  Irish  petitioned  Edward  the  3rd,  who 
was  called  (he  English  Justinian,  to  ad- 
mil  them  into  a  community  with  the  Eng- 
lish, and  to  share  the  protection-  which 
they  enjoyed,  what  waa  the  answer!  He 
referred  tbeir  petition  to  the  great  Lords, 
and  what  was  their  reply?  That  It  was 
not  for  their  own  interest  that  the  Irish 
should  be  admitted  into  a  community 
with  the  English.  That  was  the  answer 
given  in  the  year  1 336,  j  ust  500  years  ago  ; 
and  here  was  a  noble  Lord  just  500  years 
afterwards,  as  ready  as  ever  to  carry  that 
resolution  into  effect.  The  difference  of 
race  was  the  first  pretence — aliens  in 
blood ;  a  difference  in  religion  waa 
the  last  pretence — aliens  in  religion ! — the 
cruelly  always  the  same,  the  paltry  excuse 
varying.  It  was  now  the  sublimity  of  the 
Protestant  Cburcb.  Why  what  was  i  t  to 
the  Irish  who  did  not  beheve  in  the  Pro- 
testant Church,  who  did  not  think  it  the 


motion,  nor  would  he.  The  noble  Lord 
bad  talked  of  the  motion  which  had  re- 
cently been  made  for  the  total  extinction 
of  tithes,  and  bad  referred  to  the  division 
upon  it.  He  (Mr.  O'Connell)  opposed 
that  motion.  He  did  so,  because  he  knew 
Ireland  as  well  as  any  noble  Lord  or  hon. 
Gentleman  in  that  House.  He  knew  the 
festenag  of  their  souls  under  the  recent 
conduct  they  bad  experienced  ;  ha  knew 
the  indignation  that  Ihcy  felt;  end  he 


who  thought  it  the  best,  to  use  it  as  an 
argument,  but  to  the  Catholics  it  was  no 
argument  at  all.  The  noble  Lord  had  not 
attempted  to  deny  tbat  the  glebes  now  in 
the  possession  of  the  Protestant  Church, 
were  originally  dedicated  to  the  paston  of 
the  Catholic  people.  But  this,  and  all 
other  property,  the  Protestants  continued 
to  plunder  from  the  Catholics,  until  they 
extinguished  the  legislative  independence 
of  Ireland  by  the  Union — promising  with 


knew  tbat  Ihey  exprasMd  not  their  judg-  i  that  union  to  give  to  her  people  a  oom- 


ment,  bat  their  resentment,  when  they 
divided  npoQ  that  motion.  He  knew 
that.    But  he  knew  also,  tbat  if  this  Bill 

Eiceeded  to  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
d  out  creit  the  hop*  of  doing  jiuticfl  to 


munity  of  rights,  privileges,  fraochiMS, 
and  liberties  with  the  rest  of  the  empire, 
but  which  promise  had  ncTcr  yet  been  ful* 
filled.  Then. Btthe  end  of  twenty-nine  years 
ftfler  iKlud  bad  forced  then  to  pTt 
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of  the  bon.  and  latned  Gentteimti  (Mr. 
O'Connell)  whicli  bore  npon  the  qneflion 
before  them.  He  would  endeavour  to  tb- 
stain  from  the  violence  of  language  and 
manner  which  characterised  that  tpeech. 
He  would  not  attempt  to  defend  the  noUe 
Lord  (Lord  Stanley)  who  nt  near  him, 
from  the  virulent  penonal  attack  the  bon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  nude  upon 
that  noble  Lord ;  it  wai,  indeed,  easy  to 
conceive  that  the  noUe  Lord  entertained 
a  sense  of  high,  and  nohle,'  and  geneiooa 
friendship  of  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  could  form  no  juit  Idea;  md 
the  noble  Lord  could  bear  tip  aninit  the 
lesson  the  bon.  and  learned  Genueman  had 
read  him  on  vulgarity,  while  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  illustrated  his  own  esti- 
mate of  good  hreedine,  hj  comparing  the 
countenance  of  the  noble  Lord  to  a  tin  plate 
upon  a  coffin.  But  aa  to  the  only  two 
pointB  (^  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  teamed 
Gentleman  which  touched  upon  the  preaeat 
debate— bis  letter,  referred  to  bf  the  nobis 
Lord,  and  the  Aniraidnienta  the  ban.  md 
leamed  Gentleman  had  ontpeaed  to  the 
Bill  propoaed  W  Lord  Hatnetton,  when  he 
was  Secretary  for  Ireland.  First,  with  n~ 
spect  to  the  letter,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  asked  the  nobis  Lori.  was  diete 
logic  or  Protestantism  in  nutintainiiw  a 
Protestant  Establishment  in  a  paiidi  where 
the  majority  of  the  people  were  Roman 
Catholic !  —but  the  hon.  and  learned  Gest- 
tleman  did  not  venture  to  deny  the  just  in- 
ference of  the  noble  Lord  fraiu  such  an 
argument  as  thai— that  the  present  Bill, 
which  the  Government  professed  to  support. 
on  the  ground  of  its  giving  permaneney  to 
the  established  Church  in  Ireland,  could 
never  be  satisfactory  to  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman,  and  those  with  whom  be 
acted,  upon  any  other  principle  than  aa 
being  a  first  step  to  the  consummation  thej 
so  devoutly  laboured  for,  and  nothing  dtort 
of  which  would  satisfy  thea>— the  entin 
annihilation  of  the  Protertant  EataUt^. 
ment  in  Ireland.  Then  with  regari  to  tlM 
Bill  which  the  hon.  and  teamed  Gentle. 
man  properly  denominated  hii  Bin.  he 
maintained  that  that  Bill  did,  in  iiiillaaiw, 
if  not  in  form,  contaia  an  Appropnatian 
Clause,  for  it  todt  forty  per  cent,  fren  the 
permanent  property  of  the  Churoli  and 
gave  it  to  the  landed  interest,  at  the  nose 
time  also  making  a  present  advance  to  tite 
deivy  out  of  the  Perpetuity  Purdute  Fund 
—the  hon.  and  leamed  Gentlenan  thus 
offering  a  part  of  the  Spoils  to  eadi  of 
those  whom  he  invited  to  bcoome  partiea  to 


they  did  it  in  that  pitiful 
and  paltry  manner  so  as  to  bring  the  legis- 
lative body  in  collision  with  an  individual. 
And  now,  in  the  present  Session,  behold 
what  their  conduct  wast  Why,  he  was 
told  that  it  was  perfectly  safe  for  the  other 
House  to  act  as  it  did.  He  had  heard  it 
naked,  what  harm  had  accrued  to  the 
Lords  from  the  course  they  had  taken  ? 
What  harm  ?  Wai  it  no  harm  to  be  con- 
victed in  the  mind  of  every  just  and  honest 
man  of  injustice?  But  nothing  would 
operate  upon  such  minds.  Persuasion  had 
no  force  with  them.  He  bad  heard  one 
jouaggentleman  to-night,  while  talking  of 
the  rights  of  the  Irish,  by  way  of  a  set -off, 
ask,  had  not  the  English  rights,  too  7  He 
wontd  ask,  whether  any  English  Member 
had  ever  stood  up  in  that  House  for  the 
rights  of  Englishmen  who  had  not  been 
supported  by  Irishmen  ?  Why,  then,  did 
the  bon.  Member  taunt  him  with  the 
rights  of  Englishmen  ?  Did  he  conceive 
that  the  English  were  not  powerful  or  free 
without  having  the  pleasure  of  trampling 
upon  Ireland,  and  without  being  able  to 
gratify  that  spirit  embodied  in  the  noble 
Lord,  who  was  governed  by  a  species  of 
half  fanaticism,  which  might  be  religion 
but  was  not  charity  ?  But  no  matter 
what  the  majority  of  the  Commons  was, 
this  Bill  would  be  rejected  by  the  House 
of  Lords  with  an  alacrity  of  rejection  pecu- 
liar to  that  body  when  acting  for  evil. 
He  shoald  not  have  risen  if  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  spoken :  but  he  bad  now 
declared   his   mind    freely.     This  Bill,  if 

Ged,  might  conciliate  the  people  of  Ire- 
.  It  contained  a  principle  which  was 
valuable:  the  principle  of  approprietioa, 
which,  if  honestly  and  justly  applied, 
might  put  an  end  to  that  spirit  of  ascen- 
dancy which  was  originated  in  crime  and 
maintained  in  blood.  Yes,  it  might  have 
that  effect ;  but  be  despaired  of  its  being 
allowed  to  pass.  He  was  ready  now  to 
give  his  utmost  aid  io  carrying  it  into 
effect  i  but  be  would  not  promise  to  do  so 
next  year. 

Mr.  Skmv  said,  that  there  appeared,  on 
At  part  of  the  House,  so  genn^  a  dedre 
to  divide,  that  afler  having  risen,  he  had 
again  resumed  his  seat;  but  as  he  saw  the 
noble  Lord  opporite  (Loid  John  Russell) 
intended  to  speak  before  the  division,  he 
(Ur.  Shaw),  making  every  allowance  for 
die  exhausted  state  of  the  House  and  the 
snljjeet,  would  say  a  very  few  words  in 
•aswac  to  the  sm^  portion  of  the  ^eech 
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Hie  i^poliuioiij  but  they  indignant 
jetted  the  propositum  ;  snd  what  v 
noil.  GentlemaD's  subseqaent  comment 
upon  it — that  all  be  had  meant  in  destroy- 
ing the  Protestant  Church  was,  "  to  make 
two  Intes  of  the  cherry."  It  was  quite  con- 
trary to  the  fact,  as  stated  on  the  other 
side,  that  the  friends  of  the  Church  had 
never  proposed  plans  for  its  iraproveroetit, 
until  the  questioa  of  appropriation  had 
been  raised.  His  right  ban.  Friend  on  his 
right  (Mr.  Goulburn),  and  many  other 
friends  of  the  Church,  had  introduced 
various  improvemeDts  into  the  tilhe  system, 
and  into  Ihe  Church  iteelf.  He  must,  be- 
fore sitting  down,  deny  the  statement  of  the 
hoD.  Member  for  Tipperary,thHt  the  voice  of 
the  people  of  England  waa  in  &vour  of 
that  measure ;  where  did  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man find  that  voice  ?  Was  it  in  Devonshire  ? 
in  Staffordshire?  in  Northamptonshire 7 
or  more  recently  in  Warwichshire  ?  Na 
And  he  was  confident  that  the  noble  Lord 
opposita  would  not  find  it  that  night  in  the 
votes  of  the  people  of  England's  tepresen- 
tatireg.  The  English  were  a  practical 
people;  they  would  not  be  satisfied  that 
the  time  of  the  House  and  the  country  was 
taken  up  with  discussing  the  abstract  prin- 
ciple of  a  non-existing  surplus,  in  legis- 
lating upon  a  mere  hypothesis  ;  with  that 
House  practising  a  wilful  delusion,  while 
they  neglected  the  settlement  of  the  great 
and  important  question  of  tithe  property 
and  church  improvement,  to  which  the 
friends  of  the  Irish  Church  were  ready  to 
assent ;  but  the  truth  was,  this  Bill  went 
to  form,  not  to  disaoWe  unions — to  create, 
not  to  abolish  pluralities — to  prevent,  in- 
stead of  enforcing  residence ;  and,  so  far 
from  encouraging  the  working  cle^y,  it  was 
to  take  {ram  them  the  means  of  their  employ- 
ment and  subsistence.  He  entreated  the 
noUe  Lord  to  lay  aside  for  separate  consi- 
deration this  appropriation  clause,  which 
the  noble  Lord  weU  knew  had  served  the 

Surpose  for  which  it  weis  originally  intro- 
uced,  and  let  himself  and  the  Government 
in  good  earnest,  and  in  conjunction  with  the 
friends  of  the  Church,  to  the  equitable  ad- 
justmeKt  of  the  important  question  of  tilhe 
property,  which  thenoble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
for  iTeland,  had  described  as  to  necessary  for 
the  peace  and  tranquillity  of  that  country. 
Lord  John  Rutsell  spoke  to  the  follow- 
ing effect:  Although  most  unwilling, 
after  so  many  debates  upon  this  subject, 
and  at  this  time  of  the  eveuing,  when 
the  House  is  desirous  to  come  to  a 
difiiion,  to  prolotig  the  debate;  yet  I 
VOL.  XXXIV.  {BS} 


submit  to  the  Hoaae,  Uist  the-  giave 
and  serious  charges,  involving  the  honour 
and  character  of  the  Administration,  which 
:  been  made  by  the  noble  Lord,  make 
^possible  for  me  not  to  trespass  upon  its 
attention.  When  I  put  it  to  the  Chair, 
whether  the  noble  Lord,  in  urging  bu(^ 
charges,  was  acting  according  to  the  ordera 
of  the  HciuEc,  I  was  told,  that  it  was 
difficult  to  hold  to  the  strict  line  of  order, 
but  that  the  Chairman  took  it  for  granted 
that  an  opportunity  for  a  reply  to  those 
charges  would  be  given.  Now,  Sir,  it  19 
JQ  conformity  with  that  opinion  stated  by 
the  Chair,  and  in  which  I  think  the  justice 
of  the  House  will  acquiesce,  that  I  venture 
to  implore  your  attention,  while  I  give 
some  re[^y  to  the  charges  which,  as  I  have 
already  said,  although  I  might  have  ex- 

C ted  them  from  others,  although  I  should 
e  little  attended  to  them  from  the 
mouth  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  down ;  yet,  coming  from  the 
quarter  that  they  came  irom,  and  surpri^ 
ing  me  as  they  do  coming  &om  that  quar- 
ter, I  cannot  consistently,  with  the  respect 
I  owe  my  own  character,  omit  to  notice. 
Sir,  the  amount  of  the  charge,  as  stated  by 
the  noble  Lord,  and  ss  re-asserted  in  a 
different  form  by  the  right  hun.  Gentleman, 
is  this,  that  upon  the  question  now  under 
consideration  we  have  been  driven  by  others, 
that  we  have  been  controlled  by  others, 
and,  finally,  that  this  clause  has  been  intro. 
duced  for  some  purpose,  which  purpose,  as 
it  has  bi«n  sometimes  expressed,  and  aa 
it  was  clearly  indicated  throughout  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  was  that  of  in- 
troducing a  question  on  which  we  had  no 
settled  opinion,  with  the  view  of  defeating 
the  Ministry  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.  I  am  obliged,  therefore,  to  ask 
the  attention  of  the  House  while  I  most 
unwillingly  refer  to  something  which  passed 
when  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley)  and 
myaelf  were  colleagues  together,  and  which 
at  this  distance  of  time,  and  after  the  qo> 
ble  Lord's  attack,  I  feel  myself  at  liberty  to 
speak  of.  When  the  noble  Lord  and  I 
were  colleagues  in  1832,  the  noble  Lord 
stated  in  this  House,  the  ojnnion  which  he 
has  since  so  frequently  and  so  consistently 
stated  with  respect  to  the  Irish  Church. 
I  stated,  on  the  other  hand,  that  that  Church 
was  too  great,  not  only  for  religious  pur> 
poses,  and  for  instructing  the  flock  com- 
mitted to  it,  but  that  it  was  too  large  for 
its  own  stability.  At  the  latter  end  of 
18S2  or  in  1833,  a  plan  was  prepared  fi>r 
the  consideration  of  the  Cabmet  <rf  that 
2S 
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imy,  in  accordance  with  the  views  of 
the  noble  Lord,  but  containing  no  appro- 
priation fbr  the  benefit  of  the  great  mass 
of  the  people  of  Ireland,  I  did  not  conceal 
tma  that  Cabinet ;  abore  all,  I  did  not 
conceal  from  the  head  of  that  Cabinet,  nor 
from  the  noble  Lord,  my  decided  opinion, 
that  some  part  of  the  revenues  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland  ought  to  be  devoted  to 
nurpnaes  of  initruction,  in  which  Roman 
Catholici  might  participate.  Sir,  the 
Boble  Lord  who  now  charges  me  witii 
being  driven  into  thig  opinion,  and  who 
connlenances  and  abets  in  this  House 
the  charge  that  we  are  baself  endeavour- 
ing to  retain  office  by  means  of  uphold- 
ing an  opinion  which  is  not  ours,  hut 
which  was  forced  on  us  by  othere,  that 
noble  Lord  has  heard  from  me,  as  his  CoL 
league,  sentiments  as  decided— if  possible, 
more  decided — than  those  which  I  have  at 
anv  time  uttered  in  this  House  upon  thi 
■object.  I  committed  those  opiuiona  and 
sentiments  to  writing,  in  the  form  of  a 
'letter  to  Lord  Grey,  vrith  which  I  in- 
tended to  accompany  my  resignation  of 
office;  hut  I  found  that  my  resignation 
would  have  brought  on,  in  a  very  short 
time,  as  he  assured  me,  the  resignatioii  of 
Lord  Althorp,  who  was  then  the  leader  of 
the  Miaisterial  party  in  this  House,  and 
might  ultimately  have  broben  up  the 
Cabinet.  I  was  told  by  a  Colleague  whom 
I  esteemed,  and  with  whom  I  have  the 
honour  now  to  sit  in  the  Cabinet,  that  the 
breahing  up  of  the  Ministrv  at  such  a  time, 
just  a^r  tue  passing  of  the  Reform  Gil), 
when  the  party  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  was  so  diminished,  and  when 
the  country  considered  that  the  Govem- 
inent  could  only  be  conducted  by  Earl 
Grey— I  was  told  that  I  should  be  talcing 
upon  myself  a  very  awful  responsibility, 
and  that  it  might  he  the  means  of  prevent- 
ing tlie  settlement  of  quiet  and  ^>od  Qo- 
verament  In  this  country.  I  yielded  to 
these  opinions,  but  I  did  not  yield  to  them 
without  Informing  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  Lancashire,  that,  although  I 
agreed  to  support  the  Bill  of  vhich  he  was 
the  author,  and  though  I  agreed  not  to 
divide  against  any  clause  in  the  Bill,  yet 
that  I  maintatoeri  my  own  opinions ;  and 
that  I  considered  the  Bill  as  only  the  com- 
mencement of  reforms  and  changes  which  I 
wished  to  introduce,  and  that,  when  that 
change  was  completed,  and  when  Parlia- 
ment should  have  given  its  assent  to  that 
Act,  I  should  consider  myself  at  lihertv  to 
bring  fbrward  and  support  the  principle  of 


which  I  had  been,  with  others,  the  mdroeats 
in  the  Cal>inet.  What  was  that  prinriplep 
the  very  principle  which  the  noble  Lord  DOir 
spoke  of,  as  if  it  were  an  opinion  taken  up 
by  me  yesterday  or  to-day  at  the  dictadon 
of  others.  Well,  Sir,  I  believe  I  shall  not 
he  contradicted  either  by  the  noHe  I^ord  w 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  fijr 
Cumberland,  when  I  say,  that  I  did  sup- 
port that  Bill  heartily  and  effectively  in 
this  House.  Indeed,  my  right  hon.  Fri'enH, 
the  Member  for  Cumberland,  quoted  some 
passage  out  of  the  speech  which  I  then  de- 
livered, while  speafcing  upon  the  147th 
Clause,  to  show  that  the  opinion  which  I 
entertained  at  that  time,  and  which  I  be- 
lieve  at  the  present  time,  was  correct,  that 
it  would  not  be  for  the  advantage  of  the 
country  at  that  moment  to  create  a  divi- 
sion and  break  up  the  Cabinet  on  the  aue»- 
tion  of  appropriation,  but  that  it  would  be 
better  to  cnny  the  measure,  then  under 
discussion,  without  mixing  up  that  ques- 
tion with  it,  As  soon  as  that  Bill  had 
pnssed,  I  remember — I  icnow  not  whether 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  tor 
Cumberiand,  will  recollect  it,  but  if  he  has 
nv  recollection  of  the  circumstance  he 
'ill  confirm  me  in  it — that  1  told  him 
that  my  opinion  was  the  same  as  ever, 
and  I  begged  him  to  inform  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  Lancashire  of  it,  if  he 
thought  lit}  but,  at  nil  events,  I  desired 
him  to  receive  it  for  his  own  informa- 
tion, that  I  considered  myself  at  libertv  at 
any  time  to  moot  iu  the  cabinet  and  in 
pHrliament  that  question,  namely,  the 
question  of  appropriation  of  Church  revenue 
to  purposes  not  now  strictly  called  ecclesi- 
astical. Well,  Sir,  in  the  course  of 
the  following  year  that  question  came 
to  be  a  matter  of  discussion,  and  I  waa 
ready  at  the  time,  as  ^  as  I  could, 
to  defer  for  one  year  that  division  in  the 
Cabinet  which  was  endently  approaching, 
but  I  declared,  and  that  openly,  Id  my 
place  in  this  House,  that  if  ever  there  was 
a  just  complaint  of  a  people,  it  was 
the  complaint  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
against  the  appropriation  of  the  Church 
revenues,  and  that  if  it  caused  me  to  make 
the  sacrifice  of  parting  from  those  with 
whom  1  was  united  in  affection  and  respect, 
yet  I  thought  the  cause  was  so  mighty  and 
important  «  one  that  I  should  not  hesitate 
to  make  that  sacrifice.  The  opinion  of  the 
majority  of  that  Cabinet  was  in  favour  of 
the  opinion  which  I  proflrased,  and  the  noble 
Lord,  with  three  of  my  other  Colleagues, 
retired  from  office  upon  that  rer/qoution^ 
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It  baiog  dutiuetJy  ondentood  i 
h»  opioMO,  an  ths  ooe  buid,  and 


I  what  WBB 
1,  and  vhat  was 
Mir  opinioo  on  the  other.  And,  Sir,  the 
HouM,  I  hope,  will  fbrgire  me,  after  words 
mad  by  me  having  been  quoted,  and 
^ilniona  attributed  to  me  from  a  misi^pre- 
faenaion  of  thoee  words,  if  I  quote  some  ob- 
Mmtiooa  which  1  made  that  t-eiy  Sessioo. 
J  laid,  "after  haring  declared  against  the 
aatabliafament  of  the  Roman  Cathohc  re- 
ligion in  IreJand,  I  at  the  same  time  aee 
nothing  inoonsiatent  or  wrong  in  the  ap- 
propriation of  a  part  of  any  surplus  of  the 
Church  rereoues  to  the  puapoaea  of  educa- 
tion, which,  while  it  i*  a  religious  and 
moral  education,  abill  also  be  of  such  a 
lUtare  as  will  allow  Roman  Catholics  as 
well  as  Protestants  to  iMrtakeirfitcqually." 
That  is  the  opinion  pren  by  me  on  SSrd 
ol  June,  1834.*  In  the  course  of  the 
nme  autumn  the  ri^ht  hon.  Baronet  op- 
poaite  came  into  power,  and  he,  instead  of 
declaring  that  be  was  ready,  aa  we  were, 
to  oonnoer  that  question,  and  to  arow  that 
there  was  nothing  wrong  in  such  an  appro- 
priation, declared  dlraotly  that  the  pnn- 
cspla  of  bis  Government  was  to  resist  such 
an  Mtopriation.  1  found  myself  com- 
palled  then,  aa  I  had  maintained  that 
principle  in  the  Cabinet  of  Lord  Grey,  and 
as  J  had  declared  in  this  House,  that  we 
would  not  go  on  another  year,  without  as- 
•ertiog  it  in  Parliament,  when  I  was  asked 
whether  the  questions  of  the  Irish  Church 
and  of  the  Irish  tithes  were  for  erer  to  re. 
main  unsettled.  I  felt  myself  compelled, 
in  conformity  with  the  opinions  I  had  al- 
ready eiprrased,  to  declare  tliat  principle 
in  the  Honae,  and  to  move  that  the  House 
should  agree  to  a  resolution  upon  1~ 
eubjeet.  During  a  great  part  of  the  tii 
that  I  have  just  gone  over,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny, was  in  opposition  to  the  Govern- 
ment. In  1834  he  was  very  much  opposed 
to  the  Gorernment,  declaring  his  mistrust 
•four  intentions.  At  a  later  period,  indeed, 
when  I  brought  the  question  forward,  he, 
of  course,  seeing  the  resolution  was  in  con- 
Airmity  with  his  own  views,  supported  it. 
And  now  I  ask  the  House,  such  having  been 
my  opinioti  for  so  long  a  time,  both  m  the 
Cabinet  and  in  the  House,  whether  the 
imputation  of  the  noble  Lord  can  be  well 
A>und(;d  which  has  been  thrown  upon  us  f 
And,  above  all,  I  will  ask  whether,  although 
it  mi^t  be  repeated  as  a  useful  cry  by  some 
of  the  retainers  of  the  party  of  which  the 
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right  hon.  Gentlemauj  the  Member  foe 
Tamworth,  is  the  head,  whether,  if  amon|; 
the  cries,  the  imputations,  and  the  calum> 
uies  of  partr,  it  was  unavoidable  that  sucb 
calumnies  sliould  be  used,  still  I  ask  the 
House,andIaskitwitbaIlsolemnity,whetfaat 
the  noble  Lord,  the  MemberforLaocaahirE^ 
ought  to  be  the  person  to  use  it }  The 
noble  Lord  says,  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  has  written  a  letter, 
in  which  he  declarei  that  he  will  not  pay, 
and  never  will  be  satisfied  white  be  is  re- 
quired to  pay  tithes,  and  he  proceeds  to 
quote  other  opinions  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  Sir,  that  hon.  and  learned  Gen* 
tiemao,  in  the  exercise  of  his  own  judg* 
moot,  and  in  his  own  view  of  what  is  but 
for  Ireland,  has  supported  the  present  Go> 
vernment.  The  present  Government  has 
received  from  him  undoubtedly  strong, 
and,  I  must  say,  very  bir,  and  honourable 
support.  But  I  never  found  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  evet 
gave  up  or  at  all  renounced  any  one  of  his 
optniona  upon  the  many  subjecta  which 
bare  engaged  his  attention— Hipioions  vary- 
ing from  oura,  and  which  he  carried  to  a 
much  greater  extent  than  we  have  ever 
been  inclined  to  go,  calling  for  Refbrma 
not  only  with  respect  to  the  Irish  Churd, 
not  only  with  respect  to  Irish  tithes,  but 
with  respect  to  many  questions  relating  to 
the  domestic  policy  of  this  country.  But,  Sir, 
if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  has  not 
given  up,  or  retracted,  or  swerved  from  his 
opinion*,  I  think  I  may  say  that  upon  Ibis 
subject,  at  least,  we  neither  have  changed 
our  opinions.  I  ask  you  to  look  at  the 
votea  which  we  have  given  during  this  and 
the  past  year,  and  I  will  ask  whether  those 
votes  have  not  been  in  conformity  with  tha 
principles  which  we  have  always  pro^ssed, 
and  whether  we  have  altered,  or  bent 
and  retracted  those  opinions  in  order  to 
make  theni  conformable  to  those  of  the 
Lon.  and  learned  Member  f  Sir,  my  pi»- 
opinions  upon  the  Irish  Church  are 
the  opinions  which  I  have  long  held  aa  an 
individual ;  the  opinions  which  my  CoU 
leagues  hold  are  those  which  they  hare 
held  as  individuals,  and  upon  which  they 
thought  that  some  settlement  of  this  qut»< 
tion  mi^bt  be  obtained.  After  all,  this 
imputation,  however  much  it  may  serve  to 
round  a  period,  and  create  a  cheer  in  the 
debate — and  no  doubt  this  imputation  has 
framed  for  some  such  purpose — is  di- 
rectly contrary  to  every  man's  experienoa 
iin  this  House  who  haa  had  a  seat  in  it 
during  the  lost  fottr  ytart.    I  ny  it  ii  w 
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had  been  infeired,   uDJosUy,  that  I  dis- 
connected from  the  objects  and  business  of 
the  Established  Churdi  in  Ireland  the  pro- 
mulgation of  its  doctrines.     What  I  said, 
howerer,  agrees  fully  with  the  opiniooa  at 
Paley,  and  neither   Paley  nor  any  other 
roan  would  $ay  that  it  was  not  the  doty  of 
a  minister  to   propagate  the  doctrinea  of 
hia  Church.  The  object  was  ea  to  instruct 
the  people  as  to  have  them  Tcrsed  in  the 
doctrines  of  religion  and  of  morality,  and 
to  take  care  that  that  instruction  la  given 
in    the  best  possible  manner.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford   said,   in  the  early 
part  of  the  debate  that  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  State  to  have  Protestant    mioisiera, 
not  only  over  Protestant  flocks,  but  over 
Roman  Catholic  flocks,  in  order  to  teach 
them  to   become  Protestants.      This,    no 
doubt,  is  a  very  laudable  desire  on  the  hon. 
Member's  part;  but  the  question  is,  how 
did  the  hon.  Member  propose  to  carry  it 
into  practical  effect?     Suppose  that  some 
reverend  Protestant  clergrmao.ieamed  and 
pious,  and  of  sound  doctrine,  were  set  orer 
a  parish   composed  of  10,000  Uoman  Ca- 
tholics and  five  Protestants,  in  what  way 
would  this  Protestant  clergyman  contrive 
effectually  to  instruct  the    l'o,000  Roman 
Catholics   in   his  religious  doctrines  >     It 
might  he  suggested,  that  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics should  be  forced,  t>i  et  armit,  to  go 
to  churcli,  aod  that  tithes  should  be  col- 
lected at  ihe  edge  of  the  svord ;  but  nei- 
ther of  these  proceedings  would  be  effectual 
in  compelling  the   six  fflillioDS  of  Bomu 
Catholics  in  Ireland  to  receire  the  Pro- 
testant doctrines  contrary  to  their  faitli.  It 
is  of  no  use  merely  to  have  a  Prot^tant 
Establishment  ia  Ireland.     What  I  wish, 
and  what  J  thick  otiiers  ought  to  ivisli,  U 
to  diffuse  through  that  country  a  system 
of  instruction,  not  limited  to  Protestant 
instruction,  btit  which  should  partake  of 
the    commoQ   doctrines  of  Christianitj — 
love  to  one's  neighbour,  charity  to  all  men 
— the  great  and  sublime  doctrines  in  which 
the  Roman  Catholic  was  of  one  mind  with 
us.     Such  a  course  of  proceeding  would 
bi  st  tend  to  the  promotion  of  the  true  re. 
ligion.    Let  every  man,   whether    Protes- 
tant or  Catholic,  be  well  instructed,   and 
thoroughly    grounded  in  the  great   morsl 
principle   acknowledged    by  both   foitba  ; 
ject,  and  as  to  the  actual  state  in  which  j  and  he  would  be  a  better  man  and  a  better 
this  Bill  will  leave  the  Church  in  Ireland,    subject  than  the  man  wKowas  left  without 
It  was  stated,  that,  ID  the  course  of  the  last    instruction,  be   he  of  what  persuasion  h« 
debate,lBaid  thatthe  purpose  ofa  Church     may.     It  has  been  mid,  that  in  order  to 
Establishment  wu   uot   to  propagate  a  |  effect  the  object  in  view,  tlut  we  are  about 


Hou<«,  that  I  own,  I  do  wonder,  although 
the  retainers  of  the  party  may  be  permitted 
now  and  then  to  utter  it,  that  any  of  the 
more  respectable  among  them  should  be 
induced  to  give  utterance  to  a  charge 
so  altogether  devoid  of  any  foundation  in 
fiict  and  in  truth.  The  noble  Lord  has 
asked  me  to  loiik  at  the  last  majority  on 
this  question,  aod  to  analjrse  that  majority, 
and  see  if  I  shall  not  find  many  persons 
in  it  who  wish  to  destroy  the  Church  of 
Ireland,  and  to  carry  measures  much  fur- 
ther than  I  do.  1  might  ask  the  nnhle 
I.ord  to  look  back  to  the  majorities  upon 
the  Reform  Bill,  and  upon  many  other  Bills, 
in  which  he  concurred,  and  he  will  find 
men  of  various  opinions  cnncurring  with 
him.  I^t  htm  look  upon  the  majority 
when  the  Reform  Bill  was  first  brought 
forward,  and  lost  by  one  vote.  Were  there 
not  in  that  majority  advocates  of  universal 
suffrage,  and  many  who  called  for  far  more 
extensive  chanses  than  that  which  we  ad- 
vocated.^ Dia  this  circumstance  afford 
any  grounds  why  those  who  considered  the 
measure  calculated  to  benefit  the  country 
should  not  bring  it  forward  at  all,  or 
having  passed  it,  should  not  abide  by  it  ? 
'My  opinion  is,  that  the  present  measure, 
ifpaMed,  gives  a  fair  prospect  of  the  set- 
tlement of  the  questioD  ;  and  upon  this 
poiot  I  must  refer  to  wliat  I  have  been 
'  told  is  a  more  correct  representation  of 
what  fell  from  my  noble  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  than  has  been  quoted 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  I  have 
been  iBformed,  then,  that  what  my  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
said  was,  that  though  the  measure  of  last 
year  night  be  felt  asasevere  blow,  or  severe 
'  shock,  by  the  Protestants  of  Ireland,  yet 
t&at  he  considered  that  there  could  not  be 
framed  a  measure  which  would  more  firmly 
secure  the  Church  of  Ireland,  and  that  at 
-  all  events  the  Church  would  be  thereby 
rendered  far  more  secure  than  by  letting 
the  question  alone.  Such  are  the  sent'- 
mento  which  fell  from  my  noble  Friend  at 

■  the  head  of  the  Government.  With  re- 
spect to  this  present  measure  itself,  with, 
out  going  back  to  the  subject  of  former  de- 
bates, I  must  say  a  few  words  both  as  tc 

■  tlia  represen  tut  ions  which  have  been  given 
oflhe  opinions  of  this  Houseupun  thisEub- 
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Net  rernnues  arising  froin  «>»- 
tinuing  archiepiscopal  nod 
Episcopal  sees     £67,867 

Ditto  beloDgiRg   to   dignities 

and  prebends  witb  cure     ...  11,048 

Ditto  from  minor  caoons  and 

vicars'-choral  estates 14,324 

Ditto  from  rent  cbarges,  glebe 
lands,  ministers'  money,  and 
otber  funds  of  small  amount        491,864 

Amount  of  tbe  general  fund 
in  the  hands  of  the  £ixleBi- 
astical  Commission,  arising 
under  the  Church  Tempo- 
ralities'Act,  the  Act  toalter 
and  amend  said  Act,  and  tbe 
present  Tithe  Bill     139,140 


to  dispose  of  the  Protestant  Churcb.  I 
hive  nerer  used,  in  reference  to  that 
Church,  the  sort  of  Innguage  which  has 
been  used  in  reference  to  it  by  an  boo. 
Gentleman  irho  has  taken  a  rery  different 
tone  in  this  night's  debate.  I  hare  nerer 
said,  as  tbe  hon.  Member  for  Belfas^t  once 
said,  that  "the  Irish  Church  exhibited  a 
pampered  prelacy  and  a  domineering 
Church  Establishment."  I  have  never 
used  language  such  as  this,  which  I  must 
aay  is  justly  offensive  to  that  Church;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  I  am  not  prepared,  like 
the  hon.  Member,  suddenly  to  shift  and 
veer  directly  round  in  my  opinions  upon 
tbe  subject.  At  this  late  hour  of  the 
night  it  is  not  my  intention  to  carry  the 
House  into  questions  of  figures,  but  in  re- 
ference  to  some  of  tbe  general  results,  I 
may  describe  in  what  state  this  plundering 
and  spoliating  measure  lef^  the  Church  of 
Ireland.  These  same  words,  plunder  and 
spoliation,  though  applied  bv  a  Bialinp  in 
a  visitation,  a  charge  to  the  clergy  of  Exe- 
ter ;  and  re-echoed  by  the  noble  Member 
for  Lancashire,  are  indeed  somewhat  out- 
rageous phrases,  but  they  do  not  frighten 
Ministers  from  their  welf-considered  pur- 
pose— and  will  not,  I  thtuk,  neigh  much 
with  the  House  when  I  place  before  it 
the  state  of  the  Irish  Church  as  it  will 
be  when  thus  plundered  and  spoliated. 
There  will  be,  under  the  Bill,  two  arch- 
bishops, having  between  them  17,780/.,  or 
8,890/.  each.  There  are  to  be  ten  bishops, 
having  between  them  49,387/.  The  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  Lancashire,  it  irill 
be  recollected,  when  he  brought  forward 
his  Church  Tcmporalitii^s'  Bill,  stated  that 
the  Bishop  of  one  diocese  in  England  had 
more  benelices  under  his  care  than  tbe 
whtJe  of  the  bisho]is  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland.  By  the  present  Bill,  the  bishops 
will  have  on  an  average  almost  3,000/. 
The  Bill  also  leaves  to  the  dignitaries  and 
prebends  11,043/.,  to  the  minor  canons  and 
vicars-cboral  14,824/.,  to  the  parochial 
clergv,  in  number  1,251,  368,850/.,  to 
tbe  curates,  iu  number  241,  18,075/.,  to 
TCStrycess,  and  repairof  churches,  60,000/., 
to  building  new  churches  20,000/.,  to 
building  glebe  houses  10,000/.,  ecclesiasti- 
cal commissioners,  &c.,  14.000/.,  making 
a  tntnl  of  618,288/.  for  a  Church  Estab- 
lishment of  80.^,000  persons,  in  a  country 
where  the  whole  of  the  inhabitants  are  not 
less  than  6,000,000.  The  receipt  was  as 
foUowa  !— 
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a  Total  of     ...     £683,737 


There  will  remaiu,  then,  after  providing 
for  the  Establishment  in  this  magni6cent 
manner,  a  surplus  of  65,439/.  available 
for  the  purpose  of  general  education  in 
Ireland.  Was  it  tuo  much  to  say.  that 
they  would  indulge  the  wishes  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  thus  far,  or  that  6,500,000 
of  Konian  Ciitholiis  should  not  be  so  total 
a  blank   as   that    the    question    of  their 

!  religious  instruction  should  be  taken  into 
account  ?  Is  it  too  much,  then,  to  ask, 
having  provitled  such  an  Establishment  for 
Ireland,  that  Parliument  will  so  far  indulge 
the  wishes  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  as  to 
show  them   that  the  Roman  Catholics  of 

I  that  country  are  not   considered  a  total 

I  blank,  but  are  taken  into  account  in 
considering    the    important    question    of 

I  national  education.  If  the  sum  be  not  a 
great  one  in  amount,  he  conceived  that  he 
might  rely  upon  its  being  gratefully 
accepted  as  a  token  and  sign  that  the 
British  Parliament  took  an  interest  in  the 
people  of  Ireland.  It  will,  above  all,  be 
favourably  contrasted  with  the  views  taken 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  and  others  tn 
and  out  of  the  House — views  breathing 
insult  and  defiance  to  the  great  portion  of 
the  Irish  people.  The  noble  Lord  has 
asked  me  to  look  at  the  majority  of  a  former 
night,  and  has  told  me  tliat  on  this  occa- 
sion I  may  find  it  somewhat  lessened.  I 
am  ready  to  leave  it  most  confidently  with 
the  House  to  decide  on  which  side  of  the 
question  lies  justice  and  good  policy.  If, 
however,  instead  of  having  a  large  majority, 
I  should  have  no  majority,  or  be  left  In  a 
minority,  then  1  will  not  hold  myself 
responsible,  either  as  a  Minister  of  tho 
Crown  or  as  a  Member  of  this  House,  fo^ 
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attempting  &  Kttleiiteiit  of  tbii  quMtion 
bv  mesBS  which  it  ii  dr««dful  to  contem- 
ptkte — by  means  which  muat  ineritably  be 
attended  with  bloodshed — and  muit  array 
tlu  mllitaiy  force  of  this  country  against 
a  great  proportico  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
I  haTe  no  wish  to  take  that  responsibility 
upon  myself,  and  will  willingly  lesre  the 
noble  Lord  to  collect  the  tithes  in  that 
my  if  he  desire  to  try  it.  In  my  opinion, 
the  people  of  Ireland  are  not  to  be  kept 
down  by  force,  unless  we  mix  kindness 
justice  with  our  power:  Etnd  hanog 
oinnioii,  whether  in  the  place  in  which  I 
now  stand,  or  elsewhere,  I  shall  op, 
any  votes  for  the  purpose  of  carryiog  on 
ao  expensive  and  sanguinary  campaign. 
The  right  faon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last, 
hat  entreated  me  not  to  insist  upon  a  mere 
abstract  )vinciple,  but  I  must  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  others,  not 
for  the  sake  of  the  people  of  Ireland, 
who  are  groaning  under  the  weight  of 
the  EsUbliehed  Church  —  not  for  the 
sake  of  religion,  for  that  too  is  suffering 
^not  for  the  sake  of  the  State,  for 
that  IB  also  paralysed  by  the  existing 
state  of  things — but  for  the  sake  of  an 
abstract  principle,  not  to  continue  a  strug- 
gle Bgaiuet  the  wishes  of  the  people,  and 
to  refuse  to  remedy  that  grierance  which 
is  a  just  cause  of  complaint  *I  leave  the 
whole  question  to  the  decision  of  the  House, 
and,  whatever  that  decision  may  be,  I  trust) 
with  respect  to  the  former  part  of  my 
addrcfts,  that  I  hnve  vindicated  myself 
from  th«  imputation  that  I  incur  any  dis- 
honour in  bringing  forward  this  proposition, 
which  my  Colleagues  and  I  conceive  to  be 
for  the  benefit  of  the  country  and  con- 
dudve  to  the  padfication  of  Ireland.  If 
the  House  concur  with  me  in  this  opinion, 
they  will  support  my  proposition;  but  if, 
OB  the  contrary,  they  think  differently, 
although  they  will  thereby  retract  their 
fwraer  opioton,  they  will,  notwithstanding, 
vote  against  the  clause. 
The  Committee  divided- 
Ayes  890  ;  Noes  264.— Majority  26. 


Lut  of  the  Ayes. 


Achflson,  Lord 
Adam,  Sir  C. 
A^liooby,  H.  A. 
Aiosworib,  P. 
Alston,  R. 
Aodover,  I<ord 
Ang.rmin,  J, 
Anson,  hon.  G. 
Astief,  Sir  J. 


Atlwood,T. 
Barahaw,  J. 
fisinet,  E. 
Baldwin,  Dr. 
Ball,  N. 
BsnnermBD,  A. 
Barclay,  D. 
Baring,  F.  T. 
Baroanl,£.G. 


Barron,  H.  W. 
Birry,  G.  S. 
BsBuclerk,  Major 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Bentinck,  Lord  W. 
Berkeley,  hon.  F. 
Berke]ey,hori.  C. 
Berkeley,  hon.  G. 
Bewes,J. 
Biddulph,  R. 
Bisb,  T. 
Blackbume,  J. 
Blake,  M.  I 


Blur 


!,  W. 


SirC. 
Bodkin,  3. 
Bowel,  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brabaion,  Sir  W. 
Brady,  D.C. 
Bridgemau,  H. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brodie,W.  B. 
Brolherlon,   J. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Buckingham,  J,  S, 
BuIler.E. 
Buller,  C. 
Bulwer,  E.  L. 
Bulwer,  H.  L. 
Burton,  El. 
Butler,  bon.  P. 
Buiton,  T.  F. 
Byng.rt.hon.G 
CallaKhan,  D. 
Campbell,  W.  F. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Cave,  R,  O. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C. 
Cavendiih,  hon.G. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Chapman,  M.  L. 
Chiehealer,  J.  B.  R. 
Childers,J.  W. 
Clay,  W. 
Clayton,  Sir  W. 
Clemen  Is,  Viscount 

CliT. 


Cockerell,  Sir  C. 
Codringlon,  Sit  E. 
Collier,  J. 

Conyngham,  Lord  A. 
CooU,  T.  H. 
Cowper,  hon.  W. 
Crawford,  W. 
Crawley,  S, 
Crompton,  S. 
Curtiea,  H.B. 
Curties,  Captain 
Dalraeny,  Lord 
Denison,  J.  E, 
DeniHD,W. 
D'Eyncourt,   rl.  hon. 
C.T.  , 

I  Donkio,  Sir  B. 


Duncembe,  T. 
Dundaa,  hon.  3. 
Dandas,  bon.  T. 
Dunlop,  J. 
Ebrington,  Lord 
Elphinstone,  H. 
Elwall,  R. 
Eusion,  EaH  of 
Evans,  0. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fazakerley,  S.  N. 
Fellowes,  hon.  N. 
Fergus,  J. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
FergaMon,H.  hn.R.C. 
Ferguson, E. 
Fielden,  J. 
Finn,  W.  F. 
Fitigibbon,  boa.  B. 
FitiTOj,  Lord  C. 
Fiusimon,  G. 
Fittsimon,  N. 
Fort,  J. 
French,  F. 
Gaskell,  D. 
Cillon,  W.  D. 
Gordon,  B. 
Goring^,  U.  D. 
Gratlan,  J, 
G  rattan,  U. 
Orey,  hon.  Colonti 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
GrosvenoT,  Lord  R. 
Grote,  G, 
CuesI,  J.  J. 
Gully,  J. 
Hall,  B. 
HBndley,U. 
Hastie,  A. 
Harland.W.  C. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hawkins,  J.  B. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Heaihcost,  J. 
Hectnr.C.  J. 
H encage,  E. 
Heron,  Sir  R. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hobhouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J. 
Hodges,  T.  T. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Holland,  E. 
Honman,  B. 
Hnward,  boa.  K. 
Howard,  P.  U. 
Howard,  R. 
Uowick,  Lord 
Hume,  J. 
Humphery,  3. 
Hurst,  R.  U. 
Hutt,  W. 

Jephson,  C.  D.  O. 
iiWn.3. 
Johnston,  A. 
Kemp,  T.  R. 
XiogfE.  B. 
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Kdox,  bon.  J.  J. 
Labouchere,  tL  hD.  H. 
Z^ambton,  H, 
LangtoD,  O 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lefevre,  C.  S. 
Lennard,  T.  B. 
Lister,  E.  C. 
Loch,  J. 
Lon^,  W. 
Lushington,  Dr. 
Lnshington,  C. 
Lynch,  A.  U. 
Hackentie,  J.  S. 
M'Leod,  R. 
M'Namara,  Major 
MTaggact,  J. 
Maher,  J. 
MaDglea,  J. 
MarjorilMnkt,  S. 
Marshall,  W. 
Manland,  H. 
Afaule,  hoa.  F. 
Melhuen,  P. 
Uoleawonh,  Sit  W. 
Morpetb,  Lord 
Morrison,  S. 
Mostyn,  hon.  E> 
-Mulliri,F.  W. 
Murray,  J.  A. 
Musgrave,  Sir  B.  A. 
Haglt,  Sir  R. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'CoDnell,  D. 
O'Connell,  M. 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'FerrBll,  R.  M. 
Oliphani,  L. 
CLogblen,  M. 
Ofd,  W. 
0«wald,J. 
Paget,  F. 
Palmer,  General 
Palmersion,  Lord 
Parker,  J. 
Parrott,  J. 
Patliwn,  J. 
Pease,  J. 

Pelhan],  bon,  C.  A. 
PendarvM,  E.  W.  W. 
Philipi,  G.  R. 
Philip*,  M. 
Ponionbj,  hon.  W, 


Roche,  D. 
Bolfe,  Sit  R.  M. 

Rundle,'j. 
Russell,  Lord 
RuRiell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  Lord  C. 
Bulhven,  E. 
Saoford,  E.  A. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Scott,  J.  W. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seale,  Colonel 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sharpe,  General 
Shell,  R.  L. 
Simeon,  Sir  R. 
Smith,  B. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  B.  V. 
Smith,  bon.  R. 
Stanley,  hon.  H.  T. 
Steuait,  R. 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Strull,  E. 
Sluart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuar^  W.  V. 
Talbot,  C.R.M. 
Talboi,  J.  H. 
Tairourd,  Sergean  t 
Tanered,  H.  W. 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Thomson,  rl.  hn.  C.  P. 
Thomely,  T. 
Tooke,  W. 
Tracy,  C.  H. 
Tcelawney,  SirS. 
Troubridge,  SirB.  T. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Tynte.C.  J.K. 
Verney,SirH. 
VilKers,  C.  P. 
Vivian,  Major 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Walker,  R. 
Wallace,  R. 
Warburton,  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
WwoD.R. 
Weatenm,  hon.  H.  R. 


{JoiT  4} 

Wood,  M.  Wy»e,  T, 

Wood,  C.  Young,  O.  F. 
Woulfe,  Sergeant  TEttlS. 

Wrighlson,  W.  B.  Sunley,  E.  J. 
Wroltesley,  Sir  J. 

List  of  the  tio'B.A. 

Agnew,  Sir  A.  Dolten,  A.  R- 

Alsager,  Captain  Dowda»WBll,  W. 

Arbuthnol,  hon.  Gen.  Doffield,T. 
Archdi 


Ashley,  Lord 
Ashley,  hon.  H. 
A  U  wood,  M. 

li  W. 
Bariey,  J. 
Baillie,  Colonel 
Balfour,  T. 
Barclay,  C. 
Baring,  T. 
Baring,  H. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Baring,  hon.  T, 
Bate  son.  Sir  R. 
BKcketl,  rt,  hn.  Sir  J. 
Bell,  M. 
Benett,  J. 
Ben li lick,  Lord  G. 
Beresford,  Sir  J.  P. 
Bethell,  R. 
Blackburne,  J.  I. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Bold  era.  Captain 
Boiling,  W. 
Bonham,  F.  R. 
Bonhwick,  P. 
Bradshan,  J. 
Bramsion,  T.  ^V. 
Brownrigg,  1.  S. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Brudenell,  Lord 
Bruen,  Colonel 
Bruen,  F. 
Buller,  Sir  J. 
Burrell,  Sir  C. 
Calcrafl,  J.  H, 
Campbell,  Sir  M.  P. 
Canning,  rt.  hn.  Sir  S. 
Carlwrigbt,  W.  R,  j. 

Casllereagh,  Viscount    Greene,  T. 
Chandos,  Marquess  of    Gresley,  Sir  R. 
Chaplin,  LieQl..CoL       Griroston,  Viscount 
"'      —     ■  GrimaioD,  boo.  £. 


Dugdale,  W  S 
Punbar,  G. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
East,  J.  B. 
Eastnor,  Viscount 
Eaion,  R.  J. 
Egerlon,  Lord  F. 
Egerton.SirP. 
Egerlon,  W.  T. 
Elley,  Sir  J. 
Elwes,  J.  P. 
Entwisile,  J. 
Estcnurt,  T.  O.  B. 
Eslcourt,  T.  S.  B. 
Fancourt,  Major 
Ferguson,  Captain 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Feilden,  W. 
Finch,  G. 
Fleetwood,  P.  H. 
Fleming,  J. 
Follett,  Sir  W. 
Forbes,  W, 
Forrester,  hon.  C. 
Forsier,  C. 
Fremanlle,  SirT. 
Freshfield,  J.  W. 
Gaskell.J.M. 
Geary,  Sir  W. 
Gladstone,  T. 
Gladstone,  W.  E. 
Glynne,  Sir  S. 
Goodricke,  Sir  F. 
Gordon,  boo.  W. 
Gore,  W.  g. 
Goulbnro,  rt.  hon.  H- 
Goulbum,  Sergeant 
Graham,  right  boD.  Sir 


Chapman,  A. 
Chichester,  A. 
Chisholm,A, 

"  icount 


,H.C. 

rC. 

I,  W.  T. 
T.  O. 
hon.H. 
SirC: 
>n,  Bui  of 


Hale,  R,  B. 
Halford,  U. 
Halse,  3. 
Hamiltoo,  Lord  C. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Han  me  r.  Sir  J. 
Harcourt,  G.  V. 
Hardinge,  rt.  hn.  Sil 

H. 
Hardy.  J. 
Hawkes,  T. 
Hay,  Sir  J. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Heoniker,  Lord 
Hetben,  bon.  S. 
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Htniai,  TLhon.  J.C.  Peel.  rt.  hon.  Sir  R.  Wejland,  Major  Wood,Cd<md 

HU1,  LordA,  p«l,  Colonel  Whiinore,  T.  C.  Wonley.hon.  J.S. 

Hilt,  Sit  R.  Pemberton,  Thomas  Wilbraham,  faon.  B.       Wyndham,  W. 

Hogg,  J.  W.  Peoniddocke.J.H.  Williams,  R.  Yotke,  boo.  £. 

Hope,  bon.  J.  Perceral,  Colooel  Williams,  T.  P.  Young,  Sir  W. 

Hop«,  H.  T.  Pigot,  R.  Wilmol,  Sir  J.  £.  TEtLEK. 

Hotbain.Lord  PlunptM,  J.  P.  Wodebooie,  E.  Clerk,  Sit  G. 

Hi>uId»wortb,T  Plookel,  hon.  R.  E.  a  ■    j    jr 

Hoy,  J.  B.  Polhill,  Caplain  fovea  off. 


Horiies.  H. 
iDgTis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Iiton,  S. 

Jackson,  Sergaant 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Johnstone,  J.  J.  U. 
Jones,  Captain 
Jones,  W. 
Kearsley.  J.  H. 
Kerr,  O. 
Knriton,  Sit  E. 
lCrk,P. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Knaichbull,Tight.  bon. 

SirE. 
Knighiley,  Sir  C. 
Law,  hon.  C.  E. 
Lawson,  A. 
Lefroy,  n.  hon.  T. 
Leftoy,  A. 
Lemoo,  SirC. 
Leonnx,  Lord  G. 
ZiCnnov,  Lord  A. 
Lawis,  W. 
Lewis,  D. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lon^6eld,  R. 
Lowther,  Lord 
Loniher,  hon.  H. 
Lowiher,  J.H. 
Lnshinglon,  hon.  S.R. 
Lygon',hon.  Colonel 
Mnckinnon,  W.  A. 
Maclean,  D. 
Mahon,  Lord 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Harsland,  T. 
Martin,  J. 
Malhew,  Captain 
MeyDell,  Captain 
Hiles,  P.  J. 
Millar,  W.  H. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 
Morgan,  C.  M. 
N«eld,  Joseph 
Keeld,  John 
Michotl^  Dr. 
Jforreys,  Lord 
North,  F. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Owen,  H.  U. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Palmer,  R, 
Palmer,  O. 
Patter,  M.  E. 
Parrr,  SirL.  P.J. 

PUtM,  J.  W. 


Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  Colonel 
Pemberton,  Thomas 
Penraddocke,  J.  H. 
Perceral,  Colonel 
Pigot,  R. 
Pluroptre,  J.  P. 
Ptaoket,  hon.  R.  E. 
Polhill,  Caplain 
Pollen,  Sir  J.  W. 
Pollinglon,  Lord 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Powell,  Colonel 
Poynta,  W.  S. 
Praed.W.  M. 
Praed,  J.B. 
Price,  S.  G. 
Price,  R. 
Pringle,  A. 
Rae,rthon.  Sir  W. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Richards,  J. 
Richaris,  R. 
Hickford,  W. 
Ross,  C. 

Rushbrooke,  Colonel 
Russell,  C. 
Ryle,  J. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sand  on,  Lord 
Scarlett,  hon.  R. 
Scott,  Lord  J. 
Scott,  Sir  E.  D. 
ScoutfieId,W.  H. 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Shirley,  J. 
Sibifaorp,  Colonel 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  T,  A. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Somenei,  Lord  E, 
Somerset,  Lord  O. 
Spry,  Sirs.  T. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stanley,  E. 
Stewart,  Sir  M.  S. 
Stormont,  Lord 
Sturr,  H.C. 
Tennent,  J.  E. 
Thomas,  Lieut.-Col. 
Thompson,  W. 
Toll  era  ache,  hon.  A. 
TowoBBnd,  Lord  J. 
Trench,  Sir  F. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Treior,  hon,  A. 
Twias,  H. 
Tynell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Veaey,  hon.  T. 
Vi.ian,  J.  E. 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Walpole,  Lotd 
Waller,  J. 
Walb;,  G.  E. 


Belfest,  Earl 
Burdon,  W. 
Churchill,  Lord  C. 
Colborne,  N.  W.  R. 
Di«tt,  E. 
Dobbin,  L. 
Folkes,  Sir  W. 
Gisbome,  T, 
Hallyburion,hn.D.G. 
Hoskins,  K. 
Kerry,  Earl  of 
Lee,  J.  L. 
Martin,  T. 
O'Brien,  C, 
O'Connell,  M. 
O'Connor,  Don 
Pamell,  rl.  hn.  Sir  H. 
Pechell,  Captain 
Phillipps,  C.  M. 
Pryme,  G, 
Spiers,  A. 
Turner,  W. 
Tynte,  Colonel 
Wemyss,  Caplain 
While,  S. 

Winnington,  Sir  T. 
The  clai 


4CJTNtT. 

Alfbrd,  Lord 
Bameby,  J. 
Brace,  C.  L,  C. 
Conolly,  Colonel 
Cooper,  E,  J. 
Crewe,  Sir  G. 
Cripps,  J. 
Dareoport,  J. 
Dnncombe,  hon.  W. 
Grant,  hon.  Colonel 
GreTilte,  hon.  Sir  C. 
Lees,  J.  F. 
Lopes,  Sir  R, 
Lucas,  E. 
MandeTJlle,  Lord 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Maxwell,  H. 
Marwell,  J. 
O'Neill,  lion.  Gen. 
Ossulslon,  Lord 
Peel,  rt.  hn.  W. 
Peel,  E. 
Sinclair,  Sir  G. 
West,  J.  B. 
Wynn,  Sir  W. 
Wynn,  rt.  bon.  C.  W. 
accordingly  a^cd  to. 


The  House  resumed,  and  the  ChBtrmaii 
reported  progress  nnd  obtained  leave  to 
ait  again. 

The  other  orders  of  the  ity  were  theo 
disposed  of,  and  the  House  adjoorned. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tutiday,   July  5,  1836. 

HlRDra.}    nita.    Rod   >  1 


Ibr  the  Repc«1  of  Poor-Lftv  Amakdmokl  Att; 
■nd  rnnn  IlDjIebon,  ugaiiiit  Iht  RtgiilntlaD  at  BMM 
BIIL— Bf  Om  Unquv  of  Htnrrurr,  fmn  Innraa*. 
ifiiaM  tbe  [loinnitW  (SEOUiDd)  BiU~BT  Uv  CmI 
at  Haddihvtdii.  Iton  Edlnbiuita,  fiiat  ttw  Hnktf 
Hnploa  BUL— Bf  Lad  F  " " 


(Inlimdl  Bi 
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HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Tuetday,  July  5,  1836. 

[iviTTii.}    Bnlt.    Iliailainiwl  tlmci-CoaiiCTElMGiB 
Pollii  SilaofBindi  BcUrfKiriaa!  VilnUian  (Inlnd). 
Bad  ■  SiB  Uma:— Atna   (titiud)i    TQnpIln  Ro^ 
(IreliDd]. 
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A  nolioa  for  ilt  fvoduction  bad  been 
nui<  ID  the  Court  o(  Proprietor!,  ftud 
there  it  wu,  Md  there  the  hon.  Member, 
if  he  thought  fit,  might  couult  it.  If  the 
hoD.  Member  wanted  any  auuiance  on  the 
aubject,  he  (Sir  J.  C.  HobhouseJ  had  no 
objection  to  lay,  that  unleat  that  despatch 
were  properly  acted  upon,  it  would  be  his 
duty  to  urge  the  adoption  of  sacb  measures 
u  night  senn  necessary. 

War  in  Spain — Gknehal  Ordbh.] 
Sir  Robert  Peel  wished  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  tbe  noble  Lord  opposite  respecting 
A  document  which  appeared  yesterday, 
and  was  repealed  today,  in  the  news- 
papers. It  was  an  order,  bearing  the  aig- 
aatue  of  the  officer  in  command  or  the 
British  auxiliary  force  in  Spain.  It  bad 
•ome  external  marks  of  authenticity,  but 
the  iuteraat  evidence  seemed  to  prove  that 
it  ma  a  fabrication.    This  general  order 

Erofessed  to  state  that,  as  the  auxiliary 
gion  was  acting  with  the  British  nav^ 
force  belonging  to  his  Majesty,  on  thai 
account  all  British  subjects  found  in  the 
aerTlca  of  Don  Carlos  would  be  treated  as 
rebels  punishable  with  death,  and  would 
be  dealt  with  according  to  law.  He  pre- 
sumed that  loefa  a  document  could  not  be 
authentic;  hui  as  it  was  in  general  circu- 
lation, and  as  the  noble  Lord  was  possibly 
in  poBMSSton  of  information  enabling  him 
to  pronounce  it  genuine  or  spurious,  per- 
haps he  would  think  it  important  to  do 
so,  and  would  be  glad  of  the  earliest  op- 
portunity of  adverting  to  it. 

Viscount  PalmerttoK :  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  must  be  aware  that  the  question 
related  to  the  acts  of  an  officer  not  in 
the  British  service,  nor  under  the  orders 
of  the  British  Oovernmenl,  for  whose 
acts  the  British  Oovernment  could  not  be 
rasponsible,  aud  regarding  which  Ihey 
could  have  no  official  cogniianre.  He 
had  Been  the  order  referred  to  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  end  if  he  were  asked 
as  an  individual,  and  not  as  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown,  in  which  capacity  he  had  no 
information  to  give,  he  felt  bound  to  say 
that  he  believed  an  order  to  the  effect 
suted  had  been  issued.  He  had  been 
asked  the  question,  and  he  had  answered 
it,  and  it  was  unnecessary  perhaps  for  him 
to  add,  that  any  order  issued  by  a  general 
in  the  Spanish  service  could  not  be  con.- 
sidered  an  Interpretation  of  the  laws  of 
Great  Britain. 
Lord  Makm  wished  to  put  one  Terj 
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plaia  question  to  the  noble  Lard.  Was 
Great  Britain  at  peace  oi  at  war  ?  That 
was  a  very  plain  question,  and  he  thought 
it  must  ba  a  very  tortuous  policy  not  to 
give  a  plain  answer  to  ft. 

The  Speaker  reminded  the  noble  Lord 
that  in  putting  a  question  he  had  no  right 
to  enter  into  an  argument. 

Viscount  Pabnerttort :  the  noble  Lord, 
in  putting  his  plain  question,  need  not 
have  gone  into  anv  argument  on  tortuoua 
policy.  He  had  asked  whether  Great 
Britain  was  at  peace  or  war  ?  His  answer 
was,  that  Great  BritaiD  had  signed  a 
treaty  with  Spain,  under  which  she  was 
bound  to  give  to  the  Queen  of  Spain  the 
co-operation  of  a  naval  force.  If  necessary, 
and  the  British  Government  was  execut- 
ing fully  and  efficiently  the  tenor  of  the 
obligation. 

An  Hon.  Member  begged  to  know  for 
what  purpose  a  detacboient  of  sappera 
and  miners  had  been  embarked  on  the 
river  Thames?  If  they  were  destined  for 
Spain,  perhaps  the  noble  Lord  would 
point  out  the  clause  of  the  treaty  which 
justified  such  a  proceeding. 

Lord  Palmertton  answered,  that  Lord 
John  Hay  had  represented  that  such  a 
force  was  necessary,  in  order  to  secure  hia 
anchorage,  and  to  throw  up  works  for  the 
protection  of  his  Majesty's  ships,  an  un- 
dertaking he  bad  not  been  able  lo  com- 
plete with  the  men  under  his  command. 
An  officer  and  a  certain  number  of  sap- 
pers and  miners  had  therefore  been  di- 
rected to  proceed  to  Spain  to  act  under 
the  orders  of  Lord  John  Hay,  in  order  to 
assist  him  in  his  necessary  operations. 

Female  Emiohatiov.]  Mr.  Waller 
said,  that  he  should  avail  himself  of  the 
opportunity  which  was  aBbrded  him  bw 
the  conversation  that  had  occurred  wita 
reference  U>  Van  Dieman's  Land,  to  bring 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  a  subject 
which  appeared  to  him  lo  be  of  consider- 
able importance.  Perceiving  very  recently 
a  large  placard,  of  which  he  held  a  copy 
in  his  hand,  exhibited  iu  the  window  of  a 
country  post-office,  he  inquired  how  it 
came  there,  and  was  shown  a  letter  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  Post-office  in  Loadon, 
directing  the  postmaster  to  place  one  of 
the  accompanying  notices  relating  to 
female  emigration  in  aconspicuous  part  of 
the  window,  to  keep  it  so  exhibited  till 
the  vessel  alluded  to  should  sail,  and  to 
distribata  copies  of  the  placud  among  th« 
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naval  arsenal  his  honour  canaot  allow  of  Rjiy 
Mlale  bting  fired  from  that  place. 

"  I  have  Ihe  honour  to  be,  he, 
"  Approred,  if  cnMomary,      II.  Greig,  A.C.S. 
by  order — C.  Bayley,  M.S. 

"To  the  Officer  commanding  the  Royal 
anillery." 

Extract  from  the  Malta  Government 
Gazelle,  Nov.  4th,  1833,  on  the  exaltation 
of  the  High  Pontiff,  Pope  Leo.  XII.  to  the 
chair  of  St.  Peter:  — 

"  During  the  celebration  of  mass,  a  guard 
of  honour  attended  at  Ihe  church,  consisting 
of  a  detachment  from  the  80ih  regiment  of 
Fool,  with  their  band  and  colour*,  two  field 
pieces,  and  a  competent  proportion  of  artillery- 
men. The  soldiers  were  itatioijed  in  Ino 
lines  in  the  centre  of  the  church,  and  the  guns 
were  placed  al  the  portnl.  During  ihe  chant- 
ing of  Ihe  Te  Deum,  a  royal  salute  of  tweniy- 
one  guns  was  (ired  from  ibe  saluting  battery 
of  Fort  Si.  Angelo,  and  also  from  the  batleries 
of  Cita  Hoiabile." 

Central  Ordert. 

"  Adjutant-General 's-o (Bee,  Ionian  Islanils, 
Headquarters,  Corfu,  No».  13,  IBJi. 

"  No.  I  [.  Major-General  Sir  P.  Ross,  K.C. 
St-  Michael  and  Kt.  George,  with  all  Ihe  offi- 
cers of  the  garrison  and  deparimeuls  off  duty, 
will  be  pleased  to  meet  his  Excellency  the 
Lord  High  Commissioner  at  the  palace  to- 
morrow morning  al  len  minutes  before  eleven, 
to  attend  Ihe  ceremony  and  procession  of  Si. 
Spiridione. 

(Signed)  "  G.Raiit,  D.A.G." 

Eitrsctof  a  letter  from  an  ofBcer  on 
the  aiaff,  June  29,  1833,  describing  what 
he  had  witnessed,  and  the  part  he  had 
also  been  called  to  take  in  the  religious 
'  a  at  Corfu  :  — 


"  On  two  occasion),  during  my  slay  at 
Corfu,  the  British  troops  took  part  in  the  cere- 
monies. On  the  1st  December,  1B31,  the 
body  of  St.  Spiridione  was  shown  in  stale,  for 
wbal  purpose  I  torget,  bu[  I  went  lo  see  it ; 
there  was  a  guard  of  the  asth  Regiment,  which 
had  lo  present  arms  at  certain  times,  vihtn  told 
tjr  tieperton  who  kept  near  the  ttjmltemfar  that 

"  The  second  occasion  was  on  Palm  Sunday, 
19th  of  April,  1632,  on  which  I  made  the 
following  memorandum  s— -•  At  elcTen  o'clock, 
Sir  A.  Woodford  and  other  officers  of  the  gar- 
rison, haring  assembled  at  Ihe  palace,  pro- 
ceeded to  the  church  of  St.  Spiridione  — 
whence,  after  some  chanting,  during  which  Sir 
A.  fFoodford  flood  with  a  via-toper  in  hii  hand 
(the  Lord  High  Commiiiioner  not  attending 
the  procession,  being  ill,  as  1  was  told— wait 
candles  were  also  diilributed  to  as  many  as 
liked  to  hold  them),  the  body  of  ihe  so  called 
Mint  was  carried  o«t,  and  a  canopy  being  held 
over  it,  it  proceeded  first  to  the  palace,  round 
the  lins-wall,  tip  fA«  prmcipal  ttrttli,  and  so 


round  to  Ihe  ramparts,  behind  the  Rnimond 
Barracke,  where  we  hailed  a  few  minutes,  lo 
Ul  the  taint  bleu  Ihe  coanlry,  thence  across  the 
esplanade,  and  round  by  the  palace,  when  Ihe 
second  salute  from  the  battery  was  (ired,  and 
so  back  to  the  church.  Sir  A.Woodford  allowed 
us  lo  keep  our  hats  on,  which  Sir  F.  Adam, 
had  he  been  well,  would  not  have  permitted^ 
Two  bands  attended,  and  a  captain's  guard, 
plenty  of  wax  candles  of  immense  size,  ban- 
ners,  sick  people,  and  children,  were  placed 
in  the  middle  of  the  road  for  the  saint  to  pass 
over.  The  canopy  wm  Eupporled  by  officers, 
or  any  who  chose.  Some  of  the  people  at  the 
windows  were  weeping  and  crying  bitterly. 
On  Ihe  first  occasion  the  crowd  in  the  street 
was  pressing  forward  to  kiss  the  feel,  which 
seemed  to  be  of  wood,  and  bringing  ctuldren 
for  the  same  purpose."' 

Extract  of  a  letUr  from  the  Rer.  G.  F. 
Dawson,  published  in  the  Record,  April 
14th,  1834:- 

"  At  Zanie  four  processions  occnr,  —  1. 
Corpus  Chrisli ;  2.  Dyonisius,  Ihe  patron, 
who,  along  with  St .  Spiridione,  taitei  hit  ftn 
to  auitl  the  Greek  aniu;  3.  That  of  Sanli 
Fanti,  answering,  I  suppose,  lo  our  All  Saints' 
day,  when  a  picture  with  many  hundred  heads 
is  paraded  (and  these  saints  lake  their  tura 
loo);  4.  That  of  Caro-Lambo  ;  who  he  is  I 
know  nol,  but  he  was  burned  all  bat  his 
THi'UB,  which  is  paraded  in  a  silver  tumbler 
annually.  These  are  the  processions  our  offi- 
.cers  aliend^l  Zanle.  I  speak  on  the  inform- 
Blion  of  a  Christian,  who  carried  candles  there. 
On  the  latter  occasion,  the  procession  is  made 
through  the  town  lo  the  sea,  the  Ihumb  is 
dipped  into  the  sea,  a  signal  is  made  to  the 
castle  at  the  moment,  a  salute  is  fired  fron 
thence  by  our  soldiers,  and  the  j^agat  prevented 
from  erouing  the  tea  lo  the  aland  till  the  return 
of  the  same  festival.  Do  pray  draw  out  this 
lo  your  mind ;  a  thumb  of  a  dead  man,  paraded 
under  a  canopy  held  by  British  officers,  fol- 
lowed by  the  garrison  and  priesthood  together, 
with  lighted  tapers,  bareheaded,  and  dipped  in 
Ihe  ocean  to  effect  a  work  I  hare .  noticed, 
saluied  by  the  garrison  In  Ihe  castle.  Is  this 
to  be  tolerated  ae  attention  lo  feelings,  pre- 
judices, habits  7  Can  the  enforcement  of  such 
a  usage  in  Parliament  be  mentioned,  and  not 
be  put  down  ? 

"  At  Santa  Maura  and  Cephalonia,  proces- 
sions ore  carried  on  likewise. 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  India,  publishej 
in  the  Record  of  January  ISib,  1836, 
authenticated  to  the  editor  :— 

"  In  order  to  expose  the  system  which  no^r 
obtains  in  this  presidency  (Madras),  I  propose 
at  present  to   conRne  my   remarks   I 
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united  to  na,  it  would  tend  mucli  to  ihake 
the  groanda  upon  which  that  uaiou  retted, 
He  abould,  therefore,  oppose  the  motion  ; 
■nd  he  did  not  think  the  Houie  would 
contider  the  practice,  which  had  exiated 
rrom  the  earlieit  time,  and  to  which  it  had 
not  been  the  custom  or  policy  of  this 
country  to  object,  except  in  reference  to 
■uch  particular  instances  a*  had  beec 
brought  forward  last  year,  ought  to  be 
terrered  with  in  the  manner  proposed, 

Mr.  Hardu  was  quite  sure  that  the 
Boble  Lord,  if  he  would  take  the  trouble 
to  inqn^,  would  find  numerous  instances 
of  officers  having  suffered  a  Tioiation  o' 
their  consciences  and  religious  principles 
on  (be  point  which  had  been  stated  bv  thi 
hon.  Member  for  Kent,  but  they  had  not 
made  any  representations  on  the  subject, 
for  Tery  obrious  reasons.  It  was  not 
itninge  that  persons  should  feel  a  strong 
objection  to  be  called  upon  to  join  in 
ceremonies  which  were  inconsistent  with 
their  own  sense  of  duty  and  religious  be- 
lief; and  that  ai^ument  was  constantly 
urged  upon  Ministers  from  an  opposite 
quarter  la  reference  to  other  quesii 
Many  officers  in  the  British  army 
duly  impressed  with  this  subject,  but  they 
dired  not  to  speak  out,  for  fear  of  conse- 
quences fatal  to  their  future  career.  It 
was  high  time  that  the  practice  was  done 
•way  with. 

Mr.  Humt  entertajued  no  doubt  it  was 
extremely  desirable  that  id  the  army  and 
navy,  as  well  as  in  citII  life,  all  restrict 
tions  upon  religious  principles  and  belief 
should  be  removed,  and  that  no  man 
should  be  compelled  to  do  violence 
his  own  conscience.  It  was  on  that 
froand  that  he  had  always  ol^ecled  to 
the  exaction  of  church-rates,  and  every 
other  coercive  impost  afiecling  the  consci- 
entious feelings  of  those  who  were  called 
on  to  pa)^  them.  Hehimtelf  had  witnessed 
instances  abroad  whereia  British  officers 
were  made  to  join  in  religious  processions, 
to  carry  flambeaux,  and  fire  salutes  in 
honour  of  those  practices  to  which  they 
were  conscientiously  hostile,  but  it  was 
never  considered  they  were  performing  a 
religions  doty — they  were  only  acting  a 
part  in  the  show  out  of  compliment  to  the 
people  of  the'^countrv.  He  bad  never 
vished  to  see  a  man's  religious  scruples  dis- 
regarded, however  extravagant  they  might 
be,  and  thought,  therefore,  that  it  was  the 
dutr  of  commanding  officers  in  the  army 
to  be  H  ctrefiil  «■  poiiiUs  to  meet  the 


views  of  theae  under  tbem  wiio  diiend  la 
religion.  He  certainly  did  not  approve  of 
the  conrse  pursued  towards  the  gentle- 
man referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kent,  and  he  thought  the  Government 
would  do  an  act  of  justice  if  they  rein- 
stated him. 

CapUio  Baldtn  stated,  that  ha  bad 
witnessed  somescenesof  the  most  extrava- 
gantly superstitious  nature,  snch  as  pro- 
cessions of  aaints,  in  Roman  Catholic 
countries  in  which  the  Protestant  officen 
and  men  of  the  British  army  were  com- 
pelled to  take  part,  very  much  to  their 
annoyance.  The  sooner  the  practice  waa 
done  away  with  the  belter. 

Mr,  CutlarFtrguuon  said,  that  Captain 
Aitcheson  bad  been  punished,  not  for  re. 
fusing  to  join  in  a  religious  ceremony  con- 
trary to  his  feelingSi  but  for  not  perform- 
ing a  military  duty.  He  regretted  the 
dismissal  of  that  gentleman,  because  he 
believed  his  character  in  all  crther  reapacta 
unimpeachable.  It  was,  however,  nacei- 
sary  to  ^owthe  atmj,  thatdisciplioemait 
be  maintained. 

Mr.  Wyie  had  always  supported  civil 
and  religious  freedom,  and,  ibeiefore,  wm 
anxioua  to  see  it  carried  out  as  well  in 
respect  to  the  principles  of  Proteitanta  aa 
Roman  Catholics.  He  did  not  wish  to 
tee  people  compelled  to  pay  titbea  or 
church-rates  agamst  thmr  conacieneea,  and 
he  was  equally  anxious  that  Protestants  of 
every  grade,  whether  Episcopaliana  or 
Presbyterians,  should  not  be  compelled  to 
do  violence  to  their  consciences  by  pajring 
ontward  respect  to  superstitions  or  prac- 
tices to  which  they  were  totally  hostile. 
He  could  not  see  how  custom  or  prejadice 
afforded  any  good  argument  in  nvonr  of 
the  practice  against  which  the  motion  was 
directed.  He  hoped  that  England  would 
govern  her  colonies  in  a  good  spirit,  ao  u 
to  produce  an  union  between  them  mod 
herself,  and  all  such  questiona  ai  the  pre- 
sent might  then  be  very  easily  settled. 

Mr.  Ltfroy  supported  the  motion  before 
the  House,  not  becaose  it  went  to  reviiB 
the  judgment  of  a  Court  Martial,  but  be- 
cause Courts  Martial  were  compelled,  aa- 
der  the  present  system,  to  dismiss  afficen 
from  the  army  because  they  would  not  • 
violate  their  conscientiona  feelings.  He 
trusted  tbat  the  hon.  Member  wonid  di- 
vide the  House,  and  persevere  natil  be 
should  at  last  obtain  juiiice  from  the 
House. 

Mr.  Btnrji  £,  Ai/tnr  MModlt  tob*  hw 
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and  the  Maltese,  as  veil  as  the  infaabitantB 
of  the  Ionian  Islands,  it  was  agreed  that 
all  these  ceremoDies  should  be  observed. 

Mr.  TkoTttas  Duncombe  must  say,  if 
the  conduct  of  Captain  Aitcheson  was,  in 
fact,  a  gross  breach  of  duly,  as  it  had 
been  described,  then  what  became  of  the 
argument  of  ihe  noble  Lord  below  him, 
who  founded  his  opposition  to  the  address 
on  the  ground  that  a  discretionary  power 
ought  lo  be  given  to  commanding  officers 
at  to  the  refusal  or  non-refusal  to  dis- 
charge such  duties?  There  was  a  great 
principle  involved  in  the  motion,  which,  if 
carried,  and  it  should  go  forth  lo  the  army, 
he  was  sure  military  discipline  would  not 
luffer  from  it. 

Mr.  O'Connell  should,  if  the  motion 
were  pressed  to  a  division,  vote  for  it.  As 
regarded  private  soldiers,  those  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  persuasion  had  enjoyed 
religious  liberty  for  many  years.  He  re- 
membered one  case  where  a  private  sol- 
dier was  sentenced  by  a  Court  Martial  to 
be  flogged  for  refusing  to  attend  k  Pro- 
testant place  of  worship.  Au  application, 
however,  was  made  to  the  Court  of  King's 
Bench.  Ttiat  court  immediately  granted 
a  habeas  corpus ;  and  from  that  time  the 
Catholic  soldier  had  enjoyed  the  same  li- 
berty of  conscience  as  the  Protestant.  Tlie 
same  liberty  of  conscience  ought  lo  pre- 
vail in  ihe  army  as  out  of  it,  and  the  men 
would  not  be  the  worse  soldiers  for  it. 

The  Earl  of  Darlington  considered  that 
cases  might  occur  in  the  Colonies  in  which 
it  might  be  necessary,  in  order  to  preserve 
peace  and  harmony,  to  observe  these  cere- 
monies, and  he  thought  it  would  be  very 
injiirioui  if  the  address  were  carried. 

Dr.  Bomring  said,  the  question  of  mili- 
tary diadpUne  ought  by  no  means  to  weigh 
do  WD  the  higher  claims  of  conscience. 
[Hear,  hear!]  Had  the  address  involved 
an  approval  of  the  conduct  of  Captain 
Aitcheson,  he  certainty  could  not,  after  the 
Matement  of  the  right  bon.  Member  for 
Leeds,  have  concumd  in  it.  But  the 
motion  proclaimed  a  true,  a  generous,  a 

fhilanthropic,  and  a  Chiisdan  principle, 
t  reapected,  and  forced  others  to  respect, 
the  rdigious  scruples  of  their  neighbours. 
He  thanked  the  hon.  Member  for  bringing 
forward  the  motion,  were  it  only  that  it 
had  led  to  the  expression  of  so  much  of 
charitable  and  really  catholic  sentiment, 
in  which  none  had  more  strikingly  par* 
tidpated  than  the  Roman  Catholic  Mem^ 
bete  who  had  taken  a  part  in  the  debate. 


Something  was  gained  for  the  cmie  of 
general  reli^us  freedom  when  the  rights 
of  conscience  were  so  ably  advocated  hf 
men  of  different  pcrsua«ons;  and  the  aspe- 
rity of  sectarian  controvert  would  soon  be 
softened,  if  the  disposition  to  respect  the 
opinions  of  others,  which  the  motion  re- 
cognised, were  more  generally  diffused. 

Colonel  Thompson  felt  great  pleasure  in 
being  able  to  support  a  motion  proposed  liy 
an  hon.  Member  to  whom  he  was  so  fre- 
quently opposed.  The  Sepoy  would  not 
wear  a  pig.iskin  to  make  part  of  a  show. 
Why  then,  he  would  ask,  was  not  the  con- 
science of  the  English  soldier  to  be  re- 
spected as  much  as  the  conscience  of  the 
Hindoo  or  .the  Mahometan  soldier?  He 
hoped  the  hon.  Mover  would  press  his 
motion  to  a  divinon. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original  ques- 
tion :   Ayes  44 ;   Noes  38  ;   Majority  6. 
List  of  Ike  Ayee 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Barclay,  D. 
Baring,  F.  T. 
Beckett,  rt.  bun.  Sir  J. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Bewes,T. 
Blaraire,  W. 
Bulwer,  H.  L. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Chapman,  L. 
Clem  en  W,  Lord 
Darlington,  Earl  of 
DiUwyn,  L.  W. 
EbringtOD,  Lord 
Fector,J.M. 

Fereusson,rt.hn.R.C. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Healhcote,  G.  J. 
Hobhouse,rt.hD.SirJ. 
Horaman,  E. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Ho  wick,  Lord 
Lennox,  Lord  O. 


Marsland,  T. 
Uorgan,  C.  H.  S. 
Morpet^  Lord 
North,  F. 
Oswald,  J. 
Parrot,  3. 
Parry,SirL.P.  J. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Uice,  right  hon.  T.  S. 
Rosi,  C. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Scott,  J.  W. 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Smith,  B. 
Sleuart,  R, 
Tancred,  H,  W. 
Thomson,  n,  bn.  C.  P. 
Troubridfe,SirE.  T, 
Warburlon,  H. 
Ward,  H.  O. 


Stanley,  £.  J. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 


B  sin  eg,  E. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Bodkio,  J.  J. 
Boldero,  H.  O. 
BowKn^,  Dr. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Burrell,  Sir  C. 
Chisholm,  A.  W. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Hatdy,  J. 
IlumE,  J. 
Uumphery,  J. 
Hnlt,  W. 
JofanstOD,  A. 
Jones,  T. 
Liefroy,  A. 


List  of  the  tiozB. 

Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lister,  E.  C. 
Losbin^oB,  C. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Haunsdl,  T.  P. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Connell,  D. 
OConnell,  M.  J. 
O  Connell,  M. 
Plunkeit,  hon.  R.&. 
Price,  S.  G. 
Pryme,0. 
Pasey,  P. 

Shaw,  right  hon.  F. 
Thompson,  Cototwl 
Trevor,  hon.  A. 
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Wakley,T. 
Wwon,  R. 
Wiliianw,  W. 
Wilaot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wy«,T. 


JfiituctpaZ  C<frporatUms 
Young,  G,  F. 
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Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Lefroy,  n.  hon.T. 


HouBE  OP  LoKDs.]  Mr.  h'illiam  S. 
OBrien  rose  for  the  purpose  of  moving  cer- 
tain resolutions  of  which  he  had  f^ven  no- 
tice, expreesiTe  of  the  regret  experienced  by 
the  House  et  the  conduct  of  the  Houk  of 
Lords,  in  rejecting  the  Bill  for  the  Reform 
of  the  Municipal  Corporations  in  Ireland. 
lie  thought  it  highly  incumbent  upon 
every  Irish  Member  to  express  the  indig- 
nation with  which  they  had  viewed  these 
proceeding. 

Mr.  Rtghy  fVaton  interrupted  the  Hon. 
Member,  and  urged  him-  not  to  press  his 
■notion . 

Mr.  O'Coiinell  said,  that  although  he  was 
as  sensible  as  any  body  could  be  of  the  in- 
dignity offered  to  the  people  of  Ireland  by 
the  House  of  Lords,  he  did  not  think  that 
the  course  proposed  by.  the  hon.  Member 
would  be  the  right  one  to  give  expression 
to  that  feeling. 

Mr.  William  S.  OBrieii  swd,  if  the 
^neral  feeling  of  the  House  was  against 
the  course  he  was  about  to  pursue,  he 
would  consent  to  withdraw  his  motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Order  of  the  day  read,  on  the  motion 
that  the  House  go  into  Committee. 

Tithes  and  Church,  Ireland.]  The 
House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Coniniittec 
on  the  Church  and  Tithes  (Ireland)  Bill. 

Some  new  clauaea  tvere  added,  and  also 
a  proviso  for  the  purpose  of  constituting 
nnvy  councillors  of  Ireland  ex  officio  mem- 
Ders  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission. 

The  preamble  to  the  Bill  was  agreed  to  : 
the  HouK  resumed,  and  the  Bill  was  re- 
ported. 

Mdmicipai.CospobationsActAmbni>< 
KENT  BiLL.^  On  the  motion  of  the  Al- 
(omey-General,  the  order  of  the  day  for 
taking  into  considerHtion  the  Lords'  amend- 
ments to  the  English  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions' Act  Amendment  Bill  was  read. 

The  Allomeif-Getieral  then  said,  that  it 
was  with  great  satisfaction  he  thought  that 
with  respect  to  this  Bill  the  amendments 
which  had  been  made  were  not  likely  to 
create  any  difference  of  opinion  between 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament.  The  Bill 
had  originally  been  so  framed  as  to  avoid 

B'ving  any  offence  elsewhere,  and  the 
ouse  of  Lords  had  returned  the  Bill^ 
VOL.  XXXIV.  {ESI 


which  contained,  as  amended,  only  two  or 
three  points  to  which  it  was  neceowTy  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House.  It  wai 
his  duty  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  two  amendments  only  with  respect  to 
which  he  thought  they  ought  to  dissgrea 
with  the  Lords.  The  first  of  these  re- 
lated to  the  manner  in  which  the  electioD 
of  aldermen  and  mayor  should  he  carried 
on  in  boroughs  where  the  town-councillors 
were  equally  divided.  In  two  boroughs  at 
the  last  municipal  election  the  town-council 
was  divided  nine  against  nine;  they  could 
not  agree  upon  the  election  of  aldermen, 
and  sat  till  twelve  o'clock,  aft«r  which  no 
alderman  could  be  elected  under  the  Act. 
By  the  Bill  sent  up  from  the  Commons  it 
was  provided,  to  remedy  this  inconvenience, 
that  the  councillor  who  had  the  greatest 
number  of  votes  should  preside  at  the  elec- 
tion, but  should  not  give  the  casting  vote, 
and  that  where  the  council  could  not  agree 
in  their  selection  of  aldermen  and  mayor, 
the  election  should  be  referred  to  the  con- 
stltuent  body.  This  seemed  the  wiseA 
course  that  could  be  puraued,  because  the 
constituent  body  having  elected  coundllon 
to  opposite  in  sentiment,  were  likely  to 
choose  the  aldermen  from  both  parties  also. 
The  House  of  Lords  bad,  however,  thought 
that  a  different  course  ought  to  he  adopted, 
and  had  referred  the  election  to  mere 
chance,  which  was,  to  determine  whether 
the  majority  in  a  corporation  should  be 
Reforming  or  Conservative,  for  they  pro- 
posed that  the  councillor  who  was  to  pre- 
side at  the  election  should  be  chosen  t^  lot, 
and  that  he  should  have  two  votes,  his  own 
and  a  casting  vote  in  case  of  an  equalit]'. 
Now,  to  this  amendment  he  oould  not  ads 
vise  the  House  to  agree.  He  should  move, 
that  if  the  town-council  could  not  agree  in 
their  selection  of  aldermen  and  mayor,  the 
election  should  be  referred  to  the  consti 
tuent  body,  and  he  thought  that  if  the 
town-council  found  that  if  they  continued 
obstinate  they  would  not  have  the  power 
of  election  at  all,  they  would  most  probably 
compromise  their  differences.  The  second 
point  to  which  he  had  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  was  the  clause  relating  to 
charitaUe  trustees  who  were  left  by  the 
English  Corporation  Act  In  the  same  situa- 
tion as  they  were  before  the  passing  of  the 
Act,  till  November  I,  lflS6,  and  if  Parlia- 
ment did  not  make  any  provision  respect- 
ing it  in  the  meanwhile,  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, who  was  at  the  head  of  the  cha- 
ritable institutions  of  the  countn-,  was  to 
take  them  under  hia  cue.  Now,  tlift 
2T 
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Houw  of  Lordi  bad  prolunged  hu  cUuk  and  the  tm  UDifeTBities.  Tha  reason  be 
for  another  year,  and  that  amendment  he  put  the  question  was,  becBnae  he  knew 
oould  not  reuomtnend  the  House  to  agree  it  was  looked  upon  ai  no  slight  grier- 
to,  aa  the  operation  of  the  rlauie  had  been  ance  tbnt  in  the  present  state  of  these 
found  to  be  verj  inconvenient,  and  a  Bill  ,  drawbacks,  the  printers  to  whom  he  had 
bad  been  introduced  br  hU  hon.  Friend,  referred  were  enabled  to  compete  with 
&e  Member  for  Northampton,  relating  to  unfair  advantage*  in  their  favoar. 
charitablelrusteea.bf  which  the  rate-peyers  ^      The    Chancellor     of    tht     Exchtqyur 


were  to  elect,  but  each  rate-pajer 
vote  for  onlj  half  the  number  of  mndi- 
datei,  BO  that  each  side  was  sure  to  be 
fairly  represented-  Their  Lordships  were 
probably  not  aware  that  this  Bill  had  been 
introduced  into  the  House,  which  they 
would  no  doubt  find  very  fair  and  equit- 
able, and  therefore  he  should  recommend 
the  House  to  dissent  from  that  amendment 
of  the  House  of  Lords.  There  was  another 
clause  which  had  been  pointed  out  to  him 
,by  hi*  hon.  and  learnt  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Exeter,  relating  to  small  courts  in 
the  different  boroughs.  Now,  as  the  clause 
came  down  from  the  Lords,  the  recorder 
was  only  enabled  to  sit  four  limes  in  the 
year,  but  it  was  essential  that  many  of 
these  courts  should  sit  from  week  to  week, 
and  he  therefore  should  propose  that  the 
recorder  should  have  a  right  to  appoint  a 
deputy  to  sit  for  him,  who  should  receive 
■ucb  remuneration  for  his  services  as  the 
town-countil  should  appoint.  With  respect 
to  the  last  clause  of  the  Bill,  which  aSected 
the  rival  jurisdictions  of  the  town  and 
University  of  Cambridge,  and  was  to  settle 
the  disputa  between  town  and  gown,  at 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Cambridge,  was  not  then 
in  his  place,  he  would  not  proceed  with  it 
in  hii  absence,  but  would  propose  that  the 
further  consideration  of  it  be  postponed  till 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  able  to  attend 
in  his  place,  and  then  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  being  pre- 
sent, the  claims  of  town  and  gown  might 
be  satisfactorily  adjusted. 

Motion  agreed  to.  Lord^  amendments 
taken  into  consideration ;  several  agreed 
to,  others  disagreed  to ;  the  amendments 
to  be  further  considered. 

Paper  Ddtiis.]  On  the  motion  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exclietjuer,  the  House 
resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  the 
Paper  Duties  Bill. 

-  Ml.  Pmmwss  anxtoustoltnow  whether 
it  WNS  the  intention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  continue  the  existence  of  the 
drawWck  allowed  to  the  Kiflg*!  printer. 


plied,  that  it  was  bis  intention  to  let 
these  drawbacks  remain  as  they  now  were. 
This  measure  was  one  for  the  reducUon 
of  the  duties  on  paper  ;  but  he  did  not 
think  it  right  lo  discuss  a  auligect  sndi 
as  that  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Durham  incidentally. 

Mr.  ^ttmeconcurred  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  thinking  that  the  present 
wus  not  a  fit  opportnnity  to  discnu  the 
question  suggesied  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Durham.  He  had  intended  to  have 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House 
the  exisliog  exclusive  privileges  as  to  the 
printing  of  Bibles  and  Tcstamenls,  at 
present  enjoyed  by  the  King's  printer  and 
the  printers  to  the  two  Uniraraitiea.  It 
had  been  proved  in  evidence  taken  before 
the  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  which  had  sat  upon  this  sabjeet 
that  though  the  Bibles  and  Testaments  so 
printed  were  sold  at  a  comparatively 
cheap  price,  yet  tbey  could  be  prioted 
and  furnished  to  the  public  at  a  price  one- 
ihird  less,  or  to  other  words,  at  a  BaviDg 
lo  the  public  of  thirty-three  per  cent.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  early  nest  aessioa 
the  matter  would  be  brought  fonrarti  by 
bis  Majesty's  Govemmenl,  and  would 
receive  the  attentive  consideration  of  the 
House.  His  object,  however,  in  rising 
on  the  present  occasion  was,  to  ask  Uic 
right  hon,  theChancellor  of  the  EKche(|uer 
when  it  would  be  convenient  for  faiia  to 
submit  lo  the  House  bis  proposition  for 
granting  allowances  or  drawbacks  on  the 
stocks  of  paper  remaining  on  band  at  the 
time  when  the  reduction  of  duty  waa 
proposed  to  lake  eSint.  He  submitted 
thet  this  allowance  or  drawback  had  been 
loudly  called  for  by  the  trade  in  general. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exekeq^ier  ttAi, 
he  hoped  to  be  able  to  prove  to  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Hiddlewx, 
and  the  public,  as  he  had  already  done  to 
the  parties  interested  in  the  aajostmeni 
of  the  question  out  of  doors,  that  to  go 
beyond  what  this  Bill  provided  foi 
would  not  be  expedient.  Wheserer  ft 
reduction  in  duty  was  made,  and  at  what- 
ever period  it  comnenced,  it  wm  claar. 
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pTace  and  one  day  where  an  examination 
■hould  tnke  place,  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting any  forgeries.  He  was  of  opinion 
ihat  every  team  of  paper  might  be  traced 
from  Ihe  mil!  to  the  warehouse,  and  to  the 
•hop  of  the  dealer,  ao  bs  to  prevent  all  poa- 
aibiiity  of  fraud.  !n  the  case  of  stamps  now 
iuuing,  there  was  an  underslanding  tbat 
the  duly  on  the  portion  not  consumed,  at 
the  periods  of  the  Bill  passing,  should  be 
retaraed.  Why  should  not  this  precedent 
be  adopted  in  the  case  of  paprr.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  intimating, 
that  he  would  persist  in  his  proposition. 

Mr.  Brolker/on  said,  tbat  great  frauds 
had  been  committed  upon  the  alteration 
of  the  silk  duties,  in  consequence  of  the 
adoption  of  such  a  proposition  as  that 
urged  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex. 
He  would,  however,  recommend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  consider  whe- 
ther, by  the  adoption  of  additional  pre- 
cautions, the  luggestion  might  not  be  ren- 
dered practicable. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ob- 
WTTed,  tbat  nothing  wonid  be  more  easy 
than  to  cheat  the  revenue,  by  placing 
within  marked  excise  covers  paper  which 
had  not  paid  duly.  He  feared,  therefore, 
he  could  not  consistently,  with  his  duty, 
adopt  the  hon.  Member's  proposition. 

Mr.  Robinson  thought  the  more  just 
course  would  be,  to  allow  a  drawback  on 
all  paper  on  hand,  at  the  period  of  the  Act 
passing.  It  was  unfair  to  deprive  the 
honest  portion  of  the  paper  trade,  because 
a  roguish  trader  might,  by  possibility, 
commit  an  isolated  case  of  fraud.  He 
thought,  that  means  might  easily  be 
devised  lo  make  the  parties  prove  they 
had  paid  the  duty. 

Mr.  F.  Baring  observed,  that  the  par- 
ties had  full  notice  of  the  course  Minister! 
intended  taking,  with  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesei,  from  the  Report  of  the  Excisi 
Commissioners,  and  yet  it  was  not  objected 
to  by  them  when  the  Bill  was  si ' 
to  their  consideration.  Again, 
finance  exposition  of  April  last,  the  matter 
was  mentioned,  and  then  not  protested 
against.  It  was,  besides  this,  notorioiii 
that  the  stationers  had  been  of  late  consi- 
derably reducing  their  stock  of  paper,  in 
anticipation  of  the  present  measure.  Hif 
great  objection  to  the  proposition,  however 
was  the  opportunity  it  would  afford  for 
fraudulent  practices  —  practices,  by  the 
way,  which  no  foresight  could  guard 
against. 


{COMMONS}  Grand  Juriet  (Ireland).  1«88 
Mr.  George  F.  Ybun^  did  not  see  how 
the  allowance  of  the  drawback  could  open 
the  door  to  frauds.  The  dealer  could  just 
as  well  commit  fraud  now,  as  after  the 
Bill  passed  with  the  proposed  proviso.  If 
the  hon.  Member  pressed  bis  proposition 
to  a  division,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to 
support  him. 

Mr.   Baints  supported  the  proposition 

of  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  which 

be  contended  would  do  justice  to  the  trade 

without    enposing    the    revenue    to    the 

smallest  risk  of  fraud.     He  was  anxious  to 

know  what  arrangement  the  Government 

had  made  with  respect  to  the  allowance  of 

ie    drawback  on    the   paper   known    as 

press  boards."    This  class  of  paper  was 

much  used  by  his  constituents,  who,  under 

(he  42nd  Geo.  3rd  chap.  94,  were  allowed 

'k  the  entire  doty,  on  a  certificate  being 

'    '        '  perofBceof     ' 


forwarded  t'  _     _ 

been  used  in  the  woollen  trade.  Was 
this  arrangement,  he  desired  to  know,  to 
be  continued  ? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exekemier  re- 
plied, that  up  to  the  lOih  of  October  next 
the  present  arrangement  should  continne 

*  rce,  but  that  after  that  date  the  clui 

^  aper  alluded  to,  would  be  charged 
three~half  pence  duty.  This  arrangement 
would  be  rendered  necessary  by  the  hn- 
possibiltty  of  making  a  distinction  between 
the  several  classes  of  paper  after  the  past- 
ing of  the  Act. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  although  he  felt 
it  an  act  of  gross  injustice  not  to  allow  a 
drawback  on  the  stock  in  hand,  yet  he 
did  not  think  it  worth  while  to  pieu  thta 
amendment  to  a  division,  but  would  con- 
tent himself  with  entering  his  protest  on 
the  subject, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ob- 
served, that  whoever  had  stock  in  band  on 
the  lOih  of  October,  would  obtain  the 
difference  between  the  new  duties  aod 
those  which  he  had  paid  on  that  stock. 

Clauses  of  the  Bill  agreed  to  ;  the  House 
resumed,  the  Report  to  be  received. 

Gramq  Juries  Ireland.]  On  the 
motion  of  Lord  Morpeth,  the  House  re- 
solved itself  into  a  Committee  on  the 
Grand  Juries  (Ireland)  Bill. 

Mr.  W,  Smith  O'Brien  complained  tbat 
a  million  a  year  was  assessed  upon  the 
people  by  grand  juries,  who  were  irre- 
sponsible bodies.  He  proposed  that  a 
system  of  fiscal  representation  should  be 
adopted  with  reference  to  parishea  and 
baronies,  for  the  puqiota  of  checUag  Ui* 
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CEnghatd). 


I9M 


If  ths  OoTenmait  nAiied 
U  tlw  poor  thu  protacdm  to  which  they 
hid  ft  r^;ht.  thn  owed  no  obedience  or  b1- 
l^iuce  to  Ike  Crown  Mr  Um  Sute. 

Mr.  MangUt  said,  that  in  bit  part  of 
tba  country  the  Poor-Uw  Act  bad  worked 
mart  adminbly,  &nd  that  all  the  poor 
wen  employed  and  happy  under  iti  opera- 
tion. 

Mr.  ThoMOt  AUwood  was  happy  to 
hear  die  Btatement  of  the  hon.  GentlemAn, 
but  ho  believed  he  was  under  au  error. 

Mr.  Mangk*.  What  I  itste  in  a  matter 
oFfkct. 

Petition  to  ]]«  on  the  Table. 

House  counted  out. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDJS, 
Thvrtday.   July  7,    1836. 

Hlimn.]  nib.  BiwIiiniiDiKiiiiiii—CamnuiiuiyC 
(BdlBborghJ:  Lob  ShMIh'  (Iitlmi)). 

PMUmpniotad.  BrHfRilNiiBuLAflDt,  Itami 
~  -    —  -  ^a^  (BooOmdl  Bin^-By  Ui 


~Bt  Latd  HoLUHB,  : 
fO  AtoUlkn  Ot  Chunk  Rite*.— Bf  I'cM  PLUimm, 
from  SI.  Piiul,  Dublin,  <bi  MuDklpal  CarponltOD  ReFanD 
Bllt  (Inknd}  u  flnt  bnu^c  np  ttam  tt»  Coiamnu. — Bj 
Loid  AnnuRnn.  mm  RomftRt,  that  Ibe  Compulnr 
ClMBaof  TUr  CommDUIIo  BUI  tie  ddaffd  till  nnt 
SsHJacL^^TLindPLuiiKin.fnini  SU  Paul,  Dublin,  for 
AbolllioD  of  litha  (IidMid;. 

CoHNDTATION  OFTiTHBS  (EnoLAKD) 

Bill.]  The  Harqueu  of  Lantdtmne  rose, 
fOTthe  purpoieornio*ing;  the  lecond  reading 
of  a  Bill  for  the  Commutation  of  Tithes  in 
England  and  Wales— a  Bill  which  he 
ventured  to  state  was  only  inferior  in  im- 
portaace  to  that  greet  measure  to  which 
their  Lordihips  had  given  their  assent  two 
years  ago,  and  of  which  they  were  now 
beginning  to  reap  the  benefits— he  tneant 
tba  measure  which  had  been  introduced 
for  the  purpose  of  doing  away  with  that 
accumulation  of  abuses  which,  under  the 
old  lyat^m  of  Poor-laws,  bad  taken  root 
in  the  country,  and  nhich  were  now  com- 
mencing to  be  eradicated  by  thatimproved 
■yatem  which  his  Majesty's  Ministers  had 
introduced,  and  their  Lordships  had  sanc- 
tioned. This  Bill,  then,  being  only  infe- 
rior in  Importance  to  tliat  which  his  Majes- 
ty's Government  had  introduced  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Poor-laws,  and  being 
as  closely  connected  as  that  Bill  was  wiih 
Uie  iadnstry  and  resources  of  the  country, 
he  fait  that  it  was  necessary  for  Itin  to 
claim  more  than  the  asual  mdulgeace  of 


their  Lordships  whilst  be  endcavonred  to 
explain  and  render  inlelligible  to  them  the 
principles  on  which  it  was  founded,  and 
the  deUiis  by  which  it  was  to  be  carried 
into  execution.  Fortuaately,  it  would  not 
be  necessary  for  him  to  enter  into  any  dis- 
cussion or  inquiry  as  to  the  antiquity  and 
origin  ofthat  species  of  property  lo  which 
this  Bill  related,  and  which  some  persona 
said  was  lo  be  found  in  ages  long  anterior 
to  the  existence  of  Christianity.  Neither 
would  it  be  neceisBry  for  him  to  trace  the 
progress  of  that  species  of  property,  nor 
of  the  events,  which,  sometimes  by  legal, 
and  sometimes  by  illegal,  meana,  had 
altered  its  condition  and  its  character.  It 
might,  however,  be  necessary  for  him  to 
observe  in  the  outset— and  all  history  con- 
firmed the  observation — that  this  speciea 
of  properly,  though  liable  to  little  objec- 
tion in  its  early  origin,  had,  as  civilization 
increased,  and  aa  ingenuity  was  applied  lo 
the  cultivation  of  land,  and  as  capital  was 
brought  more  and  more  into  action, 
become  more  and  more  objectionable,  and 
more  and  more  liable  to  the  impulalion  of 
operating  as  a  check  on  the  free  develope- 
ment  of  industry,  with  which  the  prospe- 
rity of  every  country  was  deeply  and  con- 
stantly connected.  Even  in  this  country, 
various  iodividuaU.and  various  bodies  of  in~ 
d  i  vid  uals  have  availed  themselves  somelimea 
of  the  sanction  of  the  law,  sometimes  of 
various  contrivances  in  evasion  of  the  law, 
to  throw  this  burthen  off  their  laoded  pro* 
perty?  To  whet  entent  this  had  been 
done  it  was  impossible  for  him  toilale,  nor 
should  he  endeavour  to  make  any  calca~ 
lation  on  the  subject;  suffice  \\  to  aaj, 
that  in  any  Bill  which  was  introduced  to 
remedy  the  evils  of  the  tithe-system,  of 
which  they  heard  so  many  complaints,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  make  provision  to 
guard  that  property  which  in  any  way  hwl 
been  freed  from  the  operation  of  ihnt 
liability  which  applied  to  the  great  mass  of 
property  in  the  country,  namely,  the  pay- 
ment of  tithes  Bometimes  in  kind,  and 
sometimes  in  the  shape  of  compoBilioa. 
Discarding  all  reference  to  the  past  history 
of  tithes,  and  to  the  condition  of  the  pro- 
perty in  them,  in  other  parts  of  the  worid 
— it  was  with  reference  to  the  condition  to 
this  coantry  that  their  Lordships  wers 
called  upon  to  deal  with  tithes,  and  to 
apply  the  remedies  which  he  was  about  tO 
stale  were  proposed.  Setting  out  fVocB 
that  point  he  would  proceed,  in  as  f^w 
words  as  possible,  to  detail  the  dtfii»«iit 
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fqlea  laid  down  in  thia  Act.  Tbia  was 
tb«  firat  application  of  the  compulsory 
principle;  bat  tbe  Bill  then  went  on  to 
frame  relations  for  the  commutation  of 
tithes,  mien  the  parties  could  not  agree 
M  to  the  whole  amount  to  be  paid.     The 


Bill  then  enacted,  that  after  the  first  of 
October,  18S7,  if  no  steps  were  taken  by 
the  parishioners  and  the  tithe-owners  to 
fix  on  a  certain  sum  to  be  pud  by  the 
fcrmer  sa  a  commutation)  that  the  Com- 
missioned  should  come  idIo  the  parish  and 
ascertain  the  total  value  of  the  tithes,  and 
award  tbe  sum  to  bepaid  as  a  rent-charge 
in  lieu  of  them.  The  sum  to  be  thus 
charged  was  to  be  calculated  in  this 
'  way,  and  it  was  the  most  important  and 
most  stringent  part  of  the  measure.  1'he 
Commissioners  would  mett  and  form  an 
estimate  in  this  way.  Thc^  muxt  look 
at  what  had  been  the  amount  of  compo- 
sition collected  OD  tithes  in  the  parish 
during  a  period  of  seven  years,  and  strike 
Ml  average  founded  on  the  amount  of  com- 
podtinn  for  tithes  actually  paid ;  they 
should  then  award  that  the  average  ralue 
paid  iluriog  the  seven  years  should  be  taken 
as  the  actual  amount  to  be  pnid  as  a  rent- 
diarge  as  a  permanent  composition  fur 
tithes  in  such  parish.  This  was  to  be 
acted  upon,  and  not  otherwise,  if  the  tithe- 
owners  and  titbe'payers  could  not  fix  on 
the  just  amount  of  tithes  that  ahonid  be 
paid.  The  Commissioners,  in  extreme 
cases,  were  empowered  to  modify  the  prin- 
ciple, and  were  to  hare  power  in  making 
a  calculation  of  the  great  or  small  tithes 
in  a  parish  to  diminish  or  increase  the  sum 
to  be  so  taken  bya  sum  not  amounting  to 
more  than  one-fifth  part  of  the  average 
value  ascertained;  subject  then  to  this 
addition  or  subtraction,  the  amount  of 
tithes  to  be  paid  was  fixed  and  aettled  by 
tbe  Commissioners.  He  bad  now  arrived 
at  that  part  of  the  Bill  by  which  it  pro- 
vided that  either  by  voluntary  or  compul- 
■ory  commutation  all  lands  in  the  country, 
except  tilbe-lree  lands,  must  become  sub- 
ject to  a  certain  principle.  It  was  ne- 
cessary, in  justice  and  equity,  that  the 
payments  should  fluctuate  as  to  the  raluc 
of  the  produce.  This  limit  and  fluctuation 
was  to  be  provided  for  in  the  manner  he 
was  about  to  state.  They  were  to  get  a 
fixed   monnr  payment   to   be  stated  in  a 

auaotity  of  corn  j  fur  instance,  if  they 
led  a  money  payment  of  300/L,  it  should 
be  io  stated  as  to  be  at  once  translatable 
into  so  many  quarters  of  wheat,  so  many 
quarteiB  of  barley,  and  so  many  quarters 
(>f  oati,  in  equal  proportions.    They  would 
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thus  get  fixed  for  a  rent-cfaarge  M  the 
payment  of  a  certun  quantity  of  wheat, 
barley,  or  oats.  This  would  regulate  the 
money  payment  from  year  to  year.  Tbey 
assumed  as  data  on  which  to  calculate  the 
average  price  of  wheat,  barley,  and  oats  for 
the  seven  years  terminating  at  Christmas, 
1835.  By  tizing  on  this  period  they  woald 
prevent  all  maoceuvriog  to  raise  or  lower 
the  price  of  corn  daring  the  period  while 
this  Bill  was  iu  progress.  Id  making  tbe 
calculation  for  any  particular  place  one  of 
these  seven  years  would  be  thrown  aut, 
and  the  additional  year  thrown  in.  By 
the  addition  of  this  one  year,  and  by  tbe 
subtraction  of  the  other,  the  variation!  in 
the  prices  of  wheat,  barley,  and  oats  would 
be  allowed  for  sufficiently  to  meet  any 
fluctuations  that  might  be  likely  to  arise. 
Many  ingenious  schemes  had  been  started 
with  a  view  to  have  the  rent-charge  nude 
on  a  different  prinriple.  Among  ntbers  a 
gentleman,  well  known  to  manj  Dofale 
Lords,  Mr.  Andrew  Knight,  president  of 
the  Horticultural  Society,  as  welt  as  other 
gentlemen,  had  thought  it  better  that  tbe 
price  of  wheat  alone  should  be  taken  aa  an 
element  to  calculate  the  rent-charge  ob, 
instead  of  taking  it  jointiy  vrith  the  prices 
of  barley  and  oats.  He  thought  that  by 
either  of  these  means  tbe  object  could  be 
obtained,  but  not  in  soch  a  satis&cttny 
manner  as  by  taking  the  pricea  at  other 
grain  as  well  as  wheaL  If  they  toA  wbeat 
alone,  it  would  be  found  that  it  fluctuated 
more  in  its  price  tlian  other  descriptioos  of 
grain,  altfaoueh  no  doubt  the  price  of  otbcr 
grain  was  influenced  by  the  price  of  whenL 
He  thought  if  noble  Lords  would  atten- 
tively look  into  the  subject  thev  wonld  aea 
that  by  taking  the  average  pnce  of  three 
descriptions  of  grain  the  fluctuation  wooM 
be  leas.  These  were  the  reasons,  tbeor  for 
proposing  to  take  the  three  oualitiea  iik. 
stead  of  one.  Under  tbe  o|Nniooa  be  bad 
stated  they  had  brought  forward  tbe  nwa. 
sure,  and  they  hoped  to  obtain  a  motte; 
payment,  either  by  voluntary  or  compatsorf 
means,  and  this  payment  was  only  liable 
ti)  Ihe  fluctuations  arising  frmn  transferriiy 
it  into  a  payment  depending  on  the  price 
of  three  descriptions  of  produce.  Hie 
amount,  then,  would  be  fixed  for  such  par- 
mcnt  by  the  tithe-payer,  and  he  trusted  in 
a  way  that  would  be  satisfactory  to  nil 
classes.  This,  then,  was  the  ouUine  of  tbe 
measure,  but,  like  all  general  nteaanres,  it 
could  not  be  expected  that  it  would  satcfjr 
the  wants  of  every  ^ticular  case.  He 
might  be  told  that  it  would  have  been 
better  to  take  the  actual  aaiouut  <4  eon^ 
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tithe  into  •  rent-chtrgs  bad  not  ^ne  fiir 
enough ;  for  inittnce,  take  the  cau  of 
land,  now  barren  and  uDproductive,  being 
brought  into  cultivation.  Now  ihers  was 
no  trrangemeDt  in  thii  Bill  by  which  the 
tithe^wuer  would  derive  any  value  from 
that  land  being  bo  brought  into  caltivalion. 
But  under  the  preient  lystem  he  would 
have  a  good  right  and  title  to  tithe  opon 
it.  He  admitted,  that  to  a  certain  extent 
tithes  prevented  barren  lands  from  being; 
brought  into  tillage  ;  but  still  it  ought  not 
to  be  forgotten  that  the  fonnation  of  new 
roads   and  the   creation 


mication  often  rendered  land  valu- 
able for  cuhivBtioQ  which  before  was  ud- 
proBtable  from  the  want  or  distance  of 
mariieti.  Within  bis  knowledge,  during 
the  last  fifteen  years,  a  great  quantity  of 
hud  had,  under  theae  circumstances,  been 
brought  into  cultivation  in  Scotland  in  the 
face  of  the  sinking  prices  of  agricultural 
produce.  Now,  he  wished  to  know 
wbether  his  Majesty's  Government  in- 
tended to  prevent  the  tithe-owner  from 
having  the  benefit  of  this  conversion  of 
non-productive  into  productive  land  ?  In 
cases  of  inctoanre  the  clergyman  at  pre- 
lent  received  a  compensation  for  his  tithe 
in  a  certain  portion  of  the  land  inclosed, 
Was  he  to  be  deprived  of  that  rompensa- 
tion  in  future?  There  was  also  another 
point,  to  which  tfie  noble  Marqueia  had 
not  elluded,  and  on  which  he  wished  to 
obtain  information.  That  point  had  re- 
ference to  land  which  at  different  times 
was  cultivated  for  difierent  purposei.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  provision  was  made 
for  the  change  of  culture  of  hop-grounds 
aiifl  market-gardeai.  For  aach  lands 
there  was  to  be  an  ordinary  charge  and  an 
cstraovdioary  charge.  For  instance,  when 
thoae  lands  ceased  to  be  hop-grouoda  and 
market>gardeoa,  the  apportion Rient  made 
upon  I  hem  was  to  be  the  larae  aa  the  ordi- 
nary charge  upon  other  land  in  the  same 
pariah,  but  whilst  they  were  under  culture 
for  hope,  dtc.,  then  an  estraotdinary 
charge  waa  tt>  be  levied,  which  was  to 
ceaae  a«  aoon  as  they  lapsed  back  into 
ordinary  culturv.  He  thongbt  that  the 
principle  of  that  clanie  ought  to  be  carried 
further.  For  instance,  a  parish  might  be 
partly  in  grass,  and  partly  in  cultivation. 
By  this  Bill  the  clergyman  would  have  his 
tithe  fixed  permanently  on  the  part  in 
cultivation,  whilat  on  the  part  in  grau  ha 
would  only  be  receiving  a  small  modna. 
Now,  to^onng  this  (Tan  luid  to  be  takea 


{LORDS}  rsuffi'^j-  laoo 

into  cultivation,  why  was  not  iha  titfaa- 
owner  to  have  the  b«ie6tof  ti^  bereaAer 
on  that  land  t  According  to  the  arresge- 
menta  now  in  force  fn  £:otlaDd,  this  ad- 
vantage, of  which  the  clergyman  ought 
not  to  be  deprived,  might  easily  be  pre- 
served to  him.  He  threw  these  poiota  oat 
for  consideration  in  the  Committee.  He 
wonld  not  detain  their  Lordships  vttb 
further  comments  on  the  principles  and 
details  of  the  Bill.  He  should  be  tnoch 
disappointed  tf  his  noble  Friends,  who 
were  in  hostility  to  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
it  of  the  policy  which  they  pur- 


sued in  the  administration  of  our  foreign 
and  domestic  affairs,  did  not  give  them  as 
much  support  and  assistance  as  iheir 
firmest  adherents  would  give  them  in  carry- 
ing this  measure,  which  in  his  opinion  waa 
calculated  for  the  advantage  of  the  public, 
and  was  fortunately  not  fettered  to  any  ab- 
stract resolution,  to  which  they  could  not 
agree  without  an  abandonment  of  principle. 
Lord  Dacre  was  disposed  to  give  to  this 
Bill,  with  an  exception  for  some  of  its 
clauses,  bis  most  cordial  support,  but  lie 
was  inclined  to  think  that  some  more 
general  principle,  applicable  to  all  sorts  of 
land,  might  have  been  adopted  by  tlie 
framers  of  the  Bill,  An  arrangement  of 
that  kind  had  taken  place  in  several  |>a- 
rishes  in  the  north  of  England,  where  it 
had  been  found  equally  profitable  both  to 
the  tithe-owner  and  to  the  lithe-payer.  He 
appealed  to  the  noble  Earl  (Mansfield) 
whether  il  had  not  also  been  serviceable  ia 
Scotland,  By  the  plan  be  allnded  to,  the 
tithe  was  settled  in  proportion  to  the  rent. 
He  believed  that  there  vtn  bow  4,000 
parishes  in  England  in  which  a  oompOM- 
tion  for  tithes  upon  such  an  arianijetDeKt 
had  bean  effected.  It  was  cnrioas,  is  look- 
ing through  the  documeDtton  tbisatttfect, 
to  find  that  when  these  comiautatioiM 
camnenced,  in  1766  or  1767,  tha  propor- 
tion allotted  to  the  clergymaa  for  his  thfae 
was  not  more  than  one-aeventh,  that  it  tfaaa 
became  one-fifth,  aad  latterly  one>fb«itk 
of  tbe  rent.  Lord  Althorp  bad  nored 
for  a  return  of  the  amonnt  of  the  rent  Asd 
of  the  tithe  compounded  foe  in  thediffisraad 
parishes  of  England.  Ha  had  got  tb«t 
letum  for  fonrtecn  coonties  in  Ewgland, 
and  that  retuni  proved,  that  ia  the 
parishes  of  those  eonntics  m  which  titbca 
tiad  been  compounded  tb«  aaMMnt  paid 
u  composition  of  tkha  was  63i,sSeL, 
whilst  tbe  titba  of  tba  sana  parisbea,  latea 
ID  proportioa   to  tba  m^  «nld   hn% 
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doabt  that  the  proposal  for  briagiog  the 
tithes  to  a  per  centage  upon  rent  was 
desirable,  if  it  could  be  effected  ;  but  by 
the  present  Bill  a  gross  injustice  might  be 
done,  if  there  were  afterwards  any  tamper- 
ing with  the  currency,  as  it  was  called. 
Any  alteration  in  the  ralue  of  money 
would  materially  affect  the  commutation, 


aucn  an  eril  would  not  arise  in  the  case  of 
a  per  centage  upon  rent,  because  the  rent 
of  land  must  necessarily  adjust  itself  to  the 
value  of  money.  He  merely  mentioned 
that  to  explain  why,  if  it  could  be  done, 
he  thought  it  desirable  to  bring  the  tithe 
to  the  proportion  of  the  rent,  it  ivas  said, 
under  this  system  there  would  be  no  conten- 
tion }  but  there  would  bean  annual  adjust, 
ment  between  the  parties.  But  these  wa« 
only  matters  of  detail,  and  he  was  sure 
every  one  roust  be  ready  to  malte  a  sacrifice 
of  ereu  considerable  difficulties,  when  they 
found  a  scheme  which  seemed  upon  the 
whole  so  likely  to  afTurd  effectual  justice  to 
the  parties.  Upon  the  different  clauses  it 
would  now  be  improper  to  trouble  their 
Lordships  with  any  observations ;  but,  in 
pwnt  of  principle,  he  must  certainly  did 
wish  that  further  time  should  be  given  for 
the  voluntary  settlement  of  the  question. 
He  thought  the  time  was  too  short ;  he 
did  not  allude  lo  the  time  allowed  for  ap- 
portion ment,  but  to  the  time  previous  to 
the  geJieral  I'aluution.  The  time  assigncil 
by  the  Bill  was  October,  1S37  ;  until  then 
parties  were  left  to  enter  into  an  amicable 
arrangement,  but  if  then  none  such  had 
been  completeil,  the  Commissioners  were 
empowered  to  step  in,  and  to  proceed  to 
malce  a  valuation,  and  to  effect  a  compul- 
sory commutation.  Of  the  large  powers 
vested  In  the  Commissioners  be  should  not 
complain,  for  he  conceived  that  it  was  only 
by  leaving  a  wide  discretion  in  their  hands 
that  any  hir  and  equitable  valuation  could 
be  procured.  And  when  be  considered  the 
CKUnt  nf  the  interests  submitted  to  ihose 
who  would  act  as  Commissioners,  and  the 
difficulties  with  which  the  question  was 
■arrouoded,  he  thought  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  done  ri>rht  in  leaving  their 
powers,  great  as  tbey  were,  unrestricted. 
Their  office  would  be  a  most  laborious  one, 
and  one  which  should  only  be  held  by  per- 
sons in  whom  the  confidence  of  the  country 
would  be  entire.  The  Bill  which  it  had 
been  the  intention  of  the  last  Government 
to  introduce  had  been  entirely  based  upon 
the  principle  of  voluntary  adjustment ;  but 
is  was  also  held  out  as  a  stimulus  to 
^niclCDD  the  putiei  in  taking  the  neceteary 
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steps,  tiiat  it  was  probable  that  Parliament 
'ould  at  a  future  time  interfere  to  force 
ipon  them  a  compulsory  system.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  present  plan  was  not 
as  good,  perhaps  better,  than  their  own,  as 
it  prompted  the  parties  to  a  speedy  adjuat- 
ment,  by  providing  at  once  a  plan  of  com- 
pulsory commutation  ;  so  that  not  only  was 
itice  given  that  the  Legislature  would 
iterfere,  but,  in  point  of  &ct,  the  compul- 
sory enactment  was  there.  The  only 
question  then,  was,  whether  that  limit  of 
time  to  which  he  had  already  alluded  was 
not  too  short ;  and  that  suggestion  was  the 
more  worthy  of  attention  when  it  was  con~ 
sidered  how  much  was  to  be  done  before 
the  Commission  could  possibly  come  fully 
into  operation.  There  would  be  some  time 
before  the  appointment  of  the  Commis- 
sioners ;  some  time  also  would  be  required 
before  those  Commissioners,  in  a  matter  so 


proceedings  ;  then,  before  they  could 
selected  their  agents  in  all  parts  of  the 
kingdom,  some  very  considerable  time 
would  also  have  elapsed-  After  they  had 
reached  the  parishes  three  weeks'  notice 
must  be  given;  then  possible  disputes  about 
moduses  might  arise  ;  and  in  point  of  fact, 
there  would  be  a  vatiety  of  particulars 
which,  with  every  possible  diligence,  must 
delay  the  full  operutioo  of  tbe  Commisaion 
for  a  considerable  period.  He  therefore 
should  suggest,  when  the  Bill  was  in  Com- 
mittee, whether  some  additional  time — say 
one  or  even  two  years — should  not  be 
allowed  for  parties  to  come  to  an  agreement 
of  themselves.  He  was  rathermnre  anxious 
for  time  because,  though  the  measure  had 
been  much  discussed,  he  would  venture  to 
say,  that  much  time  must  elapse  before  the 
farmers  could  be  thoroughly  acouainted 
with  the  whole  bearing  of  the  Bill,  id 
what  position  thev  stood,  and  what  were 
the  inducements  which  it  held  out  to  them 
to  come  to  some  amicable  result.  Upon 
the  general  principle  he  must  express  hts 
decided  approbation,  though  in  any  mea- 
sure of  this  description  nothing  could  be 
more  easy  than  to  nnd  objectiona.  It  an- 
doubtedly  was  desirable  to  apportion  the 
tithe,  not  in  reference  to  any  particular 
time,  but  to  the  quality  of  the  land  ; 
because,  according  to  the  present  proposi- 
tion, poor  land,  with  an  intelligent  and 
active  farmer,  might  produce  large  tithes  ; 
whereas,  on  the  cnntrary,  the  finest  hind 
with  a  slovenly  farmer,  would  only  prodnce 
very  small  tithes.  As  to  the  cases  of  ut 
increase  in  the  fertilitv  of  land,  be  was  ift- 
cLined  to  think  that  l^slatioo  tq^  tbu 
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beiDc  ralued  in  proportion  to  the  rtntJ  quwtion,  and  etpecially  m  the  reroU  bad 
tniTiihen  the  quettion  ibould  be  fully  been  i  Bill  ai  Irttte  lu»Uo  ta  ob)ectlon  m 
diMDtsed  he  •hould  hare  no  hesUation  in  could  be  weU  framed  upon  a  subject  in- 
laying   that     the     tithe      ought    to    be    voWed  in  so  many  difficultiefc 


taken^in  proportion  to  the  rent.  It  was 
fairly  acknowledged  by  that  Dohle  Lord 
that  in  lands  highly  cultivated,  the  tithe, 
being  proportioned  to  the  rent  might  in 
some  instancei  be  oppressive  ;  and  though 
that  might  be  the  case  the  very  fact  of 
high  cultivation,  however  strong  the  argu- 
ment might  at  first  appear,  showed  that 
it  did  not  operate  with  a  bad  effect ;  for 
who  was  it  that  suffered  by  tithes  ?  The 
tenant  who  had  but  small  means.  The 
tenant  who  was  enabled  to  make  a  large, 
outlay  of  capiul  obtained  a  large  crop, 
and  then  he  was  able  to  pay  large 
tithes  ',  and  jet  when  the  produce  of  corn 
was  very  great  they  would  frequently  see 
a  small  proportion  of  tiihe  for  that  land. 
What  he  apprehended  was,  that  great 
injustice  woula  be  done  thereby  toexisiiag 
interests  :  for  what  effect  could  a  compo- 
sition entirely  upon  the  natural  productive- 
neai  of  the  land  have  but  to  lower  the 
receipts  to  an  extent  which  to  the  poor 
titbe-ownen  must  be  ruinous?  Af&'ia, 
who  could  venture  to  say,  in  a  country 
so  increasing  in  riches,  so  prosperous  as 
this  country  was  at  the  present  time, 
bringing  capital  to  all  sorts  of  speculattDng, 
some  disadraDtageoui,  some  successful, 
that  the  same  spirit  of  expenditure  which 
had  occasioned  the  present  high  state  of 
cultivation  would  not  last,  at  least,  as  long 
as  the  wealth  of  the  country  ?  He  could 
see  no  reason  for  turning  over  that  pro- 
portion of  rent  to  (he  land-owner  instead  o£ 
the  tithe-owner.  He  was  afraid  that  it 
would  be  almost  impossible  to  extend  the 
noble  Lord's  principle  to  the  value  of 
tithes  at  present,  Hs  was  afraid,  also,  he 
had  already  trespassed  too  long  on  their 
Lordships'  attention.  He  would  now  only 
add,  that,  according  to  his  present  feeling, 
he  could  but  consider  the  measure  as  very 
beneficial.  Certaialy,  some  amendments 
appeared  to  him  necessary,  to  which  he 
trusted  there  would  be  no  great  objection, 
and  which  had  been  suggested,  and  which 
would  be  received,  he  was  sure,  by  the 
noble  Lords  also,  only  in  the  spirit  of  con- 
ciliation, and  from  the  desire  of  improving 
the  Bill.  But,  in  justice  also  to  the  noble 
Lords  who  had  brought  forward  the  mea- 
sure, he  was  bound  to  say,  that  the  coun- 
try wu  much  indebted  to  them  for  the 
ful  UtcBtioB  vbkb  tbey  bad  giveo  to  th« 


Lord  JVgaford  entirely  concurred  in  th« 
principle  of  the  Bill,  which  was  certainly 
the  best  that  bad  yet  been  brou^t  for- 
ward. As  to  what  had  fallen  from  some 
noble  Lords,  he  was,  for  his  own  part,  con- 
vinced that  the  most  practical  mode  of  va- 
luation was  to  take  the  produce  of  the  last 
seven  years,  wttbont  regard  to  the  rent,  as 
proposed  by  the  Bill.  The  probability  now 
was,  that  more  land  vonld  go  out  of  cul- 
tivation than  advance.  It  utpeared  to  him 
that  the  cultivation  of  the  land  was  at  the 
highest,  and  would,  from  this  time,  begin 
to  go  down,  so  that,  instead  of  su^ring 
any  loea,  the  tithe-owners  would,  in  £act, 
be  great  gainers.  The  object,  however,  of 
Iiis  rising  was  to  obtain  from  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite  an  explanation  of  the 
words  "  extreme  cases  "  introduced  into 
Clause  3S.  He  concurred  in  the  pn^niety 
of  giving  great  power  to  the  CommustODers 
under  the  Bill ;  but  he  thought  that  it  might 
tend  to  secure  the  jnst  exercise  of  uat 
power,  if  the  right  of  appeal  from  their 
decisions  were  given  in  certain  caaea.  He 
thought  the  powers  granted  to  them  undet 
the  35th  Clause  were  enormous,  and  there 
was  no  definition  of  the  cases  in  which 
those  powers  might  be  exercised.  He 
had  other  objections  to  the  detaila  of  the 
measure,  but  none  affecting  the  principle' 
of  the  Bill,  of  which  he  highly  approved. 

The  Marquess  oi  Lantdonne  loae  ateniv 
for  the  purpose  of  satisfying  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  as  to  the  import  of  the  astH 
Clause.  He  thought  it  would  be  found 
that  the  word  "  extreme,"  though  by  some 
accident  it  had  crept  into  the  margin,  did 
not  occur  In  the  enacting  partof  the  cUaee. 
The  discretionary  power  which  the  Com- 
missioners might  exercise,  was  founded  on 
an  application  which  might  be  made  by 
a  portion  of  the  land-owners,  stating  th^ 
the  value  of  the  land  was  not  fairly  repre- 
sented. Upon  that  application,  the  Com- 
missioners would  have  the  power  of  alter- 
ing the  amount  of  the  tlthcj  in  the  pro- 
portion of  one-fifth,  not  more  one  way  oc 
the  other.  They  would  be  required,  how- 
ever, in  the  first  place,  to  report  the  grounds 
of  their  decision  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
who  would  lay  them  before  Parliament. 
With  regard  to  the  time  to  bo  allowed 
for  coming  to  a  voluntary  agreement,  it 
would  be  a  matter  tot  their  Lord^pa* 
coondentioD ;  if  it  abould  aj^ew  to  mof 
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wHle  in  the  gaol  of  the  countj  of  Lim- 

Lord  Morpeih  replied,  that  no  official 
commuDication  had  been  made  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  bH  he  Inew  of  it  iras  from  ^vhat 
appeared  in  the  papers.  As  fur  the  cun. 
duct  of  the  gaoler,  the  GoTernment  had 
nothipg  to  do  with  him ;  he  was  the 
officer  of  the  High  Sheriff  of  the  county, 
and  was  only  accouotaUe  to  him. 

Subject  dropped. 


IcDev  that  it  was  the  wish  of  a  sreat  num- 
ber of  persons  in  the  House,  aua  ont  of  it, 
that  this  Bill  should  pass.  Ooe  part  of 
this  Bill  was  much  misunderatood,  and  he 
had  been  asked  by  some  friends  whether  it 
was  his  ititentioD  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  the 
effect  that  tolls  on  railroads  should  here- 
after  be  altogether  ab<ilirhed.  Now,  the 
word  "  abuhtion  "  occurred  io  the  Bill,  but 
it  was  by  no  means  Decenary,  and  he  had 
not  the  slightest  objection  to  strike  out  the 
word.  It  was  certainly  not  his  intention 
that  perseoB  who  engaged  in  great  public 
underlakings  should  not  be  remunerated — 
it  waa,  iu  his  opinion,  the  duty  of  the 
Houee  to  encoura^  persona  who  engaged 
in  worba  of  this  kind,  and  his  Bill  would 
not  have  the  effect  of  discoursgiog— if  it 
had,  he  would  he  eery  reluctant  to  proceed 
with  it;  but  he  was  very  sure  it  would 
hare  a  contrary  effect,  and  he  was  equally 
sure  that  no  persons  ought  to  feel  more 
interested  in  the  Bill  than  the  proprietors 
of  railroads  themielvei.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  1:^  moviog  that  the  Bill  be  post- 
poned till  Monday. 

Bill  postponed  till  the  ensuing  Monday, 

Writs  of  Rbbbllion,  Ibeland.^ 
Mr.  William  S.  OBnen,  seeing  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  in 
his  i^ace,  would  take  that  opportunity  of 
asking  a  question  relating  to  a  man  named 
John  Conway,  who  was  taken  up  under  a 
writ  of  rebellion,  and  committed  to  the 
county  of  Limerick  gaol,  where  he  was 
cmfiiied  for  a  month,  and  obliged  to  break 
stones  like  the  common  felons  of  the  prison, 
by  the  goreroor  of  the  prison,  against 
whom  he  would  not  he  supposed  to  offer 
any  censure.  He  was  subsequently  sent 
to  Dublin  handcuffed,  and  under  an  escort  ; 
and  having  been  brought  before  the  Barons 
of  the  Exchequer  it  wus  decided  that  he 
had  been  illegally  detained,  and  was  order- 
ed to  be  discharged.  There  were  many 
circumstances  in  the  case  to  make  it  one 
of  an  oppressive  nature  agunst  Conway, 
who  bad  not  been  in  possession  of  the  farm 
for  nearly  two  years  before  ;  and  although 
the  sum  claimed  under  the  Tithe  Com- 
mutation Bill  amounted  to  10/.,  he  offered 
the  clergyman  91.  10s.  and  costs.  Now 
the  question  he  had  to  ask  was,  whether 
Conway,  who,  under  the  existing  laws  was 
a  tithe  debtor,  was  to  be  treated  as  a  felon 
and  a  criminal !  and  if  not,  whether  any 
report  had  been  mode  to  the  Government 
on  the  subject,  or  any  inquiry  instituted 
in  refeieoce  to  liie  treatment  be  experienced 


Court  op  Sebsioh  (Scotland).]  On 
the  motion  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  the 
House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  on 
the  Court  of  Session  (ScotJandl  BiH.  Tfte 
clauses  as  far  as  Clause  16  incIusiTe,  w«ire 
adopted. 

On  Clause  17.  which  relates  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  an  Extractor  General  at 
5001.  a  vear,  and  an  assistant  at  SOOt,  i 
year,  being  proposed. 

Sir  Wtlliam  Rae  expressed  hia  strong 
objection  to  the  clause,  as  tending  to  entail 
upon  the  public  a  great  and  unnecessary 
expense,  inasmuch  as  there  were  already 
four  clerks  of  Session,  receiving  ifiOOL  t 
year  each,  and  having  little  or  nothing  ta 
do.  Why  these  two  oEBcers,  with  monstrooi 
salaries,  should  be  added,  very  greallj 
excited  his  curiosity  and  astonisSmeuL 
Formerly,  the  business  was  so  heavy  that 
an  increase  of  officers  was  requir^,  but  at 
present  a  reduction,  ought  to  take  place  in 
consequence  of  the  decrease  of  the  busiiies& 
He  moved  the  omission  of  the  clause. 

The  Lord  Advocate  reminded  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  that  he  had  himaelf  whea  ia 
office  appointed  four  deilts  or  exttacUns, 
whose  salaries  amounted  to  4501.  a  year 
each,  making  a  total  of  ],80Ol.  per  annum, 
drawn  from  the  public  money.  Now  be 
the  (Lord  Adtocate)  proposed  to  remove 
those  four  extractors,  and  to  establish 
these  two  new  officers  in  their  stead,  by 
which  means  a  saving  of  1,000/.  a  year 
would  be  effected. 

Sir  William  Bat  said,  that  when  he 
came  into  office  he  found  six  clerks,  aDd,oa 
account  of  the  decrease  in  the  busioesa,  he 
reduced  the  number  to  four.  Since  thit 
time,  by  means  of  many  improvementi 
which  had  been  introducea  in  the  proceed' 
ingsof  the  Court,  the  business  was  still  fur- 
ther decreased,  BO  that  it  couldbe  easily  per- 
formed by  the  clerks  of  Session,  whose  duly 
it  originally  was.  He  thought,  the  whole 
of  these  officers  might  now  be  renHved, 
and  on  this  point  he  expected  tlie  si^iport 
of  the  hoD,  Member  for  MitUIesex. 
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it  nther  itniQga  tlut  tboae  bon.  Oflntlemea 
opporite,  who  exprowed  nich  a  strong 
anzJetr  with  regard  to  tbow  Scotch  Bill*, 
hftd  theniMlrei  andnvound  to  prevent  the 
HouH  proceeding!  with  them,  by  having 
the  Houie  oount^,  u  it  had  been,  at  an 
•arliet  period  of  the  evening,  although  it 
did  M)  turn  out  that  there  were  more  than 
forty  Member!  preaenL  He  should  perse- 
vere in  hie  notion. 

Sir  Edieard  Knalehbutl  was  quite  tore 
that  the  counting  of  the  House  did  not 
originate  with  those  who  wi^ed  to  proceed 
wiui  thcae  Bills ;  neither  he  nor  those  around 
him  par^dpated  in  that  motion,  and  surely 
it  WM  going  rather  too  far  to  charge  that 
aide  of  the  House  with  a  wish  to  obstruct 
the  progress  of  the  public  business.  He 
did  not  know  who  tko  hoo.  Membn  was 
who  had  moved  that  the  House  be  ootuted, 
hut  it  wH  too  much  to  imputa  to  those 
Members  fw  Scotland  who  wished  tbeae 
Bills  to  be  proceeded  with,  that  they  had 
any  deeire  to  impede  the  puUio  buuncM, 
to  get  through  which  they  bad  attended 
under  the  espreaa  undentaoding  which  bad 
been  come  to  with  respect  to  these  mea- 
■uret.  The  Members  on  the  Oinwaition 
aide  of  the  Hotue  could  know  nothing  of 
what  pawed  privately  between  the  hon. 
Member  for  ShaAeahury  and  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  J.  Ruuell).  The  noble  Lord 
had  Bud,  the  Scotch  Bills  wei«  to  be  pro- 
ceeded with  fiat;  and  on  bii  way  down 
to  the  Home,  he  lud  met  several  hon.  Meoi- 
beci^  who  had  told  him  that  nch  was  the 
ewe. 

Tha  Lord  Adtioeate  had  underMood  that 
ha  was  to  prucced  with  hia  two  fiiat  BiUi. 
With  rwud  to  his  other  Bills  whether 
they  ihoind  come  on  or  not,  in  lovfc 
that  of  the  hon.  Mambei  for  Shafteabury, 
he  ahould  leave  ftv  the  right  hon.  the 
Speaker  to  decide.  He  ihould  wish  to  in- 
mt  on  hii  tight  to  go  on,  if  he  was  intitled 
todoto. 

Mr.  Cvtlar  Fergutio*  eertainly  under- 
etood  that  the  whola  of  the  Scotch  Bills 
wen  to  be  nrooeeded  with ;  and 
say,  it  would  be  lather  hard  iipi]__ 
Uembers,  who  had  been  awaitiiig  the  dis- 
cusMOR  of  theae  measutw  nearly  the  whole 
vt  the  Sewien.  if  diat  undentuding  waa 
tiot  to  be  adhered  to.  His  undemanding 
WW,  that  tha  previous  diicosaion  related  to 
what  question  should  come  on  when  the 
SeMch  Bills  ware  disposed  of. 

Mr.  WillioMM  Wifitn  said,  the  rule  wa^ 
that  Olden  of  the  Day  ware  eon^btaly 


within  the  control  of  the  House.  At  tlw 
tame  time  the  pracdce  had  been,  that  on 
one  day  in  the  week,  the  orden  were  to 
be  taken  in  the  rotation  in  which  tliey 
stood  in  the  paper,  hut  on  the  othen  ibtt 
le  Oovemmmt  should  have  the  ^ority 
I  brining  on  any  busineas  connected  with 
the  legislation  of  the  country  generallr.  He 
must  compUinofthe  injustice  of  the  Houaa 
being  led  to  believe  that  butiaest  of  a  par- 
ticular description  should  come  on,  and 
then  that  they  should  be  tc3d  that  then 
was  a  [Htvate  understanding  fetwefio  an 
bon.  Member  and  the  leader  of  the  Housa, 
that  other  burineaa  was  to  be  proceeds 
with.  He  thought  ^e  House  had  also  a 
right  to  oonplaiD  that  notfae  had  not  beea 
given,  that  It  was  not  intended  to  (^ve  Hm 
pnAgmee  to  nay  Govenunent  meaaare  Oat 


Mr.  Jantu  said,  diat  dw  cAiject  of  tiie 
hon.  Member  for  ShafteAury  was  to  ftirtber 
the  Poala  Corporation  Bill  a  stage.  The 
dlag  would  he  almoat  a  matter  sf 
beoauaa  ihej  were  not  called  npos  Id 
ndiscnsi  tha  prinople  of  the  BID. 

Mr.  OoaiMm  had  snaentood  diat  At 
Sooteb  bmiaeaa  waa  to  oMie  on  tfaid  eveti- 
ing;  and  ha  bad  mettsvcral  hem.  Uam- 
ben  who  had  left  the  Hmiie  -  nnflfir  that 


He  tbou^t  it  would  lie  n__. 
Hemben  to  take  anj 


unfair  to  the  Seotch 
other  business. 

Mr.  Wailey  mA,  the  noUa  Lord,  the 
Saoretary  of  SUte  for  tiia  Homo  D^ait- 
ment,  in  the  eariy  part  of  the  evening,  had 
■talad  distinctly,  tnat  the  GofemiDeat  had 
tha  rif^t  to  lake  tbwrotdan  fin^  hat  &e^ 
bad  waived  that  right  in  ftvoui  of  tha  bon. 
Member  for  Shaftedxny. 

Sir  Georjre  Clerk  said,  that  tha  nndo^ 
standing  certainly  wasj  that  if  ihe  letnaia- 
ing  Scrtch  Bills  on  A«  list  wan  not  gone 
inta^  dtey  woold  be  abandoned  for  the 
present  Seadon.  Such  wis  his  bammaat 
npon  putting  questions  to  tha  Lom  Advi^ 
cate  in  the  eariy  part  of  the  evening. 

Mr.  Gillon  oontended,  that  if  dia  Sootth 
Bills  were  not  proceeded  with  oa  that 
avaning,  the  Sootw  Membaca  wrmld  be  tot 
iU-usef. 

Sir  WilSaw  Kae  said,  he  had  slopped  ia 
town  in  order  to  be  present  to  take  a  sbaia 
in  the  diseunion  on  the  Sootdi  Bilbi ;  hs 
had  made  inquity  at  tha  Board  of  Tnde, 
and  had  been  asmired  that  the  Comnittaa 
on  tha  Lighthouses  Bill  would  be  dcArrad, 

order  to  give  precedence  to  tha  Seotafc 
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'  Mr.  Trevor  supported  the  motion.  He 
Mieved  that  if  the  muDicipal  elections  in 
Poole  bad  turned  onl  tBtisfacloriljr  to  the 
gentlemen  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House,  the  preseot  Bill  would  never  have 
been  heard  of.  It  was  a.  moat  unjust 
meaiure,  becaase  the  esse  was  about  to 
undergo  iuTeatigalion  in  a  court  of  law. 

Mr.  Blacklmme  maintained  that  Par- 
lismentary  interference  was  required,  for 
the  ordinary  courts  of  Justice  could  afford 
no  remedy  in  the  case,  because,  whatever 
might  be  their  decision,  it  would  not  suf- 
fice to  undo  all  the  mischief  which  bad 
already  been  done.  Besides,  two  years 
might  elapse  before  the  judgment  of  a 
court  of  law  could  be  obtained.  By  the 
undue  election  of  two  councillors,  a  par- 
ticular party  had  obtained  the  tnajoritj  in 
the  Corporation  of  Poole,  and  had  given 
to  the  officers  employed  by  them  what- 
ever compe'nsation  they  pleased.  If  it 
could  be  shown  him  that  that  grievance 
might  be  remedied  by  a  court  of  law,  he 
would  then  be  ready  to  vote- against  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  W^/nn  had  strong  objeclions  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  and  also  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  Committee  of  Inquiry  on 
the  subject  was  conducted,  for  he  veO' 
tured  to  say,  that  every  rule  which  had 
hitherto  governed  Committees  with  regard 
to  the  reception  of  evidence  had  been 
violated.  He  did  not  utiderstaod  what 
useful  object  the  hon.  Members  opposite 
had  in  view  in  pressing  forward  the  pre- 
sent Bill,  for,  considering  the  late  period 
of  the  Session,  end  the  certainty  that  in 
this  case  the  other  House  would  requi 
to  hear  evidence  at  the  bar,  it  was  ii 
possible  for  any  person  to  believe  that 
there  was  any  chance  of  the  Bill  passing 
into  law  before  the  prorogation.  The 
present  Bill  was  a  Bill  of  pains  and  penal- 
ties, having  for  its  object  to  set  aside  the 
elections  of  certain  members  of  the  ci 
n)OD*council  of  Poole,  who  possessed 
Dodoubted  right  at  common  law  to  have 
their  case  tried  by  the  Court  of  King's 
Bench.  The  operation  of  the  Bill  was  not 
limited  to  the  two  individuals  with  respect 
to  whom  evidence  had  been  received  by 
the  Committee  of  Inquiry,  but  by  one 
■weeping  enactment  it  affected  the  elec- 
tion of  all  the  members  of  the  council 
Moreover,  it  set  aside  all  the  acts  of  the 
cwtHwil,  and  all  elections  which  it  made 
of  officen.    Was  thi«.«  fair  coune  of  pro- 
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ceeding?  When  the  present  ParliKoaeBt 
first -assembled,  the  choice  of  the  Speaker 
was  decided,  in  the  fullest  House  ever  re- 
membered, by  a  majority  of  ten  votes. 
Now,  supposing  that,  with  respect  to  the 
first  five  seats  vacated  in  consequence  of 
the  Reports  of  Election  Committeea,  Coa- 
servative  Members  had  been  subatituted 
in  the  place  of  Gentlemen  who  gave  their 
support  to  the  Ministry,  would  it  ever 
have  been  allowed  that  that  circumstance 
should  have  the  effect  of  nullifying  all  the 
previous  proceedings  of  the  House  ?  And 
yet  it  was  proposed  in  the  case  of  the 
Poole  Corporation,  that  all  its  acts  should 
be  set  aside  in  consequence  of  the  undue 
election  of  twoof  its  membera.  The  Com- 
mittee stated  in  their  Report,  t\iat  tbe 
petitioners  in  the  present  case  had  made 
every  effort  to  obtain  redress  from  the 
courts  of  law ;  but  there  was  not  a  sylla- 
ble of  evidence  to  that  effect  ia  the  Re. 
porL  In  point  of  fact,  the  case  would,  as 
he  understood,  be  tried  at  tbe^  awizea  in 
the  coune  of  a  fortnight;  and  he  con- 
ceived that  nothing  could  be  more  incon- 
venient than  to  have  a  verdict  pronounced 
on  it  at  the  same  time  by  that  House ; 
which,  like  that  in  a  recent  proceeding, 
might  be  at  direct  variance  with  tbe  judg- 
ment of  a  court  of  law  delivered  after 
hearing  evidence  on  oath.  As  he  felt  it  to 
be  impossible  the  Bill  should  ever  pau 
into  law,  he  would  advise  hon.  Gentlemen 
00  his  side  of  the  House  not  to  enter  into 
a  discussion  of  the  elections  which  were 
alleged  to  be  undue,  because  what  was 
saiiiin  that  House  would  be  read  out  of 
it,  and  might  have  some  effacl  in  u&u- 
encing  the  decision  of  tbe  jury  before 
which  the  case  would  be  tried.  He  did 
not  think  that  much  atteuticMi  ongUt  to 
be  paid  to  the  Report  of  tbe  Comaittee, 
because  every  rule  of  ParliaEoaat  had  bem 
violated  by  the  admiwion  ef  affidavits. 
Those  affidavits  were  not  contained  in  tbe 
body  of  the  Report,  but  they  were  tefeired 
to,  so  that  it  was  evident  diey  had  in- 
fluenced the  conclusions  of  the  dofnmitlee. 
They  had  been,  however,  prudently  eoosgh 
separated  from  the  Report,  becavae  it  ««i 
welt  known  that  the  Report  moat  kave 
been  rejected  by  the  HODse  had  ^e  ■&- 
davits  been  contained  in  it.  Tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  referred  to  tbe  opt- 
nion  given  as  to  the  Bill  by  tbe  only  legal 
adviser  of  the  Crown  who  could  ipaak  aa 
tbe   inbject— nwnely,   the  Solinur*Oe* 
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of  tbe  HouK  of  Comnunu,  u  blimdMi  uid 
without  repratch,  who,  hmrarer,  ikm  afker- 
warda  Tinted  with  Uie  Mrmgly  marked 
condnonatimi  of  R  jtirj.  Tbe  Hoase  of 
ComiDOiu,  s  polidal  trifamml,  tnu  Iiere 
railed  upon  to  legiidate  apmi  ■  politicsl 
crime.  Such  ft  coune  wu  pr^naot  widi 
miK^icf,  snd  he  would  oppeca  ibe  Bill  in 

The  House  divided  on  the  iiaatD—Ajn 
98 ;  Noea  6* ,— Majoritr  S4. 
£u(o/(A«  Atks. 
AglionV.  H.  LerooD,  %  C. 

Adam,  Admiral  Lcferra,  C.  S. 

AUmiod,  Tliomaa  LiiUr,  £.  C. 


boa.  and  learned  Gentleman  maintained 
Ui  otdnlon.  Thla  appeared  to  him  to  he  ft 
Kn  Wided  oa  injmtice.  He  called  on 
die  House  to  reflect  on  what  their  position 
would  be  if  the  iudgment  of  the  court,  at 
the  ftSsiKs,  shoula  be  id  direct  oppontion  to 
At  ojdDioa  of  this  House. 

Mr.  Zendn'  defended  the  conduct  of  the 
Committee,  and  denied  that  the  Chairman 
bad  pnt  questiona  unfairly  to  any  bfthe 
wIuesKS.  Hie  Committee  «as  a  very 
bir  one,  and  was  attended  daily  by  three 
» four  genticmen  on  one  side,  and  three 
w  four  on  the  other  side. 

Mr.  Hardy  eould  not    see    how  bon. 


it  as  ft  dangerous  precedent.  For  himself 
he  should  give  tt  nis  decided  opposition. 

Mr.  Tnat  must'  totally  deny  that  the 
Committee  was  satisfied  with  the  evidence, 
or  that  they  were  unaoimoua  In  their  deci- 
rion.  This  was  evident  from  the  &ct  that 
some  members  of  the  Committee  voted 
i^nst  the  Bill.  On  the  trial  also  whidi 
took  place,  some  of  those  who  had  been 
condemned  by  the  Committee  were  dedared 
innocent  by  a  court  of  law.  He  believed 
BO  enlargement  of  the  rule,  as  it  was  stated, 
had  taken  place,  and  that  tiie  case  stood  for 
hearing  thk  month.  Let  them  look  at  tbe 
inctmroiience  which  might  arise  if  this 
matter  should  be  brought  before  the  House 
of  Lords,  where  it  was  not  the  practice  to 
examine  witnesses  upon  affidavit.  There 
was  no  sufficient  reason  shown  whr  the 
House  should  now  prematurely  aecide 
upon  a  question  which  wonid  be  far  more 
satiafitctorily  dedded  upon  by  a  court  of 
law. 

Mr.  Praed  rose,  amlSit  cries  of  "  Qoes- 
tlon."  He  was  sitting  there,  he  s^,judL 
dally,  and  he  trusted  the  House  would 
hear  htm.  He  was  not  present  upon  a 
former  occarion  when  d>e  Salicltor-General 
ddivered  )u>  opinion  upon  this  Bill.  In 
tUs  he  was  unfortunate,  but  the  SoliciUnv 
General  bimself  was  equally  unfortunate 
in  not  having  beard  his  (Mr.  Praed's) 
<qdnIon.  He  did  not  desj  that  this  might 
be  a  rase  for  Parliamentary  dednoD,  but 
not  under  present  nrcomitance^  because  it 
Was  ^pending  in  a  court  of  law.  If  the 
SoGcitor-Generd  were  now  present,  he  felt 
confident  that,  after  the  opiimm  bdbie  ex- 
tn«ned  by  bis  bon.  and  legated  Friend,  the 
ma  wouU  Sot  be  allowed  to  proceed  further. 
He  contended  tbat  the  case  of  Great  Tar- 
rnooA  wti  a  case  !n  pcaut    There,  two 
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HANSARD'S 

Paiiiamentaiy  Debates 

During  MeTHiiiD  Session  of  the  Twelfth  Parliament 

of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and 

Ireland,  appointed  to  meet  at  Westminster, 

31st  January^  1837, 

in  the  Seventh  Year  of  the  Reign  of  His  Majesty 

WILLIAM   THE   FOURTH. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuetday,  January  31 ,       18 ,'  7. 

Opening  of  parliament.— The 

KiNs'a  Speech.]  The  Parliament  was 
this  daj  opened  by  Coramiaaion.  The 
CommisiionerB  present  were — the  Arch- 
biahop  of  Canterbury,  the  Lord  Chancel- 
tor,  the  Marquess  of  La nadowne.  Viscount 
Dnncannon,  and  VUcount  Melbourne. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  read  the  following 
Speech : — 

"  JIfy  Lords  and  Gentlemen, 
"  We  are  commanded  by  his  Majesty 
to  acquaint  you  that  his  Majesty  cooti- 
nlieB  to  receive  from  all  Foreign  Powers 
the  strongest  Bssurances  of  iheir  friendly 
disposition;  and  bia  Majesty  trugts  that 
(he  experience  of  the  blessings  which 
peace  confers  upon  nations,  will  tend  to 
conRrm  and  secure  the  present  tranquil- 

lit,. 

"  His  Majesty  laments  that  the  civil 
contest  which  has  agitated  the  Spanish 
Monarchy  has  not  yet  been  brought  to  a 
close;  but  his  Majesty  has  continued  to 
afford   to  the  Queen   of  Spain  that  aid 

VOL.  XXXVL  {KSJ 


which,  by  the  treaty  of  quadruple  alliance 
of  1834,  his  Majesty  engaged  lo  give  if  it 
should  become  necessary;  and  his  Ma- 
jesty rejoices  that  his  co-operating  force 
has  rendered  useful  assistance  to  the  troops 
of  her  Catholic  Majesty. 

"  Events  have  happened  in  Portugal 
Hhich,  for  a  time,  threatened  to  disturb 
the  internal  peace  of  that  country.  His 
Majesly  ordered,  in  consequence,  a  tem- 
porary augmentation  of  his  naval  force  in 
the  TaguB,  for  the  more  effectual  protec- 
tion of  the  persons  and  property  of  his 
subjects  resident  in  Lisbon ;  and  the  Ad- 
miral commanding  his  Majesty's  squadron 
was  authorised,  in  case  of  need,  to  afford 
protection  to  the  person  of  the  Queen  of 
Portugal,  without,  however,  interfering  in 
those  constitutional  questions  which  di- 
vided the  conflicting  parties. 

"  His  Majesty  has  directed  the  Reports 
of  the  Commissioners  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  state  of  the  province  of  Lower 
Canada  to  be  laid  before  you,  and  has 
ordered  us  lo  call  your  attention  to  that 
important  subject. 
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of  ccogratutation  for  them  to  Iniow,  that 
the  peac«  which  had  been  bo  honourablj'  ot>> 
taincd,  which  had  been  so  long  maintained, 
and  which  was  so  cnential  to  the  com- 
merce, the  happincM,  and  the  intereata  of 
the  niuiitr)',  was  likelj  to  be  preserved. 
With  lespect  to  the  civil  war  in  Spain,  it 
wfli  a  source  of  deep  r^pret  to  see  that  fine 


Addritt  in  Antwtr  {Jan.  31 )  totke  King'i  !^t«eh.  ti 

tion.  His  Majesty  concluded  witb  MCOm- 
mending  to  their  Lordships'  coDnderation 
measures  for  the  amelioration  of  Ireland. 
He  was  happy  to  be  able  to  state  to  their 
Lordtbips,  tl.at  notwithstanding  the  ex- 
treme suSering  and  miseries  of  the  poor, 
the  number  of  agrarian  outragea  in 
that  country,  had  been  considerably  dimi- 
nished. He  believed  he  might  confidently  re- 
fer  to  the  reports  of  the  police  ofGcers  which 
would  Boon  be  laid  on  their  LDidfihips*  table. 
Outrages  bad  occaaonally  occurred  but 
he  knew  that  they  had  been  considerably 
diminished.  No  one  could  possibly  depre- 
cate more   than  he  did  the  c 


ONstty  Htill  torn  by  intestine  diviuonst  ftod 
I  war  so  detrimental  and  so  fatal  to  human 
life  still  protracted;  but  while  they  la- 
mented that  contest,  which,  whatever 
might  be  the  issue,  would  afiect  the  future 
destinies  of  Europe,  they  could  not  but  be 

Jiroud  of,  and  could  not  but  admire,  the  gal- 
antry  and  devotion  of  thoir  countrymen  in 
that  Peninsula  with  which  bo  many  glorious 
recollections  were  associated.  Events  had 
occurred  in  Portugal  which  rendered  it 
necessary  to  increase  the  British  force  in 
the  Tagus.  The  odmirei,  however,  was 
there  chiefly  to  take  measures  for  the  pro. 
tection  of  British  subjects  and  the  security 
of  British  interests.  He  was  also  directed 
not  to  interfere  in  disputed  questions  of 
domestic  policy;  and  whatever  might  be 
his  own  abstract  opinions,  he  must  say 
that  he  did  not  think  England  had  any 
tight,  neither  was  it  her  policy,  to  meddle 
in  the  internal  affairs  of  other  countries. 
It  appeared  to  him,  that  the  course  adopted 
by  bis  Majesty's  Ministers  was  a  wise  and 
a  salutary  one,  and  that  in  thus  acting  they 
had  exhibited  a  prudent  precaution.  His 
Majesty's  speech  turned  also  on  the  slate 
of  Lower  Canada.  The  state  of  that 
colony  was  a  matter  of  great  importance, 
and  had  naturally  received  the  attention  of 
the  Government ;  but  as  the  Beport  of  the 
Commissioners  would  soon  be  laid  upon 
their  Lordships'  table,  it  would  be  inen 
unnecessaty  for  him  (the  Earl  of  Fingall) 
to  trespass  on  their  Lordships'  attention 
with  any  further  observations  upon  that 
sutgect.  His  Majesty  nest  adverted  to  the 
state  of  the  law,  which  would  claim  their 
Lordships'  most  particular  attention.  Upon 
that  subject  he  would  only  say,  that  what- 
ever differences  of  opinion  might  exist  as  to 
the  nature  and  extent  of  the  reform  to  be 
applied,  it  was  admitted  on  all  bands,  and 
he  felt  convinced,  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary,  that  some  reformation  should 
take  place,  and  that  law  should  be  rendered 
cheap  and  enpeditious.  His  Majesty  re- 
commended the  consideration  of  measures 
calculated  to  promote  concord  and  good 
will,  and  when  those  questions  came  to  be 
discussed,  he  bad  no  doubt  that  concessbns 
would  be  made  in  a  manner  and  in  a  spirit 
which  would  ensure  the  gratitude  and  con- 
ciliate the  feelings  of  those  whom  it  was 
intended  to  relieve.  It  was  most  gratifying 
to  be  assured,  that  the  manufactures  and  the 
commerce  of  the  United  Kingdom  were  in 
o  most  flourishing  state,  and  that  the  reve- 
nue had  nut  been  diminished,  though  there 
lud  been  a  connderabic  reduction  of  taxa* 


sucti  tilings ;  and  no  one  was  mote  anxious 
than  he  was  to  exert  himself  for  the  fur- 
therance of  anything  which  would  prevent 
a  recurrence  of  them  and  promote  the  good 
of  the  country.  With  re^rd  to  the  quei- 
tion  of  Municipal  Corporations  in  Ireland, 
he  hoped  that  some  amendments  would 
take  place  in  their  constitution  during  the 
present  Session,  and  that  some  remedy 
would  be  applied  to  the  defects  in  them 
which  were  universally  acknowledged  to 
exist.  The  two  countries  were  now  iose. 
parably  united  to  each  other;  and  the 
question  was  whether  the  people  of  Ireland 
should  be  considered  entitled  to  the  Bsme 
liberties  and  the  same  privileges  which 
were  enjoyed  by  other  portions  of  the 
empire,  or  whe^er  they  diould  be  conn- 
dered  unworthy  to  possess  them.  They 
had  exhibited  no  dimiclination,  no  incom- 
petency to  the  management  i^  (tear  own 
afiairs.  They  said  Uiat  a  reform  of  the 
Corporations  had  taken  place  in  England  ; 
that  a  reform  had  taken  place  in  Scotland, 
which  had  tended  to  increase  the  industry 
and  prosperity  of  the  people,  and  it  wai 
only  natural  that  the  people  of  Irelutd 
should  feel  deeply  their  degraded  state,  and 
be  anxious  to  possess  the  same  privileges 
and  should  expect  ^milar  results.  On  tb« 
difficult  and  important  subject  of  tithes,  for 
difficult  and  important  it  was  univenally  ad- 
mitted to  be,  he  would  not  trouble  their 
Lordships  with  any  observations,  the  sub- 
ject having  already  und^gone  so  much 
end  such  frequent  discussion,  and  having 
been  so  oAen  alluded  to  in  speeches  from 
the  Throne.  He  felt  convinced,  however, 
that  the  security  of  property  and  life,  and 
the  maintenance  of  peace  and  tranquillity 
in  Ireland,  mainly  depended  on  a  speedy 
and  satisfactory  settlement  of  the  question. 
With  respect  to  the  question  of  Poor-laws, 
to  which  his  Majesty  bad  adverted  in  hit 
speech,  there  was  a  man  of  eridence  ia 
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{LORDS}  to  the  King't  Speech. 


their  Lordships'  hands,  exhibiting  a  variety 
and  extent  of  human  niiscrj  unequalled, 
and  a  degree  of  patience  unexampled.     As 
a  consrant   resident  in    that   country,   he 
had  had  opportunities  of  knowing  the  state 
of  den  tit  u  lion  of  the  poor,  and  ashaving  been, 
for  a  few  months,  one  of  the  Comraissionera 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the 
poor,  he  had  also  an  opportunity  of  know- 
ing the  extreme  difficulty  with  which   the 
question  was  surrounded.     He  felt  confi- 
dent that  their  Lordships  would  approach 
It  with   an   earnest   anxiety  to   relieve   thi 
distresses  of  the  poor,  and  that  a   due  cau. 
tion  would  be  used,  which  was  necessary  t( 
avoid  the  evils  which  might   arise   from  ar 
ill-considered  system.     He  believed,  how. 
ever,  the  time  was  come  when  an  attempt 
must  be  made  to  relieve,  by  legal  t 
nient,  the  destitution  which  prevailed, 
might   have,    indeed    he   had,  strong   and 
decided  opinions  upon  many  subjects,  but 
It  bad  been  his  most  anxious  wish  to  avoid, 
especially  with  regard  to  the  state  of  that 
part  of  the  country  with  which  he  was 
connected,  any  reference   to  any  subjects 
which  had  not    been  touched  on    in  the 
speech  from  the  Throne,  and  which  might 
be  likely  to  create  unnecessary  debate  or 
disturb  that  ttnanimity  which  he  thought 
the  House  ouf^ht  to  preserve  in  agreeing 
to  an  address  in  answer  to  a  speech  from 
the  Throne,  Before  he  wt  down  he  trusted 
he  might  be  allowed  to  express  his  earnest 
wbh,  his  anxious  hope,  that  this  Session  of 
Parliament  would  not   terminate  without 
the  passing  of  some,  at    least,    of    those 
measures  which  had  been  recommended  in 
the  speech  from  the  Throne.     Ireland  had 
been  united  to  England,  and  he  had   no 
wish  to  see  that  union  weakened,   much 
Jess  dissolved.     By  the  act  of  Union  they 
had  decided  that  as  Ireland  had  shared  ii 
the  dangers  and  the  glories  of  England,  sc 
also  she  should  be  partaker  in  her  privi. 
leges  and    her    liberties.      England     hai: 
commenced    towards   Ireland    a  couree  of 
liberal,  enlightened,  and  generous  policy, 


these  advantages.     They  should    peneve 
They   should    place    tl 


which  he  believed 
tention  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head'of 
his  Majesty's  Government  should  be  con- 
tinued. They  had  established  civil  equality 
in  that  country,  and  abolished  religious 
dbtinctions.  They  had  improved  tlie  moral 
condition  of  the  people  and  augmenled 
their  power  by  the  important  blessings  of 
'■ducation.  They  had  increased  the  num- 
ber of  Representatives,  and  had  extended  the 
franchise.  He  felt  proud  on  being  able  to 
thank  their  Lordships  from  that  place  for 


that  t 
Union  on  a  true  and  permanent  Insis,  a_ 
they  would  see  England  happy,  glorious, 
and  powerful,  and  Ireland  peaceful,  pros- 
perous, and  contented.  The  noble  Lord 
concluded  by  moving  an  Address  which,  as 
usual,  echoed  the  Speech. 

Lord  Suffield  rose  to  second  the  Address. 
The  details  of  the  Speech    hnJ    been  en- 
tered into  so  much    by  his  noble  Friend, 
who  had  just  sat  down,  that  he    should 
content  himself  with  aiming  at  a  general 
survey.     If  ihe    condition    of  a   country 
was  to    be   considered    as    the    beat    test 
of  the  wisdom  of  its  rulers,  it  was  to  that 
test  they  ought  to  refer.      There  was   but 
litile  danger  in  affirming  that,  looking  al 
England,  it  would  be  found  she  was  nerer 
more  prosperous  than  at  present,  including^ 
botii  individual  prosperity  and  general  wel- 
fare.     It  was  impossible  not  to  admit,  that 
the   policy  which  produced  the  gieatest 
happiness  of  the  greatest  number,  wag  the 
truest  and   best   policy  of  a  sute.    The 
industry  of  the  people  was  never  so  uni- 
vereally ,  so  beneficially  employed,  as  within 
the   last  few  years   of  our  annals.     The 
causes    of   this  were  many  and  varioiis. 
The  triumphs  of  agriculture  had  produced 
such  an  abundance,  that  the  home-grower 
was  ensured  the  monopoly  of  the  market, 
while  the  low  price  of  subsistence,  and  the 
use  of  machinery,  bad  enabled   England 
to   compete   in    the  foreign  market  with 
foreigners,  and  not  only  to  compete,  but 
to  put  competition  almost  out  of  ihe  ques- 
tion.    Another  powerful  auxiliary  to  this 
happy  state  was  lately  coming  into  play  in 
the  new  Poor-laws.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
their  Lordships  had  glanced  at  the  Report 
of  the  Commissioners,  and  had  been  de- 
lighted to  perceive  the  diminution  which 
had  taken  place  in  the  poor-rates,  and  the 
spirit  of  order  and  vigilance  which    had 
saved  the  property,  and  preserved  the  tran- 
quillity of  the  provinces.     Their  Lordships 
must  have  seen  that  the  plans  of  manage- 
ment adopted,  had  restored  the  finances 
of  parishes,  had  substituted  employment 
for  alms,  industry  and  independence  for 
pauperism,  and  a  moral  sense  of  propriety 
a  slate  of  degradation.     If  their  Lord- 
ps  would  iovesligaie  the  progressive  ad- 
vance of  commerce  and  manufactures,  they 
would  find  ii  might  with  truth  be  affirmed, 
that  it  had  been  alike  active,  steady,  and 
sound.      There   was    no    less    reason  for 
gratuiation  if  their  Lordships  would  took 
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(O  that  which  was  the  foundation  o(  the 
State  itself — its  revenue;  ootwithstRnding 
the  continued  and  progressive  reducti 
taxes,  ihe  revenue  accounts  still  shov 
surplus  of  two  millions  and  a  half 
and  above  the  total  of  the  twelve  mc 
preceding.  Figures  proved  themselves  ; 
but  they,  in  this  case,  possessed  also  the 
peculiar  properly  of  showing  that,  with 
the  increase  of  revenue,  the  comforts,  and 
even  the  luxuries  or  life, were  proportionably 
increased.  He  must  now  allude  to  a  cir- 
cumstance to  which  they  must  all  look 
with  graliBcation  ;  namely,  the  removal  of 
that  ever- festering  irritation,  that  cause  <  " 
unceasing  agitation— tithes.  He  was  i 
opinion,  that  the  commutation  of  tithi 
had  been  to  religion  the  greatest  of  all 
advantages,  and  had  done  niore  ili;in  nny- 
ihing  else  to  remove  all  discontent  and 
disquietude  between  the  pastor  and  his 
flock.  The  latter  would  no  longer  leave 
the  former  In  disgust  from  pecuniary  dis' 
putes,  and  the  doctrines  and  discipline  of 
the  Church  would  have  a  fair  chance  of 
retaining  its  own  followers  ;  and  should 
Dissenters  be  relieved  from  the  payment 
of  dues,  the  justice  of  which  they  con- 
scientiously dispute,  and  from  which  he 
(Lord  Suflield)  mnsl  think  they  ought  (o  be 
relieved,  this  kingdom  would  then  inherit 
all  that  Government  could  perform  towards 
the  eiijoymeut  of  that  greatest  of  all  bless- 
ings, religious  peace.  In  this  cursory  view, 
he  feared  it  could  not  be  denied,  thdl  he 
had  rather  depicted  Englnnd  and  Scotland 
than  Ireland  ;  for,  although  he  wns  re- 
joiced, as  their  Lordshipn  also  were,  to 
henr  from  the  noble  Earl  on  his  left,  that 
disturbances  in  Ireland  were  diminished, 
and  discontent,  to  a  great  extent,  removed, 
yet,  undoubtedly,  thev  still  existed,  and  he 
(Lord  Suflield)  could  not  help  thinking 
that  they  arose  out  of  n  refusal  to  place 
Ireland  on  an  equality  with  themselves. 
That  was  her  demand,  and  he  thought 
the  demand  a  most  reasonable  and  equit- 
able one.  See  what  had  already  hap- 
pened. Let  noble  Lords  look  to  the  Na- 
tional Association,  that  mighty  power 
which  he  hesitated  not  to  describe  as  tm- 
perium  in  imperio,  which,  if  acted  upon  as 
a  precedent  like  the  Catholic  Association, 
on  the  one  side,  and  the  Orange-Iodges  on 
the  other,  like  the  Conservative  associa- 
tions and  political  unions  of  this  country, 
must,  should  its  power  be  established,  para- 
lyse all  government,  and  tear  the  couutry  to 
piwei.    That  Natioi^al  Associatioa   vas 
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mainly  attribnlabie  to  the  denial  of  Munici- 
pal Reform, and  of  the  Tithe  Bill.  Itwasa 
matter  of  most  important  consideration 
for  their  Lordships,  whether  it  might  not 
become  a  question  of  absolute  necessity  for 
the  people  of  Ireland  to  resort  to  such  a 
concentration  of  their  force,  not  for  one 
single  object,  but  for  their  rescue  from  the 
distress  into  which  a  negligent  or  a  cor- 
rupt administration  of  their  affairs  had 
plunged  a  great,  generous,  and  highly- 
gifted  people.  When  the  danger  to  the 
State  was  manifest  and  threatening  — 
when  there  was  gross  injustice  in  such 
combinations,  they  were,  as  in  the  case  of 
the  Orange  Lodges,  without  difficulty  put 
down  ;  but  he  would  ask  of  their  Lordships 
where  iras  the  force—  where  ivag  the  ma- 
chinery— where  was  the  national  sympathy 
to  enable  them  to  put  down  an  Associa- 
tion which,  if  any  such  ever  deserved  the 
appellation,  was  truly  entitled  lo  be  called 
national  ?  That  Association  could  only  be 
dissolved  by  the  most  substantial  exercise 
of  justice.  Turn  the  scale  to  whatever 
sidelhey  would,  justice  alone  would  secure 
the  sustaining  support  of  public  opinion, 
which  in  the  present  height  of  intelligence 
was  the  only  aliment  on  which  a  Qovem- 
ment  could  subsist.  The  highest  wisdom 
was  but  the  instruction  of  the  past.  t..et 
their  Lordships  look  at  Catholic  Emanci- 
pation. If  the  stern  convictions  of  the 
minds  which  were  then  at  the  head  of  af- 
fairs—if the  cautious  prudence  of  a  right 
hon.  Baronet,  then  the  Home  Secretary — 
if  the  indomitable  courage  of  the  noble 
Duke  opposite,  then  at  ihe  heed  of  the 
Government,  bent  before  the  disorganisa- 
tion of  society  which  Ireland  threatened — 
if  ihey,  with  all  their  principles  or  their 
prejudices  unconverted,  found  it  Impossi- 
ble to  resist  the  national  will,  let  their 
Lordships  profit  by  the  example  before 
matters  were  again  driven  to  a  like  ex- 
tremity. It  was.tmpossible  for  iheir  Lord- 
ships to  stem  the  current  of  feeling  and 
opinion.  Let  them  see  what  the  national 
will  had  already  extorted  from  the  reluct- 
ant portion  of  their  Lordships'  House  — 
Catholic  Emancipation,  Reform,  the  ex- 
tinction of  a  large  portion  of  the  Irish 
hierarchy,  the  Tithe  Commutation  Bill, 
the  Municipal  Reform  Bill.  Let  them 
learn  wisdom  from  experience.  If  the 
great  names  which  he  had  quoted  felt  it 
to  be  impossible  to  resist  in  the  case  of 
Emancipation,  what  was  that  force  when 
compared  to  the  phalanx  nhicb  was  now 
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Otftwt)  upi  b>H:)ceU  ^  it  «^  by  largs  mar- 
joritieA  uf  tho  Huuta  of  Ciminioiis,  vtO  l>i 
luajofitiea  oul  of  the  Huuw  bu^outl  catcu- 
Istioit  '  It  would  t»t  a  (N»uti;4;t  iu  whrcb 
all  ittD  <:hauci.'i  of  justice,  uunibers.  aod 
Etctitity  would  b«  U(jaii)dt  thau-  There 
might  bo  dirt'c[«Qo^  la  iho  views  which 
|)riiiiai!cd  suuoug   K9i'oriD«r»t  but  tu  this, 

of  ju^uco  was  ulil  due  to  th«  p<^;i>te  of 
Irctuid-  V'pon  ibo  jubji.i.'t  of  ikVoo'-Uw 
thuic  uould  bo  but  ouif  »||>iiu4Ut  ft  Poor. 
luw  ib^r.  would  i«im.'Uo  ihu  mijiu)  aud  tha 
agijd,  tho  41'ithAH  Mid  tho  widow,  must  b« 
»  btowiiiif.  Could  thjt,  hovKever,  bo 
coiiUtJ  wiili  >ni>j  oxt-cdiwht  lo  biitij  iuto 
juodutiiiQu,  b>  u»,Mii&  ut'  ca(»il»I.  aiud  culi 


couitti'>,— thai  would  bo  ihe  best  soit  of 
'•  jualii;i;  lolrcluLud,"  He  waasofrv  to  lime 
toM^tftUk-d  *>  lou"  ou  ihoir  Lordihipa' 
tiiuo,  but  ho  wUhod  to  bt;  petiuiUed  to  add 
a  few  woida  b^'loke  bo  »a»  dow\i.  There 
were  tboociata  who  su^«ited  changes  ia 
tb«  uliioOve  fiAuchiae  »ud  iu  exercise,  and 
etieu  iu  tb«  coustitution  of  their  Lordships' 
lloufto.  tlovtever  active  aud  vigilant  tne 
luiiuU  of  the  leaders,  however  numerouB 
tho  oiutiea  ou  wbich  their  theoriea 
bvMgbt  (9  bear,  he  thought  it  might  still  be 
saToly  ftOloued  that  the  souud  and  ilabli 
hody  of  the  Reformers  of  tho  country  wen 
uot  pioiutred  to  ri»k  experiments  of  so  much 
doubt  »ud  haianl.  Tho  tense  of  the 
wuutv]!  vr«i  uudoubiedly  iu  favour  of  re- 
foinu,  VKteniive  refbrms,  but  tefurmB  hoW' 
evei't  whiob  should  be  maturely  considered 
«uil  K>uud  pvactifaWy  apjilicable  to  iha 
Cvualiiutiun,  It  should  not,  however,  be 
w»u<mW  (hat  the  direolionandienjulation 
vi  that  fWliug  nttinly  reiteil  with  their 
totdthipt'  House.  To  [eoonclla  iha  dis- 
«^toit,  Id  remove  disooQienli,  tnd  to 
op«lt  ft  lUKtipeot  of  Increasing  happiness 
attd  ftetHiom  to  the  peojJe  of  this  country, 
wan  sldl  iu  their  |it)weri  but  should  aeon- 
(t«ry  oounte  be  taken— if  seduced  by  the 
b(ide  of  slatiou  and  power,  or  misled  by 
the  prejudices  of  party  or  mistaken  princi 
idei,  tney  should  oppose  their  tiii  mertta 
10  the  aoiive  force  which  was  arrayed 
Ag«lait  (hem,  when  that  force  was  ad- 
dieeaed  to  nteasurea  which  carry  with  them 
the  judgment  and  (he  affections  of  the 
gveat  body  of  the  Rcformors,  their  useful- 
ness, (heir  resi«ct,  perhaps  their  very  ex- 
istence, would  be  endangered.  It  was 
Wmuaa  he  considered  the  policy  recom- 
mwded  la  tho  Sf>«ech  from  tbe  Thronou 


being  tbe  most  likely  to  promote  the  bappi- 
ness  of  the  subject  that  he  bad  great  plsa- 
sute  ia  seconding  the  Address, 

The  Duke  of  WcUinglon  said,  it  was 
not  his  intention,  in  rising,  to  offer  any 
opposition  tu  the  Address  which  had  been 

Sroposed  by  the  noble  Earl.  He  had  sel- 
om  heard  a  Speech  from  tbe  Throne,  or 
liUeoed  to  an  Address,  which  he  consi- 
dered to  be  lesA  liable  to  objection  ;  and 
it  ws»  loost  probable  that  be  should  have 
said  hut  a  few  words  on  this  occasion,  if 
uoraetbing  had  not  been  alluded  to  by  the 
noble  EatI  who  moved  the  Address  in  an 
dbk  speech  (which  he  hoped  would  induce 
hint  frequently  to  address  their  Lordships), 
but  more  particularly  in  consequence  of 
what  had  hilen  from  tbe  noble  Lord  who 
seconded  it,  likewise  in  a  speech  which 
manifested  coosiilerable  power.  Both  those 
noble  Lords  had  thought  it  necessary  to 
dwell  at  considerable  length  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  tranquillity  of  Ireland  j  and 
more  particularly  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
addressed  their  Lordships  last  had  been 
pleased  to  attribute  the  establishment  of  a 
certain  body,  denominated  the  National 
Association  of  Ireland  (to  which  the  nobis 
Lord  sUted  that  much  of  the  boasted 
tranquillity  of  (hat  country  was  due),  to 
injustice  perpetrated  against  Ireland  by 
one  of  the  branches  of  the  Legislature, 
Now,  as  he  had  been  one  of  those  persons 
who  approved  of  the  line  of  conduct  of 
which  tbe  noble  Lord  complained,  he  felt 
it  necessary  to  defend  himself  and  those 
who  acted  with  him  against  the  charge 
advanced  by  the  noble  Lord,  It  was  a 
most  surprising  circumstance — a  circum- 
stance, ne  believed,  unknown  in  this 
country  until  the  present  lime — that  it 
should  be  thought  justi&ahle  to  establish 
in  any  part  of  his  Majesty's  dominions  an 
association,  tho  legality  of  which  was  ex- 
ceedingly doubtful,  and  10  found  the  jus- 
tiBcation  of  such  a  proceeding  upon  the 
proceedings  of  one  of  the  Houses  of  Par-< 
liameut.  It  was  a  most  improper  assump- 
tion, and  one  against  the  propriety  of 
which  he  was  compelled  to  protest.  In 
the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  his  Ma- 
jesty's Speech  particularly  noticed  the 
tranquillity  of  Ireland;  and  at  tbe  very 
time  that  that  Speech  wag  delivered  from 
the  Throne,  the  Association  alluded  to 
existed  in  that  part  of  tho  United  King- 
dom :  and  the  author  of  its  existence 
boasted  that  it  waa  established  with  a  view 
to  the  agiution  of  particalar  quesUonsj 
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and  mors  especially  of  the  repeal  of  tha 
Union.  Now,  ihey  had  the  opinion  of  a 
ToTmer  Loid-Lieuteoant  on  ihis  subject; 
and  he  had  told  them  that  the  agitation 
of  those  queilions  was,  in  fact,  the  great 
ceute  of  dUturbance  in  Ireland.  And  yet, 
in  the  face  of  this  statement,  the  noble 
Lord  bad  come  down  to  the  House  ihat 
night,  and  told  them  that  Ireland  was  in 
a  state  of  comparative  traDquilHty.  He 
did  not  call  on  the  Government  to  inter- 
fere with  that  AsEociation ;  but  what  he 
did  ask  was  this,  that  they  should  call 
things  by  their  true  names.  While  there 
existed  an  association  in  the  country 
which  formed  committees,  which  named 
its  different  agents,  which  raised  money, 
and  which  appointed  individuals  to  carry 
into  execution  its  various  decrees,  he 
would  ask,  that  such  an  inslitution  should 
not  be  looked  upon  as  the  cause  of  Iran, 
quillily  in  the  country,  but  that  its  real 
name  should  be  given  to  it — that  of  a 
creator  of  disturbance  and  conspiracy.  At 
the  very  moment  when  they  were  told  that 
the  country  was  in  a  state  of  Iranquillity, 
it  was  notorious  that  there  was  one  de- 
scription of  property  which  could  not  be 
collected —which,  in  fact,  was  all  but  an- 
nihilated— and  the  clergy  could  not  ap- 
pear to  claim  it  without  the  almost  cer- 
tainly of  being  murdered.  And  vet,  the 
noble  Lord  had,  this  night,  thought  fit  to 
describe  this  slate  of  things  as  a  state  of 
tranquillity.  He  had  felt  it  necessary  to 
say  thus  ranch  for  the  purpose  of  defend- 
ing himself  and  others  from  the  imputa- 
tion which  had  been  cast  on  them.  With 
respect  to  other  parts  of  the  Speech,  he 
could  most  truly  state,  that  when  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  brought  their  measures 
before  Parliament,  he  should  come  to  the 
consideration  of  the  different  subjects  they 
embraced  with  the  sincerest  desire  to 
adopt  whatever  might  be  proposed,  if  it 
appeared  to  him  that  they  were  calculated 
to  prove  beneficial  to  the  empire.  He  now 
wished  to  say  a  few  words  on  that  part  of 
Ihe  Speech  which  related  (o  the  affairs  of 
Spain.  It  was  well  known  to  their  Lord- 
ships, that  he  was  one  of  those  who  ob- 
jected to  the  treaty  denominated  "  the 
Quadruple  Treaty."  It  was  perfectly  true 
that  he  had  afterwards  been  instrumental 
in  carrying  it  into  eSect;  because  it  was 
his  duly,  in  the  situation  in  which  he  was 
placed,  to  carry  into  effect  those  treaties 
which  his  Majesty  bad  entered  into,  whe- 
tb«r  be  bttd  OTiginEdly  apptoved  of  them 
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or  not.  He  could  not,  therefore,  now  diS' 
approve  of  the  due  execution  of  the  qua- 
druple treaty  by  others;  nor  would  he 
refuse  his  assent  to  the  proposition  con- 
tained in  the  Speech,  or  in  the  Address, 
that  the  measures  which  bis  Majesty  had 
adopted  with  reference  to  the  treaty  had 
given  satisfaction.  If  other  propositions 
were  made  connected  with  the  treaty,  it 
would  be  their  right,  as  it  was  their  un- 
doubted duty,  to  consider  them  calmly 
and  dispassionately.  Much  discussion  had 
taken  place  with  respect  to  other  mem- 
bers of  this  alliance,  on  the  subject  of 
their  conduct  in  llie  execution  of  this 
treaty.  Now,  he  must  say  this,  that  so 
far  as  he  was  enabled  to  form  a  judgment 
of  the  treaty  (and  he  knew  nothing  mora 
than  what  appeared  in  the  treaty  itself), 
it  seemed  to  him  that  it  had  been  executed 
by  all  the  parties  who  had  subscribed  it. 
He  perfectly  recollected^  that  when  he  bad 
the  honour  of  serving  his  Majesty  in  tha 
year  1834,  he  was  called  on  to  state  whe< 
ther  that  treaty  should  be  carried  into 
execution.  He  at  that  time  declared  what 
ha  understood  was  the  meaning  and  scopa 
of  the  treaty — namely,  that  there  shouldl 
be  no  intervention  in  the  internal  affairs 
of  Spain.  That  was  his  sense  of  the  treaty 
at  that  lime.  It  continued  to  be  his  sense 
of  the  treaty  at  the  present  moment ;  and 
that,  he  believed,  was  perfectly  understood 
by  the  other  parties  to  the  treaty  at  that 
period.  The  explanation  was  likewise 
completely  satisfactory  to  the  Spanish  Qo- 
vernment;  and  all  parties  were  satisfied 
that  no  military  intervention  should  be 
attempted  with  respect  to  the  internal 
affairs  of  the  Peninsula.  He  had  touched 
on  this  point  because  he  confessed  that  he 
was  one  of  those  who  were  of  opinion  that 
it  would  be  extremely  wrong  to  attempt  to 
force  on  the  Spaniards  any  species  of  go- 
vernment. Indeed,  he  would  say,  that  to 
enforce  any  system  of  government  in 
Spain  was  absolutely  out  of  the  power, 
not  only  of  this  country,  but  of  any  other 
country  in  the  world.  If  such  a  thing 
were  attempted,  those  who  attempted  it 
must  take  into  pay,  not  only  their  own 
army,  but  the  army  of  the  country  itself  i 
and  he  should  like  to  see  how  the  Com- 
mons' House  of  Parliament,  or  the  Chana< 
ber  of  Deputies,  would  treat  a  proposition 
calling  on  them  for  a  vote  of  money  for 
the  purpose  of  imposing  a  government  on 
Spain,  or  on  any  other  country.  He  con- 
teudcd  that  the  thing  wu  abtolutely  im< 
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pntcticftble.  HU  Majeity'B  Minislera  might 
n\j  on  it  that  they  had  undertaken  thst 
which  they  nerer  could  perrorm  ;  and  that 
the  sooner  they  placed  themselves  od  the 
footing  on  which  ihey  ought  strictly  to 
■ttnd  with  reference  to  the  treaty  of  the 
qnidruple  alliance,  the  sooner  would  the 
obiect— the  paciRcation  of  Spain — which 
they  must  all  anxiously  wish  for,  be  nc- 
compliihed.  He  felt  the  strongest  objec- 
tion to  anything  like  interference  witli  the 
internal  anairs  of  the  Peninsula.  He  ob- 
jected to  it  not  only  on  account  of  its  ex- 
pense, but  still  more  so  on  account  of  the 
mjnry  which  it  inflicted  on  the  parties 
existing  in  that  Stale.  To  his  own  cer- 
tain knowledge,  he  could  say,  that  three 
parties  had  been  ruined  in  Spain  by  the 
mterreniion  of  his  Majesty's  uovemment 
at  different  times.  Inoividusls  had  been 
TQined,  their  properties  destroyed,  (heir 
fortunes  sacrificed,  by  the  course  which 
his  Majesty's  Oovernoient  had  pursued. 
Acting  under  the  assurances  of  liis  Ma- 
jesty's OoTernnient,  those  individuals 
adopted  a  certain  line  of  conduct.  The 
Spanish  Government  was  obliged  finally 
to  go  forward  with  the  movement.  Those 
persona  were  in  consequence  abandoned, 
their  fbrtunes  were  sacrificed,  and  their 

Crospects  blighted  for  ever.  This  made 
im  more  adverse  to  such  a  species  of  in- 
terference than  fae  should  be  merely  on 
account  of  expense,  though  that  also  liad 
considerable  weight  with  him.  He  re- 
peated, that  he  did  not  mean  to  oppose  the 
Address;  but,  in  taking  that  course,  he 
must  be  understood  as  not  bound  to  ap- 
prove of  the  employment  of  any  force  be- 
yond that  which  was  stipulated  for  by  the 
quadruple  treaty,  which  treaty  Parliament 
had  acknowledged,  and  to  which  they  all, 
■0  far,  becnme  parties. 

Viscount  Melbourne  was  glad  that  it 
was  not  the  intention  of  noble  Lords  op- 
posite to  move  any  amendment  to  the 
Address,  It  was,  in  his  opinion,  of  the 
highest  importance  that  the  Address,  on 
the  first  night  of  the  Session,  should  be 
received  with  general  concord  and  uun- 
nimity;  and  that  they  should  approach 
his  Majesty  with  this  feeling — that,  what- 
ever might  be  their  opinions  on  other 
iubjects,  at  least  on  those  contained  in  the 
Speech,  there  was  no  difTerence  of  senti- 
ment. This  had  long  been  the  practice  of 
Parliament.  It  prevailed  in  1703  and 
1704,  when  this  country  was  engaged  in 
«  grent  end  powerful  contest  with  France. 
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The  British  Parliament  then  declared, 
unanimously,  that  at  least  on  the  subject 
of  that  great  war,  and  the  necessity  of 
maintaining  it,  they  were  all  agreed.  It 
was  a  wi«e  and  a  sound  practice ;  and  it 
might,  with  great  propriety,  be  transferred 
from  a  time  of  war  to  a  time  of  peace, 
when  qnestions  of  great  importance  and 
deep  interest  were  to  be  discussed,  which 
required  firmness,  decision,  and  unani- 
mity, on  the  part  of  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament. He  was  very  welt  aware,  that 
though  the  Speech  was  conceived  in  mo- 
derate terms,  and  though  the  Address  was 
couched  in  terms  equally  moderate,  yet 
that  they  contained  some  topics  which 
would  hereafter  create  considerable  dif- 
ference, and  with  reference  to  which  it 
would  be  his  duly  to  bring  forward  dif- 
ferent measures  in  the  course  of  the  Ses- 
sion.  He  should  be  prepared  to  introduce 
those  measures  to  their  Lordships'  notice, 
in  the  same  spirit  in  which  the  noble  Duke 
said  he  should  be  prepared  to  receive  them, 
and  he  should  consider  them  with  an 
anktouB  desire  to  do  what  was  best  for  the 
interests  of  the  country,  and  the  promotion 
of  its  real  welfare.  The  nohle  Duke,  al- 
though he  had  declared  that  he  was  pre- 
pared to  concur  in  the  Address,  had  mada 
some  observations  on  the  remarks  made  by 
his  noble  Friends  behind  him  in  moving 
andsecondingthe  Address,  and  alsooo  the 
Speech  with  which  bis  Majesty  had  been 
advised  to  close  the  last  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment. That  speech  staled,  that  there 
prevailed  in  Ireland  an  unusual,  and  (as 
the  noble  Dulce  had  well  expressed  it)  a 
comparative  degree  of  tranquillity.  His 
noble  Friend  behind  him  had  declared  it 
to  be  his  opinion — and  he  supposed  his 
noble  Friend  might  be  allowed  to  know 
something  of  the  counlry  to  which  he 
belonged,  in  which  he  resided,  and  from 
which  he  had  lately  come  —  that  that 
counlry  was  at  present  in  a  slate  of  great 
tranquillity.  The  noble  Duke  had  laid, 
there  were  exceptions  lo  that  tranquillity, 
and  he  perfectly  admitted  that  the  point 
to  which  the  noble  Duke  referred,  (he 
continued  resistance  to  tithes,  formed  « 
very  important  exception.  He  perfectly 
admiitea  that ;  and  with  respect  to  the 
subject  which  had  called  forth  the  observ- 
ations of  the  noble  Duke,  he  meant  (he 
establishment  and  present  existence  of 
that  body,  termed  the  National  Association 
in  Ireland,  he  had  himself  no  beaiution 
in  saying,  that  it  wjii  with  great  regnt, 
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and  ^at  CDitceni,  that  he  saw  its  exist- 
ence. He  readily  admitted,  that  he  did 
not  think  ibe  grounds  on  which  it  was 
founded  anSicient  to  justify  its  establish- 
ment ;  and  he  could  not  but  say  that  there 
had  been  proceedings  in  that  Association, 
M  there  would  be  in  all  such  assemhlies, 
of  which  he,  for  one,  undoubtedly  could 
not  approre.  At  the  same  time  he  must 
observe,  when  the  noble  Duke  accused 
that  Association  of  threatening  conspi- 
racy and  diBturbancc,  that  it  was  the 
ture  of  conspiracies  to  be  secret,  while 
the  proceedings  of  this  body  were  ope 
day,  and  avowed  to  all  the  world, 
maintained,  in  opposition  to  the  noble 
Duke,  that  there  was  nothing  in  the 
BBpect  of  that  Association  which  would 
have  prevented  Ministers,  in  tlie  Speech 
which  closed  the  preceding  Session,  or 
which  should  prevent  his  noble  Friend 
behind  faim,  on  the  present  occasion,  from 
asserting,  that  a  degree  of  tranquillity, 
hitherto,  unfortunately,  very  unusual,  pre- 
vailed in  Ireland.  He  supposed  the  noble 
Duke  would  admit  that  England  had  been 
tranc^tiil  during  the  vacation  ;  but  he  was 
sure  iF  meetings,  speeches,  and  resolutions, 
were  to  be  regarded  as  disturbing  tran- 
quillity, there  was  not  now  a  country  in 
Europe  so  mnch  disturbed  as  England  had 
been  during  that  period.  One  noble  Lord 
opposite  had  lined  up  his  voice  most  loudly 
in  these  disturbances;  and  it -must  be 
allowed,  that  the  appearance  of  other  noble 
Lords  on  the  same  side,  had  raised  as  loud 
a  clamour,  and  stirred  up  as  much  agita- 
tion, as  it  was  possible  for  any  party  to 
excite.  On  this  subject  he  had  only  to 
say,  that  if  it  really  were  the  case,  as  was 
so con6dently alleged,  that  what  was  called 
re-action,  and  a  general  change  in  the 
sentiments  of  the  nation  had  taken  place, 
it  would  not  be  long  before  that  change 
would  be  visible,  and  power  would  be 
transferred  into  the  hands  of  those  in 
whose  favour  that  opinion  was  maintained. 
He  should  only  recommend  noble  Lords 
Oppoaite,  not  to  be  deceived  by  the  sound 
of  their  own  voices,  or  to  take  the  loudness 
of  their  shouts  as  a  proof  of  the  increase 
of  their  nnmbera.  The  department  of 
calculation,  so  important  to  the  existence 
of  a  great  party,  had  not  been  so  well 
attended  to  by  them  as  some  others ;  and 
tbe^  had  been  always  deceived  in  their 
estimate  of  nombers.  He  should  advise 
them  to  be  careful  how  they  trusted  to 
tbtm  ^Mpqti   and  clamottrs,  and  to  be 
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certain  that  this  change  of  public  opinion 
had  really  taken  place  before  they  hazarded 
any  proceedings  on  it.  He  could  assure 
noble  Lords  opposite,  that  he  wus  told 
quite  the  contrary ;  that  their  calculations, 
according  to  his  information,  were  quite 
erroneous:  and  that  the  numbers  of  their 
party  were  not  at  all  augmented.  Ha 
hoped  this  statement  would  enable  them 
to  come  to  a  sounder  and  safer  conclusion, 
on  a  subject  which  all  must  feel  to  be  very 
important.  He  had  no  wish  to  say  any- 
thing with  regard  to  Ireland  which  could 
revive  the  disputes  of  last  Session,  but 
these  matters  were  generally  exaggerated 
at  the  moment,  and  the  interval  of  the 
vacation  had  atTorded  time  for  a  calmer 
consideration  of  tliese  subjects,  than  might 
be  given  to  ihem  in  the  heat  of  adverse 
debates.  He  thought,  however,  he  might 
safely  say,  that  according  to  the  estimates 
made  in  every  quarter,  with  the  exception 
stated  by  the  noble  Duke,  the  condition 
of  Ireland,  with  respect  to  Agrarian  dis- 
turbances, and  security  to  life  and  pro- 
perty, was  much  improved.  He  looked 
forward  with  confidence  to  the  continuance 
of  the  present  tranquillity,  and  he  thought 
they  were  justified   in    holding  out  that 

Erospect  to  thecountry.  Tbenoble  Duke 
ad  concluded  bis  speech  with  some  ob- 
servations on  the  policy  the  Government 
had  pursued  with  respect  to  Spain.  The 
loble  Duke  stated,  that  he  was  originally 
ipposed  to  the  quadruple  treaty,  which 
he  noble  Duke,  he  was  ready  to  admit, 
in  coming  into  oRice,  had  executed  wilb 
scrupulous  fidelity,  and  in  stric-t  adherence 
to  its  spirit.  He  confessed  he  scarcely 
understood  some  p^irls  of  the  noble  Dukes 
observations,  which  were  not  very  distinctly 
expressed-  He  believed  no  new  measures 
had  been  taken  in  fulfilment  of  that  treaty, 
learly  before  the  world  ; 
but,  undoubtedly,  if  any  such  should  be 
taken,  there  would  be  no  desire  to  with- 
hold information  with  respect  [o  them  from 
that  House — no  disinclination  lo  submit 
them  to  the  consideration  of  Parliament, 
the  observations  which  the  nobis 
Duke  might  think  proper  to  make  on  them. 
With  regard  to  the  principles  entertained 
bj-  the  noble  Duke,  on  the  impossibility  of 
forcing  a  constitution  on  Spain,  or  the 
'rnpropriely  of  interfering  in  its  internal 
affairs,  he  perfectly  coincided  in  them. 
The  present  Government,  he  contended, 
had  acted  upon  those  principles— they  had 
not iaterfeied.  A  rerolntion  bad, Dodoubt, 
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takao  place  in  Spnio,  attended  with  great 
loM  of  property,  but  it  had  ariten  from 
tha  circutnitencei  of  the  country,  and  was 
not  to  be  asciibed,  ai  the  noble  Duke 
■eenied  to  auppoie,  to  the  interference  of 
the  BriLiih  Government.  The  circum- 
■lancei  in  which  that  country  had  been 
placed  were  more  likely,  as  (he  noble  Duke 
well  knew,  to  produce  a  revolution,  thaa 
any  othera~the  circumstance  of  a  war 
uniuccesB fully  carried  on,  and  leading  to 
DO  happy  or  denired  result.  A  country 
was  impalient  under  a  foreign  war  ;  but  it 
wai  Btill  more  impatient  under  the  cala- 
mities attendant  on  civil  war.  The  tran- 
quillity of  Spain  depended  on  the  army  of 
uie  Queen,  and  the  revolutions  of  that 
country  were  owing  to  the  Iomm  and 
disailers  which  had  marked  the  progress  of 
the  war.  He  repeated,  that  there  was 
every  disposition  on  the  part  of  Govern- 
ment lo  afford  all  the  information  they 
postesied  regarding  the  State  of  Spain, 
and  tha  policy  which  they  had  pursued 
towards  that  couniry :  and  when  the  noble 
Duke  should  be  in  possession  of  that 
information,  he  felt  persuaded,  that  the 
noble  Duke  would  think  better  of  the 
policy  pursued  by  hia  Majealy's  Govern- 
ntenl  than  at  present.  No  other  objects, 
he  believed,  were  embraced  in  the  noble 
Duke's  siate'menl,  and  it  only  remained 
for  him  again  to  express  his  aatiifaction 
that  there  was  no  difference  of  opinion 
with  respect  lo  the  Address  to  be  presented 
to  his  Majesty. 

The  question  carried  nemine  disjen- 
tmla. 

Address  to  be  presented  to  his  Majesty. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tneiday,  January  31,  )837. 

Mr.  Leciihehb  Chahlton.]  On  the 
Honae  meeting,  the  Speaker  said,  1  have 
received  two  letters,  one  from  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  and  the  other  from  Mr.  Lech- 
roere  Charlton,  a  Member  of  this  House, 
which  I  think  it  my  duty  to  read.  The  first 
letter  is  from  the  Lord  Chancellor  :— 

"  31st  January,  1837. 

"Mr.  Speaker,  Sir,  I  have  the  honour  oF 
making  known  to  you,  for  Ihs  iuformatioa  of 
the  House  of  CommoDs,  that  I  lamed  iny 
warrant  on  the  SBih  of  November  last  for  tbe 
coromitmeDl  of  E.  L.  Chariton,  Esa.,  one  of 
the  Members  of  Ihe  borough  of  Lualow,  for  a 
conlempt  of  ihe  high  Court  of  Chancery,  iu 
writins  eod  sendinfc  a  certain  Ittler,  dated  ibe 


Esq.,oaeof  the  niai  ters  of  the  court,  which  was 
followed  hy  a  certain  other  letter,  dated  the  9th 
ofNovember  laal,  addressed  lo  myself.  I  have 
thought  it  right  to  make  this  coinmunicatioQ 
for  the  purposeoficcountingforthe  absence  ef 
the  hoD. Member  and  of  testifying  myprofouiHl 
reipeetforyour honorable  House." — IhavB  tha 
honour  to  be.  Sir,  your  most  obediaDt  serranl, 
"  COTTBHHAH." 

"To  the  Bight  hon.  the  Speaker.'' 

"  Fendall's  Hotel,  Palace  Yard, 
31st  January  1837. 

"  Sib  —  I  have  Just  reason  to  believe,  that 
Mr.  William  Pell  (who  is  a  rneuenger  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery),  and  otliers  employed  by 
him,  are  determined,  under  the  directions  M 
the  Lord  Chanoellor,  to  interrupt  ma  in  mj 
progress  to  the  House  of  Commons  this  day  ; 
and  I  humbly  request,therefore,esIani  theraby 
deterred  from  allcniling,  that  you  will  vnuch- 
safe  to  extend  to  me  your  protection. 

"  I  seek  not  to  niihdraw  myself  troTo  the 
crimioul  jurisdiction  of  the  Realm  well  knowing 
tlie  privilege  of  Parliament,  which  is  allowed 
in  cases  of  public  service  for  the  Common- 
wealth,  must  not  be  used  to  tha  danger  of 
the  Common-weallh. 

"  To  be  protected,  however,  from  Bay 
violence  of  the  Crown  or  its  Ministers,  is,  I 
apprehend,  the  established  and  undoubted 
privilege  of  a  Member  of  Parliament.  To  this 
houi  I  know  not  of  what  I  am  accused,  excapt 
from  public  report ;  but,  nevertheless,  t  ask 
for  no  more  than  to  ba  allowed,  without 
molestation,  to  take  my  seat,  that  J  may  stiite 
what  I  do  know  of  the  maiicr  lo  ihe  £rouse, 
and  then  bow  with  all  respect  to  their  decision, 
be  it  what  it  may.— I  have  the  honour  to  be, 
Sir,    your  obedient  hunble  servant, 

"  E.  J-   CHiRLTON." 

"  To  the  right  lion,  the  Speaker." 
Mr.  Hume  did  not  know  if  any  Gentle- 
man intended  to  make  any  motion  on  this 
subject.  He  wished  to  have  properly 
ascertained  what  were  the  grounds  of  the 
impediment  of  which  Mr.  Charlton  com- 
plained, and  when  thia  was  regularly 
before  tha  Houie,  the  House  would  be  in 
a  condition  to  state  iU  opinion.  What 
he  wished  to  know  was,  whether  any  Mem- 
ber  was  prepared  lo  bring  forward  a  motion 
on  the  aubject  in  such  a  manner  ai  would 
bring  it  fairly  under  consideration. 

Mt.  Roebuck  remarked,  that  the  hon. 
Member  stated  in  his  letter  that  he  had 
been  stopped  on  his  way  to  the  House;  hs 
wished  to  know  in  what  manner  the  hon. 
Member  had  been  stopped  ;  for  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  not  been  taken  into  custody 
UQ  his  way  to  the  House,  he  could  not 
properly  be  said  to  have  been  stopped. 

Sir  Eobert  Peel  thought,  that  the  best 
course  the  House  could  pursue  waa  lo 
have  the  letten  printed,  for  the  parpoH  of 
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giving  the  Houm  lime  to  consider  (o- 
morrow  wli&t  course  they  ouglit  to  adopt. 
It  might  be  a  queBtion  whetner  the  Lord 
ChaDcellor's  letter  should  not  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  nhich  was  the 
course  adopted  with  respect  to  the  last 
cue  of  the  kind  which  had  occurred, 
namely,  that  of  Mr.  Long  Wellesley  Pole, 
who  had  been  commilied  hy  Lord  Chan- 
cellor Brougham.  That  case,  however, 
\ras  undonbtedly  different  from  the  present. 
H«  observed  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
stated  in  his  letter  the  fact  that  be  had 
issued  a  warrant  for  Mr.  Charlton's  ap- 
prebenaioD,  and  the  probability  that  the 
tssae  of  that  warrant  would  prevent  the 
hon.  Member  from  appearing,  because  he 
stated,  that  the  letter  had  been  written  to 
account  for  the  possible  absence  of  the  bon. 
Member.  The  righthon.  Baronet  oonclu- 
ded  by  moving  that  the  letters  be  printed. 

Lord  John  Rvssell  supposed  the  leitei 
of  the  Lord  Chanoellor  and  the  letter  of 
Mr.  Charlton  would  appear  on  the  votes 
of  the  House  to-niorraw,  in  order  that  the 
subject  might  he  properly  taken  into  i 
sideration.  He  quite  agreed  as  to  the 
propriety  of  the  courie  proposed  by 
right  hon.  Baronei,  and  he  would  beg 
leave  to  add  to  the  motion  that  the  letters 
be  printed,  that  they  be  taken  into  i 
sideration  to>  morrow.  In  making  that 
moiion  he  begged  it  to  be  understood  that 
be  did  not  raise  he  question  put  forward  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

AnDREfls  IN  Answer  to  the  Kino'i 
Speech,]  Tlie  Speaker  having  read  the 
Speech  of  tlie  Royal  Commissioners, 

Mr.  Ayahfbrd  Saaford  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  moving  ihe  adoption  of  an 
Address  to  hit  Majesty  in  answer  to  the 
gracious  Speech  which  they  had  just  heard 
read.  He  felt  the  greatest  difficulty 
undertaking  this  duty,  as  he  had 
some  time  been  suffering  under  severe 
indisposition,  and  even  at  that  moment 
continued  to  feel  its  effects  to  an  extent 
which  would  in  a  great  degree  inca- 
pacitate him  from  doing  justice  to  the 
subject.  He  trusted,  however,  that 
Ihe  House  would  extend  to  him  that 
forbearance  and  indulgence  which  he  had 
teen  BO  many  times  accorded  to  othi 
Members  under  similar  circumstances  ; 
and  in  order  to  merit  that  indulgence  he 
would  endeavour  to  be  at  briefas  possible  in 
fulftUing  that  duty  which  fell  upon  him  of 
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endeavouring  to  induce  the  House  lo  agrto 
to  that  Address  which  he  should  have  lbs 
honour  to  move,  and  which,  at  such 
resses  usually  were,  was  pretty  much  in 
accordance  with  the  Speech  of  his  Majesty. 
Itmightbaa  matter  of  great  congratulation 
for  which  the  country  would  be  grateful 
to  an  over-ruling  Providence,  that  the 
country  had  for  a  period   of  twenty-two 

Sean  enjoyed  the  great  blessing  of  peaoa. 
laving  seen  the  misfortunes  which  had 
over  whelmed  Europe  for  many  years  by  the 
war  which  desolated  many  countries,  the 
people  of  this  country  now  knew  the 
great  blessing  which  they  enjoyed  by 
having  profound  peace.  It  was  also  a 
sentiment  in  which  every  one  who  had 
heard  the  Speech  read  must  agree,  that 
every  succeeding  year  would  add  to  and 
cement  those  bonds  which  happily  now 
existed  between  this  and  foreign  countries. 
The  people  were  now  aware,  from  the  in- 
creased intelligence  which  they  possessed, 
that  the  real  happiness  of  nations,  of  tha 
great  multitude  of  the  people,  was  to  be 
obtained  by  the  blessings  of  peace  alone. 
The  people  now,  with  their  increased  in- 
telligence,  were  aware  that  the  real  hap- 
piness of  the  great  multitude  was  to  ba 
obtained  only  by  the  blessings  of  peace, 
Whenever  despotic  monarcha  or  crafty 
ministers  should  wish  to  plunge  countries 
into  war,  they  would  find  that  the  people 
would  say,  that  they  would  better  consult 
their  interests  and  the  Interests  of  all 
countries,  by  studying  and  applying  their 
minds  to  the  system  of  commerce  which 
now  pervaded  the  world ;  and  sovereigns 
would  find  it  impossible  now  to  plunge 
any  country  into  such  wars  as  we  had 
seen.  But  if  this  was  a  subject  of  general 
congratulation,  there  was  in  the  next 
paragraph  of  the  Speech  a  topic  which 
must  be  one  of  regret  to  all  those  who 
wished  well  to  the  country  to  which  it 
referred,  a  country  with  which  England 
has  been  so  long  allied  and  so  intimately 
connected.  The  dreadful  state  of  Spain, 
plunged  as  it  was  into  anarchy  and  con- 
fusion, must  be  greatly  deplored.  It  waa 
more  particularly  the  subject  of  regrat, 
that  Spain  should  be  plunged  into  such  a 
slate  of  anarchy  and  confusion  considering 
the  fine  climate  which  it  enjoyed,  tha  pro- 
ductive soil  which  it  possessed,  and  the  na- 
tural facilities  for  commerce  which  belonged 
to  it.  Upon  looking  to  these  things,  thay 
would  at  once  see  that  they  proceeded  froia 
I  ■ysUin  of  despotic  Qoveramanti  nay- 
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tem  which  iorariiUj  led  to  ihe  anarchy  and 
conrutron  now  complained  of.  To  U  might 
be  added  thcTarBcbiers  which  resulted  ftom 
religious  bigotr;,  and  TiDrn  a  people  kept 
in  a  itate  of  ignoraoce  and  subserviency 
to  supentition.  He  trusted  that  a  new 
had  arisen,  and  that  by  the  efTecllTe 
operation  aflbrded  by  his  Majesty's  Torces 
peace  would  soon  be  established.  The 
next  subject  to  which  the  Speech  directed 
their  atlenlion  was  the  state  of  Portugal. 
In  the  case  of  Spain  it  was  necessary  to 
•end  to  the  assislance  of  the  Queen  ;  but 
in  Portugal  there  was  no  departure  from 
the  principle  of  non-intervention,  and  no 
necessity  to  interfere  between  the  con- 
teniling  parlies,  although,  acting  in  con- 
formity with  the  professions  of  this  coun- 
try in  favour  of  the  Government  of  Por- 
tugal, the  British  force  was  made  available 
in  case  of  need,  to  the  protection  of  the 
Queen.  The  condition  of  Canada  was 
the  next  topic  adverted  to  in  the  Royal 
Speech.  Until  the  report  of  ihe  Com- 
missioners was  placed  before  them,  it  would 
be  quite  impossible  to  say  what  measure 
of  legislation  should  be  introduced;  but 
he  hoped  that  they  would  be  such  as  to 
preserve  to  England  those  colonies  which 
were  so  important  to  the  mother  country, 
particulurly  in  the  view  of  encouraging 
emigraiion.  Many  of  these  questions  had 
been  alrearly  brought  forward,  and  they 
must  be  again  introduced;  and  he  trusted 
they  would  meet  a  different  fale  in  the 
present  Session,  from  what  they  had  met 
with  in  the  last  A  recommendation 
had  been  made  by  his  Majesty  that  an 
alteration  should  he  made  in  the  law  of 
imprisonment  for  debt,  and  one  fur  the 
establishmenl  of  local  courts  throughout 
the  country.  He  was  aware  that  nothing 
could  be  more  important  than  such  mea- 
sures, because  he  had  had  opportunity  to 
■ec  the  distress  arising  from  the  difficulty 
of  collecting;  small  debts  throughout  the 
country.  Creditors  were  unable  to  obtain 
their  just  demands  under  the  present 
sytleio,  and  aome  alteration  should  be 
made,  either  by  giving  a  greater  power  to 
the  magistrates  at  quarter  seieions  or  by 
the  introduction  of  local  conrts.  He 
truited  that  the  report  of  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  would  be  carried  into 
eSect  before  the  termination  of  the  present 
Session,  which  would  have  the  effect,  in 
his  opinion,  of  confirming  one  expression 
in  hii  Majesty's  Speech,  wherein  his  Ma- 
jesty intimates  a  hope  "  That  such  further 


measures  may  be  introduced  as  may  give 
increased  stability  to  the  Established 
Church,  and  promote  concord  and  good 
will,"  which  he  was  saiislied  it  would  pro- 
mote among  all  classes  of  his  Majesty's 
subjects.  Nothing  would  tend  more  to 
promote  this  object  than  the  settlement  of 
the  question  of  Church-rates,  and  he 
trusted  that  a  measure  upon  that  subject 
would  be  speedily  prepared.  It  must  be 
granted  that  the  revenues  of  the  country 
had  greatly  increased,  notwithstanding 
the  great  diminution  that  had  taken  place 
in  taxation  of  late  years.  This  was  the 
strongest  proof  of  the  general  prosperity 
of  the  country.  But  a  further  proof  of  the 
pleasing  fact  was  given  by  the  present 
stale  of  prosperity  of  our  commercial  and 
manufacturing  interests.  He  should  be 
happy  if  he  could  draw  a  similarly  pleasing 
picture  of  the  other  classes  of  the  com- 
munity, but  he  regretted  to  be  obliged  to 
say  that,  comparatively  speaking,  the  agri- 
'  iral  interest  was  in  a  state  of  embar- 
rassment. He  had  the  honour  to  belong 
to  that  class,  and  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  they  had  borne  their  distresses  with 
patience  ;  and  he  was  happy  to  add  that 
tie  bi'Iieved  that  that  honest  and  indus- 
trious class  was  at  this  moment  in  a  fair 
way  of  improvement.  It  was  most  satis- 
factory to  him  to  know  that  such  was  ihe 
case,  and  more  particularly  so  when  he 

idered  tiie  state  uf  pressure  from 
whii:h  ihey  were,  as  he  hoped,  recovering. 
He  begged  at  the  s.ime  time  to  state,  and 
he  thought  it  only  fair  to  those  who  enter- 
tained certain  opinions  with  regard  to  the 
agricultural  interest  to  do  so,  that  he  did 
not  think  that  it  was  in  the  power  of  the 
Legislature  to  grant  them  relief,  and  that 
their  prosperity,  which  he  hoped  would 
soon  increase,  could  not  be  derived  from 
legislative  interference.  This,  in  his 
opinion,  was  satisfactorily  proved  by   the 

itnattons  that  had  taken  place  in  the 
Committee  of  last  Session,  of  which  his 
Friend  (the  Member  for  North 
Hampshire)  was  Chairman.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  stated  that  it  was  impossible 
for  the  Legislature  to  give  relief,  and  he 
cordially  concurred  in  the  opinion,  that 
(he  agricultural  interest  had  more  to  ex- 
pect from  the  absence  of  legislation  than 
from  legislative  interference.  With  regard 
to  the  subjects  mentioned  in  his  Majesty's 
Speech  connected  with  the  sister  country, 
knowing  by  whom  he  should  have  the 
honour  of  being  followed,  bQ  shonld  leave 
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that  to  the  hon.  Member,  who  was  more 
familiar  wilh  the  matler.     But   there  was 

one  subject,  which,  of  all  others,  he  be- 
lieved would  be  the  greatest  improvement 
to  that  country — he  raeaul  the  establiah- 
meat  of  Poor-laws  in  Ireland.  He  believed 
no  measure  would  more  conduce  to  the 
prosperity  of  ibat  country.  He  hoped  the 
Government  anticipated  a  different  con- 
clusion to  the  labours  of  this  Session  than 
the  last.  A  house  divided  against  itself  her  people 
could  not  stand— still  less  could  a  consti- 
tution exist  torn  by  dissensions  and  divi- 
sions. The  hon.  Member  having  again 
stated  that  he  found,  from  the  state  of  his 
health,  that  he  was  unable  lo  do  justice 
to  the  important  topics  embraced  in  the 
Speech,  craved  the  indulgence  of  the 
House,  and  concluded  by  moving  an 
Address  to  his  Majesty,  which  was  an 
echo  of  the  Speech. 

Mr.  Villiers  Sluari  rose  to  second  the 
motion  ;  however  difHcult  he  might  find 
the  performnnce  of  the  task,  it  never  could 
be  otherwise  than  a  grateful  one  lo  urge 
upon  that  House  the  propriety  of  acknow- 
ledging its  thanks  to  the  King  for  the  per- 
sodbI  interest  which  he  took  in  the  aSairs 
of  the  country,  and  which  had  that  day 
been  so  conspicuously  manifested  in  the 
gracious  Speech  which  they  had  heard 
from  the  Throne.  Looking  at  [he  many 
important  questions  that  called  for  imme- 
diate settlement,  he  recognised  in  this 
early  assembling  of  (he  great  Council  of 
the  nation  an  earnest  desire  on  the  part  of 
his  Majesty  to  bring  these  questions  under 
(he  consideration  of  his  Parliament,  with  a 
view  to  their  speedy  and  satisfactory  ad- 
juttment.  To  that  branch  of  the  Legisla- 
ture it  must  be  matter  of  much  satisfaction 
toreceive  from  hisMajesty  the  assurance  he 
hadlhatdaygivenoftheanxiety  (hat  existed 
on  the  part  of  his  Allies  to  maintain  those 
relations  of  amity  which  at  present  existed 
between  them  and  ourselves,  and  also  that 
the  peace  at  present  happily  existing  was 
likely  to  be  permanent.  These  assurances 
must  necessarily  be  satisfactory  to  the 
House  of  Common!,  because,  whilst  ihey 
proved  that  his  Majesty  looked  to  peace 
for  the  continuance  of  the  national  prospe- 
rity at  home,  the  anxiety  of  his  Allies  lo 
maintain  their  amicable  rehiiions  with  this 
country  was  a  further  proof  that  that  peace 
had  not  been  obtained  at  a  sacrifice  of 
honour  or   breach   of  compact.     In   the 
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conBdent  that  that  House  would  respond 
to  the  feelings  that  his  Majesty  had  ex- 
pressed upon  that  subject,  and  would  hail 
will)  sincere  joy  the  conclusion    of  that 
civil  warfare  which  was  ravaging  the  finest 
provinces  of  the  Peninsula.     For  bis  own 
part,  he  hoped  that  out  of  the  temporary 
evils  under  which  Spain  was  at  present 
suffering   much    permanent    good   would 
id  that  in  the  end  ihe  liberties  of 
would  be  cemented  on  as  secure 
basis  as  o<ir  oivn.     Upon  that 
pari  of  his  Majesty's  Speech  which  related 

tion  to  dwell,  because  he  felt  that  there 
were  many  hon.  Gentlemen  present  who 
could  appreciate  the  sentiments  expressed 
upon  that  subject  much  better  than  be 
could.  Though  there  were  undoubtedly 
many  other  topics  contained  in  the  Speech 
lo  which  he  might  call  the  attention  of  the 
House,  he  should  coniine  himself  exclu- 
sively to  those  which  related  particularly 
to  the  affairs  of  that  country  wilh  which 
he  was  connected.  If  he  had  been  gifted 
with  eloquence,  it  was  a  topic  on  which  he 
could  have  spoken  for  hours ;  but  not  be- 
ing so,  he  would  only  express  his  hope  that 
now  the  great  Council  of  the  nation  was 
assembled  it  would  adopt  a  conciliatory 
policy  towards  that  country,  and  keep  in 
view  that  great  and  6rst  principle  upon 
which  they  should  act,  that  the  prosperity 
of  the  United  Kingdom  must  depend  upon 
the  prosperity  of  all  its  parts.  To  make 
an  exception  to  the  general  policy  of  the 
kingdom  against  one  of  its  parts  was,  in 
his  opinion,  one  of  the  worst  things  that 
could  possibly  be  done.  If  the  union  were 
to  be  a  source  of  strength,  it  must  be  one 
in  reality.  In  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
both  countries  there  must  be  a  conviction 
interest.  Until  a  conviction 
of  that  kind  were  felt  there  could  be  no 
real  union.  It  was  for  them  in  their  legis- 
lative capacity  to  bring  home  to  the  minds 
of  the  people  of  the  three  countries  that 
they  had  an  interest  in  being  united,  and 
that  a  complete  and  binding  union  between 
them  was  necessary  to  entitle  them  to  the 
enjoyment  of  the  same  rights.  To  assist 
them  in  the  execution  of  that  duty  bis 
Majesty  had  thai  day  culled  (heir  attention 
to  certain  measures  requiring  their  most 
serious  consideration.  One  of  these — ono 
to  which  he  confessed  he  looked  with  pe- 
culiar satisfaction— was  the  introduction 
-'■  a  system  of  Poor-laws  into  Ireland, 
had  always  considered  a  measure  of 
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tbat  deiciiption  Decenary,  and  be  now 
hailed  the  prospect  of  iu  being  carried 
with  the  utmoBt  satisfoction,  because,  al- 
though he  did  not  look  to  it  aa  a  panacea 
for  all  the  evili  of  Ireland— amongst  which 
the  general  want  of  employment  was  per- 
haps one  of  the  most  prominent — yet  be 
could  ijot  help  ihinki^g  that  ihe  inlroduc- 
tioD  of  a  well-organised  uyatem  of  Poor- 
laws  would  remove  or  mitigate  many  of  the 
severest  hardships  under  which  the  great 
mass  of  the  population  were  now  suSering. 
The  discussion  of  the  subject  would  be 
attended  with  this  additional  benefit,  that 
it  would  direct  the  attention  of  the  Legis- 
lature to  the  uecesaity  of  giving  employ- 
ment, either  by  the  establishment  of  public 
works  or  otherwise,  to  the  poor  of  Ireland. 
In  that  part  of  his  Majesty's  Speech  which 
called  the  attention  of  Parliament  to  the 
corporate  inslilutions  of  Ireland  he  recog- 
nised an  earnest  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
King  to  confer  on  his  Irish  subjects— not 
less  loyal,  not  less  faithful,  than  those  of 
England — the  same  rights  and  liberties  as 
were  enjoyed  in  this  country.  Ireland, 
indeed,  amidst  all  her  tnisrortunes — amidst 
all  the  obloquy  often  heaped  upon  her 
name — had  this  source  of  satisfaction,  that 
hii  Majesty  had  never  shown  any  want  of 
confidence  in  his  Irish  subjects.  Notwith- 
itandiog  all  that  had  been  urged  by  a  par- 
ticular party  in  that  country,  who  claimed 
lo  themselves  a  peculiar  loyalty,  he  (Mr. 
Villiers  Stuart)  could  not  detect  in  the 
Speech  they  had  that  day  heard  from  the 
Throne  any  want  of  confidence  on  the  part 
of  his  Majesty  in  the  great  mass  of  his 
Irish  subjects.  Who,  then,  would  venture 
to  stand  between  a  confiding  Sovereign 
and  the  affections  of  a  generous  people? 
True  loyalty  was  uninfluenced  by  any 
selfish  feeling,  and  whatever  the  treatment 
of  his  Majesty's  Irish  subjects  might  he,  it 
would  be  a  difficult  matter  to  estrange 
their  affections  from  their  Sovereign.  The 
best  means,  however,  of  avoiding  any 
estrangement  would  be  the  adoption  of  a 
policy  which  would  give  them  the  entire 
confidence  of  their  English  fellow-subjects. 
If  that  line  of  policy  were  adopted  Ireland 
would  indeed  become  happy,  and  England 

fiowerful.  If  not,  he  would  say  indeed 
arewell,  a  long  farewell,  to  all  their  hopes 
of  tranquillity  and  prosperity.  If  such  a 
policy  were  adopted,  he  saw  before  him  a 
gradual  improvement  in  her  affairs,  instead 
of  that  feverish  excitement  which  had 
occupitd  the  inhabitants  of  that  country 
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upon  political  subjects,  and  which  had 
rendered  Ireland  a  scene  of  agitation  firom 
end  to  end,  and  which  had  left  the  mind 
of  every  man  smarting  under  the  sense  of 
insult  and  degradation  which  bad  been 
heaped  upon  them.  That  moment  might 
be  delayed,  but  it  could  not  be  averted :  be 
was  quite  satisfied  that  it  would  speedily 
arrive.  So  long  as  it  was  delayed,  so  lon^ 
would  the  tranquillity  be  delayed,  so  long 
would  her  prosperity  be  delayed,  and  so 
long  would  the  power  of  England  be  para- 
lysed. For  centuries  England  had  treated 
Ireland  like  a  conquered  country  ;  gradu- 
ally she  had  relaxed  that  system,  and 
raised  Ireland  in  point  of  law  to  an  equa- 
lity with  herself;  and  be  would  now  ask, 
would  they  venture  to  keep  her  in  a  state 
of  degradation  in  point  of  practice  ?  He 
was  satisfied  that  they  could  not:  the 
moment  that  the  Emancipation  Bill  was 
passed  they  had  raised  up  another  nation 
to  an  equality  with  themselves,  and  that 
nation  was  determined  to  maintain  her 
position.  If  there  were  a  party  still  exist- 
ing in  that  country  who  were  not  satisfied 
with  a  fair  share  of  power,  but  were  deter- 
mined to  reour  to  the  old  state  of  things 
and  the  old  system  of  ascendancy,  he  (Mr. 
Villiers  Stuart)  would  pray  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  not  to  be  led  away  by  their  views, 
and  not  to  let  their  policy  be  their  g^ids 
in  legislating  for  that  country.  As  an 
Irishman,  deeply  interested  in  her  prospe. 
rily,  and  having  a  deep  stake  in  the  coun- 
try with  which  he  was  connected,  and  by 
which  he  must  rise  or  fall,  he  would  en- 
treat them  not  to  be  led  away  by  the  policy 
of  that  party,  and  not  to  deprive  his  poor 
unhappy  country  of  her  fair  share  of  the 
privileges  which  other  portions  of  the  em- 
pire enjoyed.  Whatever  line  of  policy 
might  be  adopted,  much  gratitude  was,  in 
his  opinion,  due  to  his  Majesty  for  the 
gracious  manner  in  which  he  had  called 
the  attention  of  Parliament  to  the  state  of 
Ireland  ;  and  be  felt  that  in  seconding  the 
motion  that  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  his  Majesty,  he  was  hut  fulfilliog 
his  duty  as  one  of  the  Representatives  for 
that  country. 
The  Address  having  been  read, 
Mr.  Roebuck  said,  that  as  a  silent  vole 
upon  the  Address  might  be  construed  into 
a  general  approbation  of  the  conduct  and 
principles  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  he 
wished  to  save  himself  from  that  miscon- 
struction by  stating  what  were  the  pressing 
circumttancei  tbat  compelled  him  to  gire 
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them  s  very  faarded  and  jealous  support, 
and  by  explaiDrng  why  it  was  that  he  felt 
compelled,  differing  from  them  ai  he  did 
on  many  important  questions,  neverthelese, 
to  g^ve  them,  in  conjunction  with  other 
Gentlemen  who  snt  on  that  side  of  the 


places,  although  he  did  not  approve  cither 
of  their  general  policy  or  of  the  principles 
upon  which  (heir  Gaveniroent  was  con- 
dncted.  In  doingthis,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary for  him  to  spealc  in  no  eulogistic 
manner  of  either  of  the  two  parties  who 
were  endeavouring  to  gain  the  ascendant 
in  the  country  ;  but  it  would  not  become 
him  lo  shrink  fiom  the  task  which  his 
■itnatioD  imposed  upon  him,  and  in  the 
performance  of  il  he  should  endeavour  not 
to  speak  with  unnecessary  asperity  of  any 
parly.  He  would,  therefore,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  endeavour  shortly 
to  state  what  he  believed  to  be  the  exact 
position  of  political  parties  at  that  moment, 
and  to  bring  into  broad  relief  the  situation 
of  one  particular  section,  namely,  the 
democratic  section,  to  which  he  belonged. 
In  doing  this,  be  should  recommend  a 
policy  to  the  democratic  party  in  that 
House,  which  a  fen  timid  men  might  dis- 
regard, which  the  dishonest  certainly 
would  not  adopt,  but  which,  to  those  who 
had  judgment  to  decide  what  was  proper, 
and  courage  to  follow  what  their  judgment 
approved — who  demanded  a  frank,  fair, 
open,  and  uncompromising  policy,  to  those 
he  imagined  it  would  be  welcome.  It 
appeared  that  at  the  present  time  there 
was  going  on  in  (his  country,  and  not  only 
in  this  coantry,  but  in  the  world  at  large, 
a  fearful  struggle  between  two  great  prin- 
ciples of  government,  that  which  endea- 
voured to  make  the  many  dominant,  and 
the  other  which  endeavoured  to  maintain 
the  domination  of  the  few.  In  that  House 
those  two  principles  were  very  unequally 
represented.  The  Tory,  or  aristocratic, 
party  who  were  ranged  in  hostile  buthonest 
array  against  the  opinions  of  the  demo- 
cratic party,  formed  "■•'"'•■—'••-!«■  "■  »•» 
believed,  for  the  gent 
fare  of  the  country, 
in  that  House.  On 
party  who  represe 
were,  unfortunately, 
phrase  that  was  not  di 
side  of  the  House, 
Bui  though  they  w 
'""It.  ye^  being  suj 
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fit  lai^e  ODt  of  doors,  fbr  ntch  was  his 
opinion — hon.  Gentlemen  might  refltte 
him  afterwards  if  they  could — supported, 
as  he  believed  ihey  were,  by  the  mass  of 
the  people  out  of  doors,  it  was  not  easy 
for  their  adversaries  lo  cope  with  them, 
nor  could  ihey  easily  be  put  down  as  long 
as  they  had  judgment  to  understand  their 
position  and  courage  to  take  advantage  of  it. 
Not  being  enabled  distinctly  and  openly 
to  oppose  the  democracy,  the  Tory,  or 
aristocratic  party,  wise  in  its  generation, 
deputed  its  power  to  a  certain  go-between 
party,  offsets  of  the  aristocracy,  namely, 
the  Whigs.  In  1830,  the  two  great  prin- 
ciples, of  which  he  hod  been  speaking, 
came  into  distinct  and  hostile  array  against 
one  another.  At  that  time,  il  was  clearly 
demonstrated  to  the  people  of  Englantf, 
that  England  was  not  a  monarchy,  as  was 
supposed  in  ancient  times,  but  that  ever 
since  the  revolution  of  1688,  she  had  been 
nothing  more  nor  le$s  than  an  aristocratic 
republic.  Once  convinced  of  this  fact, 
the  people  of  England  determined  no 
longer  lo  suffer  the  domination  of  the 
aristocracy,  and  at  that  time,  had  the 
aristocracy  dared  to  continue  their  oppo- 
sition  to  the  just  demands  of  the  nation, 
they  would  have  found  themselves  swept 
away  before  the  current  of  popular  opinion. 
In  this  state  of  things  tne  Whig  party, 
headed  by  Earl  Grey,  offered  themselves 
as  mediators  between  the  people  and  the 
aristocracy,  and  by  their  mediation,  the  aris- 
tocratic party  was  saved  from  the  destruc- 
tion with  which  it  was  threatened.  They 
proposed  and  carried  the  Reform  Bill; 
and  although  the  democrats  were  glad  to 
receive  that  Bill  at  their  hands,  ihey  were 
by  no  means  convinced  that  it  was  all  the 
people  ought  to  desire.  They  took  it  as 
an  instalment  of  justice — as  a  means  of 
obtaining  more,  determined  on  the  very 
first  possible  opportunity  to  make  it  a 
stepping  stone  to  further  great  improve- 
ments. As  soon  as  the  Reform  Bill  was 
passed,  a  large  portion  of  the  Whigs,  with 
Lord  Grey  at  the  head,  and   the  noble 
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respecting  rerorm  ;  they  made  no  gpeciGc 
declarBtions,  bul  they  promiged  largely  ; 
and,  as  an  iadication  of  tneir  determioation 
to  push  rerorm  to  the  utmost,  they  em- 
ployed the  word  to  distinguish  themselves. 
They  did  not  call  ihemselves  Democrats ; 
they  did  not  call  themselves  Radicals  : 
they  did  not  call  themselves  Whigs;  they 
were  Reformers ;  they  adopted  the  name 
of  Reformers,  and  promised  to  deserve  it. 
The  term  "  Reformer"  might  mean  any- 
thing. He  conceived,  indeed,  after  the 
displays  of  this  very  year,  little  of  it  as 
had    yet  elapsed,   that   it    would    almost 
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frMh  mediator  between  the  people  and  the 
ariatocracy.  He  had  a  small  section  of 
the  Whigs  with  bim,  and  then  it  was  that 
the  democratic  section  in  that  House  had 
to  determine  whether  they  would  make 
that  alliance  with  the  Whig  Government 
which  was  offered  to  them.  It  so  hap- 
pened that  the  dispute  then  existing  he- 
tween  the  people  and  the  aristocracy  was 
a  very  different  one  from  that  which  look 

Klace  upou  the  Reform  Bill.  The  people 
slievea,  althouKh  that  belief  was  now 
fast  dwindling  away,  that  the  Reform  Bill 
bad  introduced  so  many  Liberal  Membeis 

that  the  will  of  the  community  would  be  include  the  whole  of  theTory  party.  Re- 
made predominant  in  that  House.  Under  |  formers !  why  they  were  all  ReforraerB 
these  cin^umstances,  the  Representatives  of  now-a-days;  thehon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
the  democratic  party  were  obliged  to  take  <  were  Reformers ;  they  were  Reformers,  at 
iato  consideration  the  feelings  of  the  peo-  |  least,  just  so  far  as  their  own  private  and 
pie,  and,  accordingly,  they  determined  to  personal  interest  compelled  them  to  be  ; 
range  themselves  beneath  the  banner  of  I  and  that  was  Just  the  undeisteading  of  the 
Lortt  Melbourne,  under  the  general  name  ;  term  as  applied  to  the  large  body  of 
of  Reformers.  Of  those  who  thus  ranged  reforming  Whigs.  It  was  for  Iheir  interest 
themselves  under  Lord  MelbourneS  ban-  I  specially,  as  persons  participating  in,  or 
nsr,  there  was  a  party — and  he  fancied,  |  rather,  he  should  say,  possessing  wholly, 
k  pretty  strong  one,  who  believed  that  '  the  power  of  Goveroment,  which  was  pot 
the  Ministry  were  not  sincere;  who  be-  ;  into  Iheir  hands,  in  consequence  of  their 
lie vod  that  the  Whiga  merely  came  forward  '  alliance  with  the  Radicals,  to  palm  them- 
fbr  the  purpose  of  saving  as  much  as  they  '  selves  upon  the  public  as  Reformers  ;  and 
could  or  the  aristocracy,  and  of  retaining  :  it  was  entirely  in  consequence  of  Ibe  feel- 
(br  themselves,  through  the  medium  of  a  \  ing  that  they  could  retain  a  great  deal  of 
tsmpontry  noiiularity,  ni  much  of  the  j  beneRi  for  themselves,  that  they  called 
proceeds  or    Government    as  they   were  1  themselves  Reformers.     When  they  called 


able.  That,  at  all  events,  was  the  opii 
of  one  small  party.  There  was  another 
tnd  still  smaller  party,  who  said,  thai  the 
Whigs,  they  believed,  were  sincere  and 
ardent  patriots.  But  the  larger  section 
m\t  those  who  said,  "  We  Iwlieve  wiih 
you,"  addressing  Ihemielvcs  to  the  first 
•tolion,  "  that  there  it  not  much  sincerity 
amonittl  the  Whin;  but,  taking  them  as 
t  whole,  they  nro  uetler  than  the  Tories, 
itnd  we  can  get  more  out  of  them."  Tn 
this  manner,  acting  upon  a  special  under- 
standing of  their  own  peculiar  interests; 
acting  upon  the  belief,  that  having  some 
influence— some  power  over  the  peculiar 
notion*  of  the  Whig  patty,  they  should  be 
able  to  get  from  them,  and  for  the  people,  a 
larger  messure  of  reform  ;  and  acting  in 
accottlnncQ  with  the  general  wish  of  the 
people,  as  at  that  time  expressed,  they 
(the  democratic  parly)  did  range  tbem- 
aelvea  under  the  banner  of  Lord  Mel- 
bourne. But  let  the  House  remember 
what  was  their  jusliticalion  in  so  doing. 
It  was  this:  that  the  Whigs  then  as  now 
made  vie  ot  large  and  vague  generalities 


(hemielves  Reformers,  what  did  they 
mean  in  the  ears  of  the  people  ?  It  was 
found,  that  they  agreed  with  the  Radicals 
in  two  thiugs — they  loved  Reformers  and 
hated  the  Tories.  Now  it  was  believed, 
that  the  men  who  hated  the  Tories,  hated 
also  aristocratic  domination,  irresponsible 
dominion,  bad  laws,  and  everything  that 
could  give  to  that  House  an  improper 
power,  for  the  benefit  of  the  few  against 
the  interest  of  the  many  ;  and  it  was  fur- 
ther believed,  that  the  Whigs  coming  in 
under  the  broad  banner  of  Reform,  de- 
claring themselves  to  be  Reformers,  were 
determined  to  put  down  all  irresponsible 
power,  whether  in  the  hands  of  themselves 
or  of  their  enemies.  Now  1  may  here 
openly,  calmly,  well  knowing  the  conse- 
quence of  what  I  am  saying,  not  being 
hurried,  not  being  confused,  but  thoroughly 
aware  of  what  I  am  doing — I  say  the 
Whigs  have  deceived  the  people.  I  say, 
that  whilst  their  words  have  been  many, 
their  works  have  been  few,  and  that  whilst 
they  promised  lo  be  Reformers,  they  hate 
turned  out  to  be  no  better  than  theTonei. 
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Why  did  he  say  this?  For  this  reason, 
that  the  Whigs  wished  to  maintain  a 
majority  in  that  House.  And  how  did 
they  maintain  that  majority  ?  Was  it  by 
giving  laws  which  enabled  the  people 
easily  to  act  according  to  the  dictates  of 
their  consciences  ?  No,  they  did  no  such 
thing:  they  kept  the  country  in  a  slate 
bordering  upon  revolution,  for  the  purpose 
of  maintaining  themselves  in  power,  com- 
pelling a  certain  number  of  persons  to  act 
m  direct  opposition  to  their  own  private 
interests  at  the  voting  places,  at  the  same 
time  teaching  them  to  believe,  that  they 
were  going  to  remove  all  the  grievances 
of  which  they  had  so  much  reason  to  com- 
plain ;  and.  above  all,  assuring  them  that 
they  would  prevent  for  the  future  the 
infliction  of  all  those  penalties  which  their 
landlords  or  others  about  them  might 
impose  if  they  ventured  to  oppose  their 
interests  when  they  came  to  the  poll.  He 
maintained,  that  this  was  an  exceedingly 
ungenerous  proceeding.  The  Whigs  at 
this  moment  were  in  power  solely  by  the 
excitement  which  they  managed  to  keep 
up  in  the  public  mind.  Under  the 
Government  of  the  Whigs,  ihe  country 
was  obliged  to  be  kept  continually  on 
the  border  of  a  revolution,  in  order  to 
prevent  an  irruption  of  the  Tories.  It 
was  well  known  ihat  this  was  a  part  of 
the  system,  and  that  it  was  prnctised  daily,  . 
To  amuse  the  popular  mind,  they  were 
making  reform  clubs  and  associations  to 
look  after  the  registration  of  votes.  They 
were  doing  ever;;  thing  but  the  right  thing  , 
— every  thing  but  doing  away  with  the 
rate-paying  clause  of  the  Reform  Bill,  and 
giving  the  people  the  ballot.  The  Whigs 
would  never  consent  to  the  vole  by  ballot. 
And  why  would  they  not  ?  Did  they  ex- 
pect that,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  a 
Government,  the  people  were  lo  be  kept  in 
a  state  of  constant  and  perpetual  excite- 
ment ?  Did  they  believe,  as  statesmen,  as 
persons  wishing  well  to  their  country,  that 
that  was  a  healthful  or  proper  slate  for 
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maintaining  them  in  power,  whilst,  at  the 
same  time,  they  refused  to  give  them  the 
means  of  putting  down  that  troop  of  dire- 
ful  enemies  whom  they  call  npon  hourly  to 
combat.  If  theybelieved thatthere  would 
be  evil  to  England  in  the  return  of  the 
Tories  to  power — if  they  believed  that 
Ireland  would  suffer  from  such  an  event- 
let  them  come  boldly  Torwaird  and  give  the 
people  fairly  and  honestly  the  means  of 
expressing  their  opinions.  Let  them  be- 
come real  Reformers,  and  there  would  be 
no  danger  from  the  Tories.  This  was  hia 
charge  against  the  members  of  the  present 
Government:  thnt  by  their  machinations 
— by  their  imperfect  and  unsatisfactory 
mode  of  their  proceeding,  preventing  the 
due  advance  and  amelioration  of  the  insti- 
tutions of  the  country — they  had  kept  the 
nation  rii  statu  quo;  and  that,  conse- 
quently, the  sooner  they  were  pot  out  of 
the  position  they  at  present  occupied,  the 
better  it  would  be  for  all  classes.  But  it 
might  be  said,  that  this  was  a  charge 
wholly  without  founds tion  ;  and  it  might 
be  said  by  the  Gentlemen  from  Ireland, 
particularly  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny,  "  You  know  nothing  of 
Ireland — nothing  of  what  the  administra- 
tion has  done  for  Ireland."  Now  that  wa* 
just  the  question  that  he  wished  lopnt  . 
He  wanted  to  know  what  the  Government 
had  done  for  Ireland.  He  was  not  about 
to  say  anything  against  the  administration 
of  Lord  Mutgrave.  He  believed,  that  if 
anybody  were  called  upon  to  point  out  a 
redeeming  part  of  the  conduct  of  the  pre- 
sent Administration,  it  would  be  found  in 
the  conduct  of  Lord  Mulgrave,  for  in  Ire- 
land it  so  happened  that  an  honest  gover- 
nor was  a  species  of  miracle.  Such  a 
miracle  had  occurred  in  the  19lh  century, 
when  Lord  Mulgrave  became  Viceroy 
of  Ireland.  Lord  Mulgrave,  however, 
was  but  a  lucky  accident — he  might  be 
removed  to-morrow  by  death,  by  a  freak 
of  fortune,  by  the  whim  of  a  disordered 
imagination,  by  a  thousand  chances;  and 
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prepared  to  speak,  he  had  no  relaclance 
to  rise  in  reply  to  the  bon.  Member  for 
Bath  berore  he  should  propose  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Address.  He  esseDtially  dif- 
fered with  that  hon.  Member  when  he 
assumed  that  the  Radicals  in  that  House 
were  the  sole  representatives  of  the  people. 
He  did  not  differ  much  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  regard  to  the  fact  nhen  he  said  that 
the  Whigs  had  lost  much  of  their  popu- 
larity ;  but  be  did  differ  from  him  entirely 
when  he  attributed  the  cause  of  it  lo 
their  disinclination  to  a  closer  coali- 
tion with  the  Radicals.  He  believed 
that  the  contrary  was  the  case;  and  he 
therefore  thought  that  (he  diminution  Jn 
their  popularity  arose  from  their  greater 
approximation  to  the  Radicals  in  latter 
times.  The  Radicals  required  organic 
changes  :  but  he  (Mr.  Beaumont)  was  Jis. 
posed  to  resist  any  further  measures  of 
that  nature  for  England.  There  had  been 
quite  enough  of  them  for  the  benefit  of  that 
country:  and  it  was  his  belief  that  Parlia- 
ment should  now  apply  itself  solely  to  real 
Reforms,  and  the  worlc  of  prsctical  iegis* 
lation.  it  was  on  this  ground  and  for 
these  reasons,  that  he  intended  to  propose 
an  amendment  on  that  part  of  the  Addr^t* 
which  related  to  the  tmprOTement  of  Ire- 
land. He  did  GO,  after  having  duly  coD- 
sidered  all  the  modes  in  which  that  coun- 
try could  be  most  essentially  benefitted. 
The  object  of  his  amendment  was  for  the 
equalisation  of  the  two  religions  which 
prevailed  in  that  country,  and  to  place  the 
inhabitants  of  both  countries  in  a  state 
of  entire  equality  with  regard  to  religious 
Before  Poor-laws  could  be  in- 


Perhaps  the  Radicals  might  appear  to  the 
Whigs  to  be  strongly  prejudiced,  to  be 
wrong-headed,  impracticable  persons,  but 
would  it  not  be  belter  to  yield  a  little  to 
them  rather  than  throw  themselves  into 
the  arms  of  the  Tories  ?  To  place  them 
in  office  was  what  the  Radicals  did  for  the 
Whigs,  and  why  should  not  the  Whigs  do 
something  for  the  Radicals  ?  If  the 
Whigs  really  believed  that  their  retirement 
from  office  would  lead  to  such  mischief  as 
ihey  described,  namely,  the  irruption — for 
that  was  the  word  always  employed — of 
the  Tories  into  power,  why  did  they  not 
do  something  to  please  the  Radicals? 
They  had  never  made  any  pretensions  to 
office  ;  they  had  never  asked  anything  for 
themselves:  their  objects  were  well  under, 
stood  :  the  Radicals  looked  to  the  interests 
of  the  people,  and  the  Whigs  considered 
their  own.  The  Rad  ical  party  in  that  House 
were  determined  to  promote  the  interests 
of  the  people,  and  to  follow  their  own 
course.  He  spoke  for  himself  only,  and 
did  not  pretend  to  speak  the  sentiments 
of  any  Gentleman  behind  him,  but,  so  far 
as  he  was  concerned,  he  was  determined 
lo  pursue  a  just  and  independent  course. 
He  was  not  to  be  cajoled  by  fair  promises, 
but  he  should  took  to  the  acts  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  and  unless  these  were 
intrmsically  good,  be  would  not  give  them 
his  support.  In  all  their  good  measures 
he  was  willing  to  support  them,  but  he 
could  not  give  his  support  to  the  principle 
of  the  Irish  Church  Bill,  because  he  be- 
lieved that  tithes  were  not  dealt  with  in 
that  measure  in  the  only  manner  which 
would  lead  to  a  final  settlement  of  the 
question.  The  Church  of  Ireland  must  be 
put  down  entirely,  and  the  tithes  must  be 
considered  public  properly.  The  Irish 
Church  was  a  nuisance  which  must  be 
pulled  down  and  abated  at  once,  and  the 
golden  temple  must  be  pulled  down  by  the 
democratic  party  in  the  State,  for  it  never 
would  be  byhia  Majesty's  Ministers  ;  and 
till  it  was  laid  low  there  would  be  no 
peace  for  Ireland,  He  should  pursue  the 
course  which  he  had  prescribed  for  htm- 
■elf,  careless  whether  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
weie  put  out  of  office  to-morrow,  and  an 
irruption  of  Tories  into  power  was  the 
consequence,  because  he  knew  very  well 
that  if  this  course  were  generally  adopted, 
it  would  be  the  means  of  obtaining  justice 
Tor  England,  justice  for  Ireland,  and  Jus- 
tice for  the  colonies  and  the  empire. 
Mr.  Beaumont  laid,  that  though   un- 
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any 


prospect  of  (leneflt  to 


Ireland  the  religious  dissentions  which 
now  distracted  that  country  should  be 
healed  by  equality  of  legislation.  He 
would  never  consent  to  the  establishment 
of  the  voluntary  principle,  because  it  was 
his  opinion  that  Protestants  should  have 
the  arrangement  of  the  affairs  of  their  own 
Church,  as  well  as  the  Catholics.  He 
should  propose  his  amendment  pro  forma 
only,  as  he  perceived  that  the  House 
seemed  disposed  rather  to  treat  the  ques- 
tion of  Irish  tithes  generally  at  some  fu- 
ture period  than  to  entertain  it  partially 
then.  Whenever  the  Government  pn>- 
posed  a  measure  on  the  subject  of  tithea 
in  Ireland  he  should  be  prepared  to  state 
his  reasons  for  opposing  all  attempts  at  so 
adjustment  of  them,  and  to  prove  to  the 
House  that  the  only  safe  way  of  pacifying 
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tbat  country  was  to  abolish  them  alto- 
gether. Not,  he  would  add,  to  Oil  the 
pockets  of  the  landlord,  but  to  apply  them 
to  the  purposes  of  the  poor.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  reading  his  amend- 
ment. It  was  to  the  effect— "That  no 
measures  which  should  be  introduced  for 
the  tranquillity  of  Ireland  could  be  effec- 
tual to  that  end  unless  they  were  accom- 
panied by  measures  which  had  for  their 
tendency  the  abolition  of  all  religious  dis- 
tinctions in  that  country." 

This  amendment  was  withdrawn,  at  the 
desire  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Jamet  was  not  of  opinion  with  the 
boa.  Member  for  Bath  that  the  Whigs  were 
worse  thau  the  Tories.  The  hon.  Mem- 
beraaid.thut  the  Whigs  would  not  give  us 
the  ballot,  and  therefore  that  they  were 
worse  than  the  Tories.  But  be  should  like 
to  know  whether  the  Tories  would  give  the 
▼oUr  (he  protCL-tion  of  the  ballot  ?  The 
fact  was,  that  the  Whigs  were  placed  in 
very  great  difficuliies  during  the  last  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament,  and  not  the  least  of 
those  difficulties  arose  from  the  obstinacy 
of  men  who  ought  to  have  been  among 
their  warmest  supporters.  He  did  nut, 
with  reference  to  the  notice  of  motion 
given  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
fur  East  Cornwall,  believe  that  there  was 
any  wish  for  an  organic  change  by  the 
people  of  England,  which  would  lead  (o  Ilie 
destruction  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  for  his  part  he  entertained  no  suL'h 
wish  ;  but  it  was  his  desire  lo  reform  that 
body  by  modiryiiig  their  hereditary  privi- 
leges, Tlie  Lords  ought  to  be  elected  by, 
and  be  responsible  lo,  at  least  surae  por- 
tion of  the  people,  for  good  legislation  was 
most  likely  lo  be  ensured  when  they  who 
had  the  making  of  laws  were  aware 
that  they  would  have  to  render  an  account 
to  others  of  what  they  bad  done.  He  be- 
lieved that  there  existed  a  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  people  of  this  country  to  se- 
cure a  system  by  which  laws  might  be 
well,  fairly,  and  impartially  considered  be- 
fore they  were  made,  and  that  measures 
might  not  be  disposed  of,  not  with  a  re- 
ference to  their  own  merits,  but  under  the 
influence  of  a  paltry  and  petty  spile  against 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny. 
He  did  not  believe  that  the  people  of  this 
coantry  wished  todeprive  the  House  ofLords 
of  tlieir.honours  or  their  titles,  their  stars  or 
their  garters.  Butiftbeywouldnot  legislate 
wisely,  they  would  endeavour  to  break  their 
power.  The  Lords  might  as  well  gire  way 
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to  the  moral  influence  of  the  people,  or 
they  might  rely  upon  it  the  people  would 
compel  them  at  no  distant  period  to  reform 
their  House.  It  was  impossible  that  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  should  remain  op. 
posed  to  each  other  much  longer;  one  of 
them  must  give  way.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons had  been  reformed,  and  why  not  the 
House  of  Lords  ?  They  might  say  it  would 
be  destroying  the  Constitution  ;  but  the 
same  argument  would  have  applied  against 
the  transfer  of  the  elective  franchise  from 
East  Retford  to  Birmingham  or  Manches- 
ler.  What  was  the  object  of  the  constitu- 
tion but  to  promote  and  secure  for  the 
country  good  government  7  He  knew  it 
had  been  said  that  the  HouseofLords  was 
incurable  and  incorrigible  ;  but  for  his  own 
part,  he  gave  them  credit  for  sufficient 
good  sense  lo  suppose  that  they  would 
be  ready  to  act  in  harmony  with  the 
House  of  Commons  this  Session.  He 
hoped  they  would  learn  before  it  was  too 
late ;  but  if  they  were  incapable  of  re- 
ceiving instruction — iftheywould  shut  their 
eyes  to  what  was  passing  around  them — if 
they  stood  upon  their  own  rights  rather 
than  the  wishes  and  wants  of  the  people, 
the  downfall  of  their  order  would  be  ihe 
natural  consequence.  If  so  humble  an  in- 
dividual as  himself  might  presume  to  give 
their  high  mightinesses  a  word  of  advice, 
he  would  call  on  them,  before  it  was  too 
late,  and  urge  upon  them  the  necessity  of 
keeping  pace  with  the  growing  spirit  of 
improvement,  and  of  conceding  such  mea- 
sures of  reform  as,  in  his  humble  Judgment, 
it  was  no  longer  prudentorsafe  to  oppose. 
Mr.  Cartels,  as  an  independent  sup- 
porter of  Ilia  Majesty's  Government, 
beeged  particularly  to  remark,  that  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  did 
not  receive  a  single  cheer  from  any  person 
in  the  House  when  he  made  his  attack 
upon  the  Government,  He  wished  that 
fact  to  be  proclaimed  abroad,  that  the 
nation  might  know  that  the  sentiments  of 
that  House  were  not  in  accordance  with 
the  opinions  expressed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath,  any  more  than  those 
opinions  were  in  unison  with  the  senti- 
ments entertained  by  the  nation  at  large. 
He  was  bound  to  say,  and  he  said  it  boldly, 
because  he  did  not  seek  a  favour  from  that 
or  from  any  Government,  that  he  consi- 
dered himself  and  the  nation  at  large 
under  very  great  obligations  to  his  Ma- 
jesty's present  Government.  He  should 
not  have  intruded  himself  upon  the  etten- 
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lion  of  the  House  if  he  bad  not  thought  |  Mr.  Oitborne  merelif  rose  Tor  the  purpoM 
that  the  Ministwshid  been  most  unjuilly  I  ofilatiDg  that  there  was  a  single  passage  in 
treated.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bath  bis  Majesty's  Speech  which  had  occavioned 
aeemed  to  imagine  that  the  happiness  of  him  considerable  distrust — it  was  that  re* 
the  country  depended  upon  the  concession  I  lalingto  Joint-stock  Banks.  He  must  say. 


or  the  refusal  of  the  ballot.    Now,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  majority  of  the  nation  was  I  a 
not  at  this  moment  prepared  to  support  the    the  Throne,  and  if  it  were  not  impertioeat 


t  he  thought  this  a  small  niatteron  which 
ndation  should  be  delivered  froio 


vote  by  ballot,  and  in  the  county  which  he 


o  form  coDJeclnres  as  to  the  authoit 


had  the  honour  to  represent  the  great  ma*  of  the  difTerent  paragraphs,  lie  shoald  be 
jority  was  certainly  opposed  to  the  ballot,  inclined  to  attribute  the  passage  in  c|ue«- 
He  bad  himself  said  on  the  hustings,  that  <  tion  to  the  pen  ofhis  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
if  he  conceived  that  the  majority  of  his  I  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  For  a 
constituents  approved  of  the  vote  by  bal-  |  free  trade  philosopher  his  right  hon. 
lot,  he  would  give  the  measuie  his  support.  Friend  was  the  greatest  regulator  he  ever 
but  he  was  quite  sure  that  they  preferred  |  knew.  He  first  tried  lo  regulate  railways, 
HD  open  system  of  voting.  He  must  bear  I  but  they  proved  too  strong  for  him.  Now 
testimony  on  this  occasion  to  the  very  great  he  tried  to  regulate  Joint-slock  Banks.  He 
benefits  which  the  country  had  received  could  not  allow  this  paragraph  in  the 
from  a  Whig  Administration,  and  he  ivould  I  Speech  to  pass  without  staling  his  opinion 
tell   the  hoD,  Member  for  Bath,    that  if ,  that  it  wore  a  suEpicious  aspect.     Ho  did 


many  persons  followed  bis  examph 
only  result  would  be  to  drive  the  Whigs, 
Dot  perhaps  into  a  junction  with  the  Tories, 
but  from  the  position  which  they  held  in 
his  Majesty's  councils.  In  his  opinion 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  had  made  a 
roost  mischievous  speech,  and  he  believed 
that  the  great  body  of  Reformers  in 
this  country  responded  to  what  he  was 
then  saying,  rather  than  to  the  sentiments 
expressed  to  night  by  the  hon.  Member. 
He  would  tell  that  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
if  he  had  his  choice  between  him  as  his 
political  leader  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet 


not  think  that  any  persons  could  be  told 
with  advantage  how  they  were  to  conduct 
their  banking  business.  He  never  kneir 
any  case  in  which  regulations  of  this  de- 
scription did  not  injure  the  parties  whom 
they  professed  to  protect.  He  had  no  ia> 
tenlion  of  moving  an  amendment,  but  he 
distrusted  the  expressions  employed,  and 
he  should  watch  with  the  utmost  wariness 
anymeasures  which  might  be  introduced  in 
reference  to  the  subject. 

Mr.  Hume  said  he  would  endeavour  to 
bring  back  the  House  to  the  question 
really  before  it,  the  Address  in  reply  to 


opposite,  he  should  have   no  hesitation  in  |  the  speech  from  the  throne.    In  the  speech 
following  the  right  hon.  Baronet.     At  the  <  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  there  was 


same  time  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  declare, 
that  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  who  sat  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  had  his  entire  con- 
fidence, and  he  was  prepared  to  sacrifice 
his  own  theoretical  opinions  in  favour  of 
those  propounded  by  the  noble  Lord  who 
was  the  leader  of  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House.  He  considered  that  the  admission 
of  the  Tories  to  power  at  this  time  would 
be  a  national  calamity.  Let  the  Radicals 
take  a  lesson  from  that  venerable  reformer 
whom  he  had  in  his  eye.  (Mr.|Hume.)  That 
hon.  Member  strenuously  exhorted  all  Re- 
formers to  stand  united  together,  and  he 
begged  to  impress  that  advice  upon  the 
Memberaof  that  House.  He  did,  in  his  con- 
science, believe  that  the  present  Govern- 
nient  enjoyed  very  considerable  popularity  ; 
and  if  they  had  lost  any,  the  Gentlemen 
opposite  could  not  gain  it  in  an  equal  de- 
gree, because  they  would  not  go  so  far  as 
«ven  the  preteni  Ooveroment  bad  doae. 


ich  which  was  true.  The  hon.  Member 
was  very  sanguine  in  bis  views,  in  all  of 
which  he  (Mr.  H.)  could  not  go  along  with 
him,  though  he  agreed  with  htm  on  several 
points.  It  was  the  duly  of  the  House, 
however,  to  look  at  the  speech,  and  lo 
agree  to  the  address,  either  entirely,  in 
part,  or  not  at  all.  Some  persons  said 
they  could  draw  no  distinction  between 
the  Whigs  and  the  Tories;  he,  however, 
could  draw  a  very  great  one,  and  for  the 
very  best  reason — that  many  reforms 
which,  al^er  many  years  of  struggling,  had 
been  refused  by  the  Tories  they  had  got 
from  the  Whigs.  He  agreed  that  they 
had  not  got  all  they  could  desire,  but  they 
had  obtained  much,  and  he  would  there- 
fore press  the  present  Ministers  forwsrd, 
lo  use  a  common  but  strong  expression, 
he  wonid  pat  them  on  the  back  and  urge 
them  on.  He  believed,  that  he  spoke  the 
BeDlio»DU  of  a  very  lu^  body  of  tb« 
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people.  The  only  question  was,  what 
those  who  wiihed  to  witness  the  progress 
of  the  Refoim  Bill  ouglit  to  do  to  obtain 
their  object.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  op- 
posite (Sir  R.  Pee!)  had  too  much  honesiy 
not  to  acknowledge  that  the  Reform  Bill 
was  calculated  to  be  beneficial  to  the 
country,  and  even  he  could  not  refuse  to 
the  people  those  measures  which  were  cal- 
culated to  carry  it  into  effect.  He  was  as 
anxious  as  any  man  that  the  reform  parly 
(hould  keep  united.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  been  disappointed  on  former 
occasions,  for  the  reformers  had  kept  united 
as  one  man,  and  it  was  not  to  be  supposed 
that  they  would  now  separate,  for  by  sepa- 
ration they  would  lose  all,  and  by  keeping 
together  they  would  gain,  at  least,  some- 
thing. This  was  his  firm  opinion.  He 
looked,  as  a  venerable  Reformer,  to  the 
practical  means  of  obtaining  (he  mcst  he 
could  for  the  interest  of  the  public.  He 
was  persuaded,  that  although  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Bath,  had  the 
same  objects  in  view,  the  way  he 
pointed  out  was  not  the  best  to  attain 
them.  Hie  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  undoubtedly  went  far  beyond 
the  country  in  hi«  opinions.  "  With  re- 
gard to  the  ballot,  he  (Mr.  Hume)  believed 
that  a  very  great  majority  of  the  people  of 
the  country  were  in  favour  of  jl ;  and  every 
day's  experience  added  to  the  proofs  al- 
ready in  existence,  that  under  the  present 
system  of  voting  there  was  no  piotec- 
tion  in  the  exercise  of  the  elective  fran- 
chise." He  anticipated,  therefore,  a  mlnof- 
ity  in  favour  of  this  measure  when  next  it 
should  be  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
3Iember  for  London.  In  his  opinion 
Hinislefs  bad  been  too  backward;  while 
Government,  on  the  other  band,  said,  that 
he  and  many  of  bis  friends  were  too  much 
inclined  to  press  forwards.  The  general 
opinion,  however,  he  thought  was,  that 
Government  ought  to  have  done  more. 
With  respect  to  his  Majesty's  speech,  he 
wished  that  many  expressions  in  it  had 
been  omitted.  As  mention  was  made  of  a 
surplus  revenue,  he  thought  the  means 
ought  to  have  been  pointed  out  by  which 
that  surplus  might  have  been  applied  to 
lessen  taxation.  There  were  many  taxes 
so  enormous  and  so  troublesome,  io  the 
collection,  that  it  was  become  absolutely 
necessary  they  should  be  reduced.  Ano- 
ther part  of  the  speech  in  which  he 
could  not  agree,  was  that  which  related  to 
Pflrta|;a];  it  BMDwd  lo  cosvey  a  rec9(ni- 


31 )  to  the  King's  %«c/i.  46 

tion  of  the  principle  that  this  country  had 

right  to  send  out  a  fleet,  and  make  the 
people  adopt  what  measures  tve  chose. 
Let  the  noble  Lord  take  warning  as  to  ht> 

1  this  point  frnm  the  History  of 
India  of  his  (Mr.  Hume's)   late    friend, 

lill,  where  the  noble  Lord  would 
find,  and  he  could  confirm  the  statement 
by  his  own  knowledge,  that  the  very  worst 
native  governments  of  India  were  those 
which  were  upheld  by  British  power,  and 
in  which  the  chief  was  removed  from  the 
fear  of  popular  resistance  to  bad  taws  by 
the  present'C  of  an  overwhelming  force. 
An  illustration  of  this  had  been  witnessed 
in  Lisbon,  and  he  only  put  the  question, 
why  should  not  England  treat  Portugal  as 
an  entirely  independent  slate.  He  would 
express  his  dissent  from  the  piinciple  upon 
which  England  interfered  in  the  affairs  of 
Portugal.  At  the  same  time  he  was  anx- 
ious to  sec  a  representative  government 
well  established  in  Portugal  and  Spain, 
and  he  was  friendly  lo  the  giving  of  every 
assistance  to  the  establishing  of  this  ob- 
ject: but  if  the  people  of  those  countries 
were  determined  to  lake  another  course,  it 
was  not  wise  or  just  that  England  should 
interfere,  and  it  was  contrary  to  all  true 
policy  to  pursue  such  u  course.  Against 
all  parts  of  the  speech  that  alluded  to 
this  subject  he  entered  his  protest.  There 
was  another  important  point  lo  which  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House, 
he  alluded  lo  the  Dissenleis,  and  he  need 
scarcely  say,  that  there  was  not  one  word 
of  the  speech  which  held  out  to  the  Dis- 
senters any  hope  of  their  being  relieved 
from  the  inequalities  of  the  law  under 
which  they  now  laboured.  He  hoped, 
although  ibe  subject  was  not  mentioned, 
that  nothing  could  be  further  from  the  in. 
leniion  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  than 
not  to  give  the  Dissenters  the  most  com- 
plete liberty.  He  had  heard  a  notice  of 
motion  given  to  the  noble  Lord  upon  the 
subject  of  the  Church-Rates,  and  he  could 
only  say,  that  he  wished  that  so  important 

a  »ihlp<-l  UaA    nnl    hB^n  nmillHl    frnm  iha 
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Sa  not  contain.  He  was  aUo  sorry  to 
find  from  the  apeech,  that  there  was  no 
gronnd  on  which  the  people  or  England 
coald  hope  for  (he  speedy  reduction  or  the 
pTCMDt  enomnons  nanl  and  militarj  esta- 
Dliihments  of  the  country.  The  proceed' 
tngi  of  the  last  month  made  it  seem  likely 
that  those  establishment  a  would  be  kept 
V<p  at  their  present  amount.  Within  thai 
period  we  had  had  shoals  of  ^nerals 
added  to  the  Anny  List,  in  nurolKr  suffi- 
cient to  command  and  officer  all  (he  armies 
in  Europe.  Why  had  that  been  done  ? 
To  maintain  the  aristocracy  in  its  present 
influence.  That  was  an  improper  mea- 
■nre.  It  was  against  the  voice  of  the  peo- 
ple at  large;  and,  what  was  no  less 
axtraordinary,  it  waa  a^tnst  a  speciRc 
Rcommendatron  of  a  Committee  of  the 
Rouse  of  Commons.  He  was  anxious  to 
hnr  an  eiplanation  from  Ministers  of  i  his 
part  of  their  conduct.  To  no  other  part 
of  the  address,  as  far  as  it  went,  had  he 
any  objection.  As  to  Canada,  the  real 
aitnatioD  of  that  country  was  now  well 
known,  and  we  ought  to  hold  out  the 
right  hand  of  fellowsliip  and  union  to  her, 
ind  no  longer  withhold,  or  attempt  to 
withhold,  those  rights  which  were  her  due, 
Otherwise  evil  must  necessarily  follow;  and 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  would,  therefore, 
he  hoped,  be  willing  to  concede  the  privi- 
leges and  rights  to  which  that  colony  was 
entitled.  I^  however,  they  disappointed 
the  wishes  of  the  people  on  this  point,  he 
most,  greatly  as  he  should  regret  it,  give 
them  his  warm  opposition. 

Dr.  Btnoring  fully  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex,  thai  instead  of 
opposition  his  Majesty's  Ministers  were 
deserving  of  the  honest  support  of  every 
Member  who  wished  well  to  the  principles 
of  good  government  and  the  cause  ol  hu- 
manity. He  was  one  who  approved  of  a 
close  anion  of  interests  between  France 
and  this  country,  as  the  means  best  calcu- 
lated to  preserife  the  peace  of  Fuiope; 
but  he  rp);Tetted  to  say,  that  the  Guvern- 
menl  of  France  had  not  bchavtd  as  it 
ought  towards  foreign  nations  in  their 
Btniggte  for  liberty.  He  need  only  refer 
to  the  conduct  of  France  towards  the  Swiss 
cantons.  He  regretted  that  there  was  no 
allttiion  to  this  subject  in  ihe  speech  that 
had  that  day  been  delivered  from  the 
Throne,  because  he  was  anxious  to  know 
whether  or  no  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secre- 
tary of  Suie  for  Foreign  Affairs,  had  been 
t  party  to  the  note  that  had  been  lent  by 


the  French   Government  to  the  Diet  of 
Switzerland.     Would  the  French  Govcra. 
ment  have  acted  at  Berlin  as  they  acted  at 
Berne?    Would   they  have  used  (o  the 
despots  of  Europe  the  language  they  betd 
to  Switzerland?     Would  they  have   ven- 
tured to  employ  in  Russiaorin  Prussia  tboas 
incendiaries  tliey  sent  into  that  couQtryt 
It  was  most  important  that  it  should   ^ 
forth  to  the  world,  that  our  hands  vere 
quite  pure  from  such  interference.     The 
observations  which  he  had  thus  thonght 
proper  to  make  with  respect  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  French  Government'  towarda 
Switzerland,  were  equally  applicable  to  the 
course  it  had  pursued  toward  Spain.  It  vras 
a  fact,  that  the  Spanish  insuigents  had  re- 
ceived great    assistance   from  within    the 
French  boundaries;  and  he  felt  that  the 
French  Government  had   not  been  actiog- 
either  honestly  or  honourablytowardsSpain. 
Notwithstanding  Ihe  well-known  difficulties 
attending  the  introduction  of  any  articles 
from  France  into  Spain  without  detection 
by  the  French  Custom-house  officers,  yet 
it  was  an  cslabliabed  fact  that  the  army 
of  Don  Carlos  had  received  from  France 
great  quantities  of  provisions  and  a  large 
supply  of  arms,  contrary   to  the  terms  of 
the  quadruple  treaty,  by  which  the  Go- 
vernment of  France  engaged  cordially  to 
assist  the  Queen  and  the  popular  cause. 
But  that  cause  would  eveDtually  triumph. 
It  was  now  triumphant ;  and  supported 
by  the  universal  opinion  of  Spain,  and  as- 
sociated with  human    improvements  and 
the  advancement  of  the  happiness  of  man, 
he  felt  persuaded  it  would  succeed  there 
as   it   ultimately   would    in    every   other 
country.     He  was  rejoiced  to  believe  ihat 
the  policy  of  this  country  towards  other 
eounlries  had  for  its  object  to  unite  more 
and  more  closely,  the  peuple  of  all  nations. 
The  cause  o(  English  Reform  waa  associ- 
ated with  European  civilisation  and  hap- 
piness,  and   anything    opposed    to    that 
cause  was  naturally  repugnant  to   British 
feelings ;    he,   therefore,  feared    that  the 
retroijrade  policy  of  the   Fiench  Govern- 
ment  would  alienate,  if  indeed  it  had  not 
already  alienated,  the  people  of  England 
from    France.     It   was   greatly    desirable 
that  our  policy  should  proceed  in  the  same 
course  as  hitherto,  and  for  the  same  ob- 
jects.    By  supporting  popular  rights  and 
liberties,  the  Government  of  this  countij 
would  strengthen  itself  and  attach  to  it 
the  feelings  and  affections  of  the  whole 
n'orld.    It  Tras  with  torrow  that  h«  tpoke 
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of  ihc  condact  of  the  Monarch  of  France, 
towaida  vhom  he  was  bouod  to  enteitain 
fiteliugs   of  the  sreatest  rfspect  and  af- 
fKtton — bat  if  he  spoke  of  the  politics  of 
the  French  Government,  it  was  became 
they  were  so  closely  connected  with  the 
interatta  of  this  country,  and  he  was  com- 
"  palled  to  declare  thai  the  policy  of  which 
th«  King  of  the  French   vaa  pursuing  he  ! 
feared  would  ultimately  prove  dangerous  | 
to  his  person,   dangerous  to  his  dynasty,  : 
and  dangerous  to   the  peace  of  Europe.  I 
It  would   be   delightful  if  in   our  union  j 
with    France  we  could  see   that  country 
moviiig,  as  we  were  moving,  in  the  march 
of  good  Government,  in  conhrming  and  ' 
establishing  public  rights,  in  recognizing 
more  and  more  (he  power  of  the  people,  ! 
in  making  the  press  more  free,  instead  of  | 
enslaving  it  more,  in  giving  new  euarantees 
to  public  liberty,  and,  in  short,  doing  what  , 
all  Governments  were  bound  to  do  that 
wished  to  live  in  the  affection  of  the  people, 
and  to  be  supported  by  them.     It  had  been  i 
said  by  an  eminent  historian  and  a  great  I 
man  that  it  was  the  destiny  of  a  good  Go-  | 
vernment  to  be  hated.     As  far  as  he  had 
read  historic,   it  appeared    lo   him    that, 
whatever  might  be  the  fate  of  a  good  Go- 
vernment, it  was  unquestionably  tlie  fate 
of  a  bad  Government  to  be  haled.     It  was 
a  truth  warranted  by  experience,  that  in 
order  that  evil  humours  might  escape  they 
must  be   allowed    to  lind   vent.      It  ap- 
peared, however,  that  the  French  Govern- 
ment was  makine  the  experiment  to  carry 
on  its  afiairs,  in  the  midst  of  evil  humours, 
without  giving  them  any  vent  by  which 
they  might  escape.     He  hoped   that  the 
observations  which  he  had    made  on  (he 
policy  of  the  French  Government  would 
not  be  considered  intrusive  or  improper. 
He  sincerely  trusted   that  the  policy  of 
that   Government    would    become    more 
paternal  and   more  patriotic,    because  by 
that    course   it    would    obtain    the   good 
Opinion  and  the  affections  of  the  people  of 
this  connlry  ;  and  he  considered  the  affec- 
tions and   good  opinion   of  the   British 
people  to  be  as  essential  to  the  Govern- 
ment  of  France  as  it  was  to  the  Govern- 
tnent  of  England   itself.     He  had  dwelt 
npon    this    subject  the    more   earnestly 
becauM  in  France  there  were  no  news- 
papers through  the  medium  of  which  the 
•entiraenl 
policy  o 
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he  was  immediately  made  amenable  to 
some  arbitrary  tribunal,  a  tribunal  con- 
sisting of  a  packed  jury,  which  echoed 
only  the  sentiments  of  the  Government, 
whose  wish  was  to  suppress  the  publica- 
tion of  all  opinions  that  were  adverse  to 
their  own  line  of  policy.  Whenever 
therefore  the  public  opinion  of  France 
could  not  find  expression  through  its  own 
press,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  friends  of 
liberty  in  this  country  to  give  it  expression 
here,  and  not  in  £ngland  only,  but 
throughout  the  world.  He  haa  read* 
with  great  sorrow,  an  opinion  expressed 
that  the  blood  of  Frenchmen  belonged  to 
France.  The  blood  of  free  nations  be- 
longed to  humanity,  and  he  hoped  the 
people  of  England  would  never  shrink 
from  shedding  their  blood  when  the  cause 
of  freedom  called  upon  them  to  do  so, 
and  when  the  happiness  of  mankind  was 
tberebjr  likely  to  be  advanced.  He  was 
happy  in  believing  that  the  foreign  policy 
of  England  was  becoming  daily  more  and 
More  the  object  sf  We  and  of  hope  to  the 
world.  It  became  this  country  to  lake  up 
a  high  and  noble  position,  lo  be  looked 
upon,  as  it  had  aforetime  been,  as  the  re- 
presentative of  great  and  generous  prin- 
ciples, and  to  prove  to  other  nations  that 
the  real  well-being  of  any  Government  or 
ofany  country  was  to  be  found  only  in  ihe 
general  well-being  of  mankind.  Our  com- 
merce was  spreading  in  all  directions,  and 
our  foreign  communications  were  increasing 
to  a  wonderful  degree.  No  less  than 
100,000  letters  more  had  passed  between 
England  and  France  during  the  last  year 
than  in  any  preceding  year  in  the  history 
of  those  nalions.  Every  such  fact  as  that 
was  a  mark  by  which  to  trace  the  progress 
of  a  generous  and  enlightened  policy. 
He  hoped  that  policy  would  continue: 
so  long  as  it  did  he  would  give  his  earnest, 
though  humble  support,  to  his  Majesty's 
Government.  Let  ibatGovernmenl  give  the 
country  an  assurance  that  they  would  pursue 
(he  course,  and  promote  the  great  cause 
to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath  had  alluded  ;  let  them  walk  in  that 
career,  and  step  forward  in  ibe  path  of 
public  improvement,  and  they  would  con~ 
tinue  to  receive  the  cordial  support  of  tha 
House  of  Commons,  while  that  Hoase 
would  be  equally  supported  by  the  opinion 

It  I  am  justified 
he  intention  of 
ither  of  lh«  «d- 
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dreii,  to  avoid  prorokiog  od  the  firit  day 
of  the  teMion  any  len^bened,  at  least  any 
BCrimonioni,  diicaision  on  the  matters  to 
which  it  refera.  Varioui  topica  are  al- 
luded to, — topics  which  must  demand  our 
Btleotion  ;  but  I  obierve  id  the  addreBS  an 
avoidance,  I  Ihink  a  studious  avoidance, 
or  any  pledge  nith  respect  to  thai  courM 
which  we  shall  take  in  regard  to  those 
topics.  I  rejoice,  therefore,  in  beiog  able 
to  give  my  assent  to  the  address — at  least 
lo  give  so  far  my  assent  to  the  address  as 
not  to  feel  myselfunder  the  least  obliga- 
tion to  move  any  amendment  to  it.  I 
think  that  is  the  proper  course  to  be  pur* 
sued  on  the  first  day  of  the  session.  I 
thiok,  considering  the  short  opportunity 
(bat  there  is  for  those  who  are  in  oppou- 
tion  lo  ibe  King's  Government,  or  who 
have  not  access  to  the  speech  before  it  is 
delivered,  to  kuow  what  are  the  topics  in- 
troduced into  it,  that  it  is  infiniiely  fairer 
to  indicate  the  topics  to  which  our  atten- 
tion will  he  called  during  (he  session, 
without  calling  upon  us  for  any  premature 
pledge  as  to  the  course  we  shall  pursue, 
and  which  we  are  not  prepared  to  give. 
If  the  practice  which  has  been  adhered  to 
for  the  last  twentjr  or  thirty  years  should 
be  departed  from,  and  if  on  the  first  day 
of  the  session  we  should  be  invited  to 
enter  into  any  acrimonious  discussion,  or 
ha  called  upon  lo  assent  to  any  premalDre 
[wopositions,  then  that  custom  which  for- 
merly simultaneously  prevailed  of  making 
known  the  King's  Speech  and  the  nature 
of  its  propositions  two  or  three  days  before 
it  was  delivered,  ought  certainly  to  be  ad- 
hered to  also.  As  it  is  not  necessary  for 
me  to  move  an  amendmem,  and  as  it  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  the  prevailing  wish  of 
hoo.  Members — Judging  from  the  conver- 
sation which  has  been  going  on  amongst 
them  during  the  many  speei'hes  that  have 
been  delivered,  and  which  conversalion  1 
am  aorry  to  say,  notwithstanding  the  re- 
form that  has  been  made  in  our  edifice, 
has  been  to  me  as  audible  as  in  former 
days — believing,  I  say,  that  it  is  the  wish 
of  the  House  to  avoid  a  lengthened  discus- 
aioD,  1  shall,  in  conformity  to  that  wish, 
uod  seeing  no  advantage  in  any  prelimi- 
nary or  partial  discDSsions  upon  important 
matters  which  are  shortly  to  occupy  our 
attention,  imitate  the  reserve  of  the  Speech 
itself,  and  follow  the  e^tample  of  those 
who  have  preceded  me — claiming  for  my- 
self the  right  of  hereafter  discussing  un- 
f«tt«red,  and  without  any  pledge,  all  the 
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topics  alluded  to  in  the  speech— «nd  shall 
avoid  saying  anything  which  can  prOT<dte 
discussion  on  the  present  occasion.  The 
only  amendment  which  has  been  ofiefed 
to  our  notice,  relating  to  a  matter  which 
must  have  provoked  much  discussion,  has 
been  withdrawn;  and  the^nly  coannenlB 
which  have  been  made  on  the  speech  are 
those  which  fell  from  the  hon.  Member  ftir 
Derbyshire  (Mr.  Gisborne),  who  was  sur- 
prised that  BO  much  of  the  speech  was 
occupied  with  what  referred  lo  joint-stock 
banks.  That  observation  convinced  me 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  never  been  ia 
a  Cabinet  Council,  because  when  aCabinet 
Council  was  held  to  draw  up  a  King's 
Speech,  which  must  occupy  a  certain  titne 
in  the  delivery,  but  which  at  the  sama 
lime  must  be  so  framed  as  to  avoid  discus- 
sion, the  question  of  joint-stock  banks  was 
one  of  the  moat  prominent  that  could  be 
selected.  But  if  the  boo.  Gentleman  will 
look  at  the  terms  in  which  that  subject  is 
treated  of,  ail  anxiety  on  bis  part,  I  think, 
would  ba  removed,  for  he  may  safely  rest 
on  this  announcement,  that  "  the  best  se- 
curity against  mismanagement  of  banking 
affairs  must  ever  be  found  in  the  capacity 
and  integrity  of  those  who  are  intrusted 
with  the  admiaistralion  of  ibem."  1  sup- 
pose this  does  not  refer  to  the  mental  ca- 
pacity, but  to  the  solvency  of  the  parties  ; 
or  the  term  "capacity  "  may  be  taken  in 
a  double  sense,  and  include  the  substantial 
aa  well  as  the  intellectual  vigour  of  the 
parties.  The  pledge,  however,  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  shrinks  from  is  this— 
"  But  no  legislative  regulation  should  be 
omitted  which  can  increaae  and  ensure  the 
stability  of  establishments  upon  which 
commercial  credit  so  much  depends."  If 
he  therefore  thinks,  that  nn  legislative  re- 
gulation can  increase  and  ensure  the  sta- 
bility  of  establishments  upon  which  com* 
raercial  credit  depends,  he'  may  feel  him- 
self safe  as  far  as  concerns  the  pledges 
contained  in  that  part  of  the  address.  The 
only  topic  to  which  1  shall  refer  is  that 
which  relates  to  our  foreign  policy,  and 
this  not  with  a  view  of  provoking  any 
discussion — not  with  a  view  (as  I  wish  to 
avoid  discussion)  of  condemning  it,  but 
only  to  reserve  to  myself  the  same  power 
with  respect  to  our  foreign  policy  as  I 
have  already  done  with  reference  to  our 
domestic  policy,  namely,  that  of  being  un- 
fettered by  any  pledge  to  what  may  in  a 
future  discussion  seem  to  me  to  be  open  to 
objection.    The  espteiaioa  1  allud*  to  U 
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the  ipetoh ii  thb : — "Mii  MsJeEty  laments 
tliftt  the  ciTJl  contest  which  has  agitated 
the  Spaoith  Monarchy  has  not  ;et  been 
broagbt  to  a  close ;  but  his  Majesty  has 
continued    to    afford    to    the   Queen  or 
Spain  that  aid  nbicb,  by   the  Treaty  of 
Quadruple  Alliance  of  1834,  his  AlajeaCy 
engaged  to  gi?e  if  it  should  become  neces- 
sary :  and  bis  Majesty  rejoices  that  his  co- 
operating force  has  rendered  useful  assist. 
ance  to  the  troops  of  her  Catholic  Majesty." 
I  recognise  the  fair  claim  of  the  Queen  of 
Spain  to  the  sympathies  of  this  country. 
The  Queen  of  Spain    is  ibe  ally  of  this 
country.     She  was  recognised  by  the  Go- 
verDOieDt  of  this  country  with  which  1  was 
connected,  ai  the  legitimateQueea  of  Spain, 
before  tho  Quadruple  Alliance.     1  reserve 
the  eipresaion  of  my  opinion  with  respect 
to  the  policy  of  that  quadruple  alliance. 
But    there  are    two    questions    perfectly 
disliiict;    first,  whether   the  engagement 
which  we  have  entered  into  ought  or  ought 
not  to  have  been  entered  into  ;  and  next, 
whether   that  engagement  being  entered 
into,  and  the  national  faith  pledged  to  it, 
ought   that  treaty  to  be   faithfully   and 
honourably  fulfilled  i    1  say  it  ought.     I 
aay  that  the  question  as  to  the  original 
policy    of    this    country    entering    inio 
that    Treaty     is    entirely    distinct    from 
the  question  as   to   the  practical  execu- 
tion of  it.      It   is   true,  ns   the    noble 
Lord  opposite  on  a  former  occasion  stated, 
that  tlie  Duke  of  Wellington  and  myself, 
during  the  short  period  the  administration 
of  the  country  was  in  our  hands,  while 
expresting  serious  doubts  as  to  the  policy 
of  the  original  engagement  entered  into  by 
that  treaty,  yet  felt  ourselves  bound,  not 
oerely  technically  to  adhere  to  the  letter 
of  the  treaty,  but  earnestly  to  see  it  exe- 
euled  in  the  spirit  in  which  it  was  con- 
ceived.     His  Majesty  informs  us  that  be 
"  has  continued  to  afford  to  the  Queen  o' 
Spain   that  aid  which,  by  the  Treaty  a 
Quadruple  Alliance  of  1834,  bis  Majest; 
eogaged  to  give  if  it  should  become  neces 
aary."     I  can  say,  with  perfect  truth,  tha 
I  heard  with  satisfaction  that  the  Kin; 
bad  gifen  that  aid  to  the  Queen  of  Spain 
which  he  bttd  stipulated  to  give  her  if  i 
should  become  necessary.  I  mutt  also  say 
if  this  country,  in  the  execution  of  a  treaty 
the  original  policy  of  which  I  may  con 
demn,  does  afibrd  aid,  that  when  that  aid 
I         whether  of  British  seamen  or  British  sot 
I         di«n,  ii  given,  1  never  can  refuse  my  sym 
I         ptlhy  to  thoH  golUnt  men,  not  fail  It 


64 

rejoice  in  their  success.  But  the  eipres- 
sion  of  the  address  is,  "we  rejoice  that  his 
Majesty's  co-operating  force  has  rendered 
useful  assistance  to  the  troops  of  her  Ca- 
tholic Majesty."  Now,  I  take  it  for 
granted  that  the  object  of  the  King's 
Speech  was  to  state  to  -us  this — "  I  sli- 
pulated  to  give  a  certain  force  ;  I  have 
given  that  force,  and  that  force  has  been 
successful."  The  force  we  stipulated  to 
give  was  a  naval  force.  The  granting  the 
assistance  of  a  naval  force,  evidently  does 
not  admit  us  to  interfere  with  respect  to 
any  civil  dissentioos,  or  any  internal  con- 
stitutional questions,  which  a  siipulation 
to  grant  a  military  force  would  seem  to 
imply.  And,  therefore,  I  take  it  for  granted 
that  this  part  of  the  Speech  is  literally  cor- 
rect, and  that  the  aid  given  has  been  in 
conformity  with  the  treaty,  and  nothing 
more;  that  it  has  been  that  naval  force 
which  we  stipulated  to  give.  Because, 
although  I  agree  that  thai  treaty  ought  to 
be  executed  in  a  generous  spirit,  yet  1  still 
shall  on  the  strongest  grounds  protest 
against  any  construction  being  given  lo 
that  treaty  which  the  terms  of  it  do  not 
warrant,  and  against  our  being  involved, 
beyond  the  obligations  of  that  treaty,  in 
the  internal  dlsseutions  of  the  Spanish  na- 
tion. 1  think  that  is  the  prevailing  opi- 
nion of  the  majority  of  this  House;  and 
that  we  ought  to  wtitch  with  the  utmost 
care  and  circumspection — whatever  our 
opinions  may  be  about  monarchical  or  de- 
mocratic Governments — that  a  dangerous 
principle  and  precedent  be  not  established; 
but  which  must  be  the  result,  if  we  once 
begin  to  adopt  a  system  of  interference 
with  the  internal  quarrels  and  dissentions 
of  oth(.r  countries.  Who  can  undertake 
to  limit  the  application  of  that  principle  to 
a  question  of  constitutional  government,  if 
establish  a  precedent  of  which  despotic 
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operating^  force  referred  lo  may  merely  be 
considered  that  naval  force  which  ne  un- 
dertook to  give,  ft  is  impossible  lo  look 
lo  the  very  next  pare^ph  of  the  Speech 
without  deriving  a  nseful  leBson  bs  to  the 
dang:er  of  our  interfering  with  the  civil 
matters  of  other  countries.  The  psragraph 
I  atlude  to  refers  to  Portugal.  In  1837 
we  express  our  regret  ihat  "events  have 
happened  in  Portugal  which  for  a  time 
threatened  to  disturb  the  internal  peace  of 
that  country."  In  1S34  (three  years 
previous),  after  our  influence,  or,  as  it  was 
called,  moral  influence,  had  been  com- 
pletely successful  in  efTecting  a  revolution 
and  establishing  ttie  present  dynasty  in 
Portugal,  what  were  the  terms  in  which 
his  present  Majesty  addressed  this  House  ? 
—"I  have  derived  tlie  most  sincere  and 
lirely  SHiiBfiiction  from  the  termination  of 
the  ci»il  war  which  had  so  long  disiracted 
the  kingdom  of  Portugal ;  and  I  rejoice 
to  think  that  the  treaty  which  the  state  of 
affairs  in  Spain  and  in  Portucal  induced 
mc  to  conclude  with  the  King  of  the 
French,  the  Queen  Regent  of  Spain,  and 
the  Regent  of  Portugal,  and  which  has 
already  been  Uid  before  you,  contributed 
materially  to  produce  this  happy  result." 
That  happy  result  I  But  in  1837  we  are 
aware  of  the  r.>ct  that  we  have,  I  believe, 
six  sail  of  the  line  in  the  Tagns,  after  that 
happy  result  has  been  produced,  for  the 
purpose  of  wlini  ? — for  the  purpose  of  de- 
fending the  Queen  of  that  country  from 
possible  personal  iittnck  on  the  part  of  her 
own  subjects;  and  also  for  the  very  laud- 
able object  of  doing  what? — of  rescuing 
the  English  residing  there  from  the 
dangers  wi[h  whinh  they  are  threatened. 
Now  is  that  the  happy  result  of  our  inter- 
ference? Six  sail  of  the  line  is  a  con- 
siderable force  ;  either,  therefore,  that 
country  is  unsettled,  or  English  life  and 
properly  arc  in  danger.  Either  one  or  the 
Other  or  both  is  the  case.  I  take  the 
simple  facts,  and  then  I  ask,  is  not  that  a 
conclusive  proof  that,  after  all  our  inter- 
ference, we  have  not  obtained  a  single 
object — neither  that  of  establishing  thego- 
Ternment  of  the  Queen,  nor  of  increasing 
English  influence  in  Portugal.  But  I 
will  put  aside  the  question  of  principle  al- 
together, and  ask  you  to  look  only  as  a 
matter  of  experience  to  what  this  ought  to 
teach  us  as  toour  future  policy.  What ' 
the  advantage  we  have  gained  in  Po 
tugal  i  How  ought  we  to  reason  from  the 
luitlt  of  our  policy  with  respect  V)  that 
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country,  as  to  the  probable  issue  of  our 
conduct  with  r^ard  to  Spain,  when  we 
consider  that  some  three  or  four  years 
after  his  Majesty's  Government  had  pro- 
nounced eulogiums  on  the  happy  result 
of  our  policy  in  establishing  the  govern- 
ment of  the  Queen  of  Portugal  ihroagh 
the  influence  of  our  arms,  she  is  unable  to 
command  the  affections  of  her  subjects, 
while  England  has  no  alternative  but  that 
of  again  resorting  to  force,  and  of,  in 
fact,  becoming  responsible  for  the  civil 
government  of  that  country?  One  main 
object  we  had  hoped  to  realise  from  the 
quadruple  treaty  was,  to  be  on  terma  of 
good  understanding  with  France,  But  if 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Dr.  Bowring) 
has  stated  be  true,  it  is  evident  that  the 
object  of  that  treaty — namely,  the  forma- 
tion  of  an   intimate  union  with  France 

has  not  been  realised.  T  wtll  not  longer 
detain  the  House,  but  reserving  to  myself 
the  right  of  considering  liereafter  the  whole 
policy,  domestic  and  foreign,  alluded  to  in 
the  Speech,  I  again  say  that  I  give  my 
assent  to  those  paragraphs  in  the  address 
which  I  have  particularly  mentioned.  [ 
do  so  because  I  think  the  Queen  of  Spain 
—I  avow  it— is  fairly  and  fully  entitled 
to  our  sympathy,  and  to  an  honourable 
performance  of  the  engagement  which  we 
have  entered  into  with  her;  and  as  this 
honourable  engagement  has  called  for  the 
active  interference  of  a  British  force,  I 
cannot  withhold  my  txpression  of  admira- 
tion at  the  gallantry  of  my  countrymen, 
and  that  as  they  have  interfered,  I  rejoice 
that  their  interference  has  been  successful. 
Viscount  Palmersloa:  I  shall  certainly 
so  far  follow  the  example  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  as  not  to  trespass  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  for  above  a  very  few 
minutes.  1  am  bound,  in  the  first  place, 
to  say,  that  the  interpretation  which  the 
right  bon.  Baronet  has  given  of  that  part 
of  the  address  which  relates  to  our  foreign 
relations  is  perfectly  warranted,  and 
consistent  with  the  intentions  of  those 
who  proposed  it.  But  as,  in  agree- 
ing to  the  address  on  the  grounds  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  stated,  and 
which  I  am  ready  to  say  are  most  honour- 
able to  himself,  he  is  not  pledged  on  those 
questions  to  which  he  has  alluded, 
it  will  be  perfectly  open  to  him  at  any 
future  period  to  impugn  the  foreign  policy 
of  his  Majesty's  Government,  llf  I  had 
any  remark  to  make  upon  what  has  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  it  would  be, 
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did  not  interrere  with  the  comtittttiooftl 
quegtioDH  which  divided  the  conflict- 
ing parties  in  that  country.  1  shall  only 
say,  therefore,  that  tlie  right  hon.  Baronet 
is  perfectly  warranted  in  concurring  in 
tills  address,  nottvithstaoding  ibe  opinion 
which  he  entertains  of  the  impolicy  of  the 
quadruple  treaty;  and  that  it  is  perfectly 
open  to  hiro,  niter  having  so  concurred  in 
it,  without  an  amendment,  to  impugn  and 
diapule  hereafter  the  policy  of  that  treaty. 
The  motion  for  the  Address  was  then 
agreed  to,  and  a  Committee  appointed  to 
prepare  and  draw  up  the  same. 


that  while  he  profeised  not  to  object 
to  the  address,  yet  he  did  contrive  inci- 
dentally to  convey  to  the  House  opinions 
BODiewhat  stronger,  and  to  a  greater  ex- 
tent than  that  which  he  announced  it 
to  be  his  intention  to  express  when  he 
began.  I  shall  be  prepared,  however, 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  or  any  other 
hon.  Member  shall  enter  into  this  ques- 
tion, to  show  that  the  co-operation  which 
hag  been  afforded  to  the  Queen  of  Spain 
■*,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  stated — 
though,  judging  from  his  manner,  not  as 
he  implied — consistent  and  in  strict  con- 
formity with  the  engagements  of  the  quad- 
ruple treaty.  The  right  hon.  Baronet, 
with  reference  to  the  affairs  of  Portugal, 
SEud,  that  those  events  to  which  the  speech 
alluded,  as  having  recently  taken  place 
in  that  country,  ought  to  be  a  warning  to 
us  not  to  interfere  hastily  with  the 
internal  affairs  of  other  nations;  for  that 
whereas  in  1834  we  congratulated  our- 
selves on  the  effectual  stop  we  had  put  to 
the  disputes  then  prevailing  in  Portugal, 
yet  now,  in  1837,  other  disputes  have 
arisen,  and  three  years  after  those  con- 
gratulations we  have  been  obliged  to  send 
ships  to  Lisbon  in  order  to  protect  British 
subjects  from  any  injury  they  may  sustain 
from  popular  resistance  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Queen.  Now,  I  cannot  see 
any  inconsistency  between  the  result 
which  was  then  alluded  to,  as  having 
taken  place  in  Portugal,  and  what  is  now 
stated  in  the  address,  because,  when  we 
stated  that  the  effect  of  the  treaty  in  1834 
bad  been  at  once  to  put  an  end  to  the  civil 
war  which  was  then  raging  in  Portugal, 
we  did  not  tate  upon  ourselves  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Government  of  Portugal 
in  all  future  times, or  undertake  to  guaran- 
ten  that  Portugal  should  for  ever  after  be 
free  from  all  liability  lo  those  disturbances 
which  every  country,  whatever  its  govern- 
ment may  be,  must  always  be  subject  to. 
But  if  we  thought  it  was  likely  a  disturb- 
ance would  take  place  in  Portugal,  which 
might  be  attended  with  popular  commo- 
tion, I  think  it  was  right  and  proper,  and 
our  bounden  duty,  having  ships  at  our 
disposal,  to  se 
order,  to  pi 
subjects  fron 
quence  of  that 
be  prepared  I 
which  is  stale 
those  ships  wei 
(here  BUted,  i 
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MiKDTig.]   PcdUoni  preaoilrd.  By  Mr.Pcui.  Mr.M-Tla- 

••■T.  Mt.Foi  Haui^.  Hi.  Wiles,  ioiIMt.  Huui.fian 

Slocklon-upon-Tts ;  Edinburgh:  Alcateri  Hodboiri 
TsmwDtth;  CoDgngBtian  of  Lady  HumingdnD'a  Chi^Kl, 
Bradford  IWUUli  lDd(|>«idaiu  ar  Bndftird  {WUU)| 
Halt;    ud    Bi^imi  o(    Bnilari   for   th«  AboUliiiii 

An-thcRipBilortheDutyonSoapi  md  Mr.FoxlUDLB, 
tratn  DumbftooiliirP.  Cat  Ibe  Rtin]  of  ABoniW  Tax. 

Admission  of  Strangers.]  The 
Sessional  Order  having  been  proposed, 

Mr.  Ewart  rose  to  bring  forward  the  mo- 
tion of  which  he  had  given  notice,  relative 
lo  the  Admission  of  Strangers.  The  only 
reason  that  he  knew  of,  why  a  Member's 
Order  was  requisite,  for  the  admission  of 
persons  into  the  strangers'  gallery,  was, 
that  it  was  supposed  to  be  some  guarantee 
for  the  respectability  of  the  individuals  ad- 
milted.  Now  he  (Mr.  Ewart)  believed  that 
a  Member  granted  an  order  at  the  request 
of  any  individual,  especially  if  that  indi- 
vidual was  one  of  his  constituents.  It 
was,  therefore,  in  fact  no  guarantee  at 
all ;  because  the  character  or  avocation  of 
the  individual  seeking  the  order  for  ad- 
mission was  never  inquired  into.  Another 
reason  in  justliication  of  this  impediment 
said  to  be,  that  on  all  important  oc- 
casions the  gallery  would  be  inconveniently 
crowded.      Now,  he  did  not  think  that 

good  argument,  seeing  that  the  same 
objectiou  would  apply  to  the  present  sys- 
tem ;  for  there  were  sis  hundred  and  fifty- 
light  Members  of  that  House,  and  it  was 
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iliod«tt  and  retiring  man  was  iiue  to  be 
ixduded,  while  the  forward  and  praiuin- 
ing  wai  certain  to  aucceed.  The  beat 
proof  of  a  perion's  anxiety  to  bear  tbe 
debates  wa*  fouod  in  the  fact  of  hia  coin- 
in^  early,  nud,  oa  tbe  system  he  proposed 
such  a  person  woold  gain  adaiiuioD.  It 
was  well  known  that  Members  oerer  re- 
fused a  reqaest  made  to  them  for  an 
order,  pariieularly  if  the  applicant  hap- 
pened to  be  one  of  their  conatitueDla.  He 
thought  ihe  present  system  a  great  injury 
to  the  uiirepiesented  classes.  He  would 
suppose  tbe  case  of  a  man  who  had  no 
Member  to  represent  him  ;  nhy,  such  a 
man  had  no  means  of  obtaining  admission 
to  tbe  gallery  of  that  House.  For  all  the 
reasons  ha  had  mentionsd — on  account 
of  the  impediments  to  the  public,  and  the 
iDCOovenience  to  Members — be  should 
propose  that  the  public  should  be  admitted 
to  the  stranzers  gallery  of  that  House 
without  a  Alember's  Order;  but  that  it 
should  continue  to  be  cleared,  as  at  pre- 
sent, on  the  motion  of  a  Member,  and 
during  divisions. 

Lonl  John  Rutsell  said,  that  notwith* 
standing  the  arruments  of  the  hon.  Oen- 
tleman,  he  still  doubted  the  prudence  of 
dispensing  with  a  Member's  Order,  which. 
In  bis  opmlon,  afforded  some  guarantee 
for  the  respectability  of  the  ppraon  admit- 
ted. There  were,  in  bis  opinion,  great 
objections  lo  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool,  as  on  all  great  oc- 
casions the  gallery  would  be  crowded  to 
excess,  and  among  the  respectable  indi- 
viduals there  might  be  many  pickpockets. 
He  had  all  along  L'onsidered  that  admission 
by  means  of  fees  ivas  objectionable,  and 
for  that  reason  he  had  enrolled  himself 
among  those  who  were  in  favour  of  ils 
abolition.  But,  until  some  better  ground 
than  that  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  was  brought  forward,  he  thought 
things  ought  to  remain  aa  they  now  were. 

Mr.  Ewart  wished  lo  know  how  the 
noble  Lord,  by  the  present  system,  would 
prevent  pickpockets  from  entering  tbe 
gallery  of  the  House.  It  was  notorious 
that  Members  gave  their  orders  to  any  per- 
son that  asked  them,  even  to,  aome  of  the 
porters  in  the  streets. 

Mr.  Palter  suggested,  that  the  gallery 
abonid  be  open  until  seven  o'clock  for 
the  admission  of  persons  having  Members' 
orders,  and  that  after  that  hour  it  should 
be  open  to  the  public  in  the  nay  tbe  hon. 
Member  wished. 


The  House  divided  on  Mr.  Emrt's  mo- 
tion.   Ayes  II :  Noes  172 :  Majority  161. 
List  i^the  Ates. 


Bo  wring.  Dr. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Oillon,  W.  D. 
Hindley,  C. 
Lushingtoo,  Charles 
Pechell,  Capt.  R. 
Potter,  R. 


Alsager,  Capti 
Angentein,  John 
Arbuthnot,  hon.  U. 
Arclidall,  M. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Baillie,  H.  D. 
Banug,  F. 
Baring,  W.  B. 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Bftriy,  G.  S. 
Belfast,  Lord 
Bell,  Matthew 
Beresford,  Sir  J. 


Roeback.J,  A. 
Weson,  R. 
Wilks,  John 
WilUami,  W. 

Ewart,  W. 
Wakley.T. 
hat  of  tha  Nobs. 

Gisborue,  T. 
Goodricke,  Sir  F. 
Gordon,  hon.  W". 
Goring,  Harry  Dent 
Goulburn,  Sergeant 
Graham,  Sir  ,t. 
Qreen,  Thomas 
Grey,  Sir  G.  Bart. 
Halford,  H. 
Halse,  James 
Uanmer,  SirJ.,  Bart. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hay,  SirA.  L. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Henniker,  Lor  d 
Herbert,  hon.  Sidney 
Hodgson,  J. 
HolUnd,  Edward 
Hoy,      " 


Hoy,  J.  B. 
Ingham,  R. 


Blac:kstone,W.S. 

Bodkin,  J. 

Bonbam,  R.Frands 

Bortbnick,  Peter 

Brabaion,  Sir  W. 

Brady,  Denis  C 

Browne,  R.  D.  „       . 

Brnen,  F.  Inglis,  Sir  R.  H.,  Bart. 

fiuller,  Sir  J.  B.  Yarde     Irton,  Samuel 

Butler,  hon.  Pierce  James,  W. 

Campbell,  Sir  H.  Jackson,  Sergeant 

Campbell,  Sir.  J.  JepbsoiL  C.  D.  O. 

Canning,  hon.  C.  Jeivii.  John 

Cfaapliu,  Colonel 

Chichester,  J.  P.  B. 

Clerk,  Sir  G. 

Clivc,  Edtvard  Bolton 

Clive,  hon.  B.  TI. 

Colbotne,  N.  W.  A. 

Compton,  H.  C. 

CoQolly,  £.  M. 

Conyngham,  Lord  A> 

Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 

Dick,  QuinliD 

Donkin,  Sir  R. 

Dugdale,W.  S. 

Duncombe,  T. 

Eostnor,  Viseoant 

Eaton,  Richard  J. 


Jones,  Wilson 
King,  Edward  B. 
Lefevre,  Charles  3. 
Lennox,  Lord  O. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Loch,  James 
Long,  Walter 
Lushiogton,  Dr. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Maclean,  D. 
Macleod,  R. 
Macnaraara,  Major 
Mactaggart,  J. 
MaheT,Jobn 
MaboD,  Lord 
Mangles,  J. 
EgeitoD,  Wro.  Taiton    Marshall,  William 


Ellice,  ] 

Fancouit,  Major 
Pector,  John  Minct 
Pergusson,  K.  C. 
Flnn,Wm.  Piancis 
Fitiiimon,  Chris. 
FoUetl,  SirW.Webb 
Forbes,  VVm. 
Forester,  hon.G.C.W. 
Fremantle,  Sit  T.  W. 
French,  F. 


Marsland,  Thomas 
Maule,hon.  F. 
Milton,  Viscount 
Molesworth.Sir'W. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J.,  Bert. 
Klorpelh,  Lord 
Hurray,  J.  A. 
NichoU,  Dr. 
Norreys,  Lord 
North,  Frederick 
O'Brien,  W,  S. 
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O'Connell,  D.  Stnitt,  E. 

O'Coonell,  J.  Sluart,  V. 

0*Connell,  H.  J.  Tairourd,  Segesnl 

CCooOT  Don  TaocMd.H.  W. 

O'Femll,  M.  Tlionipson,  Paul  B. 

OliphRDt,  Lawrence        Tnoke,  W. 
Palmer,  Bobert  'I'racey,  C.  H. 

Parker,  John  Troubridge,  Sir  T> 

Parrot,  Jasper  Tulk,  C.  A. 

Peaie,  J.  Twjss,  H. 

Peel,  Sir  E.,  Barl  Tjnte,  C.  J.  Kerneys 

Peel,  Col.  J.  Tyrrell,  Sir  J. 

Peel,  rt.  hon.  W.  Y.         Vesey,  hon.T. 
Pigol,  Boberl  Villiera,  G.  P. 

Pinney,  W.  Vyvyar),  Sir  R.  R. 

Plumptre.J.P.  Walker.C.  A. 

Pollock,  Sir  Fred.  Walter,  John 

Poulter,  J.  S.  Warburton,  II, 

Powell,Colonel  Ward,  H.  G. 

Power,  J.  Weyland,  M^or 

Price,  S.  G.  Whitmore,  Thomaa  C. 

Pringle,  A.  Wilbraham,  G. 

Fryme,  George  Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 

Rice,  rL  hon.  T.  S.         Wodehouie,  E. 
Holfe,  Sir  R.  M.  Wrightsoo,  W. 

Ross,  Charles  WrolteaIey,SirJ.,Bart. 

Russell,  Lord  John         Wyndham,  Wadham 
Sanford.  E.  A.  Wynn.rt.  hon.  C.  W, 

Scott,  Sir  E.  D.  Young,  G.  P. 

Scott,  J.  W. 

Sibthorp,  Colonel  telliks. 

Stanley,  Edwfttd  Philips,  G.  R. 

Stanley,  Lord  Steuart,  R. 

Divisions  in  Cohhittebs.^  Mr. 
Ward  roie  to  move,  that  in  every  instance 
where  five  Members  required  it,  the  mode 
of  talcing  divisions  at  present  adopted  in 
the  House  should  be  extended  to  divisions 
in  Committee.  At  present  the  House 
possessed  no  records  of  the  divisions  that 
took  place  in  Committee,  yet  they  were 
often  as  important  as  those  that  look  place 
in  the  House.  It  would,  therefore,  be 
hi^Hly  desirable  that  they  should  be  regis- 
tered in  the  votes. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

P&iviLKOK.]  Lord  John  RittseU,  pr^ 
vious  to  moving  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
taking  into  consideration  the  letters  re- 
ceived  yesterday  by  the  Speaker  from  the 
Lord  Chancellor  and  Mr.  LecbmereCharl* 
ton,  be^ed  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  propriety  of  appointing  st 
the  commeDcement  of  the  Session  a  Com- 
mittee of  privileges  in  the  same  way  as  it 
used  to  do  formerly.  For  the  last  two  or 
three  years  no  Committee  of  this  kind  had 
been  appointed,  in  conseqaence,  es  he 
believed,  of  its  having  a  cleric  attached  to 
it  with  a  regular  salary,  which,  in  the  ab- 
seace  cf  any  immediate  question  for  the 
coDsidaratiOD  of  such  a  Committee,  ap- 
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peared  to  be  a  useless  expense.  Is  moving 
for  the  revival  of  ihe  CommittEB  of  privi- 
leges  on  the  present  occasion,  be  should 
think  it  unnecessary  to  appoint  a  clerk 
specially  to  attend  upon  its  proceedings,  as 
there  were  many  gentlemen  connected 
with  the  House  who  would  be  fully  com- 
petent to  discharge  all  the  duties  required 
from  such  an  ofiicer.  He  lhou);ht  generally 
with  regard  to  the  Committee  of  privilefes 
that  the  questions  brought  before  them  had 
been  discussed  and  considered  with  great 
attention  and  fairness,  and  he  did  not 
know  that  any  occasion  had  occurred 
upon  which  the  constitution  of  the  Com- 
mittee had  been  complained  of.  Ha 
should,  therefore,  move  that  such  a  Com- 
mittee be  appointed,  to  be  constituted  in 
the  usual  manner,  namely,  of  a  certain 
number  of  gentlemen  uamed  bj  the  House, 
and  of  all  knights  of  the  shire  and  gentle- 
men of  the  long  robe. 

Appointment  of  Committee  Bfreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  it  do  coDsist 
of  all  knights  of  the  shire  and  gentlemen 
of  the  long  robe, 

Mr.  Hmte  wished  to  know  why  any  dis- 
tinction should  be  made  between  genti*- 
men  of  the  long  robe  and  any  other  mem- 
bers of  the  House  7  Upon  the  questions 
coming  before  a  committee  of  the  descrip- 
tion these  were,  he  thought  many  gentle- 
men in  the  House  uu  coo  nee  ted.  with  the 
legal  profesaion  quite  as  competent  to  form 
a  correct  opinion  as  any  who  had  arrived 
at  the  dignity  of  the  wig  and  gown.  Why, 
too,  should  an  exception  be  made  in  favor 
of  the  knights  of  the  shire  ?  He  thought 
that  the  Committee,  instead  of  being  com- 
posed of  such  a  host  of  members,  which 
could  tend  only  to  protract  and  confuse 
its  proceedings,  should  consist  of  a  cer- 
tain given  number,  say  twenty-one,  whose 
qualification  should  not  depend  ei^ier 
upon  their  being  knights  of  (he  shire  or 
gentlemen  of  the  long  robe. 

Mr,  Willianu  Wynn  saw  no  reason  to 
depart  from  the  usuaPpractice.  The  Com- 
mittee had  never  been  found  Inconveniently 
large,  and  its  proceedings  had  always  been 
conducted  with  the  utmost  propriety]  at- 
tention, and  despatch. 

Lord  John  Ruiull  was  not  aware  tluit 
any  inconvenience  had  ever  resulted  from 
the  manner  in  which  the  Committee  wis 
constituted. 

Sir  Robert  Ptel  observed,  that  in  th« 
cose  of  Mr.  Long  Welteitey,  although  a 
gnat  many  of  the  CommittH  attendtd  it 
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wu  not  found  that  the  number  nas  incon- 
veniently large.  Great  attention  waa  paid 
by  ever;  member  to  all  the  circumstancet 
of  the  ca<e,  which  were  enlered  into  at 
great  length,  and  the  desire  to  do  justice 
■eemed  to  be  coromoD  to  all.  If  it  should 
hereafter  be  found  that  any  inconvenience 
■rofefrom  the  number  oftiie  Committee, 
it  would  then  be  time  to  adopt  the  limita- 
tion proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex. 

Mr.  Hume  would  not  press  his  objec- 
tion, as  the  genera)  feeling  of  the  House 
appeared  to  be  against  him ;  but  he  begged 
to  observe  tliat  he  was  far  from  being  con- 
vinced of  the  impropriety  of  his  suggestion. 

The  motion  agreed  )o. 

Mr.  Lbchmbrx  Charlton.]  Lord 
John  Russell  moved  the  order  of  the  day 
for  taking  the  letters  of  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor and  Mr.  Lechmere  Charlton  into  con- 
sideration. The  noble  Lord  then  said  :  — 
1  have  very  few  words  to  state  to  the 
House  on  this  subject.  I  think  it  will 
be  neceuary  for  the  House  to  refer  this 
question  to'  a  Committee  of  Privileges, 
in  consequence  of  the  statement  which 
baa  been  made  by  a  Member  of  this  House. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Ludlow  (Mr.  Lech- 
mere Charlton)  af^er  stating  that  he  seeks 
not  to  withdraw  himself  from  the  criminal 
jurisdiction  of  the  realm,  goes  on  to  eay, 
"to  be  protected,  however,  from  any 
violence  of  the  Crown,  or  ils  Ministers,  is, 
I  apprehend,  the  established  and  undoubted 
privilege  of  a  Member  of  Parliament,  To 
this  hour  1  know  not  of  what  I  am  accused, 
except  from  public  report."  This  is  the 
statement  which  the  House  has  received 
through  one  of  its  members,  and  it  is  ii 
contradiction  of  the  statement  which  you 
have  received  from  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
The  statement  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  is, 
that  it  ii  not  as  exercising  the  authority  of 
the  Crown  or  as  being  one  of  the  Minis- 
ters of  the  Crown  that  he  iisued  the  war- 
rant, but  that  he  issued  the  warrant  for 
the  commitment  of  E.  Lechmere  Charl- 
ton, Esq.,  one  of  the  Members  for  the 
borough  of  Ludlow,  "  for  a  contempt  of 
the  high  Court  of  Chancery, 
and  tending  for  a  certain  letter,  dated 
the  24th  of  October  last,  to  Willi 
Brougham,  Esq.,  one  of  ihe  masters  of 
the  court,  followed  by  a  certain  other  let- 
ter, dated  the  19th  of  November  last,  ad- 
dressed to  myself."  Now,  1  think  it 
accessary  that  the  House  should  refer 
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these  two  letters  to  a  Committee  of  Pri- 
vileges, to  see  whether  this  breach  of  the 
privileges  of  the  House  of  nbich  Mr. 
Charlton  complains,  has  been  committed, 
by  (he  Lord  Chancellor  in  the  capacity 
of  t  Minister  of  ihe  Crown,  or  as  a 
judge  of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  1  shall 
be  content  with  referring  its  merits  to 
a  Commttiee,  as  waa  done  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  Long  Wellesley,  where  the  matter 
having  been  fairly  and  laboriously  inves- 
tigated, the  result  was  communicated  to 
this  House,  end  this  House  was  not  ad- 
vised to  interfere  further  in  it.  The  order 
in  Mr.  Wellesley's  case  was,  that  the 
lettera  from  the  Chancellor,  and  from  Mr. 
Wellesley,  and  the  subject  matter  thereof, 
should  be  referred  to  a  Committee  of  Pri- 
vileges, which  was  required  to  report  their 
proceedings  and  opinions  to  the  House. 
I  wish  in  the  present  instance,  to  follow 
the  same  course.  Before  I  conclude,  I 
wish  to  advert  for  a  moment  to  the  opinion 
given  yesterday  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Roebuck),  namely, 
that  as  the  hon.  Member  from  whws 
the  complaint  waa  made  was  not  yet  in 
custody,  he  was  not  in  a  situation  to  claim 
the  protection  of  the  House.  Now,  I  con- 
ceive that  the  letter  received  from  the  hon. 
Member  himself  stating  that  he  believes  a 
warrant  has  been  issued  for  his  apprehen- 
sion, affords  quite  sufficient  ground  for 
the  House  to  conclude  that  his  absence 
from  the  sitting  of  this  House  has  been 
occasioned  by  the  apprehension  of  arrest 
under  the  warrant  which  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor himself  tells  us  has  been  issued  for 
that  purpose.  It  certainly  appears  to  me 
that  a  suSicient  case  has  been  made  out 
for  the  interference  of  the  House,  because 
though  the  hon.  Member  be  not  in  gus> 
tody  it  is  clear  that  his  absence  from  his 
duties  here  is  occasioned  by  a  step  taken 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor.  Under  these 
circumstances  I  think  that  we  should  pro- 
ceed in  the  same  way  as  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Long  Wellesley,  and  I  therefore  move 
that  the  letters  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
and  of  Mr,  Lechmere  Charlton  be  Tefer- 
red  to  a  Committee  of  Privileges,  to  con- 
sider the  matters  therein  stated,  and  to 
report  their  proceedings  and  opinion  to 
this  House. 

Mr.  Roebuck  wished  to  ask  one  question 
of  the  Doble  Lord  before  the  subject 
dropped.  When  the  Committee  of  Pri> 
vile^  was  a)^inled>  Mr.  Charlton,  of 
eourse,  would  wish  to  appear  before  i  tlo 
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defeod  hiimelf,  and  to  expIaiD  the  circuro- 
■tances  under  nhicb  he  was  tlireateoed 
with  arrest  by  the  Lord  Chancellor.  Now, 
what  he  wished  to  know  wds,  whether  tt 
was  the  intention  of  the  noble  Lord  that 
the  protection  or  the  House  should  be 
given  to  Mr.  Charlton  in  going  to  and 
coming  from  the  Committee?  In  hit 
opinion  Mr.  Charhon  ought  to  bediitinct- 
ly  in  the  custody  of  the  Lord  Chancelloi 
whilst  he  was  before  ihe  Conimrltee;  foi 
he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  believed  that  the  hon, 
Member  had  endeavoured  to  evade  the 
law;  and,  in  his  opinion,  no  man  could 
claim  the  protection  of  that  House  agi 
a  warrant,  or  any  other  instrument  by 
which  he  might  be  taken  into  custody, 
unless  he  had  Grst  yielded  all  obedience 
the  law. 

Lord  John  Rtutell  did  not  understand 
that  the  order  for  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  would  give  any  protection  to 
Mr.  Charlton.  If  the  House  chose  to  in- 
terfere io  favour  of  thai  Gentleman  to  pre- 
vent his  being  conimiited  or  anested  as 
be  went  to  or  came  from  the  Commi' 
a  subsequent  and  distinct  order  of  the 
House  would  be  necessary  for  that  pur- 
pose. For  bis  own  part  be  did  not  see 
that  it  would  be  necessary  to  lake  such  a 
step  in  the  first  instance.  Mr.  Charlton 
was  nut  yel  in  custody.  If,  before  the 
ioquity  terminated,  he  should  be  arrested, 
il  might  then  be  necessary  for  the  House 
to  make  some  such  order  as  was  made  in 
the  case  of  Mr.  Long  Wellesley,  by  which 
he  might  be  brought  before  the  Commit- 
tee, and  enabled  to  make  hts  defence. 

Committee  appointed. 

TuK  Addrxss.]  Mr.  A.  Sanford 
brought  up  the  Report  on  the  Address. 
On  the  question  that  it  be  agreed  to, 
Mr.  Orove  Price,  in  order  to  guard 
against  a  supposed  acquiescence  in  that 
part  of  his  Majesty's  Speech  which  related 
to  foreign  affairs,  wished  to  state  that  he 
continued  to  hold  the  same  opinions  as 
those  he  bad  declared  in  the  last  -Session 
of  Parliament  with  respect  to  llie  im- 
policy of  the  interference  of  this  country 
in  the  domestic  affairs  of  Spain.  It  was 
not  his  intention,  however,  to  offer  any 
opposition  to  the  Address  which  had  just 
been  read,  but  he  begged  it  to  be  distinctly 


shape,  of  expressing  what  were  bis  real 
and  decided  opinions  upon  the  subject. 
Convinced  as  he  was  of  the  ultimate  suc- 
cess of  that  cause  for  which  he  felt  in- 
terested, and  which  he  begged  to  observe 
had  not  been  materially  injured  by  the 
affair  of  Bilboa,  he  should  feel  it  to  be  hit 
duty  as  a  Member  of  the  British  Parlia- 
ment to  exercise,  when  the  proper  oppor- 
tunity presented  itself,  his  independent 
voice  in  support  of  that  cause. 

Mr.  Maclean  did  not  intend  at  that 
moment  to  express  any  opinion  as  to  the 
policy  or  impolicy  of  the  treaty  entered 
into  with  the  Queen  of  Spain.  Upon 
that  subject  he  reserved  to  himself  the 
right  of  expressing  a  full  and  candid 
opinion  upon  some  subsequent  occasion. 
His  object  in  rising  then  was  to  prevent 
any  misapprehension  of  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
upon  the  subject  last  evening.  He  (Mr. 
Maclean)  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  that  the  co-operation  of  Ihe 
British  force  could  not  be  objected  to  if 
that  co-operation  were  such  as  had  been 
guaranteed  by  the  treaty  into  which  the 
Government  of  this  country  had  entered 
with  the  Government  of  the  Queen  of 
Spain.  He  (Mr.  Maclean),  however,  was 
of  opinion  that  when  the  question  came 
to  be  fully  investigated,  as  il  ought  to  be, 
it  wauld  be  found  that  the  co-operalion, 
if  such  it  could  be  called— or  Ihe  inter- 
vention, if  such  it  had  been — or  the  tran^ 
limitation,  if  that  were  to  be  taken  as  the 
proper  term  for  it — had  not  been  such  as 
was  guaranteed  by  the  treaty,  and  that 
the  aid  afforded  to  the  Queen  of  Spaia 
was  such  as  might  place  this  country  in  a 
dangerous  position.  When  the  proper 
documents  were  laid  upon  the  table  be 
thought  there  would  be  no  difiiculty  ia 
proving  that  the  co-opeiatioQ  alluded  to 
in  the  Address,  instead  of  being  within 
the  words  or  spirit  of  the  treaty,  was  di- 
rectly opposed  to  both. 

Sir  Robfrt  Peel  was  surprised  that  any 
misapprehension  should  hare  arisen  as  to 
iiourse  which  be  yesterday  staled  his 
intention  of  pursuing.     If  such  a  misap- 

ihension  had  arisen  in  the  minds  of  any 

i.  Gentleman,  he  was  quite  sure  it  must 
have  been  occasioned  by  the  circumstance 
of  his  having  stated  twice  over  what  it 
meant  to  do.  What  he  stated 
;  was  prepared  to  give  his  ai- 
it  paragraph  of  his  Majesty's 
cb   related    to    foreign    policy, 
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provided  the  aid  afTorded  to  the  cBu«e  or 
the  Queen  of  Spain  wu  in  strict  confor- 
mity to  the  enga^ments  into  which  the 
Ooverontent  of  ibis  country  had  entered 
with  the  GoTernment  of  the  Queen.  But 
Utving  that  point  open  for  discussion, 
he  added,  at  the  ume  time,  that  the  term 
"  Go-operelive  force,"  used  in  the  speech 
from  the  ihrone,  was  of  an  equivocal  cha- 
lacter ;  and  inquired  whether  that  force 
was  such  at  would  come  within  the  condi> 
tione  of  the  treaty.  That  was  the  under- 
•tauding  upon  which  he  gave  a  oualilied 
consent  to  the  portion  of  the  speech  which 
tcferred  to  the  subject ;  and  he  had  re- 
peated it  twice,  hoping  there  would  have 
been  no  misconstruction  of  his  meaning. 

Hr.  MacUan  bad  not  mistaken  the 
right  hon.  Baronet's  meaning  himself,  but 
he  believed  others  had  done  so,  and  he 
therefore  took  the  opportunity  of  men. 
tioning  it,  in  order  that  the  misapprehen- 
sion might  not  extend  further. 

Viscount  Palmertton  said,  there  cer- 
tainly was  no  misunderstanding  on  his 
side  of  the  House  as  to  what  fell  from  the 
right  hon.  Boronet  on  the  previous  even 
ing.  He  perfectly  understood  the  right 
boD.  Baronet  to  aay  that  which  he  had  now 
Mated.  Undoubtedly  hon.  Meniberit 
the  other  aide,  by  assenting  to  the  Address 
U  now  proposed,  did  not  pledge  them- 
selves in  any  way  adverse  to  the  opinions 
they  had  on  former  occasions  expressed 
relative  (o  any  of  the  topics  contained  in 
it.  He  would  only  further  say,  although 
it  was  unusual  for  an  individual  to  express 
regret  that  his  opponent  had  not  made  a 
longer  speech  agaiart  him,  yet  he  assured 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sandwich,  that  when 
a  longer  attack  should  he  made  on  our 
foreign  policy,  he  should  be  exceedingly 
happy  to  meet  it. 

Mr.  Plumptrt  hoped  he  should  not  be 
deemed  out  of  order  in  adverting  to  what 
he  considered  to  be  an  omission  in  the 
King's  speech,  inasmuch  as  no  allusion 
was  made  to  the  prevailing  epidemic,  noi 
any  recognition  of  the  Divine  Providence. 
Since  the  House  Isst  met,  ihe  country  had 
been  visited  with  more  than  one  extremely 
severe  aFHiction,  upon  which  the  King's 
speech  was  toUlly  silent.  Surely  some 
reference  ought  to  have  been  made  to  this 
subject,  and  to  the  will  of  the  great  Dis- 
poser of  all  events,  the  great  Dispenser  of 
national  prosperity.  He  believed  that  at 
no  time,  in  no  nation,  though  plunged 
the  deepest  igaoraoce,  bad  an  occasion 
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like  the  present  been  allowed  to  pass  by, 
without  some  recognition  of  Ood's  dispen- 
sation  ;  and  be  very  deeply  regretted  that 
mention  had  been  made  of  these  visita- 
ns  in  the  King's  Speech.     Both  indivi' 
lis  and  the  country  had  suffered  much 
ring  ihe  last  six  mooihs.    A  great  deal 
of  properly  had  been  destroyed  by  severity 
of  weather,  and  at  this  very  moment  thsre 
TCely   a    family   in    the  country, 
(though  they  might  not  be  in  a  very  alarm- 
ing state)  who  was  not  more  or  less  in  a 
state  of  alfliction.   He  should  have  thooght 
it  would  have  been  as  well  at  such  a  time, 
to  have  recognised  the  great  superintend- 
ing  Power,  and  wise  Disposer  of  all  evsnts. 
He  believed  that  the  great  truth  of  Holy 
Writ   applied   as   well   to  nations  as  to 
individuals  — "  Them  that  honour  me  1 
will  honour,  but  they  who  despise  me, 
shall    be    lightly  esteemed."     It   was  on 
these  grounds  be  protested  against  thrs 
important  omission. 

Sir  George  Clerk  could  not  avoid  eX' 
pressing  his  disapprobation,  as  a  Scotch 
representative,  that  among  the  various 
topics  mentioned  in  the  King's  speech,  no 
allusion  was  made  or  information  given 
upon  a  subject  which  bad  for  some  line 
pest  excited  the  deepest  interest  throughout 
Scotland  :  he  referred  to  the  result  of  the 
Commission  appointed  two  years  ago  to 
inquire  into  the  means  of  religious  instruc- 
tion in  that  country.  As  far  as  he  knew 
from  common  rumour,  the  Commissioners 
had  completed  their  labours;  and,  re- 
specting a  subject  of  such  importance  as 
that  of  ascertaining  whether  there  was  any 
deficiency  in  the  means  of  religiouii  in- 
struction in  so  important  a  part  of  the 
empire  as  Scotland,  he  could  have  wished 
that  some  notice  had  been  taken  in  his 
Majesty's  speech.  He  thoughtthe  Minis- 
ter ought  to  have  afforded  information  to 
Parliament  as  to  whether  they  had  re- 
ceived any  Report  from  the  Commissioners, 
and  if  so,  whether  it  was  their  intention  at 
an  early  period  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  10  it.  This  was  no  party  question, 
but  WHS  interesting  to  every  Member  of 
that  part  of  the  empire  to  which  the  in' 
quiry  related.  He  therefore  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  be  able  to  give  the 
House  some  satisfactory  explanation  on 
the  subject. 

Lord  John  Russell,  with  respect  to  the 
observation  that  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Kent  (Mr.  Plumptre) 
must  lay,  that  he  lo  far  differed  from  him, 


The  Addresi. 


tkat  be  (Lord  John  Ruseell)  did  not  thiDic ' 
it  vould  be  advisable  to  lay  down,  as  a 
constant  rule,  which  ought  never  to  be  de- 
Mited  from,  that,  in  every  speech  from  the 
Throne,  Ministers  ought  to  introduce  the 
name  of  Divine  Providence.  He  thought  if 
that  were  to  be  laid  dawn  as  a  general  rule, 
and  it  should  be  made  a  matter  of  attack 
upon  the  Ministers  whodid  not  observe  it, 
it  wonld  become  in  time  a  mere  matter  of 
form,  and  the  words  would  have  very 
little  effect.  So  far  from  promoting  the 
object  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  in 
view,  the  nsing  constantly,  and  trivially 
almost,  in  the  speech  from  the  Throne  the 
name  of  Divine  Providence   would  induce 

Grsons  to  pay  less  attention,  and  to  be 
n  solemn  upon  such  an  occasion,  than 
they  onght  to  be.  He  did  not  concur  with 
the  hon.  Oentleman  that  there  were  any 
peculiar  circumstances  which,  at  the 
present  time,  made  it  necessary  that  they 
■hould  have  introduced  such  words  into 
his  Majesty's  speech.  It  certainly  had 
happened  more  than  once.  It  happened 
no  longer  ago  than  in  his  Majesty's  an- 
swer to  the  Address  of  the  House  last  year, 
when  his  Majesty  slated,  that  he  would 
always  study,  under  Divine  Providence, 
to  maintain  the  high  character  of  this 
country,  and  promote  the  welfare  of  his 
people.  That  acknowledgment  showed 
certainly  that  those  who  advised  his  Ma- 
jesty  (o  use  those  words,  were  not  neglect- 
ful of  that  sentiment  which  it  was  his  Ma- 
jesty's disposition  always  to  entertain — a 
sentiment  which  became  the  King  of  this 
Christian  country.  With  respect  to  the 
observations  made  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  a.  Clerk),  he  trusted  he  could  give 
what  the  hon.  Baronet  would  deem  a  satis- 
factory answer.  If  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission on  Religious  Instruction  in  Scotland 
had  been  received,  it  would  have  been  a 
proper  subject  for  his  Majesty  to  have 
mentioned  in  his  speech  ;  but,  in  fact, 
although  he  had  been  informed  that  the 
reports  would  he  ready,  yet  he  had  received 
no  Report  until  Monday  night,  after  the 
speech  had  been  approved  by  his  Majesty, 
when  it  reached  the  Home-office.  The 
Report  received  was  one  relating  only  to 
Edinburgh.  It  had  since  been  sent  to 
Lord  Minto,  one  of  the  Commissioners,  to 
receive  his  consideration,  whether  he 
should  think  proper,  not  having  been  able 
to  attend  the  Commission  throughout,  to 
acquiesce  in  it ;  it  being  considered  desir- 
ablo  that  the  Report  should  be  signed  by 
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all  the  Commissioners.     He  expected  that 


the  Report  would  have  been  by  this  time 
on  the  Table  of  the  iiouse ;  and  he  conid 
assure  the  hon.  Baronet,  if  it  were  not  pre- 
sented to-day,  it  should  be  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Twin  could  not  concur  with  the 
noble  Lord  in  the  opinion  that  such  men- 
lion  of  the  Deity  would  be  inexpedienL 
The  solemn  nomination  of  Divine  Provi- 
dence in  the  initiative  Act  of  so  high  a 
legislative  body,  while  it  would  derive 
weight  and  dignity  from  the  importance 
of  the  occasion,  on  the  one  hand,  would, 
on  the  other,  exhibit  a  remarkable  fitness 
to  the  peculiar  circumstances  in  which,  by 
the  interposition  of  Providence,  the  iohahi- 
tsnla  of  these  countries  were  placed. 
There  were  some  occasions  upon  which 
acts  which  might  otherwise  be  deemed 
merely  formal,  were  especially  proper,  and 
peculiarly  becoming.  National  calamities, 
in  the  shape  of  epidemic  disease,  were  un- 
deniably of  this  description,  and  the 
solemn  mention  of  the  Divine  name  in  b 
solemn  Parliamentary  document  would, 
he  repeated,  be  suitable  to  the  principles 
pervading  a  Christian  country,  and  befit- 
ting the  national  character.  Another 
reason  in  support  of  hia  view,  was  the  fact 
that  a  reform  or  measure  of  some  descrip- 
tion respecting  the  Established  Church  of 
this  country  was  hinted  at  in  the  course 
of  theSpeech  which  had  been  read  to  them 
on  the  preceding  day.  Anxious  to  pra- 
serve  that  church  unimpaired,  he  was 
equally  anxious  for  the  maintenance  and 
diffusion  of  religious  sentiments  ;  and  it 
certainly  appeared  to  him  not  too  much  to 
expect  that  the  expressions  of  loyalty  and 
affection  addressed  to  the  Head  of  that 
Church  should  be  coupled  with  the  name 
of  Divine  Providence. 

Report  of  the  Address  agreed  to. 

Printing  Pap£ks. — Evidence  bb- 
Font  Committees.]  Mr.  Hume,  in 
moving  that  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed for  the  purpose  of  selecting,  ar- 
ranging, and  regulating  the  printing  all 
Parliamentary  documents,  said,  he  was 
quite  aware  that  a  great  many  questions 
respecting  the  distribution  of  these  papers 
to  the  public  had  been  brought  before  the 
Committee  of  last  Session.  An  arrange- 
ment had  been,  in  consequence,  effected, 
which  had  given  much  satisfaction  to  the 
public,  and  conduced  to  the  general  con- 
venience of  all  the  parties  concerned.  He 
had  no  hesitation  in  further  observing,  that 
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the  adoption  or  lome  general  role  as  to 
the  discretion  allowed  to  witnesses  exa- 
mined orally  before  Comtniiteeg,  in  the 
iubsequent  alteration  of  their  evidence. 
This  was,  he  conceived,  h  point  of  the  ut- 
most importance.  The  witnesses  were 
formly  permitted  to  revise  theit  e?i- 
ice,  and  he  knew,  from  what  had  oc- 
curred in  hii  own  case,  with  reference  lo 
mination  of  a  witness  before  a 
Committee,  thai  the  most  improper  liber- 
e  sometimes  taken  with  the  shsrt- 
■iler's  copy  of  the  evidence,  under 
■he  pretext  of  legitimate  correction.  In 
reading  over  the  printed  evidence  of  the 
individual  to  whom  he  referred,  he  met 
with  an  answer,  of  the  precise  terms  of 
which,  as  Rpoken  by  the  witness,  he  re- 
tained a  perfect  recollection  i  but  so  com- 
pletely altered  by  the  witness  h<is  its 
'  ig,  that  had  the  answer  as  he  found 
l)e  printed  report  been  given  before 
the  Committee  in  seeking  for  a  further 
explanation,  be  should  have  undoubtedly 
asked  some,  and  probably  several  questions. 
Between  the  addition  of  valuable  details, 
and  the  variation  of  an  answer,  by  which 
its  meaning  and  substance  were  altered, 
there  was  a  clear  distinction.  If  awiloeu 
should  fall  into  an  unintentional  error,  it 
was  quite  right  that  he  should  be  afforded 
an  opportunity  of  correcting  it.  To  mere 
verbal  alterations  he  had  no  objection,  so 
long  as  the  meaning  remained  the  same. 
But  it  indisputably  tended  to  shake  the 
confidence  of  the  public  in  the  fidelity 
with  which  proceedings  before  Committees 
were  puhlicly  recorded,  and,  by  a  neces- 
sary inference,  in  the  mode  of  conducting 
those  proceedings,  when  witnesses  were 
known  to  enjoy  the  privilege  of  altering 
their  testimony  at  pleasure,  and  when  a 
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it  would  be  difficult  to  discover  a  better 
mode  than  that  which  the  Committee  had 
adopted  for  giving  facilities  to  the  public 
in  procuring  important  documents.  His 
object  in  bringing  forward  bis  present  mo- 
tion, was  to  enable  the  Committee  to  be 
further  prepared  to  yield  the  desired  ac- 
commodation. Although  a  number  of 
the  Parliamentary  papers  of  last  Session 
had  circulated  widely,  there  still  were 
many  individuals  who  knew  not  how  those 
documents  were  to  be  obtained.  He 
would  propose  to  follow  up  the  motion 
which  he  would  now  lay  on  the  Table  with 
one  for  a  return  of  the  names  and  descrip- 
tions of  all  Parliamentary  papers  which  it 
was  proposed  to  supply,  together  with  a  list 
of  the  prices  j  the  return  to  circulate  with 
the  "  notices  of  motion,"  which  issued 
each  morning.  He  had  stated  what  ap- 
peared to  him  (and  he  trusted  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  give  hi'n  a  hearing)  a  most 
favourable  opportunity  for  making  gen- 
erally known  to  the  public  the  names  and 
prices  of  all  Parliamentary  documents. 
The  mode  which  he  suggested,  was  to  cir- 
culate such  a  return  together  with  the 
printed  list  of  "notices."  Of  these  no- 
tices, there  was  printed  and  circulated 
daily  a  very  considerable  number ;  and  he 
would  suggest,  that  annexed  to  each 
printed  notice  should  be  the  prices  of  (he 
various  Pdrliamentary  documents,  and  the 
■everal  places  at  which  they  were  to  be 
procured.  A  few  extra  lines  would  he  suf- 
ficient for  his  purpose;  and  the  desired 
information  would  be  thus  rendered  acces- 
sible to  the  public  in  every  Committee- 
room.  He  could  assure  hon.  Members, 
that  by  consenting  to  the  proposed  ar- 
rangement, they  would  save  themselves  a 
vast  deal  of  trouble.  He  had  well  con- 
sidered the  modes  of  affording  facilities  in 
this  respect,  and  the  plan  which  he  sug- 
gested WAS  the  result  of  mature  reflection. 
After  formally  moving  the  appointment 
of  the  Committee,  the  hon.  Member  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  an  arrangement  would 
also  be  made,  by  which  the  public  mighl 
be  enabled  to  gain  possession  of  all  acces- 
sible documents  relating  to  Select  Com- 
mittees, with  the  faeility  of  procuring 
them  as  in  the  case  of  papers  of  the  Housi 
of  Commons.  He  described  this  arrange- 
ment as  tending  materially  to  promote  the 
objects  for  which  such  Committees  are 
appointed. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  could  not  help  thinking 
that  great  advantages  would  result  from 
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ipportunity  of  asking 
which  in  justice  to  himself  or 
would  have  been  compelled  to 
if  the  answer,  as  printed,  had  been 
delivered  within  his  hearing  before  the 
Committee.  If  hon.  Members  would  take 
the  trouble  of  looking  over  the  printed 
evidence  in  a  hmitcd  number  of  instanres, 
they  would  find  that  in  many  cases  the 
answer  did  not  correspond  with  the  ques- 
tion, and  that  the  per.'on  examining,  if  he 
were  dispo/^ed  to  discharge  bis  duty  pro- 
perly, would  indisputably  h^ve  sought 
further  explanation,  and  asked  additional 
questions.  It  appeared  lo  him  lo  be  of 
the  utmost  importance  that  t  distinct  ud-. 
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dcntanding  Ihoutd  be  arrived  at  nilh  re- 
gard to  the  extent  to  wliich  alteration  or 
his  evidence  is  permiesible  to  a  wiinees. 
The  diSerence  between  a  pergonal  exami- 
nation and  prepared  and  written  evidence 
was  obvious  lo  every  understanding.  The 
uudoubted  superiority  of  parol  over  writ- 
ten evidence  in  eliritin^;  the  truth  was  de- 
stroyed by  the  system  of  deliberate  al- 
teration, and  the  spirit  of  a  witness's 
verbal  testimony,  when  thus  retonched 
and  reconcocted,  could  be  traced  no 
longer. 

The  Speaker:  The  subject  to  which 
the  rig;ht  hon.  Baronet  has  non  alluded, 
had  engaged  much  of  my  aitenlion  ;  and, 
if  he  had  not  now  brought  it  forward,  1 
should  have  felt  it  to  be  my  duty,  on  the 
first  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee, 
to  have  stated  to  the  House  the  evils 
arising  from  the  indulgence  given  to  wit- 
nesses in  correcting  their  evidence.  I 
have  stated  this,  in  order  that  ihe  House 
may  not  suppose  that  I  had  been  indiffer- 
ent to  so  important  a  matter.  The  prac- 
tice of  allowing  witnesses  to  revise  their 
evidence  leads  to  a  great  delay  in  printing, 
and,  consequently,  in  the  circulation  of 
reports  and  evidence.  This  delay  has 
led  to  many  and  just  complaints,  and 
during  the  two  Sessions  in  which  I  have 
had  the  honour  to  sit  in  this  chair,  I  have 
done  all  thut  was  in  my  power,  by  com' 
municaiion  with  the  Chairmen  of  Com- 
mittees, to  point  out  the  necessity  of  re- 
verting to  a  more  correct  practice.  The 
extent  lo  which  witnesses  have  carried  the 
alterations  which  they  have  made  upon 
receiving  their  evidence,  are  such  as  ap- 
pear to  me  to  be  quite  indtfonsible.  I 
shall  refer  to  one  case,  in  which  a  witness 
not  only  altered  the  answers  he  had  givt  n 
before  the  Committee,  but  he  actually  in- 
serted questions  to  elicit  answers  illusira- 
tive  of  his  own  views.  I  have  been  as- 
■ured  that  the  statement  which  I  now 
make  is  correct.  In  another  case  a  witness 
lost  the  copy  of  his  evidence,  which  had 
been  sent  to  him  for  revision,  and  the 
report  has  now  been  printed,  omitting  al- 
together the  evidence  which  he  had  given 
before  the  Committee.  It  must  be  obvious, 
that  when  alterations  to  so  great  and 
almost  unlimited  an  extent  are  made  in 
the  evidence  of  witnesses,  and  without 
being  brought  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Committee,  the  opportunity  of  requir- 
ing and  receiving  explanations,  by  means 
of  examination  as  to  the  new  matter  in- 
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troduced,  is  wholly  taken  away  from  the' 
Committee.  The  remedy  for  the  evil  is 
probably  to  be  found  in  a  vigilant  control 
exercised  by  the  Chairmen  of  Gommitiees. 
If  only  very  slight,  or  perhaps  only  verbal, 
alterations  were  permitted  to  be  made, 
then  (hey  might  be  submitted  to  the  Chair, 
an,  who  might  decide  whether  they 
ight  to  be  sanctioned,  or  whether  thejf 
e  to  be  rejected  as  varying  the  effect  of 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Committee. 
If  this  control  is  not  effectually  exercised 
by  Chairmen  of  Committees,  it  will  then 
be  necessary  that  recourse  should  be  had 
to  some  stronger  measures  ;  but  it  is  not 
desirable  to  pass  resolutions  in  the  House, 
when  the  end  can  be  otherwise  obtained. 
It  appears  to  be  so  essential  to  sustain  the 
accuracy  and  authenlicity  of  the  evidence 
given  before  Committees  of  this  House, 
(hat  I  hope  I  shall  be  excused  for  having 
said  so  much  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Charles  Buller  siill  retained  the 
opinion  which  he  had  expressed  during 
the  last  Session — that  tjje  most  effectual 
plan  for  the  abatement  of  this  nuisance 
would  be  to  prevent  altogether  the  cor- 
rection of  evidence.  The  only  ground,  as 
he  understood,  upon  which  the  practice 
of  permitting  witnesses  to  revise  their 
testimony  cculd  be  for  a  moment  justified, 
was  the  propriety  of  affording  to  persona 
examined  before  Committees  the  oppor- 
tunity of  correcting  sentences  hastily  and 
unguardedly  uttered,  The  plan  which  he 
would  propose  was  to  withhold  altogether 
from  witnesses  the  opportunity  of  malting 
these  corrections;  and  whenever  an  un- 
guarded word  was  let  fall,  allowance 
would  be  made  for  the  imperfection  of 
unstudied  style.  If  a  different  rule  were 
adopted  from  that  which  he  had  the  honour 
lo  propose,  the  Chairmen  of  Committeea 
would  of  necessity  be  placed  in  circum- 
stances of  great  difRculty.  During  the 
past  Session  it  was  determined  by  a  Com- 
mittee, of  which  he  was  a  member,  that 
no  witness  should  be  permitted  to  revise 
his  evidence  before  it  had  been  printed. 
The  evidence  was  accordingly  printed  and 
sent  to  the  witnesses  for  the  purpose  of 
revision.  One  witness,  in  performing 
this  task,  so  far  from  confining  himself  to 
matters  of  style,  altered  almost  every  sen- 
tence, a  process  by  which  the  meaning 
was  inmany  instances  materiallychanged. 
He  (Mr.  Buller)  was  consequently  obliged 
to  read  from  beginning  to  end  of  the  wit- 
ness'i  teitimony,  for  the  purpose  of  escec- 
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taioioit  where  the  alteration! might  be  suT- 
fered  to  continue.  ThetatknasBufficienily 
tronbleiome,  for  Ihe  evidence  extended 
over  30  or  40  folio  pages.  The  beat  mode, 
in  bii  opinion,  of  remedying  this  abuse, 
would  be  found  in  withholding  from  wii- 
neisea  the  privilege  of  correcting  their 
evidence  at  all ;  or,  if  at  all,  they  should 
be  made  to  perform  the  task  in  the  Com- 
mittee-room, on  the  day  of  their  exami- 
nation.  If  the  witness  should  be  aub- 
■equently  desiroua  to  give  any  additional 
testimony,  he  would  have  only  to  come 
before  the  Committee  and  give  it.  But 
the  system  at  present  pursued,  with  regard 
to  the  oorrectioD  of  evidence,  was  in  every 
respect  preposterous. 

Ad  Aon.  J(f em &er said,  that  aCommittee, 
on  which  he  had  sat  for  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  last  Session,  did  not  send  in 
their  report,  with  the  corrected  evidence 
anne:(ed,  until  the  month  ofX>ciober, 
although  the  Committee  had  ceased  to  sit 
before  the  prorogation  of  Parliament  in 
August. 

The  Chancellor  of  Ihe  Exchequer  depre' 
cated  the  very  improper  use  which  had 
been  repeatedly  made  by  witnesses,  of  the 
privilege  which  was  generally  extended  to 
them,  of  correcting  their  evidence.  While, 
however,  he  fully  concurred  with  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  precededhim  in  reprobating 
these  unjustifiable  practices,  he  though! 
that  the  safest  and  most  efficacious  remedy 
would  be  found  in  the  exercise  of  a  vigilant 
control  by  the  Chairmen  of  Committees. 
No  Hon.  Gentleman  could  have  had  more 
numerous  occasions  of  witnessing  these 
improprieties  than  himself.  Mistakes 
■ometimescrept  in  to  (he  short-hand  writer's 
notes ;  and  in  that  case  a  correction  was 
neceuary  ;  hut  this  by  no  means  implied 
the  legitimacy  of  the  extent  to  which  wit- 
nesses frequently  carried  their  alterations. 
The  evil  might  be  satisfactorily  remedied 
by  ■  liitle  vigilanoe  on  the  part  of  Chair- 
men. For  his  part,  he  had  suffered  from 
the  inconvenience  of  evidence  being  thus 
altered  at  will ;  and  bad  occasion,  in  one 
instance,  to  report  to  the  House  where  the 
witness  answered  a  question  originally  in 
ihe  affirmative,  and  subsequently  in  the 
negative.  Correction  was  in  some  in- 
stances undoubtedly  necessary  i  but  the 
Clerk  of  the  Minutes,  in  submitting  them 
to  the  consideration  of  the  Chairman, 
should  be  bound  to  call  the  Chairman's 
attention  to  every  correction  introduced 
l>y  the  wiloeM,    The  fact  of  the  minutes 


of  evidence  being  taken  homa  by  the  wiu 
neis  out  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Houss 
of  Commons  was  the  foundation  of  all  that 
was  erroneous  in  the  system.  If  the  wit- 
ness were  assured  of  the  fact  that  be  would 
be  compelled  to  submit  every  alteration  to 
the  Chairman's  judgment,  the  evil  woald 
soon  hnd  its  remedy;  and  no  change  would 
be  introduced  but  auch  as  common  senaa 
and  sound  judgment  sanctioned.  He  re- 
membered a  case  which  had  called  forth 
his  marked  animadversion  at  the  period  of 
its  occurrence.  He  alluded  to  the  report 
of  a  Committee  of  which  his  hon.  Friend 
Cthe  Attorney-General)  had  been  Cbair* 
man,  in  which  the  evidence  aa  originally 
given,  and  as  afterwards  altered  by  tha 
witness,  was  printed  in  parallel  colurooa. 
He  would  not  say  that  his  recollection  of 
the  circumstance  was  perfectly  accurate; 
but,  at  ell  events,  if  the  exposure  was 
made  in  ihe  mode  which  he  had  stated, 
the  proceeding  was  quite  justifiable. 

Mr.  JViiliami  Wynn  entirely  concurred 
with  hon.  Members  in  reprobating  tha 
latitude  in  which  witnesses  sometimaa  in> 
dulged,  under  pretext  of  correcting  their 
evidence.  He  did  not  see  how  it  was  poi< 
«ible  to  preserve  the  purity  of  evidence,  so 
long  as  these  sweeping  alterations  wera 
permitted.  At  the  same  time,  he  contended 
that  it  would  be  quite  unfair  to  deprive  tha 
witness  of  the  opportunity  of  rectifying 
errors  for  which  he  was  by  no  means  him- 
self accountable.  The  evidence  was  taken 
in  short-hand,  and  afterwards  transcribed. 
It  was  impossible  that  during  this  process 
errors  should  not  creep  in.  Mistakes  had 
been  frequently  made,  and  the  wilneas  of 
course  misrepresented.  For  these  tha  wit* 
ness  could  not  be  held  responsible,  and 
an  occasional  sinking  of  the  voice  on  his 
part  would  of  necessity  creata  ellipses  in 
the  shorthand -writer's  notes.  The  privi* 
lege  of  corirection  should  be  therefoia 
afiorded  to  the  witness;  but  in  the  exer- 
cise of  that  privilege  he  should  be  restricted 
by  a  salutary  control.  He  would  iostanca 
the  case  of  an  election  petition,  where  tha 
evidence  is  taken  in  shorthand,  and  no 
is  afforded  for  correction.  He 
doubt,  however,  that  if  a  witness 
stated  to  the  Committee  that  he  feared  tha 
Clerk  might  have  committed  an  error  of 
importance  in  taking  some  portion  of  bJa 
evidence,  the  Committee  would  direct  the 
minutes  to  be  altered  accordingly.  A 
similar  procedure  might  be  adopted  hf 
every  other  species  of  Commiltee. 
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giving  Iheir  endence,  vonU  pOMiblj  be 
remored  Tor  the  futare. 

Sir  Robert  Itglli  obserred,  vith  Tcler- 
cDce  lo  a  previous  lemark  of  the  Chaacel- 
lor  of  tbe  Ezcheqoer,  that  be  IcDev  of  oalj 
one  case  in  which  «  vitucH  had  beta  pef- 
mitled  to  carrf  tbe  copy  of  his  erkkace 

Sir.  Hmwu  wii  of  0[Haiaa,  thai  if  ibe 

eridcDce  were  pHnted  ex«tly  in  tbe  fonn 

:luch  it  was  t^en  dovo,  the  Cbairvan 


Mr.  O'CbueUremaiked.OiatbOD.  Gen- 
tienien  leemed  to  have  oTeriooked  a  fery 
inportatit  view  of  the  questioD.  It  was  in 
evidence  before  several  Committees  of  the 
House  that  property  and  character  might 
be  alike  assailed,  aa  in  bis  owp  case,  by 
witaesses  examined  before  Committees, 
while,  as  it  at  present  stood,  the  law 
afforded  do  remedy  whatever  to  the  in- 
jured party.  The  witness  enjoyed  the  ul- 
niost  ttopuDily;  and  tbe  vilest  character 


might  be  imputed  to  a  man,  and  the  falsest ,  ofthe Com miltee  would  beabtelojndgeiBa 
representationa  of  him  made;  yet  there  '  moment  whether  tbe  alleraiioDsiatrodiiced 
existed  no  legal  punishment  for  what  was  by  tbe  witness  were  merely  verbal,  k  bad 
an  undoubted  crime.  The  course  pursued  j  fallen  to  bii  lot  to  find  qaesiioa  asd  >■• 
in  Committees  of  the  House  of  Liirds  was  ■  swer  both  so  altered,  as  to  iavolrc  a  eom- 
very  different.  There  the  depotilioos  were  ■  plele  change  of  meaning, 
taken  on  oath  ;  and  an  obvious  remedy  ,  Mr.  Eicarl  remarked,  thai  bo  alientioa 
was  thus  afforded,  for  which  in  that  House  was  ever  permitted  to  he  iotradnced  into 
there  existed  no  remedy  al  all.  A  power  tbe  notes  of  evidence  taiieo  in  the  coaiU 
should  be  granted  to  proceed  in  such  cases  of  law ;  and  that,  as  Commituo  o(  tbe 
for  misdemeanour  against  the  party  aha  House  exerted  a  similar  capacity  to  that  of 
wilfully  and  corrupily  mis-staled  facts;  ihecoortsof  law,  il«y  tbo«U  ftjlowbttbii 
and  the  remedy  which  (be  criminal  law  ,  respect  the  eianipie  of  v-a  Utter, 
permits  should  not  be  excluded  from  pro-  |  Dr.  BatcriMg  instanced  a  ease  of  paw 
ceedingi  before  a  Committee  of  the  House  igDOiance  on  the  part  of  a  sbcnbaad- 
of  Commons.  ;  writer  enplcyed  to  take  ibe  evkleaee  at  a 

Mr.  H'illianit  Wyvn  apprehended  that  .  Committee  apoo  Easi-lndia  aCun.  A 
any  prevarication  or  false  testimony  might  witness ipejJJr.gof  tie silkivomineaticaed 
be  punished  satisfactorily  by  the  Houst  in  -  it  by  tbe  Ki<r:.il:tc  name  "  bowbys ;~  aad 
the  event  of  its  being  proved  to  hue  been  '  abcn  the  et-'ieace  bad  bcca  printed,  iW 
committed  by  a  witness.  It  would  t>e  the  sLorih and- writer  was  (buDd  to  baie  de- 
hounden  duty  of  tbe  Hotise,  in  socb  an  tcribed  it  ai  "  ali  bomliut,"  He  lii«f,bl 
event,  to  visit  the  guilty  parly  with  con-  ,  that  tbe  ■iuieaw«  sh^aii  be  allowed  la 
dign  punishment.  read  and  covrect  lhe>r  :eaUDK>ay  ■adcslbs 

Mr.  O'Connell. — You  are  povided  with  satTti.Uar«  tf  ir>c  CbaJraan. 
tbe  means  of  [conlradicting  what  the  wit-  .  Mr.  timme  w-.uld  pri^poae,  that  ew*tf 
Dess  slates.  But  take  the  caae  wbeie  >it'  Member cf  the  House  of  Coommm* sbMsiJ, 
nesaes  contradict  each  other,  or  have  cciae  on  the  itest  nc-r.-.i^g  a/ter  iIm  eiaasi  .*utm 
from  distant  parts  of  tbe  conoiry,  and  re-  of  a >iti>e»s, receive ac^pv  oolite  e 
turned  to  their  respective  homes.  Id  soch  literaliy  as  it  b^i  be*D  gitea.  £ae&  m 
a  case,  what  resoedy  do  yoa  posseis  t  I  vtdttal  member  wooid  tLm»  ba  a  tkttk  «■ 
■hall  make  the  eaperiment  of  attem|Miog  tbe  Cr.ursaa,  aod  tkts  pvofioatiMM  i'4 
to  discover  one,  dow  that  I  have  spokeo  oi  acceded  to;  woald  base  um  t£*ct  <it  tib- 
the  subiecU  ,  •ialir>g  the  great  Motaiies  «Wb  im  A««t- 

5ir  Robert  Pee/.— A  great  deal  nigbt  be  baod-wriiers  wcve  ia  th*  bas*  *t  tmmmiH' 
urged  in  favour  of  tbe  posiUoa  of  boa. '  liag- 

Members,  who  bold  that  bo  alieiatioa  .  Sir  Rti-ert  Ifiu  nmm%i4.  lb«t  if 
whatever  thoald  be  suffered  in  tbe  lainutea.  every  BMsbet  were  tbsn  JMBMrnti  wiUk  ■• 
In  a  criminal  caae  yon  would  not  atiacb  iacovrect  o>f>y  of  iW  erideaca,  U4  tntm 
•o  much  weight  to  evidence  altered  safaM-  which  each  cofiy  caataiaed  w«wU  fiifuwt 
quently  lo  its  delivery  a*  to  eridcaee  re-  ;  immMi€U..ud, 

naioiog  in  iU  original  stale.  Tbe  tStxt  |  Tbe  notioa  carried,  mi  OcmmiUm 
of  incb  a  system  would  be  to  Make  the  ,  ^lfMmUd. 

witnesaea  mnch  more  clear  and  carcfal  ia  i  ,—,.— 

tbe  fomation   of  their  answera.      Tbeir  |              ""^'^'^^  i^^    LORD^ 
grammar,  I  have  no  doubt,  would  be  macb  ;            Tl-wWoj,  F^^iutrg  2.  UffT. 
brtter  attended  to,  and  nacb  of  tbe  lazily  .  "^Jl^,' ,  *^,  itli^. ''*'■"'**' 
wbick  new  pnvaUa  unoog  witacMcs  is  I    m^,  


it  Lotat  Cmirlt  BiU-~Plta^alilia.   (LORDS}      Iriih  National  Agtociatwn. 

National  Edccatios.]  Lord 
Bnmgham  laid,  he  had  the  honour  to  lay 
befora  their  Lordihipi  a  Bill  which  he  had 
introducad  the  Seuion  before  the  last,  but 
which  WH  not  praned  through  the  Home 
—ht  meant  a  Bill  for  promoting  edncaiion 
and  for  rvgulatinr  chDrities.  It  was  not 
hii  intention,  on  the  present  occasion,  to 
trouble  their  Lordihipi  with  a  detail  of 
the  Bill  i  it  was  similar  to  the  ooe  to  wlijcli 
he  had  referred,  but  it  contained  two 
material  additions.  The  object  of  the  Bill 
wai  to  establish  a  board  for  the  purpose  of 
■operintendiDg  the  application  of  the 
lytndi  which  from  time  to  time  Parliament 
voted;  alio,  to  regulate  the  administra- 
tion of  charity  fundi  generally,  and  to 
prevent  abuses  therein.  Of  this  board  the 
Pnaidentof  the  Council,  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  and  the  Speaker  of  the  Home 
of  Common!,  would  be  members.  The 
material  changes  in  the  present  Bill  were,    he  had  recently  arrived.  Noman  lamented 


were  aware,  lia<l  gone  through  several 
stages,  and  was  lost  on  its  tliird  reading. 
True  it  was,  there  was  a  great  difference  of 
opinion  in  that  House,  whether  soch  a 
measure  ought  to  pass  at  all  or  not;  but 
if  one  ought,  then,  as  he  nnderatood  the 
opinions  of  llieir  Lordships,  the  present 
was  the  form  in  which  it  ought  to  pass. 
Undonbtedly,  as  regarded  the  nambers  on 
the  division  on  the  third  reading,  there  was 
a  large  majority  against  it.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  concluded  by  tnoving 
thai  the  Bills  be  read  a  first  time. 
Read  a  first  time. 

Irish  Natiokai  Associatiok,] 
Lord  Ctoncwrry  wished,  before  their  Lord- 
ships adjourned,  to  say  a  few  vpords  in  re- 
ference lo  a  circumstance  which  took 
place  in  that  House  on  a  former  erening, 
when  allnston  was  made  to  the  Natioiwl 
Association  of  Ireland,  from  which  country 


in  relation  to  certain  powers,  given  for  the 
regulation  of  education,  and  in  the  next 
place  for  the  regulation  of  charities.  Their 
Lordships  were  aware  that  objections  had 
been  made  lo  the  previous  Bill  on  accouni 
of  it«  being  tuppoied  to  hare  a  mischievou 
effect  on  voluntary  contributions  for  edu- 
cational parpoiet;  now  the  present  Bill 
obviated  that ;  and,  indeed,  iher 


intention  in  the  former 
•ede  voluntary  contributions.  Tliese  al- 
terations effected  a  considerable  improve- 
ment in  the  Bill,  and  he  was  very  sanguine 
in  his  belief  that  it  would  be  of  great 
benefit  to  education.  There  were  other 
alterations  which  he  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  advert  lo  ;  and  be  would  move  thai 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  first  time. 
Read  a  first  time. 

LoCAlCniraTnBil.i.. — Pi.URALtTies.] 
Lord  BtvughatH  said,  he  had  now  two 
Bills  lo  introduce,  but  he  should  at  pre- 
sent merely  move  their  first  rearlin?,  and 
should  not  proceed  with  them  a  further 
■■age  unless  the  measures  for  the  improve- 
ment and  better  administration  of  the  laws 
which  his  noble  Friends,  his  Majesty's 
Ministers,  were  about  to  introduce  to  Par- 
liament, should  be,  in  his  opinion,  inefii- 
ciaaL  The  Bills  which  he  had  now  to  lay 
upon  the  table   were  these— the  one  to 

firevent  pluralities,  and  the  other  to  estab- 
ish  local  courts.  No  change  in  the  letter 
Bill  had  been  made  beyond  a  few  verbal 
alterations.    The  Bill,  a*  their  Lordihipi 


more  than  he  did  the  necessity  which  had 
called  that  Association  into  existence: 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  did  not  think 
that  any  noble  Lord  was  justified  in  \otA- 
ing  at  it  as  an  illegal  or  an  unlawful 
association.  He  could  speak  of  that  asso- 
ciation the  more  freely  and  impartially, 
inasmuch  as  lie  did  not  belong  to  it ;  and, 
in  his  opinion,  it  ought  to  be  called  « 
society  for  the  vindication  of  Ireland, 
because  it  was  in  consequence  of  insuliing, 
intemperate,  and  improper  language  hav- 
ing been  used  towards  that  country  that 
it  was  first  established.  He  cherished  do 
feeling  but  for  the  prosperity  of  that  coun- 
try; and,  if  possible,  he  would  conjoin 
that  prosperity  with  the  welfare  of  this 
country  by  acourse  or  kind  and  benelicent 
policy.  But  it  was  quite  Impossible  that 
that  real  affection  or  that  warm  feeling  of 
mutual  in  lerest  which  it  was  so  desirable 
to  establish  between  the  two  countries 
could  be  maintained,  if  individuals  came 
forward,  he  might  say,  to  insult  and  libela 
generous  and  high-minded  people,  because 
tliey  slniggled  for  those  rights  which  had 
been  unjustly  withheld  from  them.  That 
the  National  Association  of  Ireland,  like 
all  other  bodies  similarly  silualed,  and 
similarly  called  together,  had  suffered 
language  to  be  made  use  of  which  it 
would  have  been  better  to  have  avoided, 
he  did  not  mean  to  deny  ;  but  still,  their 
object  waa  uniform,  it  was  openly  avowed; 
and  be  thought  it  was  just.  That  object 
was,  to  get  rid  of  one  of  the  greatest  mil- 
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fottuoes  that  afflicted  the  country,  and 
which  brought  destitutioa  on  Ireland — he 
meant  unlawful  combinations  amongst  the 
industriona  claues,  which  had  never  failed 
to  produce  ruin  and  destruction  in  all 
parta  of  the  country  where  they  prevailed. 
So  far  as  he  understood,  the  Association 
had  imtituted  a  class  of  persona  to  pre- 
serve the  peace,  tn  give  good  advice  to  the 
people ;  and,  if  the  peace  were  not  ob- 
served— if  the  peace  were  infringed,  then 
to  lake  measares  for  remedying  the  dis- 
OTder.  He  wished  that  he  could  laugh 
when  he  spoke  on  the  subject  of  Ireland. 
He  saw  nothing  to  laugh  at  in  the  situation 
of  that  country.  It  was  no  laughing 
matter;  and  he  thought  they  would  be 
acting  most  unwisely  if  respect  were  not 
paid  to  the  just  claims  of  that  country. 
The  National  Association  of  Ireland,  he 
was  quite  convinced,  would  dissolve  ilseir 
if  his  Majesty  signified  his  pleasure  that 
it  should  be  dissolved.  But  there  was 
another  institution,  of  which  do  notice 
had  been  taken — a  very  numerous  insti- 
tution, which,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  had 
assembled  for  an  illegal  purpose  in  Dublin 
— for  the  self-evident  purpose,  he  would 
say,  of  exciting  dissention  and  division 
amongst  the  people,  if  not  disobedience 
to  the  law.  Summoned  by  certain  Peers, 
a  meeting  of  Protestants  took  place  in  a 
room  adjoining  the  Mansion-bouse  io 
Dublin  ;  and  their  Lordships  might  judge 
of  what  sort  of  a  meeting  it  was,  when  he 
suted,  that  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin,  as 
he  underilood,  refused  to  preside  at  that 
meeting,  although  he  allowed  it  to  be  held 
in  a  room  attached  to  the  Mansion-house. 
At  that  meeting  the  most  violent  and  ran- 
corous demonstration  of  Orange  feeling 
was  exhibited.  Orange  flags  were  carried 
about  in  triumph  ;  and  some  of  the  party 
would,  it  was  said,  have  waited  on  the 
Lord- Lieutenant,  in  a  boisterous  and 
tumultuous  manner,  if  they  had  not  ap- 

Erehended  that  they  would  have  been  met 
y  another  and  a  la^er  party,  who  pro- 
fessed different  principles.  This  proceed- 
ing had,  however,  done  considerable  good, 
because  it  had  induced  many  noble  Lords, 
extensive  landed  proprietors,  and  m»ay 
commotiera,  to  come  forward  with  tbeir 
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phanily  responded  to.  Tbirty>four  most 
influential  Peers  connected  with  Ireland 
joined  with  the  noble  Duke  in  his  expres- 
sion of  dissent.  He  admitted,  that  amongst 
those  who  attended  the  meeting  to  which 
he  had  referred  there  were  several  highly 
respectable  persons.  He  had  heard,  bow- 
ever,  that  they  had  put  down  Peera  of 
thirteen  or  fourteen  years  of  age  to  swell 
the  numbers,  and  that  some  who  formerly 
acted  on  the  other  side  now  took  an  ad- 
verse part,  merely  from  carelessness  aitd 
facility.  The  meeting  was,  however,  guided 
by  those  who,  over  and  over  again,  had 
raised  a  mighty  clamour,  and  endeavoured 
to  injure  the  Government,  merely  because 
that  Government  had,  for  the  first  lime, 
endeavoured  to  do  justice,  and  nothing 
more  than  justice,  to  Ireland.  He  bad 
litile  conimunicaiion  with  the  Government 
of  Ireland-~he,  of  himself,  knew  nothing 
of  what  they  were  doing.  He  believed, 
however,  that  they  simply  wished  to  do 
justice  to  Ireland;  and  further,  he  believed 
that  those  who  calumniated  and  spoke  in- 
juriously of  them  belonged  to  that  party 
who  had  profiled  by  bad  government,  and 
who  had  arrogatal  to  themselves  the 
spoils  of  a  people  who  had  been  too  long 
trampled  on.  All  he  asked  for  Ireland 
wag  justice.  He  called  on  tbeir  Lordship* 
to  look  at  the  question  calmly  and  peace- 
ably  ;  and,  having  so  considered  it,  to  do 
what  was  righi  to  the  people  of  Ireland. 
But  if  it  were  hoped  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  should  be  re-conquered — if  it  wera 
contemplated  that  they  should  be  anb- 
jected  to  the  coeicion  of  the  bayonet  and 
the  sword — it  was  impossible  but  that 
such  a  resbtance  would  be  madeaa  would 
bring  the  states  of  Europe,  and  perfaaps 
America,  to  join  with  and  sucrour  the 
oppressed.  Called  on  as  ibey  were  by  his 
Majesty  to  consider  the  silualioii  of  tfa;it 
country,  and  to  give  an  opinion  on  that 
subject,  he  entreated  their  Lofdships  to 
look  forward  to  the  tme  means  of  allayinf 
irritation  by  seeking  remedies  for  eKisciaf 
evils.  Lei  them  not  imagine  (hat  a  liceo- 
tioas  soMiery  could  be  let  loose  on  a 
nation  without  going  much  further  than 
those  persons  intended  who  tint  cooDsellcd 
such  a  course.  They  saw  here  aj>eopl« 
nga- 
leof 
«rn- 
a  of 
evi- 
•  to 
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fo  do  hit  duly  thu  tbkt  noble  Lord  wm. 


give  thtmeducUioD.vrbieh had  been  with- 
held fram  tliem  in  the  most  unfair  manner 
—to  give  them  employment,  which  thej 
would  be  but  too  happy  to  receive — to 
give  them  alio  an  adequate  interest  in  ttia 
management  of  their  own  conoerni,  by 
imparting  to  thorn  as  large  a  roeaaure  of 
corpoiatB  reform  aa  had  been  extended  to 
England  and  Scotland.  Farther,  by  giving 
them  an  equitable  and  fair  system  of  Poor 
laws,  or  rather  a  labour-rate ;  for  the 
landed  proprietors  were,  many  of  them, 
absentees,  overwhelmed  with  dislreis  and 
difficulties,  and,  with  reference  at  least  to 
tbam,  a  labour-rate  would  be  the  best 
measure  that  could  be  devised.  If  such 
relief  as-he  had  spoken  of  were  given  to 
th«  ptfDole  of  Ireland,  it  would  render  them 
tranquil  and  happy,  and  would  produce 
incalculable  benefits  to  the  empire  at  large. 

Lord  Brougkatn  wished  lo  give  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Cloncurry)  an  opportunity 
of  eiplaioing  an  expression  in  his  speech. 
He  alluded  to  where  he  said  that  the  pre- 
sent was  the  first  Government  that  had 
endeavoured  to  do  justice  lo  Ireland.  Now 
it  would  be  recollected  by  the  noble  Baron, 
that  Lords  Wellesley  and  Anglese<f  bad 
not  long  since  held  the  reins  of  Govern- 
ment in  that  country,  and  he  was  sure  he 
would  rejoice  in  theopportunity  of  staling 
that  in  his  place  which  he  fully  expressed 
in  a  letter  lately  seen  by  him  (Lord 
Brougham),  namely,  a  full  acknowledg- 
ment of  the  great  anxiety  of  the  noble 
Lords  to  whom  he  alluded  to  do  justice  to 
Ireland.  He  thought  an  explanation  due 
to  the  noble  Lords— due  to  his  noble 
Friend  then  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty's 
Councils,  Earl  Grey ;  to  the  noble  Lord 
who  then  held  the  office  of  Chief  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department  (Lord  Mel- 
bourne), and  to  thoae  who  held  the  office 
of  Chief  Secretary  in  Ireland,  as  well  as 
to  himaelf,  who  at  the  time  held  a  place 
of  high  trust  as  a  servant  of  his  Majesty. 
He  was  sure  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Clon- 
curry) would  be  glsd  of  the  opportunity  of 
doing  justice  to  those  of  whom  he  spoke. 
Perhaps  the  matter  might  be  considered 
trifling,  yet  it  would  be  well  to  correct  any 
■pparent  errors,  and  not  to  allow  any  evil 
effects  (0  follow. 

Lord  Cloncurry  harboured  no  intention 
to  insinuate  anything  against  the  conduct 
of  the  noble  Lords  who  had  been  alluded 
to.  He  bore  willing  testimony  to  the 
bnntanity  of  the  Uarqueuof  Anglesey,  and 
he  believed  that  no  Daan  was  moit  anxious 


But  it  was  hardly  necessary  for  him  to 
Elate,  what  everybody  knew,  that  lb* 
Marquess  of  Anglesey  was  counteracted  ir 
his  eflbrls,  and  that  he  had  received  orders 
from  his  own  secretary  not  to  adopt  cer- 
tain measures  which  he  contemplated. 
Slill  he  endeavoured  to  do  something,  tod 
he  had  some  deeree  of  suoceti,  Tbea 
there  was  the  Duke  of  Northumberland, 
an  intermediate  Lord -Lieu  ten  ant,  than 
whom  he  believed  a  man  more  sealous  to 
do  his  duty  never  lived,  nor  was  there  a 
man  for  whom  he  felt  greater  respect. 
He,  too,  waa  prevented  from  acting  as  h« 
wished.  With  respect  to  Lord  Wellesley, 
he  hsd  always  looked  up  to  him  as  oas  of 
the  first  men  of  his  age;  but  his  nobis 
and  learned  Friend  must  know,  that  Lord 
Wellesley  was,  in  both  his  governments, 
counteracted  in  his  endeavour  lo  oarry 
into  effect  those  plans  which  be  had  pre- 
pared for  the  benefit  of  the  country.  He 
should  be  very  sorry,  in  what  he  had  said, 
to  be  understood  as  meaning  to  cast  any 
reflection  on  the  noble  individuals  men- 
tioned by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend. 
All  that  he  meant  to  say  was,  that  there 
never  was  anything  like  uniformity  of 
action  in  the  Government  generally,  hav- 
ing for  its  object  justice  lo  Ireland^  until 
the  present  Administration  came  into 
power. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thurtday,  February  3,  1837. 

from  THtoui  plua^  for  Um  lool  AboUDoo  or  Chunk 
lUta.— Bj  Wt.  WiLM.  nmn  Wicthmni  ind  other  pluch 
tttr  Abolltini  of  Church  Riiut.— By  Sir  JihuOuiuii, 
Iron  {.oagrovB.  tai  R^ief  er  Hund-Loso  Wsnn.— B)> 
Sii  FaiDuuoE  Pdluck,  Item  Godmiiiohaur,  lOr 
Ainflidmoit  oi  Munidpiil  Corpontiopt  Act-— By  Sir* 
W*tL*ii«  ud  III,  foi  HiDLs,  from  CnaoA,  PmOi. 
ud  Qaii,  tot  RipMl  si  DuQ  oB  Ss^ 

REOiaTHATioN.]  Lord  John  RuueH 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  moving  for  leavo 
to  bring  in  a  Bill,  to  suspend  for  four 
months  the  operation  of  two  Acts  passed 
last  Session,  for  (he  r^atratioa  of  births, 
marria^,  and  deaths.  The  Poor-law 
Commrssionera  had  represented  to  him, 
that  great  inooDvenience  would  ensue  fron 
putting  these  Acts  in  force  at  preaeot, 
and  they  eipected  that  by  the  let  of  July, 
about  1,300  parishes,  not  now  in  union, 
would  be  so,  when  the  provisions  of  iheH 
Acts  might  be  immediately  carried  into 
effect.  This  wsa  a  sufficient  reason  to 
induct  bin  to.  poMpoue  iba  <^)enlioR  of 
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tion  of  all  persons  conversant  with  the 
■ubject.  ll  was  time  they  should  get  rid 
of  all  those  offices  which  incumbered  the 
admioistration  or  Government,  andihatthe 
courts  should  be  put  on  a  better  regulated 
•;ritem.  There  was  the  greater  reason  to 
adopt  this  course,  as  the  experiment  had 
been  tried  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  by 
Lord  Lyndhursi,  who  introduced  a  Bill  for 
the  better  regulation  or  that  Court,  and 
the  effect  of  that  experiment  had  been  of 
the  most  advantageous  description.  The 
object  of  the  present  Bill  was,  to  carry 
into  effect  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
aiooers.  It  would  not  be  necessary  for 
him,  on  the  present  occasion,  to  dwell  at 
any  length  upon  it,  as  there  would  be 
many  other  opportunities  of  discussing  it. 
He  would,  therefore,  content  himself  with 
adverting  lo  the  grounds  on  which  it  had 
been  rejected  last  Session,  by  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  The  House  would 
recollect,  that,  up  lo  a  late  period,  it  was 
the  custom  to  pay  certain  fei-s  to  the 
Judges  of  the  King's  Bench,  and  ihey  were 
allowed  to  dispose  of,  an<l  make  the  sub- 
ject of  family  arrangements,  certain  offices 
in  the  Court  in  which  they  presided  ;  but 
by  a  Bill  passed  in  the  reign  of  Geo.  4th, 
fixed  salaries  were  named  somewhat  com- 
mensuraie  to  ihe  dignity  of  the  station  in 
which  ihey  were  placed.  In  that  Act,  the 
rights  of  certain  officers  then  living  were 
reserved,  aud  the  power  of  appointing  to 
subordinate  siiuiiiions  were  still  continued 
to  thetn.  In  the  Bill  which  he  introduced 
there  was  a  clause  still  reserving  those 
rights;  but  an  hon.  Gentleman  objected 
to  it,  and  proposed,  whenever  a  vacancy 
occurred  in  the  offices,  compensation 
should  be  made  to  the  persons  having  the 
right  of  appointment,  in  such  amount  as 
the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  might  think  fit ; 
and  it  was  settled  that  the  Treasury  should 
be  compelled  to  give  the  right  of  appoint- 
ment lo  those  who  then  held  it,  or  three- 
fourthi  of  the  value  of  the  ofBces  them- 
selves. On  the  Bill  going  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  Lord  Ellenborough  objected  to  the 
clause,  as  it  would  plnce  him,  who  held 
the  office  of  chief  clerk  in  the  King's  Bench, 
in  an  invidious  position.  Owing,  therefore, 
to  his  opposition,  and  to  the  absence  of 
common  law  Lords,  the  Bill  was  thrown 
out ;  but  he  hoped,  that  during  the  present 
Seuion,  it  would  meet  with  a  more  favour- 
able reception,  as  he  introduced  the  clauses 
II  it  bad  originally  stood. 
Mr.  Hume  said,  he  did  not  rise  to  oppoB« 
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the  motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman ;  but  he  took  that  opportunity  of 
asking,  what  steps  had  been  taken  to  abolish 
the  ofiice  held  bv  the  late  Lord  Roislyn 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery  in  Scotland? 

Lord  John  Rutsell  said,  that  the  Lords 
of  the  Treasury  had  taken  the  advice  of  the 
Lord-Advocate  on  the  point  of  law,  and 
that  the  regulation  of  that  office  was  under 
their  consideration. 

Leave  given. 


Municipal    Corpo 
The  Attorney-General  ro 
notice,  for  the  purpose  of 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  thi 
Corporation  Bill.  Tht 
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irre- 


gularities in  the  elections  under  that  Act 
which,  unless  ihe  House  passed  some 
legislative  enactment  to  remedy  them, 
would  be  productive  of  great  inconveni- 
ence. There  were  two  boroughs — Roches- 
ter, and  Newport  in  the  Isle  of  Wight — 
in  which  corporations  there  was  an  equal 
number  of  votes  for  each  set  of  aldermen  ; 
the  consequence  had  been,  thateach  party 
had  been  put  to  much  expense,  inconveni- 
ence, and  lass  of  time.  Processes  had 
also  been  issued  against  unfortunate 
councilmen  more  thxn  two  terms  after  the 
period  they  had  been  bound  to  serve, 
which  had  put  the  individuals  to  both  ex- 
pense and  inconvenience  ;  he  should,  there- 
fore, propose,  that  the  Court  of  King'a 
Bench  ahHll  not  have  the  power  lo  issue  a 
quo  warrnnlo  after  the  lapse  of  two  terma 
from  the  period  of  election.  He  would 
not  now  discuss  the  matter  further,  but 
would  merely  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill' to  amend  the  Municipal  Corporation 
Act. 

Sir  William  Follett  did  not  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  opposing  the  motion  of  hit 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  in  the  object  of 
which  he  agreed,  though  he  would  not 
pledge  himself  upon  the  subject;  hut  he 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  expressing  hia 
hope  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
meant  to  introduce  some  clause  vrhich 
should  make  the  mayors  more  responsible 
than  at  present;  indeed,  as  the  lew  now 
stood,  there  was  no  check  whatsoever  on 
that  officer — his  dictum  being  final.  There 
had  been  many  instances  in  which  the 
assessors  had  decided  differently,  and  he 
should  like  to  see  some  alteration  in  the 
conslititlion  of  their  courts — in  each  case 
he  hoped  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
would  bring  forward  some  proposition  foi 
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to  knov  hoM  dw  noble  Lord  apposite. 
(Ijxd  JoltB  RibrIT)  wheths-  it  was  the 
intentioB  of  tke  Gqaemcaent  ca  propu^ 
anj  ahetmtiaa  in  the  cnminal  Eaor  linring 
the  prescat  Sewon  ?  The  connin«NM 
kmd  already  rart  tfae  coimCr^  I0,393i.,  and 
only  two  reports  kod  as  «et  proeeeded 
from  it. 

Lntd  AAa  RtsieS,  in  i^l;  ni  the  qnes- 
tkm  pat  by  iW  hoB.  Geodemmi.  brg;p>d 
lo  (late,  tbat  b  th«  Report  made  by  the 
CommiasioBeis,  at  Ae  doae  of  the  hat 
Seanoo  of  ParEiaweac,  maiiT  aJteraiiain 
of  the  cntaiaal  bnv  wefe  rnggEWed.  aarl ' 
Diore  espectaSj  arrih  ngyect  m  die  jjiunab-  ' 
mentrfdeath-AatheCaimiiWMongwwniii-  ! 
■Bended  that  that  anfiil  pnniatuKntriumid  j 
be  takes  away  rnm  man?  ofencas  chat  I 
were  now  caprtal,  ba  tbooght  it  waa  not  *  ■ 
sntnect  thai  ew^  Go  be  leftlon^ia  debate  ! 
ordi>pate,aadthei«AR«thacaii^epBhoakl ' 
be  taken  with  naptxtta  it  nntii  the  whole 
of  the  ctimaai  law  coold  be  altered  in  ibe 
Banner  propoaed  b?  the  CaiiiiiiiMiuBgra 
AttbcsanKtnc&cduMghttbattbewt^ect  i 
was  one  that  OBghc  to  aecnpy  theattai(ian  . 
of  the  Govemoieiit,  and  tbat  the  Go^wn-  ', 
aaent,  if  it  •bonU  be  in  their  power  to ' 
frame  any  ■finwrr  opon  il,  ifaanld  Ime  na 
lime  in  r^r^'r^  the  aneocion  of  (he  l-ejp*- 
latnre  lo  it.  With  that  feeling,  «wn  aiier  I 
the  clou  of  the  last  Sewoa.  he  felt  it  lii«  ' 
dnij  to  refer  to  th«  reporta  tbat  bad  been  ' 
utade  opoo  ihe  rabject ;  and  he  wrote  eo 
Ibe  Co>8iB«H(MKt>,  reqneain^  ihem  Co 
fnmi*h  him  wkh  the  h«da  of  a  Boeaaore 
OB  the  erionnai  law,  by  wbicb  the  pnniah' 
ntent  of  death  nigbt  be  taken  away  frooi 
tboae  o0ences  wbicb,  in  dieir  opinion, 
^OoM  no  kuger  remain  capital.  The 
ComraiMiDaeTS  met  at  the  end  at  October, 
lo  consider  of  bis  ktter,  and  he  believed 
it  was  discBsMd  and  eonaidercd  by  them 
at  ereat  lengib,  and  with  ;i«at  attention.  ; 
Since  tbat  lime  he  bad  bwn  in  &cqneiit 
commonicatioa  upon  the  *object  with  the 
lordCbaocelloiandLonlDenaian.ihecbief 
jutice  of  ibc  Cooft  of  King's  B^ch,  and, 
as  the  resalt  of  bis  lahonrs  and  inifniries, 
be  hoped,  in  a  few  day*,  to  be  abU  to 
give  notice  of  a  nootber  of  Bills  which  be  1 
iotcadcd  to  bn^   Jbrwaid,    and  which  i 


i  report  had  ixen  unsanted  Ht  'be  • 
'is;hl  ban.  iTmttemnB.  'he  Membertii 


■iiTen   to  the  C 

l»rt^     .^  iTertan  ^ 

panted  bv  ibe  rictit  lios.  Gm 

when  ttae  obxI  report  came  before  hiiB  im 

Mw  no  reaaaw  i.o  aiier  the  [aaLedem.  «^ 

labiished   Ht  -iis  .iredecessor.    ind    le  .le- 

atrdiaeiv  rvammendBa  ibe  rreaaarr'  ta 

mta  as  bad   leen  ssHzned  ^o  'bem  br'ihat 
.'i^ht  ban.  (jcfltleman.      FTe  had  rm  ihuibt 


tbw     ibts 


liha   I 


otbeta.  ngbt  be  fouod.  i 
to  bcexpuatve ;  but. « 
the  muil  rif  other  C 
say  if  this,  that  no  sabjert  coold  b 
[mpcfftaot  lor  tba  t  mniifciliii*  iif  3 
ro  'CTntder.  rhan  'he  preenrinff  ^Mtd  and 
dScieot  '^minai  iaw^  ;  ind  !ie  '•onid  >ay 
likewise,  with  ;rr«at  n^*[)ert  to  :hos*  Hon. 
G«uteawn  ivfao  nad  undertaken  (o  reAra 
parTicolac  parts  ot'.he  cnrntnat  law.  ibai  it 
laanld  be  better  thai  the  Legislatare 
dumid  co«e  to  the  oMMMUntian  of  i.ttm 
snhiect,  having  beloR  >.bvm  the  r 
md  iJelibesaie  opiaionB  of  | 
men,  who,  aetin^  'm  Ciymmim 
conduct^  -^caret'ijl  Inifaity  into  [h«  •» 
of  th«  matter,  rather  than  tf 
4banld  l>e  bros^bi  tnrwnrd  of  if 
Hemben  dealing  only  «iih  one  pamimlar 
'■Jaas  of  ot^ces,  raiti^iin^  the  pnniah- 
mmt  of  death  .is  regarded  :hat  riasa  of 
oAncea,  and  ieaviae  othent,  pertiapa  of  a 
^i^bler  character,  ^ill  iisble  (o  rhat  ^wfal 
pnnishMenl.  These  *we  all  rhe  ohaerv»' 
cioM  that  he  tXt  it  in  hin  power  at  That  mo- 
ment to  makp  upon  the  wihiect,  and  be 
rntnted  thai  the  ann.  Gentleann  <Mold  fed 
Miisfied  with  then. 

Mr,  ifacUm  eaptamtfd,  tiMt  it  »M  iaa 
intenliott  not  to  o^?rt  10  the  evpease  of 
the  CoeaiBimon,  bnt  to  call  the  noMe 
Larii'i  attenlion  to  th«  faet,  tl»at  nMhm^ 
had  vet  reswiied  from  the   labowra  of  the 
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Anwui  TO  THK  Addeesb.]  The  Mac-  ■ 
qu  ai  CoMymgkam  annainu^l.  '.Oat  id  I 
ofawlieaee  to  their  Lonialiipft'  conmands.  ! 
b«  ttMl  wailed  oa  liu  Hai^My  with  Uieir 
LonMiip»'  ,Udr«»,  lo  "bich  iii»  Uijesty  | 
had  beeo  pieued  to  reutn  the  I'oilowiog  . 
no*!  ^raciou»  antwer :  —  I 

■'  My  Lords— 1  tbaok  you  for  thia  loyai  ; 
and  duuful  AddreM,  and  rely  viih  eoure 
caniideoce  oa  your  aiucbmeot  u>  017  pei- 
MD  aiid  GovenKoeDt,  and  oa  yoar  en- 
li^blened  zui  ibr  ttM  pubbc  Mrrtce."' 


HOUSE    OF    COMStOMS, 
Frtdttf,  February  :i,  1S37, 


Ur^l  .1.  UuMi'll    luovuJ   tbo   OiJar    of 
111.'  IXiv  loi  iIk-  IWuio  ly  gw  iiiw  »  t.\«u- 
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e(  ofaGeed   by  Ub 

rbiu  ^TYiB^  him  the  oftpartaiiity  of  leOn^ 
ihc  Ht3He  aid  tbe  OMibT  wfaaL  wm  lui 
opmioii  OD  thn  iwyect. 

Lard  /.  Awk£/  mrl.  be  did  not  thiak  it 
KU  convMtient  *o  Kate  vhaber  be  odb- 
CQRcd  oe  oot  in  uie  opuuoD  expra^Md  dt 
ibe  bon.  and  t**">**t  Gegtleman  oo  tk« 
Xaiional  AsoctaiioB  in  Iretand.  He  did 
DDt  coacei*e  tbmt  diic  «w  a  fit  opportu- 
ottj  for  the  diacomOB :  b«t  be  mnid  gi^ 
the  hon.  Hid  ieamcd  GaUleman  as  op, 
portanitT  of  heanog  bis  opinioa  on  Taes- 
daT  niebt,  when  he  broog:fac  in  the  Hui- 
ctpai  CarpoiatuMi  Bfll  fin-  Ireland.  He 
woaid  thai  9tate  to  tbe  hoa.  and  learaed 
Gentleman  his  opinioR,  far  which  he  warn 
reaponsible ;  b«t  he  conld  not  now  (tale 
how  br  that  opiiiioo  Bight  coincide  wttk 
that  which  the  bon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man  bad  juat  expivMed. 

Mr.  Serseant  GamUnrm  was  strictly  in 
order,  oa  a  notion  for  anpply,  to  adt  anjr 
Member  of  the  Government  if  he  coa- 
cuned  in  any  opinion  which  bad  been  ex- 
ptened  by  tbe  Prime  Minirta  respecting 
tba  Aaaociuion — to  ask  it  Ifae  noble  ImtA 
were  bonod  by  Uia  opinion  of  tbe  hettd  of 
the  Adnioistf^ioa  of  which  be  wis  a 
put.  who  cordially  disappioved  of  tbe  Na. 
lioual  Awoctaiioa.  H«  thoogbt  abo  that 
It  wtt»  worthy  the  considetation  of  tbe 
lluuM  if  bo  had,  in  askiof  this  qitestioa, 
iiaii^^KL'^Md  any  of  its  rules.  With  d«- 
iciouc^  (u  the  ni>b)e  Lord,  he  mst  sajr, 
that  ib<.'  ju*wer  he  bad  received  was  bo 
a:isu>.'r,  but  b«d  rather  the  appeannce  of 

Vt.  Uv.mK  Mid,  that  he  tbongfat  tbe 
boil.  i.>i'iitlvuMii  had  got  as  good  an 
AixAiir  M  he  had  a  n^bt  10  eipect.  He 
^l,^  uoitft  b>.-i\>rw  :K-wd  Mcfa  a  qweation 
i«\t\l.  lit'  liid  tKH  iiiww  if  the  riiwi 
Miii..li'i  Iwd  cnw  tf\(ki««Md  Mcfa  an  opt- 
h  ,M  ;  .\v'  njv.,  r^o  i»UHi  <ttiit  w^  It  wns 
i!t  .>>,!.vicvt  ott^  He  jid  DOC  knowef 
\,^n  tS,'  rt.^».  *.kI  Itjuaed  MvNbec  db- 
.^■..  ..^^ .. :  Ik.;.  ..,is.a<  bx  tbe  pnUie  tmd 
,■  .liiii  \  .Saih.,*,  "w  niny  ap|>raMdaf 
I,.,-  Vv..\,A..,«,  We  v>is„a  te<|  tbe  ban. 
\.i\  )v.i  ..;  ..'v....t4Mm  tOM  iretand  bad 
.....  V  .-  ^  xvii  n>  .(J  M  aader  anv  etber 
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letrned  Member  riiould  bring  the  <]ueBtion 
before  the  Honse,  he  would  not  find  hiin- 
■eir  in  B  niejorlty.  He  would  find  indi- 
vidual! of  exalted  rank  joining  the  Asso- 
ciation ;  and  he  would  never  believe  but 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  would  see  the 
neceuity  of  uniting,  aod  of  rallying  round 
the  BiBOCiatton  in  its  efforts  for  their  wel- 
fare- 
Mr,  O'Comell  not  only  highly  appro?ed 
of  what  had  been  done  by  the  Association, 
but  he  had  heartily  joined  in  it.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  opinion  alluded  to 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  bad 
been  delivered  or  not  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter— nor  did  he  much  care.  He  rather 
feared  that  it  had  been  exaggerated.  At 
all  events,  he  was  higlily  delighted  with 
the  proceedings  of  the  Association ;  and 
when  any  specific  charge  was  brought 
against  it,  he  would  be  prepared  to  satisfy 
the  country  that  it  was  not  only  legal,  but 
had  been  most  useful.  The  Associatio 
had  this  feature  about  it,  that,  wherea 
the  Catholic  Asaociation  had  not  one 
fourteenth  of  its  number  Protestant,  thi 
association,  on  the  contrary,  had  more 
than  one-lhird  of  its  members  Protestant, 
and  those,  too,  men  of  rank,  properly,  and 
inlelUgence;  and  the  number  was  increas- 
ing every  day.  This  afforded  a  hope  that 
Ireland  would  at  length  become  one  coun- 
try, instead  of  being  divided  into  a  faction 
on  the  one  hand,  and  the  people  on  the 
other.  The  proceedings  in  that  associa- 
tion were  open  as  day — they  courted  pub- 
licity in  every  discussion — and  he  would 
say,  that  he  believed  the  utmost  possible 
facility  was  given  to  every  person  to  know 
what  was  done  amongst  tnem.  That  asso- 
ciation had  sprung  from  a  just  sense  of 
wrong,  aggravated  by  insult.  There  had 
been  found  men  audacious  enough  to  as- 
sert that  Irishmen  were  aliens  in  religion, 
in  language,  and  in  blood.  There  had 
been  found  a  party  atrocious  enough  to 
join  with  the  individual  who  had  dared  tc 
make  use  of  that  insult;  and  though  thi 
blood  of  Irishmen  boiled,  yet  they  had 
learned  in  the  school  of  adversity  to  con- 
trol and  regulate  their  feelings.  That  as- 
sociation was  determined  to  obtain  justice. 
They  were  determined  to  obtain  an  equal- 
isation in  the  privileges  enjoyed  by  Scotch- 
men and  by  Englishmen  ;  and  if  they 
could  not  obtain  justice  otherwise,  they 
were  determined  to  have  it  by  a  domestic 
Legislature.  The  Uniofi  should  not  be  a 
mere   paper   and    parchment  anion  — it 
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ihould  not  be  a  union  of  insult  and  de- 
gradation. The  people  of  Ireland  hoped 
for  justice  in  a  complete  union ;  and  if 
they  could  not  obtain  a  complete  union, 
he  would  never  despair  of  the  exertions  of 
n  millions  of  men  in  obtaining  justice 
for  themselves. 

Mr.  Shav)  said,  that  although  it  was 
inconvenient  practice  to  indulge  in 
incidental  discussion,  yet  he  could  not 
allow  any  person  to  suppose,  by  his  silence, 
that  he  acquiesced  in  the  sentiments  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  It  ap- 
peared to  him,  that  the  existence  of  Ine 
Association  was  inconsistent  with  the  peace 
of  Ireland.  The  Association  assumed  to 
itself  ihe  functions  of  Parliament,  and 
was  inconsistent  with  the  rights  of  that 
House.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
charged  others  with  using  insulting  lan- 
guage;  he  had  himself  repeatedly  called 
the  English  Saxon?,  sassenachs  and  stran- 
gers. And  with  regard  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  observations  on  the 
n,  had  he  not  said,  over  and  over 
again — he  could  show,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  written  the  same 
thing — that,  under  any  circumstances,  he 
would  not  be  content  without  the  Repeal 
of  the  Union?  He  could  produce  the 
words  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
in  which  he  said,  that  he  neither  could 
nor  would  he  content  with  any  other  mea- 
sure than  the  Repeal  of  the  Union.  la 
his  conscience  he  believed,  that  the  object 
of  the  Association  was  to  impede  the 
union  between  the  two  countries,  and  to 
overthrow  the  established  religion. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  he  did  not  stand  in 
the  same  situation  as  the  hon.  and  leartied 
Recorder.  He  was  merely  a  political 
agitator,  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Recorder 
was  a  political  judge;  he  combined  the 
functions  of  judge  and  partisan.  When 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  again  quoted 
him,  he  begged  that  the  quotation  might 
be  accurate.  .  At  different  periods  he 
might  have  said,  that  he  no  longer  looked 
to  this  country  for  justice  ;  since  then  he 
had  entertained  some  remnant  of  hope; 
and  even  if  this  country  did  not  giant 
them  justice,  he  would  not  despair. 

Lord  John  Russell  did  not  rise  to  reply 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  oppo- 
site. He  wished  to  state  again,  and  be 
thought  it  was  incumbent  on  him,  in  jus- 
tice to  Lord  Mulgrave's  Government,  to 
do  so,  particularly  as  no  notice  of  censure 
on  Lord  Mulgrave  had  been  given  whr>« 
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would  bring  the  queilioii  before  the  House, 
that  on  Tuesday  nest,  when  he  introduced 
the  Municipal  Corporations'  Bill,  he  would 
state  the  whole  case  of  the  Irish  govern- 
ment ;  he  would  now  only  add,  that  for 
eTeryact  of  that  government  be  held  Mm- 
leir  fully  responsible. 

Mr.  O'Brien  felt  the  inconvenience  of 
discussing  this  subject  at  present,  but  be 
■hould  not  be  doing  justice  if  he  did  not 
refer  to  the  policy  that  had  been  pursued 
last  year  by  the  party  opposite.  If  the 
same  policy  were  now  pursued,  il  would 
go  far  to  unite  all  Irishmen;  and  the 
question  would  then  be  considered  wliether 
the  rights  of  Ireland  should  not  be  granted 
even  by  a  Repeal  of  the  Union.  He 
called  upon  the  party  opposite  not  to 
repeat  ibe  fatal  policy  by  which  Catholic 
Emancipation  was  wrung  from  ihem. 

Resolution  agreed  to.     House  resumed. 

Grand Juries(Irel and).]  Viscount 
Morpeth  rose  to  move  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Grand  Jury  Act  for 
Ireland.  As  the  amendments  now  pro- 
posed did  not  embrace  any  new  matter, 
and  were  entirely  formal,  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  go  into  any  detnils.  He  would 
merely  stale  that  the  Bill,  with  one  ex- 
ception, was  the  same  as  the  Bill  of  last 
year,  and  he  anticipated  no  opposition  to 
It.     He  moved  for  leave  to  bring  it  in. 

Mr.  <SAaw  said,  the  object  of  the  nobte 
Lord  was  one  unconnected  with  politics, 
and  that  he  should  make  no  objection  to 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill  proposed  by  the 
DQble  Lord.  The  Grand  Jury  Bill  of  last 
year  certainly  required  amendment,  par- 
ticularly in  the  two  points  mentionea  by 
the  noble  Lord— the  provisions  for  dis- 

Sensaries,  and  those  which  related  to 
eserted  children;  he  thought  it  right, 
also,  to  put  beyond  a  doubt,  that  last 
year')  Act  was  not  intended  to  bring  the 
county  and  city  of  Dublin  within  its 
operation. 

Mr.  O'Connell  thought,  some  provision 
■hould  be  made  in  this  Bill  to  regulate 
medical  charities,  as  in  those  districts  of 
Ireland  where  medical  advice  was  most 
wanted,  it  was  impossible  to  procure  en 
adequate  salary  for  a  medical  attendant. 
He  had  great  doubts  on  the  clause  respect- 
ing deserted  children.  The  evils  that 
had  resulted  from  the  eitHblighment  of  the 
Foundling  Hospital  at  Dublin  were  so 
tnormoui  a*  to  necessitsle  the  breaking 
up  of  that  eitabliihmeDi.     The  frauds 


had  been  found  to  be  so  nnmerom,  that 
he  thought  it  belter  to  trust  to  individual 
charity.  He  should  have  a  better  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  this  subject  when  the 
noble  Lord  brought  forward  his  Poor-lair 
Bill  for  Ireland. 

Mr.  F.  French  acknowledged  the  neces- 
sity of  some  part  of  the  measure  then  be- 
fore the  House.  Unfortunately,  the  Act  of 
last  Session  was  so  defective,  that  if  some 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  now  intra- 
duced  by  the  noble  Lord  were  not  adopted, 
the  salaries  of  the  (.-onnly -officers  would 
have  to  remain  unpaid,  and  the  public 
roads  and  the  remainder  of  the  county 
expenditure  unpresented  for.  By  the 
law,  as  it  at  present  stood,  the  Spring 
Grand  Juries  would  not  have  the  power 
to  levy  money  for  any  presentments  that 
were  obliged,  in  the  first  instance,  to  be 
laid  before  the  cess-payers  at  each  Ses- 
sions. He  was  also  aware  of  the  necessity 
of  a  clause  to  regulate  the  posting  of 
notices  for  applications,  which,  by  some 
strange  oversight,  had  been  altogether 
omitted.  So  far  he  was  willing  to  go 
with  the  noble  Lord,  and  regretted  that, 
consistently  with  his  duty  to  his  poorer 
fellow-country  meo,  he  could  support  him 
no  further.  Had  his  noble  Friend  read 
the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  ori  the 
state  of  dispensaries  in  Ireland,  he  would 
have  known  it  was  anything  bat  desirable, 
as  he,  by  this  Bill,  was  about  to  do,  to 
restore  them  to  their  original  state.  For 
his  part,  he  would  sooner  abolish  them 
altogether.  He  did  not,  generally  speak> 
ing,  consider  them  to  be  serviceable  to  the 
people,  601.  or  70/.  a-year  was,  in  many 
instances,  paid  for  distributing  10/.  or20l 
worth  of  medicine;  the  continuance  of 
this  system  had  been  decided  against  by 
the  House  last  Session,  notwithstanding  ' 
the  able  advocacy  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  and  without  any  experience  of  the 
eSect  of  the  alteration,  which  was,  that 
not  more  than  half  the  amount  of  the 
entire  income  of  the  medical  cheats  should 
be  allotted  to  the  physician.  The  noble 
Lord  was  about  to  re-establish  it ;  he  did 
not  mean  to  deny  that  there  were  highly 
educated  and  intelligent  men  amongst 
those  by  whom  the  dispensaries  were 
managed,  but  there  were  also  many  per- 
fectly imcompetent.  The  first  class,  he 
considered,  were  by  no  means  adequately 
remunerated  ;  they  could  not  in  justice  to 
their  families  give  up  sufficient  time  to 
discharge  the  duties  of  their  districts  for 
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paltry  stipend  allotted  to  tliero. 
employment  of  the  second  class  ought  not 
to  be  siitTered  to  continue:  it  would  be 
much  better  for  his  Majesty's  Governmeat 
to  introduce  a  Medical  Reform  Bill,  to 
intrust  the  health  of  the  agriculiural 
population  to  none  but  competent  persons, 
aud  to  make  their  remuneration  ample, 
than  attempt  to  patch  up  a  system  which 
could  never,  under  any  circumstaaces,  be 
rendered  efEcient. 

-    Leave  given,  and  Bill  brought  in  aud 
read  a  first  time. 

Leasini-making,  Sedition,  Sec, 
(Scotland).]  The  Lord  Advocate,  on  in- 
troducing this  Bill,  said,  that  the  criminal 
law  of  Scotland  was  in  general  mild,  and 
gave  great  advantages  lo  the  prisoner  in 
conducting  his  defence;  but  tne  general 
character  of  the  law  of  Scoliand  differed 
very  much  in  the  punishment  of  political 
offences  from  the  disposition  it  showed  in 
repressing  other  crimes  by  muderale  pe- 
Qaltiea.  Both  the  statute  and  common 
law  wereofgreat  severity,  and  ao extremely 
vague,  (hat  no  person,  however  circum- 
spect, who  differed  from  the  Government 
of  the  time,  could  be  said  to  be  secure. 
To  refer  only  to  one  statute— that  of  1585, 
cap.  10,  forbade  any  person  publicly  to 
declare  or  privately  to  speak  or  write  any 
purpose  of  reproach  or  slander  of  his  Ma- 
jeaty's  person,  estate,  or  government ;  or 
misconstrue  his  proceedings,  whereby 
any  disliking  may  be  moved  between  his 
Highness  and  his  nobility  and  loving  sub- 
jects, in  time  coming. under  pain  of  death. 
The  statute  1594raiitied  this  and  all  other 
statutes,  and  enacted  the  same  penalties 
against  whoever  heard  these  leasings,  ca- 
lumnies, or  slanderous  speeches,  or  writs, ; 
and  did  not  apprehend  ihe  authors  if  it 
lay  in  his  power,  or  reveal  the  offence  to 
the  Grown  or  a  magistrate.  These  severe  I 
laws  unfortunately  did  not  remain  a  dead  , 
letter.  In  1635  Lord  Balmarino  was  found  ■■ 
to  have  incurred  the  penalty  of  death,  on  : 
a  conviction  of  having  only  heard  an  in-  | 
famous  libel  and  concealed  and  not  re- 
vealed it ;  and  in  166 1  the  Earl  of  Argyll 


relaxed  so  far  as  regarded  capital  punish- 
ment ;  but  the  law  of  Scotland  remained 
on  the  same  footing  from  1703  until  the 
6th  Geo.  4th.  The  improved  feelings  of 
the  age  led  to  that  very  imponant  statute 
which  lays  down  the  great  principle,  which 
cannot  be  too  strongly  kept  tn  view,  that 
Ihe  crimes  of  leasing-niaking,  sedition,  and 
blasphemy,  should  be  punished  in  the 
same  manner  as  such  crimes  would  be  pu- 
nislied  if  conimilled  in  Engljud,  At  that 
time  the  law  of  England  with  regard  to 
blasphemous  and  seditious  libels  resied  on 
a  statute  passed  in  the  60th  year  of  George 
3rd.,  which  provided  that  if  any  person 
»ha1l  be  convicted  a  second  lime,  he  might 
either  be  punished  by  fine  and  imprison- 
ment, or  banished  from  the  United  King- 
dom. The  llthof  Geoi^4th,and  Istof 
his  present  Majesty,  repealed  that  part  of 
the  60th  of  George  3rd,  which  related 
to  ihe  sentence  of  banishment  for  the  se- 
cond offence ;  but  hitherto  no  measure  bad 
been  proposed,  as  far  as  he  (the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate) was  aware,  for  making  the  corre- 
sponding change  upon  the  6lh  of  George 
the  4th,  with  reference  to  the  law  of  Scot- 
land. I  may  be  thought,  perhaps  (con- 
tinued the  learned  Lord)  somewhat  un- 
necessarily to  have  referred  to  the  severity 
of  the  old  laws,  and  the  judgments  pro- 
nounced in  bad  times,  bnt  they  ought  not 
to  be  lost  sight  of  at  the  periods  most 
favourable  to  the  liberty  of  the  subject ; 
id  the  enactment  of  the  6th-  of  George 
4lh  cannot  be  too  strongly  kept  in  view, 
botli  as  a  protection  to  those  political 
ights  which  every  person  ought  lo  enjoy  in 
Scotland  as  well  as  in  England,  and  as 
ifeguard  to  the  cou'rt  and  jurymen,  who 
placed  in  a  dangerous  and  painful  po- 
sition when  called  upon  to  execute  laws  of 
great  severity  and  extremity  vague  in  their 


Mr.  flume  approved  of  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill,  which  would  preclude  all  possi- 
bility of  the  present  severe  enactments  being 
again  enforced,  as  they  had  been  against 
the  early  Reformera  of  the  last  century. 

Mr.  Wilks  wished  the  Government  lo 
bear  in  mind,  that  laws  of  extreme  severity 


received  sentence  of  death  on  the  Act  of .  still  existed  in  England.  By  an  unrepealed 
1585,  for  having  merely  added  this  expla-  statute  ofCharles  2nd,  no  person  could  be  a 
nation  at  taking  the  test  oath,  that  he  took  professor  in  any  college  unless  he  signed  a 
it  so  far  as  was  consilient  with  itself,  or  declaration  that  he  had  adhered  to  ihe  re- 
with  the  Proleslant  religion.  This  was  held  ligion  of  (he  Eilablit'hed  Church. 
tobedefamingllieKing'slawsandprnceed- I  The  Altorney-Getieral  was  understood 
ings,  contrary  to  the  staiule.  In  I703,afler  to  stale,  ihai  the  hon.  Member  for  Boston 
theRevolulion.thespverilyufiheselawswus  ^did  not  put  a  riglil  conslruitiuu  vn  the 
VOL.  XXXVl.  {E-^J  E  ^  , 
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Baronet  (Sir  G.  Clerk)  had  succeeded  in 
drawing  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
■ubject,  which  it  must  be  admitted  was  no 
■light  diflSculty,  seeing  that  the  general 
noise  that  prevailed  was  so  great  that  not  a 
word  of  the  two  preceding  speakers  (Mr. 
Steuart  and  Sir  George  Sinclair)  could  t>e 
heard  even  by  those  who,  like  him,  were 
but  a  very  short  distance  removed  from 
them.  When  the  right  hon.  Baronet  allu- 
ded to  ihe  principles  of  economy  pro- 
fesied  by  those  who  sat  on  that  (the  Mi 
nisierial)  side  of  the  House,  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  would  assure  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
■f  rooet  if  he  were  disposed  to  become  a  con- 
vert to  those  principles  himself,  that  he 
might  calculate  with  security  on  the  sup- 
port of  those  with  whom  lie  was  in  tht 
habit  of  acting.  If  any  such  improper  or 
imprudent  proceedings  as  those  described 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  were  proposed  to 
be  adopted,  it  would  certainly  be  the  duty 
of  the  House  to  inteifere  and  prevent 
them.  At  the  same  time  he  could  not  help 
ihinkiog  there  was  some  truth  in  what  had 
been  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mf.  F.  Baring)  below  him.  It  would  be 
very  improper  if  the  men  who  were  respon- 
■ible  for  the  due  performance  of  the  duties 
of  any  particular  office  should  not  be  at  li- 
berty to  appoint|those  only  whom  they  con- 
ceived to  be  fully  competent. 

Major  Seavclerk  thought,  that  the  only 
justification  the  Government  could  have 
for  the  appointment  of  a  new  officer 
vas  the  circumstance  of  both  the  gentle- 
men to  whom  allusion  had  been  made 
being  totally  unfit  for  the  duty,  and  in 
such  a  case  they  would  not  be  entitled  to 
any  compensation  whatever. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  t\xa\i\d 
have  left  the  case  as  it  was  until  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
bnt  for  the  observation  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  who  preceded  him.  He 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  did  not 
admit  the  principle  on  which  that  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  had  based  his  argument. 
It  was  a  case  of  frequent  occurrence  that, 
on  a  change  such  as  the  one  in  question,  a 
man  competent  to  perform  the  oaths  of  an 
office  of  a  particular  description — nay,  who 
had  discharged  it  competently  through  the 
latter  part  ofa  life  devoted  to  Lt~>was  found 
quite  incompetent  to  discharge  the  enlarged 
duties  of  another  office.  With  respect, 
however,  to  ihe  facts,  he  did  not  think  it 
oeceasary  to  look  into  them  after  what  bad 
been  ittted  by  the  Secretary  for  the  Trea- 
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aury.  He  joined  with  his  hon.  Friend  in 
saying  that  in  any  examination  whicb 
should  be  called  for  on  this  subject  by  bon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  they  should  be  in- 
dulged to  their  very  hearts'  content. 
They  should  have  the  papers  ;  and  if  the 
papers  were  not  sufficient  they  should  have 
what  appeared  in  a  matter  of  ihia  descrip- 
tion, where  it  was  necessary  to  have  an 
investigation  of  the  facts,  and  which  as- 
sumed the  character  of  a  judicial  proceed- 
ing, they  should  have  a  Select  Committee. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  (Mr. 
Hume)  might,  if  he  chose,  apply  his  acute- 
ness  ^and  knowledge  to  the  subject  as  a 
member  of  that  Committee,  as  far  at  least 
as  his  vote  was  concerned.  The  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Edinburghshire, 
should  have  the  fullest  opportunity  of  in 
quiring  into  the  facte.  He  would  say,  that 
the  imputations  thrown  out  in  the  course 
of  the  investigation  were  only  just  if  the 
facts  supported  them;  but  hon.  Members 
should  not  have  re:ison  to  complain  that 
they  had  been  deprived  in  a  muller  of  this 
nature  of  the  opportunity  of  contradicting 
it  if  possible.  The  Government  had 
had,  before  now,  to  consolidate  offices. 
Since  Parliament  had  last  met  he  had  had 
to  consolidate  two  most  important  offices 
the  Army  and  Navy  Pay  ofGces.  It  was 
a  painful  duty  to  him,  because  it  affected 
the  future  prospects  of  an  Individual ;  but 
when  the  Government  laid  before  the 
Kouse  the  consolidation  which  they  had 
made  he  would  invite  bon.  Gentlemen  to 
say  whether,  in  those  arrangements,  fa- 
vouritism had  taken  place — whether  there 
bad  been  any  discharging  of  old  servant! 
for  the  purpose  of  placing  in  their  stead 
new  ones  as  long  as  they  had  been  compe- 
tent to  perform  the  duties  of  their  office. 
The  consolidation  of  offices  had  taken 
place  in  the  Government  of  Lord  Grey, 
3ad  it  had  been  continued  in  that  of  Lord 
Melbourne ;  and  persons  who  had  been  in 
the  public  service  bad  alone  been  dis- 
charged on  Ihe  principle  that  tbey  were 
incompetent  to  perform  their  duties.  In 
the  present  case  it  was  entirely  a  matter  for 
investigation  whether  the  individual  was  or 
was  not  properly  competent  to  fill  the 
situation  he  had  held.  If  he  was,  then 
Government  certainly  had  no  right  to  ap- 
point a  successor ;  but  if  he  was  not  com- 
petent, then  he  would  say,  in  contradiction 
to  the  gallant  Officer,  that  it  would  be  the 
worst  possible  economy  to  continue  this 
officer,  who  was  incompalent  to  perrorin 
£3 
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Gentlemen,  and  ibose  who  represealed 
large  conxttuencies  were,  he  should  Bay, 
much  more  attentive  to  their  business 
than  those  returned  for  small  places. 
Some  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  not 
very  particular  in  being  in  their  places  at 
late  hours,  except  a  few  who  deserved  the 
name  of  his  Majesty's  Opposition.  Late 
hours,  therefore,  were  not  only  injurious 
to  the  country,  and  detrimental  to  legisla- 
tion in  that  House,  but  they  were  oppres- 
sive by  their  inequality;  and  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Salfoid,  and  other 
hon.  Members,  who  sat  long  after  mid- 
night, came  in  for  an  undue  share  of 
eiertion,  of  which  they  had  a  right  to 
complain.  He  was  convinced  that  justice 
would  never  be  done  to  the  country,  until 
a  portion  of  the  day  was  devoted  to  the 
duties  of  legislation;  and  the  he^it  thing 
(hat  could  be  done  nould  be  to  devote  two 
or  three  days  in  the  week  to  the  buainess 
of  the  House,  instead  of  proceeding  with 
noctnrnal  legislation.  He  Intsted  thai  the 
House  would  not  slop  with  the  present 
motion,  hut  would  go  much  further,  as 
well  for  the  benefit  of  the  House  as  the 
satisfaction  of  the  nation. 

Lord  John  Russell  was  not  prepared  to 
concur  in  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Meuiber 
for  Salford,  because  the  effect  of  it  would  , 
be  to  take  away  all  discretion  on  the  sub-  i 
ject  from  the  House.  The  practice  during 
the  last  Session  had  generally  been  to  ad-  ; 
journ  the  House  about  twelve  o'clock ;  ; 
but  there  were  cases  when  it  was  import- 
ant that  public  business  should  be  pro- 
ceeded with;  and  when  it  was  the  opinion 
of  the  House  that  the  business  before  it  ' 
required  such  despatch,  he  ihmighi  the 
hour  at  which  the  business  was  brought 
forward  ought  not  to  form  an  objection  to 
the  progress  of  important  business.  Ac-  l 
cording  to  the  motion  of  the  hoi>.  Mem-  ; 
her,  if  any  hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  ob- 
struct the  pn^ress  of  a  particular  Bill,  it 
would  be  in  his  power,  by  moving  an  ad-  | 
journment  al\er  twelve  o'clock,  to  put  a  I 
stop  to  the  business  before  the  House,  and  { 
thus  materially  delay,  and  perhaps  event-  ! 
ually  defeat  it.  'The  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  had  last  year  frequently  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  and  he  had 
never  opprosed  the  wishes  of  the  hon. 
Member;  on  the  contrary,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  had  exercised  his  power  with 
admirable  judgment,  and  he  did  not  wish 
lo  interfere  with  the  bon.  Member's  dia- 
cretivn  hereafter.     Bui,  at  the  same  time, 


he  did  not  like  to  have  any  fixed  and  set- 
tled rule  to  prevent  the  public  business 
going  on,  particularly  as,  after  all  these 
adjournments,  they  had  not  got  through 
so  much  business  as  they  might  have  done 
if  they  had  sat  later.  He  did  not  wish  to 
interfere  with  the  motions  which  the  hon. 
Member  might  make  I'rom  time  to  time  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  ;  but  he 
could  not  agree  to  his  present  motion,  be- 
cause, as  it  appeared  to  him,  it  must  cause 
an  obstruction  to  the  public  business. 

Mr.  Hume  declared  that  a  great  deal  of 
lime  had  been  lost  last  Session  in  conse- 
quence of  debates  arising  upon  the  very 
motion  for  adjournment.  In  particular 
cases,  he  admitted  it  would  tend  to  the 
advantage  of  the  public  that  the  business 
before  the  House  should  be  proceeded  with 
after  twelve  o'clock.  What  was  asked  by 
the  motion  was,  noL  to  stop  a  debate  which 
was  going  on  before  tivclve  o'clock  arrived, 
hut  lo  prevent  the  discussion  of  fresh  busi- 
ness after  that  hour.  Il  was  absolutely  ne- 
cesgiiry  that  some  Members  should  be  pre- 
sent all  the  time  the  House  was  silting,  and 
many  others  wished  to  be  present,  and  as 
many  of  ihem  came  down  at  eleven  or 
twelve  o'clock  in  the  day  and  were  obliged 
lo  stop  till  the  Houiie  rose,  he  would  ask 
whether  an  attendance  of  in-elve  or  thirteen 
hours  was  not  enough  for  any  man  ?  He 
really  thought  that  more  progress  would 
he  made  if  the  motion  was  agreed  to,  so 
that  after  twelve  o'clock  no  new  matter 
should  be  brought  on. 

Mr.  George  F.  Young  would  support  the 
proposition,  because  the  value  of  legisla- 
tion should  be  tested,  not  by  its  quantity, 
but  by  its  quality ;  and  so  far  as  his  expe- 
rience went,  all  the  worst  measures  which 
had  passed  through  that  House  had  passed 
after  midnight.  Mcasurts  which  were 
brought  forward  after  twelve  o'clock  did 
not  get  that  calm  consideration  which  was 
required,  and  the  consequence  was,  that 
many  of  them  were  extremely  discreditable 
to  the  character  of  the  House. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  61;  Noes 
147:  Majority  86. 

List  1^  Ike  AvF.s. 
Bainei,  E.  Browne,  II- D. 

Beauclerk,  Major  Buckingham,  J.  S. 

Bentinck,  Lord  W.  Chaplin,  Colon«l 
Blackburne,  John  I.  Chapman,  Aaron 
Blake,  M.  J.  Chichester,  J.  P.  B. 

Brabaton,Sir  W.  Elphinsloiie,  H. 

Brady,  Deni<>  C.  Fielden,  J, 

Bridgraan,  H.  Fitzsimon,  Chris, 
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conrerred  on  then)  by  ihe  Refbrm  Bill. 

Hiey  find  no  fault — they  allege  no 
ioaafficiencj  agalnat  that  tneaaure ;  on 
the  coDlraty,  their  wishes,  in  this 
iDitaDce,  are  bounded  to  its  fair 
legitimate  operation.  Bui  they  asseit  that 
it  it  not  alloKed  to  operate  as  was 
intended — that  a  tchetne  has  fe^n  devised 
by  ilB  enemies,  and  a  sysiem  organised 
with  a  view  to  defeating  its  provisiona 
and  10  fatally  successful  hare  these  eSbrti 
been,  that  already  roany  of  the  counties 
are  virtually  deprived  of  the  power  so 
lately  given  ihem,  of  choosing  their  own 
Representatives,  and  that  every  county  in 
Scotland  will  ere  long  be  brought  to  the 
same  coaditioD.  This  is  their  averment, 
and  whether  it  baa  just  one  or  not,  the 
House  shall  now.  have  the  power  of 
deciding.  Let  me  first  remind  you  ol 
what  was  the  end  and  inteniion  of  the 
Scotch  Reform  Bill,  what  had  been  the 
elective  system  previous  to  thst  Bill,  and 
what  was  the  change  then  meant  to  be 
introduced.  Was  it  not  formerly  ihe 
complaint  thai  the  people  at  large  had  no 
share  in  theelectionofiheir  representatives? 
That  (he  privilege  of  nominating  him  was 
monopoli»ed  by  a  favoured  few  ;  and  thai 
these  consisted  for  the  most  part  of 
iedividuals  who  had  no  proper  connexion 
with  the  county  that  they  voted  in  ;  who 
had  no  property,  no  residence  within  it ; 
and  who  acquired  their  franchise  by  the 
holding  of  a  merely  fictitious  superiority. 
And  what  was  the  principle  of  the  Reform 
Bill  ?  That  all  the  old  system  should 
cease  to  be — that  nominal  representation 
should  end — that  monopoly  should  be  de- 
stroyed— that  n on- resident  electors  should 
be  swept  away«(hat  ficltiious  qualifications 
should  never  more  be  heard  of.  The 
choice  of  the  representative,  instead  of 
being  vested  in  the  few,  was  to  be  given 
to  the  roany.  In  the  place  of  the  counties 
bring  overrun  by  voters  who  had  no  con- 
nexion with  the  soil,  the  qualification  was 
in  future  to  be  limited  to  the  inhabitants, 
and  in  lieu  of  a  nominal  and  fictitious  free- 
hold, areal  (ma^e  property  was  at  all 
times  lo  be  held  indispensable  to  the 
franchise.  Such,  Sir,  and  I  appeal  to  the 
recollection  and  the  candour  of  hon. 
Oentlemen  on  either  side  of  the  House — 
such  was  the  principle  of  that  Bill—such 
it  wai  anaoanced  tome  by  the  Minister 
who  introduced  it,  and  who  declared  it 
to  be  the  intention  of  tbe  Legislatnre,  that 
not  one  ra;  of  the  <M  syilem  should  remain 


A  new  on«  was  substituted  in  its  plac«» 

whicbemancipating  Scotland,  was  nceircd 
with  joy.  The  first  general  election  took 
place  under  the  operation  of  that  Bill,  and 
the  voters  on  that  occasion  (with  tha 
exception  of  the  old  roll,  whose  priviJega 
had  been  preserved  to  them  for  their  lives) 
were  really  and  substantially  the  resident 
possessors  of  the  estates  for  which  they 
had  claimed  in  their  respective  diiitrtcts. 
Tiiat  election  went  against  the  parly  which 
had  lately  been  in  power,  and  it  became 
evident  to  them,  with  tha  new  order  of 
things,  their  supremacy  was  at  an  end, 
but  it  was  equally  evident  that  if  by  any 
misconstruction  ormisapplication or  evasion 
or  violation  of  the  recent  act  of  Parlia* 
ment,  they  could  succeed  in  re-establish* 
ing  Hny  thing  approximating  to  tha 
former  system,  their  influence  roust  tm* 
mediately  revive.  Accordingly  tbe  effort 
was  to  be  made— desperate  inits  character, 
and  demoralising  in  its  effects,  that  effort 
has  been  made — and  so  tystemalio  hat 
been  the  plan  adopted,  so  well  oiganisad 
and  so  comprehensive  in  its  arrangement^ 
and  so  ready  and  resolute,  and  reckless 
the  instruments  selected  for  its  execution.— 
that  at  this  moment  some  of  tbe  counties 
in  Scotland,  nearest  to  the  metropolis,  art 
as  completely  in  the  hands  of  tha  old 
monopolists  as  if  the  Reform  Bill  had 
never  been  introduced.  The  mode  in  which 
this  end  is  attained  is  by  a  very  exteusivn 
roanufacturingofpurely  nominal  votes,  and 
by  such  a  series  of  frauds  upon  the  law, 
as  will  be  surprising,  if  not  incredible,  to 
English  ears.  To  enumerate  ull  the  devices 
though  which  the  ingenuity  oftheir  authors 
has  endeavoured  to  find  some  alleviation 
to  their  despair  would  be  quite  impossible ; 
but,  with  the  permission  of  the  House,  [ 
will  describe  a  few  of  the  most  notorious. 
The  first  is  by  a  system  of  joint  tenancies— 
a  farmer,  paying  a  large  rent  and  liaving 
several  sons,  is  made  to  take  them 
into  hi*  lease.  They  may  none 
of  them  be  brought  up  to  hi*  line  of  life— 
they  may  not  reside  with  him,  or  near 
him,  or  within  a  hundred  miles  of  bim, 
yet  they  are  all  registered  as  joint-tenants. 
Nay,  there  are  mstancei  of  men  being 
enrolled  in  this  character,  who  are  following 
their  buiiness  as  practitioners  in  the  law, 
and  merchants,  and  shopkeepers,  in  distant 
towns  —  men  who  never  saw  that,  or 
perhaps  any  other  farm  in  all  ibctr  lives, 
and  who  do  not  know  the  parish  in  which 
it  if  silaat«.    The  Kcond  mode  of  cteat* 
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fictitious  qualificatioDS  by  their  masters' 
orders — and  by  such  eitraordinary  per- 
suasion, aud  upon  such  frivolous  pretences, 
have  these  parties  been  at  all  times  in- 
duced to  ciaim,  that  they  have  many  of 
them  refused  to  appear  to  he  examined 
before  the  Sheriff;  and  some  of  thero, 
when  the  oath  has  been  tendered,  have 
refused  to  take  it.  The  last  plan  i  have 
to  describe,  is  one  that  has  as  yet  occurred 
but  in  one  county.  It  does  not  go  even 
the  length  of  feigning  a  possession  in  land 
or  houses  ;  it  is  a  simple  bond  of  annuity 
for  101.  a-year,  secured  over  an  heritable 
subject— so  that  as  many  ten  pounds  a 
year  as  an  individual's  estate  is  worth,  so 
many  votes  can  he  create  without  alien- 
ating an  acre.  How  such  annuities  have 
been  hitherto  procured,  I  know  not — but 
how  they  may  be  procured  I  know  well. 
They  may  be  purchased  precisely  like  the 
subject  in  the  last- men  tinned  case — a  bill 
may  be  given  for  the  price— the  interest 
OD  that  bill  may  be  an  exact  equivalent 
for  the  annuity — and  the  whole  transac- 
tion fraudulent  and  fictitious.  But  the 
eirties,  nevertheless,  swallow  the  oath, 
aving  thus  shown  the  nature  of  these 
devices — and  there  are  many  others  with 
which  I  shall  not  deem  it  necessary  to 
occupy  the  House,  it  now  only  remains 
for  me  to  prove  the  extent  lo  which  they 
have  been  practised.  I  will  take  for  this 
purpose  the  six  counties  adjacent  to  one 
another  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Edin- 
burgh, viz. :— the  three  Lolhians,  Rox- 
burgh, Selkirk  and  Peebles,  and  I  will  at 
present  confine  myself  to  them.  In  the 
county  of  Edinburgh,  in  1832,  the  consti- 
tueocy  amounted  to  1,1^6  ;  non-residents, 
61 ;  life-rents,  42.  In  the  present  year  the 
hfe-renis  had  increased  to  146,  ami  the 
non-residents  amounted  to  141.  He  would 
next  refer  to  the  county  of  Haddington, 
the  constituency  in  which  amounted,  in 
1832,  to  £13  ;  the  non-residents  were  37, 
that  number  had  since  increased  lo  IS). 
The  life-rents  in  1832  were  29,  in  1836 
they  increased  to  75.  The  present  con- 
stituency was  714.  The  next  county  was 
Linlithgow;  in  the  year  1832,  the  consti- 
tuency was  532;  the  non-residents  112. 
The  non-residents  were  now  increased  to 
202.  The  life-rents,  in  1832,were23;  non- 
residents i.  This  year  the  life-rents  were 
66;  and  ont  of  the  66,  the  non-residents 
were  63.  He  would  then  take  the  county 
qf  Roxburgh.  In  1832  the  number  of 
the  ooastitaency  was  1,168,  and  out  of 
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this  body  not  one-seventh  were  non-resi- 
dents. At  the  present  time  the  number 
of  non-residents  was  not  less  than  444> 
The  number  of  life-renters  in  1832  did 
not  exceed  33,  and  all  these  were  resi- 
dents in  the  county.  The  number  of  life- 
renters  enrolled  this  year  was  89,  and  of 
these  87  were  non-residents.  In  1832 
the  constituency  of  Peebleshire  was  301. 
Since  that  time  a  great  number  of  persons 
had  been  enrolled  as  voters;  for  al  the 
present  moment  the  constituency  amounted 
to  576.  Out  of  the  list  of  voters  in  1832 
there  were  15  non-residents;  the  number 
of  non-residents  at  the  present  time  was 
218 — being  nearly  equal  to  the  original 
constituency.  There  were  only  eight 
persons  in  the  list  of  voters  as  liTe-renters 
in  1832.  The  number  of  life-renters 
added  this  year  to  the  constituency  was 
137 — and  of  these  121  were  non-residents. 
The  list  of  life-renters  at  the  present  time 
was  160,  and  of  these  132  were  non. 
residents ;  so  that,  in  point  of  fact, 
(here  were  only  28  resident  life-renters, 
and  22  of  these  were  entitled  lo  be 
registered  in  consequence  of  offices 
they  held  as  clergymen  or  schoolmasters. 
In  Selkirkshire,  in  1832,  the  constituency 
was  180.  The  number  since  registered 
was  444,  being  nearly  double  the  amount 
of  the  constituency  in  1822,  The  whole 
constituency  was  now  562,  being  more 
than  double  the  number  enrolled  the  year 
after  passing  the  Reform  Bill.  In  1832 
there  were  no  non-resident  voters;  in 
1836,  the  number  of  non-resident  voters 
enrolled  was  28S— being  more  than  the 
original  constituency.  In  1822,  there 
were  nn  life-renters,  excepting  the  clergy 
and  schoolmasters,  in  number  about 
twelve,'  During  the  present  year  eighty- 
nine  life-renters  had  been  placed  on  the 
list  of  voters,  and  of  these  eighty-seven 
were  non-residents.  The  whole  number 
of  life-renters  at  the  present  time  was  112, 
and  107  of  ihese  were  non-residents. 
Now,  Sir,  these  are  facts  by  which  I  think 
it  necessary  to  illustrate  this  part  of  the 
question.  Are  they  not  sufficiently  con- 
vincing ?  But  they  are  not  all — the  worst 
is  yet  to  come  :  the  crowning  point  of  alt, 
the  perfection  of  this  machinery,  is  yet  to 
be  arrived  at.  I  have  hitherto  described 
the  system  in  its  two  first  stages  only — 
the  third  and  last  yet  remains.  1  have 
shown  that  it  began  by  the  kond^de  pur- 
chase of  properties  by  non-residents,  and 
that  it  next  proceeded  to  drop  all  that  wa> 
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in  its  infancy — what  has  been  done 
hitherto  has  been  mere  attempt  of 
eiperiment ;  but  preparations,  I  warn  you, 
on  a  more  magnilicent  Bcale  are  making 
for  the  ensuing  registry ;  what  has  been 
done  around  Edinburgh  will  next  year  be 
done  around  Glasgow,  and  Perth,  and 
Aberdeen,  and  then  a  section  of  the  inha- 
bitants of  a  few  lai^e  towns  will  have  all 
the  counties  of  Scotland  witliin  their 
grasp.  But  I  fancy  1  hear  ihe  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  objecting  to  me,  "  Why 
do  you  direct  a)]  your  cenaure  against  us? 
—why  do  you  spare  your  own  patty, 
which  has  alio  been  guilty  of  these  which 
you  describe  aa  improper  practices?" 
Because,  Sir,  I  have  discovered  a  wide 
distinction  between  the  cases.  In  tracing 
the  origin  and  progress  of  the  system,  I 
have  thrown  the  blame  on  those  who  were 
its  inventors  anil  its  chief  promoters;  and 
when  individuals  of  their  opponents  have 
partially  followed  their  example,  I  am 
ready  to  prove  that  it  was  forced  on  them 
against  their  will— that  they  acted  tardily 
and  reluctantly,  and  purely  in  self-defence. 
I  will  show  this  by  a  reference  to  facts ; 
and  every  word  that  I  now  slate  I  am 
prepared  lo  make  good  before  a  Com- 
miltee.  The  election  of  183'2  ended  late 
in  December,  anri,  as  soon  as  it  was  over, 
it  was  currently  reported  thai  great,  if  not 
unlimited,  power  had  been  given  to  a  well- 
known  Edinburgh  agent  lo  create  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  improper  votes  lo  recover 
the  three  principal  counties  that  had  been 
lost.  This  report  many  people  found  a 
difficulty  of  believing ;  but  when  the  regis- 
try came  un,  the  claims  thus  made  out 
were  produced — they  had  all  been  manu- 
factured in  the  preceding  January,  and 
immediately  after  the  election.  The  Libe- 
rals immediately  saw  what  was  likely  to 
result  from  this— iha  people  must  be  an- 
nihilated. They  held  meetings  and  con- 
iultetioDs;  but  ihey  thought  the  proceed- 
ing so  dangerous,  and  so  disgracerul,  that 
they  would  not  resort  to  it.  The  registry 
of  1834  came,  and  another  inundation  of 
mushroom  qualifications;  but  still  the 
opponents  of  the  Tories  did  not  retaliate. 
They  saw  their  danger,  but  they  thought 
it  preferable  to  dishonour — they  had  had 
one  year  of  warning  and  preparation,  and 
now  a  second,  but  they  kept  true  to  their 
resolve.  But  then  came  the  general  elec- 
tion—and  with  it,  in  its  most  disastrous 
form,  the  fruit  of  those  two  registrations. 
Diattkt  Kfter  district  was  overwhelmed, 


and  county  after  county  snatched  away ; 
and  then  it  was,  and  then  only,  that  the 
forbearance  of  individuals  could  no  longer 
be  secured.  The  race  was  in  many  places 
commenced  by  both  parties  in  good  earn- 
est, and  is  now  being  carried  on  by  such 
a  deluging  of  counties  with  votes  of  all 
descriptions,  that  ere  long  the  advocates 
of  universal  suffrage  will  have  a  favour- 
able opportunity  of  judging  of  the  practical 
workings  of  their  favourite  theme.  I  do 
not  approve  of  the  practice,  or  defend  it 
either  in  the  one  party  or  the  other.  I 
will  screen  neither — 1  have  ever  set  my 
face  equally  against  both — and  1  will  ex- 
pose both  equally  before  the  Committee. 
But  is  there  not  a  great  difference  in  the 
culpability  of  the  parlies?  1  say  there  is 
the  same  distinction  as  between  a  man 
who  raises  his  weapon  for  assault,  and 
another  who  snatches  a  sword  in  self- 
defence.  The  act  of  the  one  parly  is  from 
choice,  and  adopted  for  aggression  and  in- 
jury: the  other  only  followed  the  example 
after  long  delay  and  repealed  provocation, 
and  from  the  impeuoug  necessity  of  per- 
sonal safety.  The  aim  of  the  one  was  to 
crush  the  privileges  of  the  electors;  the 
object  of  the  other  to  protect  them.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  the  Member 
for  Tamworth,  declared  lately  at  Glasgow, 
that  it  was  his  determination  to  support 
the  principle  of  the  Reform  Bill,  and  he 
called  on  his  followers  lo  do  the  same. 
Sir,  I  honour  him  for  that  determination, 
and  1  hope  that  I  may  now  couAdently 
reckon  on  his  support  of  my  motion.  The 
petitioners  ask  merely  for  the  principle  of 
ihe  Reform  Bill  to  be  carried  into  effect. 
"  Abolish  (ii'tiiious  quallficatioos,"  they 
Bay,  "  and  we  will  thank  you  and  b« 
saiisSed."  There  is  no  further  change 
asked  brre ;  no  demand  for  the  Ballot ;  no 
petition  for  s}iort  Parliaments— and  yet 
they  have  had  their  difficulties,  and  formed 
their  opinions  on  these  topics  as  well  as 
their  southern  neighbours.  But  the  elec- 
tive privilege  was  so  new  to  them,  and  so 
sacred  in  their  eyes  was  the  proper  use  of 
it,  that  ihey  held  it  firm  against  all  assaults. 
Intimidation  was  tried  with  them,  but  they 
braved  it  alt.  Bribery  was  attempted,  but 
they  were  proof  against  it;  and  then  the 
manufacturing  of  votes  was  had  recourse 
to.  The  people  were  too  firm  to  be  bul- 
lied— they  were  too  honest  to  be  bribed— 
but  they  were  not  too  numerous  to  be 
swamped.  To  swamping,  accordingly, 
they  were  doomed.    The  iroik  proceeded 
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at  z  rapid,  a  baifal  ptee,  and  since  the  hit  [  anited  to  their  connextoo,  and  to  wbo« 
waa  to  come  apaa  them,  tfie*  now  do  feel  i  have  been  conlided  the  bterests  of  ikeir 
at  tout  giatefal  to  dwir  oppooeats  for '  vealtfaieat  and  moat  populoos  towas — 
having  brought  it  so  speedily  to  a  bead —  !  tbeir  great  martB  of  eataprBC  and  eoai- 
and  that  too  by  a  process  of  operations  so  |  menre  on  the  Clyde  or  on  the  Tay ;  and, 
open  and  nndiagnised,  that  no  man  who  i  on  the  other,  ttwy  rEmember.  with  a  feel- 
has  e*es  CO  see  on  have  a  donbt  a(  its  ez-  |  ing  of  pride,  amamuin^  to  eanbaiioo,  (be 
istence— or  that  has  capacity  to  reason,  .  tnbute  that  was  indirectiy  paid  to  them 
^w  deny  the  oeceaaiET  for  a  remedy.  The  i  by  this  very  Honse  of  Commons;  isas- 
petitianers  cone  before  yoa  with  this  plain, '  much  as  when  it  was  thaaght  easental  to 
ananimonB  rcmonBtraace — that  if  tbey  de-  :  ill  dignitr,  that  the  aaertion  of  a  pdaci- 
aeived  the  ftancbiae  to  be  bestowed,  they  !  pie  sfaoolt!  be  involved  in  the  eiectioi)  of  a 
may  now,  on  stronger  grounds,  demaad  '  Speaker,  the  Member  of  their  body,  nn^ 
that  it  should  contiaue  to  them.  That  |  nimoosly  pointed  at  by  ail  classes  of  Re- 
tbey  did  deserve  it,  they  tell  von  is  attested  j  formers  to  be  pot  in  competttioB  with  a 
by  the  ase  th^  tbey  have  made  of  it.  Gentleman  of  great  experience  and  ac- 
Look  at  tbeir  elections.  Wherever ;  knowledged  merit,  as  the  fittest  to  ssper- 
pofttUar  eoBlEsts  have  taken  place  tbey  |  sede  him  in  bis  exalted  office,  and  sit  in 
have  been  coodncted  wiih  peace,  and  |  ihat  Chair  as  the  triumphant  champtoa  of 
Older,  ami  decorum.  Wherever  popu- 1  their  opinions,  waa  no  other  than  the 
lai  candidates  have  been  cbosen,  they  '  popular  representative  of  their  own  ancient 
have  been  nten  of  experience,  of  ability,  metropolis.  With  soch  feelings,  then, 
%ad  of  character.  The  anticipations  of  and  such  results — so  enconraged  and  so 
their  friends  on  these  heads  have  been  |  rewarded — the  political  mind  has  become 
i  Uiai)  realised.     The  hopeit  and  pre- |  peaceful,  happy,  and  contented — andwith 


dictions  of  their  enemies  have  been  as  political  contentment  national  prosperity 
gcievously  disappointed.  The  people  of  has  gone  baud  in  band.  But  if  yon  re- 
Scoitaud  now  contemplate  with  joy  the  j  verse  the  picture — if  you  endeavour  to 
piospect,  that  through  their  inUruuiental-  :  wrest  from  them  the  boon  that  has  been  so 
ity  the  real  character  of  theit  countrymen  \  lately  conferred,  or  sufler  it  to  be  filched 
may  be  unUewtood.  It  was  with  a  pang  from  tfaera  by  others — have  yon  ealcnlaled 
of  sl.aiiie  and  hu.uiUntiou,  that  they  had  the  effects  >  '  WUl  the  people  remain  lIal^. 
hilhi:itusubiuitt>d  to  be  judged  of  by  ihe  !  quil  and  submissive?  Will  the  law  be 
wiscirtble  Miiiples  of  a  Ufjsiug  -ii'iito- ;  similai  Iv  respected?  Will  the  elections 
ciucy.  whiih  an  exclusive  system  threw  '.  ?o  on  equdliv  smooth  and  undisturbed  » 
up.  Though  ihcir  foriiioi  i e p« sen ta lives,  |  Kveu  in  the  olden  time^  we  are  none  of  ns 
Wing  tleiteii  by  mi  oliguRhy,  were  liko  i  loo  young  to  remember,  that  the  munMr- 
the  oliSdiUiv  that  elected  thein— venal,  i  ings  of  tb.- populace  have  been  known  to 
ui.d  .uWiv.eut,  aiiJ  cotiupt-the  great  swell  to  «ich  a  pitch  aa  to  blanch  the 
bi,Uv  ..f  il.o  uMwK  despised  and  disrt-  .:heelt  of  the  favoonte  of  the  towoxonn- 
BaidvU  a»  iVv'^'--"^.  «'■-"■■•''"■''>*  ""«!''- | '-•'1.  ^hile  he  was  umlergoing  the  very 
giui  lu  muiU  ■  ul.icjii'a  It.  babit—highly  .  honours  oi*  ordination — ave,  and  evea  to 
iui.i„l  m<\  Kl.Bi"us  lu  lee!iiig-"and  uoblv  shake  the  powder  trom  the  wig  of  the  all- 
m>ui..iKi>i.l  i.i  .l.,.meui.     And  js  soou  '  potent  but  bewildered  Lord  Advocate  of 


them,  ^ihasc  were  ,  the  day.  And  la  it  not  wisdom  to  fbresee 
"^t"-!  ihttt  all  this  may  soon  return?  If  yoa 
lime,    stop  up  the  ebannel  which  die  conotkatioa 


i'i'il.'v'^r'  *'"''^^1  '"v'**"'  ■^,^•"-1  ^''«  *i'  ll'i*  "Bcy  »««  return?     If  yoa 

ml  UU'J  then  suw,  fm  iho  nrsi  Lm...    '  si.u.  .>«  .!,„  ..l „„i._l:.l  .i.  .      .       ...    f- 


.1  U.I.  IH'i'Uiil  iiH  u,  the  ursaiw  of'  has  p.onded  for  the  tilings  of  die  people. 
1  1-  I  7 1;  I  •  ""^'u  ■^'"""6  .  ^*^P*"J  "PW"  'I  thev  will  break  onl  Ibroak 
!.■  .  Vvtl  n!;,'V"/  r"^''":''"^'  channels  which  the  law  has^ 
./■.,  V,  '..'*","■■''    ;«--''"^*>«l*l«''.      The    Scotch    have    bnt 

■>:'  '  TI..V  hi  >    T"    ""^^^l" ,  !'''>■:'>  t^-««d  the  sweets  of  freedom,  bat 

■iiMk.,    !■  .        i>;    I  f  *>7,'he.r  appetite  for   reform    has  oolv  been 

'.\\    aiivl  tlu.\l  "-"^    ''"«''.Jv  I  sharpened    by   eujovmeut;    and    if    their 

•  .\w\    L  .a^la     ,'    l"  .    1  ,      l'"]"'-'**'"^*    **^*'''*    succeed    for  a  time  in 

.      Uu  il.      '.  "     .\    I     ,'   '■'"  '  ^t^'^'''^  ''««» <>f  its  expected  &^its,  be- 

ii:>i.t.  i....>  I..  lU  ■  .l.'.uu'  u  1.  I*^>  i  1!'*'  T*  *^'"''  **"  ''"•^"-  ''"7  *'"  '>™« 
"il-"i^l  ,iii.l  hJuiiJ  «;.  k  r  I     "k     '^"'  "^  *"'^'*  *  ^'^•^'  "'•'^  'f  «B  "Wither 
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without  convulsion.  Sir,  I  have  now 
concluded  all  I  have  to  say  upon  the  sub- 
ject. [  tbank  the  House  for  its  attention; 
and  I  have  now  to  say  that  the  petiiions 
presented  to  you  are  just  and  reasonable 
in  their  nature,  the  arguments  they  are 
founded  on  are  strong,  and  the  appeal  to 
your  protection  is  not  likely  to  he  made 
in  vain.  Tlie  hon.  Member  concluded  by 
moving  for  a  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  syslem  of  creating  fictitious  votes  in 
Scotland. 

Mr,  Robert  Ferguson  seconded  the 
motion.  After  the  able,  eloquent,  and 
conclusive  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend,  he 
need  only  encroach  on  the  House  for  a 
few  minutes.  But  he  must  say,  that  the 
■weeping  creation  of  fictitious  votes  now 
going  on  in  Scotland  was  felt  by  the  real 
constituency  to  be  an  intolerable  griev- 
ance. They  found  that  whatever  import* 
ance  was  intended  to  be  bestowed  upon 
them  by  the  Reforni  Act  was  gone,  or  fast 
going;  and  that  the  results  of  the  means 
of  influence  resorted  to  by  the  Tories  were 
of  such  a  description,  that  very  many  per- 
sons had  reason  to  regret  that  they  ever 
Eossessed  the  franchise.  The  speech  of 
is  hon.  Friend  had  obviously  not  failed 
to  make  a  deep  impression  on  the  House, 
and  he  trusted  would  not  fait  to  rouse 
them  10  inquire  into  the  character  of  these 
fictitioas  votes,  and  to  ascertain  if  it  were 
possible  that  they  could  be  consistent  either 
with  the  letter  or  the  spirit  of  the  Reform 
Act,  io  far  as  respected  Scotland,  The 
fact  was,  the  Tories  had  pushed  these 
transactions  much  too  far;  inquiry  has 
become  necessary,  a  remedy  must  be 
found.  Their  modes  of  influence,  he  must 
also  observe,  had  been  so  undisguised!  y 
and  so  prejudiciously  used  towards  indi- 
viduals, as  to  push  on  the  Ballot  question 
— to  force  it  on  ;  and  although  he  was 
originally  adverse  to  the  Ballot  on  princi- 
ple, the  monstrous  evils  which  existed  now 
induced  him  to  consider  it  as  the  only 
remedy;  and,  whenever  the  question  came 
on  for  discussion,  it  would  most  probably 
induce  him  to  vote  for  it. 

Sir  George  Clerk  said,  that  he  fully 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  who  last 
addressed  the  House,  in  what  he  had  said 
of  the  clear  and  able  manner  in  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  introduced  the  subject  to 
their  notice  ;  but  the  hon.  Member  must 
excuse  him  if  he  refused  to  concur  in  the 
difference  which  he  bad  made  as  to  life- 
rent qualifications  between  one  party  and 
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another.  The  hon.  Member  had  made 
his  statement  in  such  a  manner  as  if  lie 
wished  it  to  be  inferred,  that  those  crea- 
tions were  made  for  the  support  of  one 
party.  He  would  admit  that  it  must  be 
disagreeable  to  the  House  to  say  with 
which  party  the  system  had  begun ;  but 
wiih  whatever  party,  Whig  or  Tory,  it  bad 
originated,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying, 
that  it  ought  to  be  put  down.  He  must 
declare  for  one,  he  was  perfectly  prepared 
to  say,  that  if  there  existed  in  Scotland 
fictitious  and  collusive  qualifications,  for 
which  no  sufficient  remedy  could  be  found 
io  the  enactments  of  the  Reform  Act,  that 
Act  ought  to  be  amended.  If  facilities  for 
the  creation  of  such  qualifications  did 
exist,  he  was  quite  as  ready  as  any  hon. 
Member  in  that  House  Io  admit,  that 
neither  party  would  be  very  scrupulous  in 
pushing  the  law  to  its  utmost  verge,  for  the 
purpose  of  augmenting  their  own  political 
power.  The  hon.  Member  opposite  had 
presented  to  the  House  the  view  which  he 
took  of  the  Reform  Bill,  but  it  was  for  the 
Honse  to  say,  whether  or  not  that  was  a 
correct  view  of  its  character,  in  reference 
to  the  elective  franchise,  at  all  etenta. 
The  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  seemed 
to  be,  that  the  intention  of  the  Legislature 
in  enacting  that  measure,  was  to  do  away 
with  non-residence  in  counties.  From  that 
he  begged  to  express  his  dissent.  Un- 
questionably the  intention  was  apparent 
~  he  face  of  the  Act  to  do  away  with 
residence  in  cities  and  boroughs, 
but  by  no  means  in  counties;  else,  why 
lid  a  property  qualification  for  counties 
orm  a  necessary  part  of  the  Bill  ?  It  was 
learly  admitted  on  all  hands,  it  could  not 
be  denied,  that  the  Reform  Act  created  a 
property  qualification;  it  therefore  did  not 
insist  upon  residence  as  a  necessary  con- 
dition. Owing,  probably,  to  the  political 
system  which  prevailed  in  Scotland,  the 
people  of  that  country  were  less  disposed 
than  in  other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
to  a  minute  division  of  property,  but  an 
extension  of  the  elective  franchise  naturally 
led  to  a  more  minute  subdivision  of  pro- 
perty. For  a  long  time,  in  Ireland,  the 
same  causes  bad  led  to  similar  results.  If 
!vil  to  which  the  hon.  Member  referred 
an  evil  of  serious  importance  in  Scot> 
,  of  how  much  greater  importance 
it  in  Ireland,  and  how  much  more 
widely  extended  was  its  operation?  It 
was  notorious,  that  the  fictitious  quali- 
fications in  Irelnad  were  greater  than  in 
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any  other  jiaTt  of  Great  Britain.  Tbe 
House  hsd  heard  some  itrong  condem- 
nationt  of  ibe  practice  of  creating  voters. 
He  desired  to  know,  was  there  anything 
that  persons  of  wealth  need  be  ashamed 
of,  in  the  circumstance  of  (heir  purchasing 
property,  with  a  view  to  serving  the  party 
to  which  they  belonged  ?  He  miglit  be 
allowed  to  hope,  tliat  there  was  no  inten- 
tion of  doing  away  with  bona  Jide  qualifi- 
cations, and  he  might  be  allowed  to  add, 
that  when  the  hen.  Mover  thought  proper 
to  refer  to  the  stale  of  the  elective  fran- 
chise in  1832  and  1836,  he  had  omitted 
to  pay  any  attention  at  all  to  its  condition 
in  England  in  those  years,  still  less  had 
he  noticed  tbe  state  of  Ireland.  The  pro- 
prietors of  land  found  new  rights  under 
tbe  Reform  Act,  and  that  naturally  dis- 
posed them  to  make  a  new  arrangement 
with  respect  to  their  property ;  upon  what 
ground,  then,  could  exception  be  taken  to 
that  ?  It  really  did  appear  to  him  a  most 
novel  and  startling  doctrine,  that  tbe  in- 
crease of  the  persons  invested  with  the 
elective  franchise,  was  to  be  regarded  as  an 
evil.  It  was  particularly  novel  aad  start- 
ling when  it  proceeded  from  the  other  aide 
of  the  House.  Judging  of  what  might 
be  the  feelings  and  sentiments  of  hon. 
Metnbers  opposite,  from  what  had  been  the 
opinions  put  forward  in  the  Edinburgh 
Review,  that  publication  declared,  that 
however  strung  the  objection  of  its  party 
might  be  to  fictitious  qualifications,  how- 
ever great  their  aversion  to  mere  parchment 
voles,  they  would  still  take  away  no  man's 
right.  In  their  opinions,  the  more  who 
were  invested  with  the  powerof  voting  the 
better:  it  therefore  much  astonished  him 
to  find  an  increased  constituency  made  a 
matter  of  complaint  by  hon.  Members 
professing  liberal  opinions ;  and  he  con- 
fessed it  did  appear  to  him  that  tbe  avowal 
of  such  doctrines,  on  their  part,  seemed  to 
warrant  the  insinuationsso generally  thrown 
out  during  the  discussions  on  the  Reform 
Bill,  that  the  elective  franchise  which  that 
measure  created,  had  been  studiously 
framed,  with  a  view  to  strengthen  the 
political  interests  of  that  party,  who  were 
(he  authors  and  promoters  of  that  great 
change  in  our  Constitution.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  hsd  said,  that  the  Reform 
Bill  was  a  measure  which  its  authors  intro- 
duced, not  for  the  people's  interest,  but  to 
secure  their  own.  It  was  no  longer  ago 
than  Tuesday  night,  that  the  hon.  Member 
HprMMd  that  opinion:   and  wilbin  the 


short  period  which  had  since  then  elapsed, 
they  found  the  hon.  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth  expressing  sentiments  which  the 
supporters  of  Government  cheered,  and 
gave  tbe  strongest 'possible  conBrmation 
to  the  assertion  of  the  bon.  Member  for 
Bath.  The  argument  of  the  hon.  Mover 
was,  that  the  fictitious  qualifications  of 
wbicb  he  so  much  complained,  would  have 
the  effect  of  swamping  the  legitimate  10/. 
electors.  The  simple  answer  to  that  was 
this — the  particular  enactments  of  the  law 
bearing  upon  that  point,  permitted  such  a 
state  of  things  to  exist ;  there  was  clearly 
nothing  illegal  in  non-resident  voters  for 
counties,  neither  was  it  in  any  respect 
inconsistent  with  the  acknowledged  prin- 
ciples of  the  Constitution,  nor  adverse 
either  to  the  spirit  or  tbe  letter  of  tbe 
Reform  Act.  Was  it  (0  be  supposed 
that  all  persons  connected  with  the  pro- 
prietorship of  land,  in  pastoral  districts, 
would  at  all  times  be  resident?  But  it 
was  contended,  that  however  consistent 
with  the  existing  state  of  tbe  law  such  a 
condition  of  things  might  be,  it  had  be- 
come inexpedient  to  allow  Its  continuance. 
Then  to  what  did  that  species  of  argument 
lead  ?  To  nothing  less  than  that  (ha 
Reform  Act  rested  upon  a  wrong  basis. 
Its  authors  could  not  deny,  that  they  based 
their  measure  upon  property,  and  not 
numbers.  To  meet  the  views  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  they  must  now  remodel  the 
measure,  and  establish  it  upon  a  new 
foundation.  As  must  be  fully  in  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House,  tbe  attempts  to 
curtail  (he  number  of  voters  had  been  roost 
frequent  on  the  part  of  liberal  Members. 
At  present  theycomplained,  that  the  voters 
for  counties  were  too  numerous,  while  but 
a  short  time  since,  there  were  loud  com- 
plaints of  a  similar  kind  against  the  poorer 
votes  in  corporations.  His  remarks,  how. 
ever,  he  begged  to  say,  were  not  made 
with  the  least  desire  to  continue  or  uphold 
any  description  of  fictitious  or  collusive 
voters.  He  looked  at  tbe  existing  condi- 
tion of  the  elective  franchise,  as  all  persons 
ought,  who  were  engaged  in  electioneering 
proceedings — namely,  with  a  view  to  get  rid 
of  every  thing  unfair;  he  had,  therefore, 
not  the  least  objection  to  a  full  and  fair 
inquiry  into  the  causes  of  collusive  and 
fictitious  votes:  but  he  must  be  distinctly 
understood,  as  drawing  a  wide  distinction 
between  those,  end  persons  holding cerlain 
qualificutions  under  the  Reform  Act:  espe- 
cially be  objected  to  the  doctrines  »f  the 
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lioa.  Hover,  vith  rospect  to  farmers  who 
tduitted  their  iods,  for  exain})le.  Id  a 
participation  in  their  leases.  It  was,  in 
efiect,  admitting  them  into  a  partnership 
in  their  butioess,  and  to  that  he  appre- 
hended no  rational  objection  could  exist. 
Life- renters  farmed  the  next  class,  to  whose 
exercise  of  the  franchise  eicception  had 
been  taken.  He  would  ask  this  question — 
did  tliey  mean  to  deprive  of  their  rights  all 
the  electors  in  England  who  possessed 
estates  for  lifef  And  he  would  furtheraak, 
to  what  point  did  the  observations  made  to 
the  House  tend,  if  not  to  thai?  Hon. 
Members  conl^nothave  forgottco  the  long 
discussions  on  the  40s.  life  quali6cations, 
nor  the  difficulty  with  which  the  noble 
Lord,  who  had  the  care  of  the  Reform  Bill, 
now  Earl  Spencer,  consented  to  the  40i. 
life  qualiflcelion.  To  these  observations 
'  he  had  only  to  add,  that  if  the  object  of 
the  proposed  Committee  was  to  inquire 
into  the  causes  of  ficiilious  and  collusive 
voting;,  by  leaseholders  and  life-renters,  he 
should  not  raise  the  least  objection  to  its 
appointment ;  and  if  he  saw  that  a  remedy 
for  that  evil  could  be  devised,  he  should 
tejoice.  That  many  attempts  had  been 
made  to  create  fictitious  and  collusive 
votes,  he  readily  admitted;  but,  in  his 
opinion,  the  Reform  Act  furnished  a  suffi- 
cient remedy  for  that  evil;  and  that  remedy, 
he  conceived,  was  in  full  operation  in  the 
courli  of  the  Revising  Barristers.  He 
knew,  and  msn;^  other  Members  connected 
with  Scotland  nust  also  know,  that  in 
Roxburgh,  and  several  other  counties,  very 
many  claims  were  rejected  in  the  courts 
of  the  Revising  Barristers;  but  in  delermin- 
ingupontheappointmentofthisCommittee, 
it  might  not  be  unimportant  to  inquire  on 
which  side  in  politics  the  electors,  who  had 
been  so  often  complained  of,  were  likely 
to  vole.  The  House  had  been  told,  that 
•  conclave  existed  in  Edinburgh,  for  the 
purpoteof  promoting  the  operation  of  those 
collusive  and  fictitious  votes.  He  might 
be  permitted  lo  say,  that  he  knew  some- 
thing of  Edinburgh;  of  thi»conclave  he 
knew  nothing,  and  he  had  no  reason  lo 
believe  that  it  existed.  Allusion  had  been 
mtde  to  the  lists  prepared  in  Edinburgh, 
ofthe  voters  who  came  within  the  descrip- 
tion given  by  the  hon.  Member;  on  that 
point  he  should  only  observe,  that  if  they 
went  to  other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
it  was  probable  that  ihey  would  find  them 
ver^  nearly  balanced.  He  professed  his 
dttirv.not  to  make  the  present  a  party 


question,  and  he  trusted  that  there  existed 
no  intention  on  the  part  of  hon.  Members 
at  the  oiber  side  of.  the  House  to  restrict 
any  qualification  which  the  Reform  Act 
imparted.  If  such  a  course  were  contem- 
plated, he  must  be  allowed  to  say,  from 
what  had  occurred,  there  was  soma  reason 
to  fear,  that  a  selection  would  be  made  of 
those  most  favourable  to  the  views  of  ):on. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
He  repeated,  ihet  the  evils  complained  of 
were  not  peculiar  to  Scotland ;  he  had  seen 
some  accounts  of  what  took  place  at  the 
Registration  Courts  in  England,  where 
numberless  attempts  were  made  to  create 
ficiilious  votes;  forty  individuals, deriving 
iheir  franchise  out  of  one  small  field,  and 
not  one  of  the  forty  was  able  to  point  out  the 
portion  which  fell  to  his  own  share ;  not 
only  did  practices  of  this  nature  prevail  in 
countiesof  England,  but  in  cities;  they  were 
attempted  in  s  city  not  very  far  distant  from 
the  spot  on  which  he  then  stood.  If  the 
pure  love  of  reform  were  the  only  motive 
which  inHuenced  the  mover  and  supporters 
of  the  present  motion,  he  should  say  that 
he  saw  no  cause  why  they  should  confine 
Iheir  inquiries  to  Scotland.  If  the  pro- 
ceeding were  necessary  as  to  one  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  he  should  like  to  see 
it  extended  to  the  counties  and  towns  of 
England  and  of  Ireland,  and  he  hoped 
that  equal  justice  would  be  done  to  all ; 
he  also  hoped,  that  when  the  list  of  the 
Committee  was  submitted  to  the  noble 
Lord  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  it  would  be 
found  to  contain  such  names  as  would 
divest  it  of  any  suspicion  of  being  framed 
for  party  purposes. 

Mr.  Jioebvck  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
country  owed  much'to  the  lion.  Oentlemnn 
who  had  submitted  the  present  motion, 
because  it  would  lest  the  sincerity  of  that 
House,  as  to  its  desire  of  promoting  purity 
in  the  representation ;  end  they  would 
have  the  means  of  ascertaining  whether 
the  House  would  do  that,  which  former 
Houses  of  Commons  had  not  done,  amend 
the  representation  by  putting  down  the 
system  of  fictitious  votes.  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet opposite  (Sir  0.  Clerk)  considered, 
that  property  was  the  essential  qualification 
for  a  man  to  exercise  the  right  of  legisla- 
tion, and  if  he  possessed  property  in  three 
or  a  dozen  places,  he  should  have  the 
right  of  voting  for  three  or  a  dozen  indi- 
viduals, and  thus  influence  the  clecthia  of 
twelve  persons  to  be  returned  as  reprt- 
Hntativei  to  that  Houto.    [Bwr,  A«ar,] 
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Hon.  Members  might  say  "  hear,  hear;" 
but  did  ihey  look  to  the  consequences?  The 
present  motion  had  ^een  introduced  with  a 
degree  of  virtuous  indignalion  in  which  he 
sympathised  ;  but  he  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  fee]  it  equally,  whether  the 
parties  were  rich  or  poor.  He  did  not 
feel  the  same  anxiety  respecting  coilusive 
or  fictitious  votes  which 


he  would  ask,  did  that  case  at  all  resem- 
ble what  had  taken  place  in  the  counties 
of  iicotland  ?  The  object  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  brought  forward  the  present 
motion  was,  to  put  down  the  practice  of 
creating  fictitious  voles,  which  had  been 
pursued  to  a  considerable  extent  in  Scot- 
Und,  in  some  degree  in  England,  and  in 
Ireland   aiso.     He  agreed  with  the 


bers  appeared  to  endure  ;  what  was  it  to  Baronet  opposite,  that  the  practice  ought 
him  whether  the  votes  were  fictitious  or  |  lo  be  put  down  in  one  part  of  the  country 
otherwise!  The  question  in  which  he  felt  i  as  well  hs  another;  and  with  that  view, 
an  interest  was,  whether  or  not  the  voter  j  if  the  hon.  Baronet  would  move  for  a  Com- 
was  sufficiently  intelligent  to  exercise  the  mittee  to  consider  this  subject  as  regards 
right  of  voting.  In  his  judgment  intelli-  j  Ireland  as  well  as  Englant),  he  would  vole 
gence   was  the    true  qualification.     One  \  for  that  motion. 

occurrence  of  the  present  evening  afforded  i      Mr.  Horsman  thought  there  ought  to 
'     '  '    '  be  separateCommitteesfor  England, Scoi- 


bim  much  satisfaction,  and  th; 
see  the  hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  complain  of  restrictions  upon 
the  elective  franchise;  he  quite  rejoiced 
to  fiod  them  advocating  the  principle  of 
an  extended  suffrage,  and  every  year  they 
remained  out  of  office,  he  had  no  doubt 
that  their  desire  for  such  extension  would 
increase.  "  Wait  a  little  longer,"  said  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  "  and  they  will  become 
advocates  for  universal  suffrage."  He 
was  also  an  advocate  of  the  Ballot,  which, 
ill  his  opinion,  was  the  only  remedy  for 
the  evils  now  stated.  The  creation  of 
fictitious  votes  was  complained  of,  nnd  of 
persons  possessing  a  power  which  they 
ought  not  to  have  in  influencing  elections  ; 
the  object,  therefore,  ought  lo  be  to  find 
out  the  means  for  the  prevention  of  these 
evils.  Where  was  that  remedy  lo  be 
found  ?  why,  for  one,  in  the  Ballot,  and 
for  the  other,  in  universal  suffrage;  be- 
cause, so  loDg  as  property  gave  a  quali6- 
cation,  it  was  impossible  to  secure  the 
purity  of  election.  If  the  elective  fran- 
chise was  given  in  consequence  of  t\\e  pos- 
session of  riches,  the  individual  so  pos- 
sessing ihem  would  take  an  advantage  of 
his  wealth,  which  he  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  possess. 

Mr.  Prj/me  would  remind  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  that  one  of  the  great 
objects  contemplated  by  the  Duks  of  Wel- 
lington on  the  Catholic  Relief  Bill  was 
to  prevent  subdivision  of  property;  and 
that  measure  was  accompanied  by  another, 
which  disfranchised  the  40*.  freeholders 
in  counties,  and  raised  the  qualification  to 
10/.  With  regard  lo  the  observation  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  as  lo  bonajide  purchase, 
and  the  case  he  cited,  he  understood  him 
to  refer  to  the  county  of  Huntingdon ;  but 


land,  and  Ireland, 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  even  after  the 
Committee  was  formed,  they  must  still 
have  recourse  to  ballot  and  universal  suf- 
frage. 

Mr.  Shaw  wished  to  extend  tbe  inquiry 
lo  Ireland.  He  thought  the  Committee 
most  desirable,  but  he  objected  to  iu  being 
limited  to  Scotland. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  he  assented  to  the  principle  of  the 
motion  as  to  Scotland,  and  was  perfectly 
ready  to  carry  it  on  with  respect  to  Eng- 
land and  Ireland;  but  he  cautioned  the 
hon.  Mover  not  to  allow  his  motion  to  be 
swamped  by  any  suggestion  for  extending 
it.  He  thanked  the  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site for  having  used  the  term  "  justice  to 
Ireland  ;"  and  he  hoped  that  the  lime  was 
not  far  distant  when  the  sincerity  of  his 
desire  to  do  justice  to  Ireland  would  be 
put  to  the  test.  At  present,  he  thought 
that  ihe  most  convenient  course  would  he, 
to  affirm  the  principle  of  the  motion,  and 
allow  the  nomination  of  the  Committee  to 
be  postponed  till  Monday.  He  desired 
that  the  Report  of  the  Committee  should 
be  as  authoritative  as  possible;  and  he 
therefore  wished  that  it  should  beai  an  im- 
partial,  nay,  even  a  judicial  character. 

Mr.  O'Connell  was  glad  to  hear  what 
had  fdllen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Member  Tor  the  University  of  Dublin. 
For  the  first  open  day  he  intended  to  give 
notice  of  tbe  extension  of  the  Committee 
lo  Irelanil,  and  he  looked  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  his  seconder.  He  thought 
he  had  a  right  to  expect  that  no  one  would 
seek  to  separate  ihem  when  united  for  so 
good  a  purpose. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchegver  ex- 
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preased  bii  nillingnesi  to  give  his  best  ai- 
liitance  to  any  Committee  appointed  with 
reference  to  Ireland. 

Sii  Henry  Hardinge  certainly  saw  no 
reason  why  the  proposed  Committee 
might  not,  without  the  appointment  of  a 
separate  Committee,  extend  its  inquiries 
to  Ireland,  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
Intimidation  Committee  had  previoasJy 
done. 

Mr.  Forbes  challenged  the  most  rigid 
examination,  and  desired  that  the  part  of 
the  country  with  which  he  was  connected 
shonld  be  judged  by  the  letter  of  ihe  Re- 
form Bill.  It  was  perfectly  true,  that  ihe 
merchants  of  Glasgow,  and  even  the 
learned  persons  connected  willi  ita  Uni- 
versity, had  purchased  landed  property, 
and  had  thereby  increased  iheir  political 
influence;  but  he  would  ask,  were  they 
therefore  to  be  called  political  assassins  ? 
The  hon.  mover  might  know  something  of 
the  "clique;"  they  might  be  called  poli- 
tical assassins;  but  he  knew  of  no  other 
body  deserving  the  appellation.  With  re< 
gard  to  the  county  which  he  had  the  ho- 
nour to  represent,  he  would  take  upon 
himself  to  say,  that  upon  examination  ii 
would  be  found  as  pure  as  any  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  to  have  conformed 
as  closely  as  any  other  to  the  spirit  of  the 
Reform  Act.  The  counties  of  Perth,  Rox- 
burgh, end  Haddington,  had  also  sup- 
ported the  cause  of  good  government, 
sound  reform,  and  the  Protestant  religion. 
If  such  were  the  conduct  of  political  assas- 
sins, he  must  acknowledge  that  the  electors 
of  those  counties  were  guilty. 

Motion  agreed  to;  appointment  of  Com- 
mittee postponed. 

Mb.  Lechuere  Charlton.]  The 
^)taker  said, he  had  received  a  letter  from 
this  Gentleman,  which  he  would  read  to 
the  Houae.     It  was  to  this  effect : — 

"Sir, — I  have  the  honour  to  inrorm  you  that 
persona  slating  thai  they  have  a  wnrrant  from 
the  Lord  Cbancelloi  have  found  their  way  into 
Ihe  house  in  which  I  am  staying,  and  have 
compelled  rae  to  go  to  the  Fleet  Prison  with 
thsra.  I  bad  flattered  myself  that,  while  the 
matter  was  under  the  consideration  of  a  Com- 
mittee or  Privileges,  luch  violent  proceedings 
as  these  would  have  been  avoided  ;  but  I  am 
sorry  to  sfiy,  I  am  mistaken.  I  have  only  to 
add,  that  I  hope  you  will  be  so  good  as  to  read 
this  letter  to  the  House,  and  that  they  will 
txiend  to  me  the  privilege  ihat  under  similar 
«Utt  has  been  givan  to  Members  of  Parlia- 
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men!.— I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir*  yourobe- 
dient  servant, 

"  E.  L.  Crablton. 
"  To  the  right  hon.  the  Speaker. 

Friday  Evening,  half-past  five  o'clock." 
Mr.  WiUiamt  Wynn  moved,  that  the 
letter  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
Privileges.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
expressed  a  supposition  of  the  proba- 
bility that  the  Committee  would  make 
an  order  similar  to  that  made  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  Long  Wellesley. 

Letter  referred  to  the  Committee. 

HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  February  6,  1837. 
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tlnia: — Huilld[iiil  Cnpor»- 

PMIUdu  pmented.  Sarenl  Ron.  Mmiohi,  fttm  miOM 
pboo.  An  tbi  AbgUUoD  oT  Chumli  IUai~.BT  Hi- Toau, 
rram  Ttutd,  fa  the  Repal  of  Iba  I>at)r  oo  Soup. — BrHr 
Houtisan.  bom  IpawhAi,  for  Ihe  Raped  at  the  Poor  L)i« 
AeL 

Offences.  (Irelaitii).]  Mr.Sradihaw 
moved  for  a  return  of  the  proclamations 
issued  by  the  authority  of  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  for  the  apprehension  of 
persons  concerned  in  murders,  ffre-raising, 
forcible  entry  of  bouses,  and  other  ont- 
rageii,  during  the  six  months  ending  the 
31st  January,  1837,  with  the  rewardi 
offered  thereon. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  he  had  moved  for 
a  similar  return  in  the  last  Session  of  Par- 
liament, to  which  he  would  refer  the  hon. 
Member,  as  it  might  save  the  trouble  of 
urging  the  present  motion.  If  these  iso- 
lated returns  were  made,  they  never  could 
be  able  to  judge  of  the  state  of  the 
country ;  he  would,  therefore,  suggest  that 
the  hon.  Member  should  postpone  his 
motion. 

Mr.  Henry  Oraltan  said,  the  object  of 
the  hon.  Member  was  quite  clear.  He 
was  not  aware  that  such  a  motion  had 
been  made  before.  The  return  of  the  last 
Session,  however,  was  a  totally  different 
one.  He  must  say,  that  a  speech  made 
at  the  Glasgow  dinner  contained  the  falsest 
statements  concerning  Ireland.  There 
never  were  more  erroneous  or  more  un- 
founded stalementa  put  forward,  and  h« 
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and  ateam  boats  employed  on  the  northern 
coast  of  Spain  aince  the  date  of  the  treaty, 
and  of  marines,  artillery,  engineers,  and 
aapperi  and  miners  employcii  in  the  co- 
operaiion  granted  by  his  Majesty  to  her 
Cathohc  Majesty.  Now,  it  had  always 
been  a  rule  with  the  Admiralty,  under  all 
Adrainisi  rations,  that,  pending  naval  ope- 
rations, it  was  not  expedient  or  desirable 
to  lay  before  Parliament  returns  of  the 
number  of  ships  and  men  employed  in 
those  operations,  and  he  waa  sure  (lie 
House  would  a^ree  with  him  il>at  any  de- 
parture fiom  such  a  rule  would  be  at- 
tended with  the  greatest  possible  incon- 
venience, because  it  wonld  necessarily  in- 
terfere wiih  the  operations  of  the  force 
employed,  by  giving  to  ihe  enemy  a  com- 
plete knowledge  of  the  course  which  it 
would  be  proper  for  him  to  take.  There- 
fore he  hoped  that,  having  given  an  un- 
-  guarded  and  unauthorised  assent  to  a 
leturn  which  he  now  felt  ought  to  have 
.been  resisted,  and  which  the  House,  he 
believed,  would  see  reason  not  to  sanction, 
the  hon.  Member  would  permit  him  to 
move  the  discharge  of  so  much  of  the 
order  at  related  to  the  number  of  ships 
and  men  employed.  Presuming,  bow- 
ever,  that  the  bon.  Gentleman  bad  >o«ne 
argument  to  found  on  the  fact  that  certain 
officers  and  men  of  artillery  and  engineers 
bad  been  employed  in  the  squadron  under 
the  command  of  Lord  John  Hay,  he  was 
quite  prepared  to  give  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  full  benefit  of  an  admission  of 
that  fact ;  for  he  bad  no  hesitation  in  stat- 
ing, what  indeed  was  known  to  all  the 
world,  that  there  had  been  attached  to 
Lord  John  Hay's  squadron  one  or  two 
officers  of  artillery  and  engineers,  and  a 
certain  number  of  privates  belonging  to 
those  corps.  He  could  not  suppose  that 
it  would  make  any  difference  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  argument  whether  that  num- 
ber was  ten,  twenty,  or  sixty.  It  was  a 
question  of  principle,  he  presumed,  and 
not  numbers.  He,  therefore,  hoped,  the 
hon.  Member  would  be  content  with  the 
admission  which  had  now  bren  mnde  to 
him,  and  content  himself  with  arguing 
against  the  principle,  which  his  right  hon. 
Frifnd  near  him  would  tell  him  hi>d  always 
been  contended  for  by  the  Admiralty  un- 
dfr  every  Adniinistraiion. 

Mr.   Macltan  was  understood  to  sav, 
that  supposing  he  should  bring  the  ques- 
tion forward,  it  would  be  a  very  serious 
Tient  to  hii  argumeot  if  the  returns 
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were  not  made.  He  did  not  tbinic  th^ 
general  rule  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  referred  was  strictly  applicable  to  our. 
selves,  Bs  co-operating  parties.  He  thought 
e  was  a  very  material  difference  whether 
had  employed  ten,  twenty,  or  sixty 
olficers  and  men,  or  600  or  700.  At 
the  same  time  he  was  extremely  anxious 
not  lo  occasion  any  inconvenience  to  the 
Government,  especially  after  what  had 
fallen  from  the  noble  Ixird.  and  if  the 
noble  Lsrd  gave  notice  of  his  intention  and 
made  his  moliou  on  a  subsequent  day,  be 
would  not  oppose  it. 

Mr.  Charles  Wood  said,  it  was  very  in- 
convenient to  call  upon  the  Admiralty  to 
make  a  return  as  to  the  number  of  ships 
and  men  employed  in  any  naval  operationt 
that  were  pending.  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, when  speaking  to  him  (Mr.  C.Wood) 
on  the  subject  of  bis  intended  motion,  had 
specified  to  bim  the  precise  terms  in  which 
he  afterwards  shaped  it,  he  should  at  once 
have  told  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  such  a 
practice  never  had  been  pursued,  and  that 
it  was  contrary  to  all  the  rules  of  the  Ad- 
miralty. He  was  perfectly  ready  to  make 
any  geiteral  admission  as  to  men  having 
been  employed,  but  any  return  of  the  ac> 
tual  force  so  employed  he  must  resist. 

Sir  Henry  Hurdinge  thought  the  role 
laid  down  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  the 
Admiralty  was  a  very  proper  one;  but 
after  bis  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Oxford  had  been  told  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  that  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  a  return  of  the 
number  of  ships  and  men  employed,  no 
blame  certainly  could  be  imputed  to  him 
for  making  the  motion. 

Mr.  Jtfac/ean  could  not  conceive  in  what 
way  he  could  have  given  Ihe  hon.  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  a  more  distinct 
notice  of  the  object  of  his  motion  than  by 
putting  itito  bis  hands  in  the  morning  a 

Erinted  document  setting  forth  that  which 
e  should  move  for  in  the  evening. 
.Conversation  dropped. 


Pilotage,]  Mr.  O.F.  foui^  begged 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  Govern- 
ment to  bring  in  any  measure  respecting 
pilotage  ? 

Mr.  Poutert  ThomKit  was  underatood 
to  reply,  that  when  the  report  of  the  Com- 
miiiee  was  received,  he  would  then  be  able 
to  answer  the  queslioD. 
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TlHBEB  Ddties.]  Mr.  Hume  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wtiether  it  was 
hit  inlention  to  introduce  any  measure  fur 
the  alteration  of  the  timber  duties  ? 

Mr.  P.  Tkomson  said,  that  as  any  great 
alteration  in  these  duties  atwl  depend, 
not  only  on  circumstances  connected  with 
policy,  but  also  on  circumstances  con- 
nected with  the  revenue  of  the  country, 
it  was  not  now  in  his  power  to  answer  the 
question. 

Keoistratiok  akd  Marriage  Acts 
SuspEKsioN  Bill.]  On  the  motion  of 
the  Attorney-General,  iheHouse  went  into 
Committee  on  this  Bill. 

Mr.  O'Connetl  wished  to  know  whether, 
in  considering  this  Bill,  an  'opportunity 
would  be  given  to  correct  what  was  erro- 
neous in  the  last  measure.  He  hoped  it 
would  be  so  framed  as  that  such  amend- 
ments could  be  made.  According  to4he 
provisiona  of  the  Bill  of  last  Session,  no 
chapel  could  be  registered  unless  as  a  sepa- 
rate building.  Now  that  was  inconvenienl, 
for  there  were  many  chapels  which  existed 
in  connexion  with  other  buildings. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  there  would 
be  an  opportunity  afforded  at  a  future 
period  of  introducing  any  amendments 
that  might  be  agreed  to  by  the  House. 

Mr.  Wilkt  hoped  that  the  Bill  would  he 
postponed  for  a  month,  in  order  that  full 
opportunity  might  be  afforded  for  intro- 
ducing such  improvements  as  might  be 
suggested.  He  expected  to  receive  many 
valuable  suggestions  from  the  Dissenierii 
in  diflerent  jrarts  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Baines  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
with  regard  to  one  point  relating  to  the 
reading  of  notices  before  the  guardians  of 
the  poor.  That  part  of  the  measure  was 
generally  conceived  by  the  Dissenters  to 
be  derogatory  and  insulting,  and  he  was 
lure  that  it  was  not  the  wish  of  any  branch 
of  the  Legislature  to  accumulate  insult  on 
the  heads  of  those  whom  the  Bill  origi- 
nally intended  to  relieve.  There  was 
another  point  to  which  he  begged  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House,  and  he  hoped  i 
they  would  not  fail  to  take  it  into 
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be  very  acceptable  to  those  on  whose 
behall  it  was  intended  that  the.Bill  should 
operate  beneficially.  He  was  sure  his  hon. 
Ffiend,the Member  for  Boston  (iMr.Wilks), 
would  be  disposed  to  give  every  attention 
to  these  points,  and  that  his  Majesty's 
Government  would  he  disposed  to  co-ope-' 
rale  in  any  measure  that  tended  to  give 
to  those  who  were  interested  the  full  efiect 
of  the  relief  sought. 

Mr.  fVilAs  admitted  that  the  first  point 
adverted  to  by  his  hon.  Friend  was  a  mon- 
strous evil  on  the  part  of  the  Dissenters 
of  this  country,  and  one  to  which  every 
Member  who  took  an  interest  in  behalf  of 
the  Dissenting  body  was  bound  to  giva 
every  attention  in  his  power.  As  to  the 
'  other  point,  he  was  not  prepared  at  that 
'  moment  to  pledge  himself,  but  he  would 
give  it  every  attention. 

The  Bill  was  reported,  with  the  amead- 
ments ;  and  the  House  resumed. 

Privileges  of  the  House.}  Mr, 
Bernat  presented  a  Petition  from  Messrs, 
Hansard,  printers  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, stating  that  au  ectioii  for  libel 
had  been  commenced  against  them  for 
publishing  a  Report  of  a  Committee  of 
the  House,  and  praying  for  relief  in  the 
matter.  He  moved  that  the  petition  he 
read. 

The  petition  was  read  by  the  clerk, 
whirh  stated  that  in  1836  the  petitioners 
had  been  appointed,  and  had  since  con- 
tinued to  be,  printers  to  the  House  ;  that 
bv  certain  resolutions  of  the  House,  of 
13th  August,  1835,  and  18th  March, 
1836,311  Parliamentary  papers  and  reports 
were  directed  to  be  suld  to  the  public  by 
the  petitioners,  at  a  rate  below  tlierr  actual 
prime  cost ;  that  they  had  printed  a  Report 
of  the  Commissioners  for  inquiring  into 
the  state  of  prisons,  wherein  it  was  staled 
that  many  of  the  prisoners  had  been  found 
reading  obicene  works  printed  by  J.  J. 
Stockdale;  that  Stockdale  had  subie- 
(jnenlty  commenced  an  action  for  libel  in 
the  King's  Bench  against  them;  and  bad 
estimated  his  damages  first  at  1,000/.,  but 
had  subseouentiv  increased  them  to  the 
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CMNM*!  (0  lh«  r-Me,  and  >oi(d  lake  can  tir  iu  anthoi  it*,  asd  wsft  wiihra  iW  eve 
not  to  i>F»l(«  alloiMM  10  the  neiiu  of  it.  »nH:k  ccsnmd  at  ibe  doae  of  tbe  reigH 
Bm  k*  «•*  ansK.'M  (or  IM  »kc  of  ihe  at  Cba>k»  2mI.  In  ibat  ok  tbe  Speaker 
InrMd  Jadn^tbuiitbovM  befally  ander-  naa  preceded  agaiiwt  ia  the  Coart  of 
Mood  by  Ibe  Ho«*e  that  be  n>eaiit  no  A't%.  ■  King's  Beocb  for  hariog  licensed  a  certaia 
iMpecl  wb^lefcr  to  the  Hoase  by  tbe  order  r  paUieaiiOD.  He  pleaded  to  jostifiatJoa 
fw  miuit:,  httciutt  all  that  he  okeant  was,  |  ibe  autbonty  of  tbe  Hoose ;  that  plea  was 
that  tb*  apcctal  plea  of  ibe  pririlefe  of  tbe  oremiled  hj  tbe  judges,  and  it  was  sfter- 
UooM  was  wbolly  nnncceMary,  inasmuch  <  wards  declared  that  the  deciiion  of  the 
u  it  WM  competent  for  the  defendants  to  <  jodges  was  a  rblaiioa  of  tbe  pfivjlegei  of 
dive  itiat  mailer  inetidencenndrrlbeplea  '  tbe  House;  and  the  judges  were  called 
of  Ilia  %»nn»\  tvmt.  He  woold  just  su^-  '  apon  to  answer  for  i(  at  ibe  Bar  of  tbe 
Krst  lo  itie  Hodm  that  if  (hey  did  wish  to  :  Honse.  No  doubt  the  aatboritj  of  tbe 
prolan  pefsons  from  the  consequences  of!  House  niii;hl  begiren  in  defence  upon  tbe 
publicalioas  mide  under  their  antbority,  |  t;enera[  issue,  but  if  it  were  put  on  the 
il  mjf  hi   bt   nrressary  to  hare  a  new  taw  I  record  it  was  a  plea  wbich,  in  his  opioi 


upon  ihe  subject, 

Mr.  f/Ctmna// certs  inly  did  not  wish  lo 
mails  any  letlactions  on  tiie  motives  of  (he 
Imrned  Jud|te  t  but  it  appeared  to  him 
(Mr.  O'Connrll)  that  iht  judg;e  hid  taken 
a  moal  Inconvenient  course.  If  the  plea 
hkd  bftn  Uri  on  the  record  il  irould  have 
bavD  dauidvd  at  one*  who(her  in  point  of 
law  11  amounted  lo  a  juttiflcation  or  not, 
■nd  ihat  without  ibe  expenie  of  a  trial, 
bflcatiai  if  Ihi  ploa  hid  been  demurred  (o, 
thin  (hi  question  would  have  brcn  limply 
a  quiilion  tif  law  ind  decided  by  (lie 
court  I  whinai  under  the  general  itiue  it 
could  only  be  tried  before  a  Jury.  Thii 
WH  a  damoniiration  bow  inconvenieni  the 
pfiotlra  uf  plaidinif  the  lenMal  iaiue  in 
nwtijr  •!••■  wii,    Tb«  ganertl  pleideniid 


ought  not  to  have  been  overruled.  He 
could  not  conceive  (bat  it  waa  necessary 
lo  make  any  new  law  upon  tbe  aubjecL 
He  would  not  enter  into  the  queition  at  to 
the  expediency  of  licenaiag;  and  MlliDg 
Parliamentary  papers,  but  he  very  much 
doubted  Ihe  expediency;  but  having 
granted  that  licence  he  wai  bound  to  lay 
those  aciing  under  it  could  not  be  amenable 
to  any  law  for  lo  doing.  Unquestionably 
iliii  case  would  induce  tbe  House  to  exer- 
cise a  morejealoui  control  over  the  papers 
published  by  its  authority.  It  was  no 
longer  ago  than  at  tba  dote  of  tbe  last 
Session,  to  hii  great  lurprise,  he  found  in 
llie  Report  of  t^e  Committee  of  Petition 
a  pclition  printed  containing -the  itronges 
chargti,  io  (he  moal  offanaive  and  acM. 
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dklout  IftDgtuBge,  a^intt  Lord  Chief 
Justice  —.—.  He  wai  lure  if  that  peti- 
tion had  been  read  (o  the  Houfe  it  would 
never  have  been  aufTered  to  lie  upon  the 
table  unless  some  Member  should  have 
given  notice  that  he  intended  to  ground 
upon  it  proceedings  that  would  give  an 
Opportunity  to  the  learned  Judge  to  make 
a  defence.  At  it  wai  now,  it  stood  upon 
the  journal!  as  a  most  ofTcnsive  production, 
and  he  certainly  should  take  an  opportu- 
nity, unless  some  proceedings  were  in- 
tended lo  be  grounded  upon  it,  to  move, 
Qi  in  Other  instances  had  been  the  case, 
that  the  petition  be  expunged  from  the 
journals  of  the  House. 

Mr,  Cutlar  Ftrguston  said,  that  the 
petitioners  ought  not  to  have  pleaded  the 
general  issue  ai  all,  but  only  a  justificaliDn. 
He  did  not  think  it,  was  too  Ule  to  move 
the  court  to  allow  the  plea  or  the  general 
issue  lo  be  withdrawn,  and  the  plea  of 
justification  entered  on  the  record.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  such  an  application 
would  meet  with  success. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  hoped  that  the  House 
would  take  no  step  which  would  interfere 
with  the  regular  course  of  justice.  He 
apprehended  that  under  the  plea  of  the 
general  issue  the  defendant  might  give 
evidence  of  his  having  acted  under  the 
authority  of  the  House.  In  his  opinion, 
it  would  be  better  for  them  to  postpone 
the  matter  until  the  decision  6f  the  Court 
of  King's  Bench  bad  been  given,  because 
the  House  were  at  perfect  liberty  at  any 
time  to  take  such  steps  as  they  pleased  to 
vindicate  their  privileges.  He  would, 
therefore,  suggest  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  presented  the  petition  should 
move  that  the  debate  be  adjourned  until 
after  the  question  had  been  settled  in  the 
court. 

Sir  W.  Foiled  agreed  with  the  sugges- 
tion of  his  right  hon.  Friend.  He  thought 
that  many  of  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  were 
totally  without  foundation.  The  learned 
Judge  had  no  discretion,  but  was  bound 
lo  remove  the  plea  from  the  record,  on  the 
fjouodthat  Mr.  Hansard  had  not  thought 
fit  to  stand  upon  the  defence  that  he  had 
printed  the  Report  by  the  authority  of  the 
House  alone;  but  he  had  also  pleaded  the 
general  issue,   and  bad,  moreover,  taken 


Judge  to  remove  the  special  plat,  ba  vu 
bound  to  remove  it  if,  in  his  opinion,  tha 
matter  of  that  plea  could  be  given  under 
the  general  issue,  unless  Mr.  Hansard 
first  withdrew  the  plea  of  the  general 
issue.  If  Mr.  Hansard  had  been  content 
lo  stand  upon  what  was,  in  his  (Sir  William 
Pollett's)  humble  judgment,  a  conduKiva 
defence — namely,  that. he  printed  the  Re> 
port  on  the  authority  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  the  learned  Judge  would  hava 
allowed  that  to  remain  upon  the  record, 
and  a  judgment  would  at  once  have  bean 
taken  upon  it.  If  it  should  appear  on  tha 
trial  to-morrow  that  Mr.  Hansard  did  ao 
publish  it,  it  would  be  a  justification. 
Therefore  this  House  ought  not  to  inter- 
fere at  all,  unless  it  saw  that  the  court  of 
law  was  running  counter  to  the  orders  of 
the  House.  He,  therefore,  agreed  with 
his  right  hon.  Friend  that  the  best  coursa 
lo  adopt  would  be  to  see  what  should  ba 
done  before  the  learned  Judge  to-morrow  | 
and  if  he  should  tell  the  jury  that  tha 
defence  was  a  conclusive  one,  then  thera 
would  be  no  necessity  for  the  House  to 
interfere. 

Mr.  O'ConncH  certainly  thought  that 
Mr.  Hansard  had  embarrassed  himself. 
Why  should  he  plead  the  truth  of  the 
publication?  Neither  bad  be  any  reason 
lo  plead  the  general  issue.  Having  dona 
so,  he  must  take  the  consequences. 

Lord  John  Rustell  hoped  there  was  a 
general  agreement  in  the  House  that,  with 
respect  to  the  publication  of  papers  by  the 
authority  of  the  House,  the  proteciion 
which  the  privileges  of  the  House  afforded 
would  he  extended  over  those  who  made 
such  publication.  It  did  not  appear  to 
him,  however,  that  the  order  for  printing 
and  publishing  the  papers  by  individuals 
at  all  differed  from  the  species  of  publica- 
tion which  look  place  previously  among 
the  Members  themselves.  He  would  add, 
that  be  trusted  this  case  would  be  disposed 
of  in  the  way  proposed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Exeter.  With  re- 
spect to  this  particular  case,  it  did  not  at  all 
resemble  the  case  of  the  petition  alluded  to 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  containing 
matter  of  a  scandalous  nature  concerning 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice.  It  was  one  which 
formed  a  legitimate  subject  for  the  atten- 
tive consideration  of  the  House  and  the 
would  be  recollected,  the  in- 
prisona  had  been  appointed  la 
ofan  Act  of  Parliament  paMed 
irelaat;  and  they  were  ordered 
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by  himielf,  as  Secrettry  of  Stats  for  the    referred  to,  whether  it  wm  his  intention  to 


Home  Depertroent,  to  make  a  report.  Ii 
one  of  thOK  rcporti,  it  was  itated  that 
they  had  found  in  Bome  of  the  prisoni 
variona  newipapen  and  other  publicationi, 
■nd  the  inipectora  did  no  more  than  their 
duty  in  commimicBting  to  him  what  they 
thought  of  the  character  of  those  books 


found  aoy  proceedings  upon  it 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  when  he  wh  re- 
quetted  last  Session  to  present  the  petition 
he  told  the  parties  that  he  did  not  think  it 
was  a  petition  that  ought  to  be  presented 
to  the  House,  unless  somebody  was  dis- 
pOBed  to  follow  it  up  by  bringing  an  bccu> 


tnd  newspapers;  while,  in  bis  opinion,  the  I  sation  against  the  judge,  and  that,  i 
House  of  Commons  did  no  more  than  its  '•  opinion,  it  contained  statements  of  that 
duty  by  ordering  that  report  to  be  printed.  I  nature  which  could  not  be  well  followed 
It  was  R  publication  which  was  essential  to  !  up.  The  parly  replied,  that  all  he  re- 
thair  proceedings  and  to  a  doe  considera-  '  quired  htm  (Mr.  O'Connell)  to  do,  was  X>~ 


tion  of  the  important  subject  of  prison 
discipline. 

Mr.  Roebuck  considered  no  person 
publishing  papers  under  authority  ought 
to  be  exposed  to  the  trouble  and  expense 
of  such  an  action  as  this,  Od  the  con- 
trary, whoever  published  under  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  House  ought  to  do  so  under 
perfect  security.  To  say  that  there  was  a 
difference  between  publishing  and  selling 
that  which  was  published,  was  a  distinction 
worthy  of  lawyers,  but  not  consistent  with 
common  sense.  The  moment  a  thing  was 
printed  it  was  published  to  all  intents  and 
purposes;  and  courts  of  justice  had  de- 
termined that  putting  a  letter  in  the  Post- 
office  was  a  publication ;  and  whenever 
the  votes  of  that  House  were  printed  they 
were  published — all  the  world  knew  them 
^all  (he  world  would  know  them — and 
the  publisher  ought  to  be  protected. 

Mr.  WiUiamt  Wynn  could  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  publica- 
tion was  of  the  same  kind  when  a  court 
ordered  documents  to  be  printed  for  its 
own  use,  and  when  it  was  sent  out  to  ihe 
public.  There  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  de- 
cided difference  between  one  case  and  the 
other.    The  House  could  Older  documents     testimony   they    have    giten     before  the 


present  the  petition,  and  he  (the  party) 
would  get  persons  to  bring  the  matter  of 
it  before  the  House.  He  begged  to  add, 
that  when  he  presented  the  petition  be  bad 
no  idea  of  its  being  printed  or  published. 

Select  Committees  Etidemce.] 
The  Select  Committee  to  ini^utre  into 
ficiitious  votes  (Scotland)  having  been 
nominated. 

The  Speaker  said,  I  hope  that  the 
House  will  allow  me  to  recall  their  atten- 
tion to  the  discussion  which  look  place  a 
few  nights  ago,  with  respect  to  the  evi- 
dence Uken  before  Select  Committees.  It 
is  probable  that  it  will  be  an  important 
part  of  the  duly  of  the  Committee  now 
appointed  to  examine  witnesses,  and  to 
report  tlieir  evidence  to  the  House.  The 
occasion,  therefore,  is  appropriate.  When 
this  House  appoinlsa  Select  (.'oinmittee  10 
inquire  into  and  report  upon  any  matter 
referred  to  them,  a  very  important  duty  ia 
devolved  upon  the  members  of  the  Com* 
mitiee,  who  are  responsible,  end  are 
bound  to  discharge  it  with  accuracy  and 
fidelity.  A  practice  has  prevailed  of  al- 
io alter  and  add  to  the 


to  be  printed,  not  only  for  its  own  use, 
but  for  that  of  the  public  :  this,  therefore, 
called  for  grealer  circumspection  as  to 
what  documents  should  be  published,  and 
he  wished,  in  making  these  observations, 
merely  to  show  whai  inconvenience  might 
arise  from  a  want  of  this  circumspection. 
Hr.  Btrnal  said,  that  whatevi 


Committee ;  and  this,  too,  without  the 
alterations  and  additions  being  submitted 
to  the  Cbmmiltee,  so  that  the  wilnets 
might  be  examined  as  to  the  alterationa  or 
additions.  This  practice  cannot  be  de- 
fended. It  is  not  evidence  given  in  the 
presence  of  the  Comroiitee,  but  evidence 
Itered  and  added  to  by  the  witness  in  bts 


result  of  the  action,  he  was  sure  the  House  ;  private  apartment.  This  practice,  when 
would  not  suffer  the  Messrs.  Hansard  lo  .  carried  to  the  extent  that  is  now  not  an- 
■uffer  any  loss.  He  looked  upon  this  as  {  common,  lends  to  destroy  ihe  character 
a  matter  of  course,  and  he  would  therefore  |  for  accuracy  and  fidelity  which  ought  to 
more  that  the  petition  do  lie  on  the  table,  i  be  imptessM  on  evidence  which  purports 
Agreed  to.  \  to  have  been  given  in  the  presence  of  the 

Mr.  WiUiamt  WynH  then  asked  the  '  Committee.  The  witnesses  have  been  ia 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny,  '  the  habit  of  retaining  the  evidence  in  their 
with  letpect  to  the  petition  be  htd  recentlj  i  poiietmn  for  vt  gnat  a  length  of  tiaw  n 
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to  likTC,  m  ten 
the  prratiac  ami  Lkf'iMww  rf  Ak  '•V"*' 
atid  Evidraee,  to  ike  mii^  ma 
encc  t»r  Ikn  Homk.    Tk  ■ 
cOTTCCliBC  tkoe  evfli  ■,  by 
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thottlwiid  vriter'iBolcs,  AodU  be  i^M  A- 
Tcct  to  the  priBtaf-,  Ml  ihat  k  M^  he  poHkd 
fortliwitli.  If  tke  wiueH  damn  a*  kc 
bis  endence  after  it  has  heee  ^iwfc.^,  he 
may  atlewl  the  Co—intr  faihc  yjiaii.  nii.-^a.imaiA  i 
of  conectiag;  aay  mbal  aHCiie^  lc<  bn^  ja^  :^  ai^ 
wUc^,  a>  a  rale,  mtm-iki  ii^fci  to  he  ygaJj  AKiHH£ . 
limited.  If  the  ■iltm  aiahu  to  imi  imJ  Bwaw-'iai  faevn 
add  to  bit  evideoce,  be  oai^t  to  be  le- 
examined  belbce  the  Cofamtlce,  atU  be 
snbjected  to  pnifier  exaanaatioa-  It  ba* 
been  aaggested,  Ibat  cates  oenr,  m  which 
witoetMS  are  ezamiiied  a*  to  ofmicaa  ob 
difficolt  and  abatniae  satgects ;  aod  tbri 
they  cannot  answer  catisEKtonlj  om  tbe 
sudden ;  and,  iberefore,  tKat  in  Mcb  raaei 
alterataons  and  additions  ovgfat  to  be 
sanctioned.  The  remedy  for  this  is,  ikat 
the  wilneas,  if  be  be  not  pfepared  to 
answer  on  the  sadden,  riionld  wsk  for  de- 
lay, and  a  fntnre  day  sboiild  be  appointed 
for  his  examination.  By  these  means  the 
evidence  will  be  what  it  ought  to  ' 
dence  gi*en  before  the  Committee;  and 
where  an  opportnnily  bas  been  afforded 
for  examining  the  witness  as  to  all  the 
facts  and  opinions  contained  in  bis  eri 
dence.  Greater  attention  on  the  part  of 
the  Chairman  and  the  Committee  may  be 
necessary,  if  these  mles  are  adhered  to. 
But,  in  truth,  time  is  always  saved  by  doing 
business  with  care  and  accuracy  ;  and 
eipecially  it  is  important  that  the  ques' 
tiona  proposed  by  Members  should  b< 
stated  with  brevity,  clearness,  and  preci- 
sion. The  shorthand  writers  ought  aiwayi 
to  t>e  sure  that  they  have  collected  acco' 
rately  the  question  or  the  answer  before 
they  write  it  down ;  and  bence  the  neces- 
sity for  alteration  will  be  avoided.  If  the 
shorthand  writers  be  inefiicient,  the  Com- 
mittee have  a  right  to  expect  that  they 
shall  be  attended  by  efficient  persons,  as 
the  remuneration  given  by  this  Mouse  is 
ample.  The  name  or  the  shorthand  writer 
who  attends  a  Committee,  sbouU,  on  each 
day  of  the  sittii^;  of  sncb  Coramiuee,  be 
given  to  the  Cbainwin  ;  aitd  the  sbortfaaMd 
writer  onght  to  sign  his  own  notes.  In  all 
this  there  is  notbing  of  novehy  :  it  is  only 
reverting  to  the  ancient  and  bOUt  pnctice 
of  Ibis  Hoaae,  and  K  is  in  conbnwty  with  I 
tb«   pnetiec  vUeb  pnrMb  m  EtttMm  I  pMfwty,  m4  M 


Friend,  the  J 

woaid  second  kb  preseat  aotioB  ;  for  be 
h»d  discarded  thai  put  of  bis  old  Bill  la 
vhicb  his  bon.  Friend  bad  objecttd  so 
strennonsly — be  meant  that  pail  of  it 
which  related  to  speedy  jsdgaeat  and 
execution  npon  billa  of  exdwnge.  He 
considered  that  that  part  of  bis  forawr 
Bill  might  be  spared  now,  on  accoant  of 
the  great  improvement  wbicb  had  recently 
been  introdoced  into  that  departowot  of 
■  he  law  by  the  jodgea.  The  progress  of 
causes  had  been  so  mncb  accelerated,  the 
means  of  procuring  justice  were  now  so 
much  more  economical  than  formerly,  that 
he  Ibonght  he  might  safely  omit  that  part 
of  his  Bill  altogether.  Another  pan  of 
his  former  Bill  r^ted  to  a  eeino  bonarmm. 
That  he  had  also  omitted,  beeaase  ba 
thought  it  ought  to  form  a  separate  iMa> 
sure  of  itself.  He  bad  abo  discarded  a 
third  portion  of  bis  former  Bili^ba  al- 
luded to  the  pen 
several  new  mta 
which,  if  they  e 
they  ought  to  ft 
lot  ibecoesolida 

bich  be  hoped 
tagtbe 


smatalfl 
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To  thou  two  object*  his  present  Bill  would 
be  confined.  It  had  been  staled  b;  the 
]ste  Sit  Samuel  Roniilly,  and  indeed  by 
every  person  who  had  considered  this  sub- 

i'ect,  tnat  the  law  of  Englund  was  in  a 
amentable  state  as  to  the  remedy  of  a 
creditor  for  any  debt  adjudged  to  be  due 
to  him.  He  had,  in  fact,  no  direct  remedy 
a^^inst  a  great  part  of  the  property  of  his 
debtor.  He  could  not  seize  the  money, 
the  bills,  the  book-debts,  the  bonds,  or  in> 
deed  any  security  of  his  debtor.  All  the 
freehold  properly  of  bis  debtor  was  exempt. 
His  copyhold  property  could  not  be 
touched.  Half  of  his  funded  property 
might  be  taken,  but  that  only  under  pecu- 
liar circumstances.  Was  it  not  much 
better  that  the  creditor  should  hare  a 
remedv  against  the  money,  the  ftinds,  the 
book-debts,  the  bonds,  the  bills  ef  ei- 
ehange,  and  the  landed  property  of  his 
debtor,  than  that  he  should  seize  his 
son,  incarcerate  him,  when  he  could  set 
all  his  creditors  at  defiance  by  living  ii 
prison  on  the  proceeds  of  his  property 
Tlie  first  great  object  of  his  Bill  would  be 
to  enable  the  sherifi'  to  seize  on  the  money, 
(he  hills,  the  book-debts,  the  bonds,  the 
funded  properly,  the  copyhold  and  free- 
hold lands  of  the  debtor.  He  proposed 
that  a  judgment  should  be  a  charge  < 
the  real  estate,  so  that  if,  after  twel 
months,  the  debt  should  not  be  discharged 
the  psrty  holding  that  judgment  should 
have  the  same  remedy  against  the  land  as 
if  he  held  a  mortgage  upon  it.  Giving 
this  advantage  to  the  creditor,  he  proposed 
to  enact  (hat  he  should  no  longer  hi 
any  power  over  the  person  of  his  debtor.- 
At  present  the  creditor  had  power  to  i 
the  person  of  his  debtor  in  order  to  get  at 
his  properly  ;  but  if  the  Legislature  gave 
the  creditor  power  to  get  at  the  property 
of  his  debtor,  it  ought  not  to  place  the 
person  of  the  debtor  at  the  mercy  of  his 
creditor.  He  proposed,  therefore,  that 
except  in  cases  of  fraud,  the  creditor  should 
not  have  the  power  of  seizing  on  the  per- 
son of  the  debtor.  The  number  of  personi 
confined  in  gaol  for  debt  was  between 
13,000  and  14,000  and  three-fourths  of 
them  were  living  on  the  gaol  allowance, 
and  had  no  property  to  dispose  of.  He 
thoaght  it  rignt  that  those  persons  should 
be  discharged  out  of  custody,  and  that 
their  should  be  allowed  an  opportnnity  of 
mamtatning  themselfea  and  their  families 
by  honest  indaatry.  He  by  no  meani  pro* 
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I  debtor,  posed  to  take  away  the  power  of  imprison- 
ing for  debt  in  all  cases  ;  on  the  contrary, 
would  be  provided  by  hi*  Bill,  that 
'henever  fraud  was  discovered  it  should 
be  punished ;  and  consequently  the  judge 
would,  in  every  such  case,  be  allowed  a 
discretion,  to  be  exercised  according  to 
circumstances,  of  ordering  that  the  debtor 
should  be  imprisoned.  Moreover,  when- 
ever a  creditor  should  swear  that  he  had 
reasonable  cause  to  believe  that  his  debtor 
was  about  to  abscond  from  the  country, 
with  the  view  of  defrauding  his  creditor, 
the  power  of  securing  the  person  of  the 
debtor,  which  at  present  existed,  would 
still  remain.  He  proposed  that,  after 
judgment  had  been  obtained,  the  debtor 
should  be  required  either  to  pay  bis  debt 
within  a  certain  time,  or  to  give  an  account 
of  his  property.  If  that  account  should 
be  considered  unsatisfactory,  tb*  debt« 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  ofiering 
explanations  relative  to  it  before  the  com- 
missioner; but  should  it  be  found  that  he 
did  not  honestly  disclose  the  amount  of  his 
property,  or  refused  to  surrender  it  for  the 
benefit  of  his  creditors,  he  would  then  be 
liable  to  a  strict  imprisonment— not,  a* 
was  often  the  case  at  present,  to  a  mock 
imprisonment,  which  did  not  prevent  the 
debtor  from  keeping  a  handsome  honae, 
and  living  in  a  style  of  the  greatest  luxury. 
He  would,  in  fact,  be  kept  in  faludsfarcM 
cuilodid.  Such  was  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  which  he  believed  would  prove  mu- 
tnally  beneficial  for  the  creditor  and  the 
debtor,  There  was  another  point,  with 
respect  to  which  the  present  Bill  differed 
from  the  one  which  had  been  formerly 
introduced.  It  was  urged,  as  a  strong  ob- 
jection, that  the  Government,  while endea- 
vouring  to  amend  the  law,  proposed  to 
create  a  great  number  of  new  judges;  and 
it  was  said  thatthe  patronage  ofthe  Crown 
would  be  increased  in  an  alarming  manner. 
Now,  he  would  declare  most  sincerely, 
that  he  always  found  that  in  introducing 
new  Bills  the  creation  of  new  offices  was, 
so  far  from  being  desirable,  to  be  if  pos- 
sible avoided,  because  it  always  threw 
serious  obstacles  in  the  way  of  any  im- 
provement of  the  law.  It  was  difficult  to 
determine  how  the  patronage  thus  created 
should  be  disposed  of.  If  it  was  given  to 
the  Crown,  it  was  immediately  said  that 
the  patronage  of  the  Crown  was  iropro- 
perly  increased.  If  it  was  given  to  the 
Lords-lieutenant,  to  the  cutlodit  rolu- 
,  lorvr»,  Df  to  the  Qunrtei  SewloD*,  itiert 
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wsnld  then  alwayt  uiit  k  pMt  ila^vr 
that  improper  Bppoinlmeiiu  would  be 
ludc,  and  that  much  mora  jobbing  woold 
take  place  than  conid  be  apprehended  if 
tha  patronage  were  placed  at  the  diapoaal 
of  a  reaponaible  Minister  of  the  Crowo. 
Under  thete  ci re um stance*,  he  wu  happj 
to  inform  the  House,  that  he  had  lo 
framed  the  present  Bill  as  to  render  oew 
sppointments  unnecessary.  He  hoped 
that  the  new  system  might  he  worked 
by  means  of  the  mBchtnery  already  in 
exiateoce.  As  that  part  of  the  Bill  relat- 
ing to  the  cettio  bonoTum  had  been  got 
rid  of,  the  piOTisions  of  the  Bill  might  be 
carried  into  effect  within  a  radius  of  forty 
miles  round  London  by  the  Bankruptcy 
CommlisioneVs  ;  and  in  other  cases  the 
Court  of  Review  would  be  empowered  lo 
appoint  a  special  commissioner,  to  examine 
the  debtor  and  to  do  justice  between  him 
and  bis  creditors.  There  would,  conse. 
qnently,  be  no  permanent  addition  lo  the 
judicial  establishment  of  the  country,  and 
the  proposed  system  would  be  lets  expen- 
sive than  the  existing  one;  for  the  House 
would  remember  that  it  appeared  by  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  on  this  sub- 
ject, that  the  expense  of  giving  bail  alone, 
which  would  be  rendered  unnecessary  by 
the  provijjions  of  his  Bill  amonnted  to  the 
annual  sum  of  300,000^.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  "  to  extend  the 
remedy  of  creditors  against  the  property 
of  debtors,  and  to  abolish  imprisonment 
for  debt,  except  in  cases  of  fraud." 

Mr,  Richards  quite  concurred  in  the 
propriety  of  making  a  broad  distinction 
between  the  fraudulent  and  the  honest 
debtor ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  a  more 
difficult  task  to  draw  the  line  than  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemnn  seemed  to 
think.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  not  shown  the  House  how  that  diffi- 
culty was  to  be  overcome.  He  hoped, 
however,  that  especial  care  would  be  taken 
to  make  the  provisions  of  the  present  Bill 
anawer  the  expectations  which  its  title  gave 
rite  to.  The  last  Bill  brought  forward  on 
the  subject  would  have  created  immense 
patronage  for  the  Government,  and,  Instead 
of  being  of  benefit  to  creditors,  would  have 
been  a  mere  Bill  of  pains  and  penalties. 
The  individual  to  whom  the  drawing  np 
of  that  Bill  had  been  intmsted  seemed  lo 
have  the  same  opinion  as  the  hon,  Mem- 1 
bor  for  Bath  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers. 


JMt.         {Fu.  6} 

the  porpoM  ttf  inenuing  the  p 
the  Minister*,  and  of  bringiDg  dowa  I 
landed  aristocracy.  Ha  did  not  acaaae 
tbt  Hiniaiara  of  haviog  read  that  BiiL  H« 
was  aure,  from  an  cxpreaaion  which  b« 
heard  fall  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Oao- 
tlemao  (Sir  J.  Campbell),  that  lb*  BOl  had 
not  been  read  by  biffl  until  after  tha 
second  reading.  At  for  the  nobla  Lord. 
iha  Secretary  for  the  Hoom  Dcpannwal, 
he  doubtless  was  too  macb  ei^agcd  in 
wriiing  learned  disqaisitiona  on  the  con- 
stitution, or  too  much  attracted  by  tha 
charms  of  the  drama,  to  pay  any  atiao- 
tion  to  the  sabject.  Nor  was  it  to  be  «»- 
peeled  that  the  noble  Lord,  the  Sccratary 
for  Foreign  Affair*,  or  the  Chaiweltor  o( 
the  Exchequer,  could  have  devoted  any 
time  to  the  consideration  of  the  subject— 
for  the  former  had  been  trying  to  giro  a 
practical  lesson  of  non-intervention  lo  the 
Spaniards;  and  the  latter  had  been  en- 
deavouring to  sustain  the  value  of  hia  Ex- 
chequer-Bills. The  hon.  Member  for 
Oxrord  (Mr.  Maclean)  had  frequently  put 
ouestions  to  the  Government  respectmg 
there-introduction  of  that  Bill,  but  he  ins- 
pected that  even  that  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  read  (he  Bill  about  which  he  appeared 
to  be  so  anxious.  It  was  undoubtedly 
true  that  the  Bill  passed  that  House,  but, 
to  quote  the  words  of  the  late  Mr.  Cob- 
bett, "  he  thanked  God  that  we  had  a 
House  of  Lords."  Thnt  House  plainly  saw 
that  the  professed  object  of  the  Bill,  viz., 
iprovement  of  the  law,  was  all  a  pre- 
tence. Their  Lordships  were  not  long  in 
discovering  that  it  proceeded  from  the 
lame  shop  as  the  Irish  Corporations'  Bill 
ind  the  Irish  Church  Bill  came  from,  and 
hat  its  object  really  was,  to  increase  the 
patronage  of  the  Ministers.  He  did  not 
say  it  was  directly  the  Bill  of  Ministers  ; 
it  might  have  been  drawn  up  by  tome  of 
the  understrappers  of  Government,  and  be 
bad  denounced  it,  as  he  did  the  present, 
as  a  knavish  Bill  and  calculated  to  onder- 
the  landed  aristocracy  of  the  country. 
He  hoped  such  a  Bill  woold  never  pas* 
that  House,  and  that  ample  lime  would  b* 
afforded  for  its  discuHum,  at  an  earlier 
hour  than  two  in  the  nxmiiDg,  and  that  it 
would  not  be  allowed  lo  go  forth  lo  lb* 
country  deaerriog  the  cbaractar  which  ba 
had  felt  boood  to  auribate  lo  it.  Ha 
trusted  that  aa^  opportoalty  woM  ba 
given  lor  tha  eonaidcntioa  «f  tha  naw 
~ ihM   if  ft  sbo«M  U 


be  bopad  id 
The  Bill  had  been  drawn'up  'koarisbly  for  |  lonnd  at  all  MaOar  t«  lb*  fefMr  Mp  (b« 
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Honr  wooM  sol  boUalc    lo    tfara*   it 

Mr.  MaeUmm  usnred  tb«  hoa  Genlle- 
iDiii  wbo  bad  jiut  nt  down,  that  he  bad 
nad  the  former  Bill ;  and  tlut  hU  otiject 
in  qaeftionii^  the  Govemment  about  the 
intnidnctioD  of  a  new  Bill,  waa  to  aKcr- 
tain  whether  or  not  an  oppartanlty  woold 
be  allowed  fur  follj  coiuukriog  .its  pro- 
TiaionB.  It  appeared  (o  faim,  from  the 
great  man^  ^teratione  proposed  to  be 
n^e  in  the  new  Bill,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  (the  Attorney - 
General)  admittetl,  that  the  Hoose  of 
Lonb  had  acted  perfectly  right  in  not 
agretiog  to  the  former  measure.  There 
were  parts  of  the  present  Bill,  which  he 
(bought  the  Hoose  ought  to  watch  with 
extreme  jealonsy.  The  power  which  it 
was  pnqxMcd  to  gi*e  to  a^y  creditor  who 
shonld  be  prepared  to  swear  thai  he 
suspected  his  debtor  was  aboai  to  ab- 
scond, of  causing  the  latter  lo  be  incar- 
cerated, was  one  eslremely  liable  to 
abnae.  The  old  Bill  coolaioed  a  provi- 
sion which  be  considered  highly  dan- 
gerous, and  to  which  be  should  be  disposed 
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suae  opinion  of  his  Bajeaty'i  Hiniatcn  aa 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  had  of  them. 

Mr.  E»ar1  pat  it  to  the  UoMe,  whether 
the  words  nsed  by  the  hon.  Member  did 
not  convey  an  impatatioo  against  the 
Genlleinan  wbo  had  drawn  tip  the  former 
BilL  The  anuou  which  cUctated  the  ex- 
pression was  evident. 

Mr.  Richards:    1  hare  explained  the 


Mr.  Eieart  continued.  He  was  glad  of  the 
introduction  of  a  measure  so  calcniated  to 
benefit  the  people  as  tfaat  of  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (the  Attorney- 
General)  had  eifdaioed  the  nalnic.  It 
had  been  said  by  Lord  Cfaanedlor  Eldoa, 
that  the  law  in  its  present  state  waa 
barbarous,  and  be  tbni^t,  thai  no  ooe 
wonld  be  found  to  object  lo  the  intro- 
duction c^a  Bill  for  its  amendment. 

Mr.  (/Comnell  said,  that  wiien  the 
fbnner  Bill  was  noder  the  considerattoo 
of  Ibe  Hoose,  be  imjaired  whether  it  was 
to  be  extended  to  Ireland,  and  was  told 
in  reply,  that  the  madbioery  which  was 
reqointe  for  its  operation  was  inappKcaUe 
to  that  conntry.  He  then  resolved,  after 
to  object,  if  it  was  comprehended  in  the  I  the  Eqglish  Bill  sfaooU  bare  passed,  to 
present  Bill;  he  alluded  to  the  power |  ask  for  the  introduction  of  one  of  a 
given  to  the  creditor  of  breaking  into  the  '  rimilar  natore,  ad^ed  lo  the  circom- 
bouse  of  a  thini  party,  in  order  to  ob-  |  stances  of  Irdand.  It  now  appeared,  if 
tain  possession  uf  goods  belonging  to  lus  ^  be  properly  nnderstood  the  statement  of 
debtor.  :  the    hon.   and    learned   Gentleman    (the 

Mr.  PiMIrr  felt  sure,  that  the  iotro-  Attorney-General),  that  there  existed  no 
duction  of  the  Bill  with  the  proposed ,  reason  why  the  proposed  mcasore  should 
alterations  would  give  great  satisfaction  not  be  extended  to  Ireland,  as  all  intention 
to  the  country,  and  particulaily  to  the  of  erecting  new  tribnnals  was  disdatmed. 
tnding  community.  '  Under  these  circumstances,  be  tbooght  it 

Mr.  Emirl  said,  that  the  former  Bill, ,  woold  be  wise,  as  the  propoaed  provisioor 
which  had  been  described  by  the  hm.  were  in  his  opinion  highly  salutary,  lo 
Member  fur  Knareaborough,  as  tending  legislate  for  both  countries  in  one  and  the 
to  undernkine  the  lamietl  aristocracy,       '  "~" 


weal  to  make  them  liable  for  ibetr  jost 
debts  i  and  if  the  htm.  Member  dared  to 
maiulain  that  that  was  an  improper  ob- 
ject of  legislation,  be  sbouU  like  to 
know  what  sort  of  constituency  it  was 
that  leot  that  hon.  Member  to  that 
House  i  He  was  astonished  lo  hear  tbe 
hon.  Member  charge  tbe  party  who  had 
dntwu  up  the  fonner  BUl  wiib  bavii^ 
knavish  purposes  in  view. 

Mr.  Riciardt  rose  to  order.  Tbe  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  had  attributed 
woitli  to  him  which  be  had  never  used. 
He  never  charged  Ibe  party  who  drew  op 
the  Bill  with  having  knavish  purposes  in 
view.  What  be  said  was.  that  the  BiD 
had  been  knavlshly  drawn  up;  and  that 
tbe  drawer  of  It  swined  to  eiUertain  tbe 
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Hams  said,  that  with  r^ard  to 
tbe  opinions  of  tbe  Common  Law  Com- 
missionen  upon  tbe  queatioo,  he  wonld 
Dientioo,  for  tbe  information  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Knarcsbonwgfa,  that  they, 
if  i>ol  nnaaimaas,  were  aearly  so,  as  to 
the  ptriicy  of  abolishiDg  im[msonment 
for  debt,  and  thoae  few  wbo  diSered  ^m 
tbe  rest  bad  pabtisbed  tbe  reuona  for 
their  dtssent  They  bad  fboodcd  their 
opinions  upon  the  evidence  of  tradesmen 
and  other  persons,  capable  uf  fbrming  a 
correct  judgment  on  the  qnestion,  tbe 
m^ority  of  whom  had  stated,  that  Ute 
credit  o^  the  coantry  cook!  not  be  in  the 
least  degm  aflecl«d  by  the  ablation  of 
impriaoaoMvit  for  debt.  Under  the  ex> 
isting   system    lber«  wM  tbe    grckteat 
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facility  for  getting  at  the  person  of  b 
debtor,  but  nooe  whatever  for  getting 
at  his  property..  Many  hon.  Members 
thought,  that  secaring  the  body  of  a 
debtor  was  a  step  townrds  getting  hold 
of  his  properly ;  but  they  were  much 
mistaken.  Debtors  were  discharged  from 
prison  without  examination,  and  the 
greater  part  of  those  who  remained  in 
prison  were  extremely  poor,  and  that  at 
once  ought  to  do  away  with  any  objection 
to  their  being  set  at  liberty.  He  should 
give  the  Bill  his  best  support. 

Mr.  Pemberton  did  not  rise  to  prolong 
the  discussion  relative  to  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite, 
but  to  inquire  of  the  Government,  whe- 
ther it  was  their  intention  to  submit  to 
that  or  to  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
any  measure  for  the  improvement  of  the 
administration  in  the  Courts  oFChuncery. 
During  the  last  Session  of  Porliament  a 
measure  wag  introduced  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  but  it  was  considered  so  in- 
adequate for  its  purpose,  both  by  lawyers 
and  all  other  persons,  that  no  great 
regret  was  felt,  that  the  measure  was  not 
proceeded  with.  The  evils  which  then  ex- 
isted had  since  increased  to  a  degree  of 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite  might  not  perhaps  be  aware. 
Two  years  and  a-half  ago  the  arrears  in 
the  Court  of  Chancery  were  between  300 
and  400,  and  they  hod  now  increased  to 
between  800  and  900.  In  the  House  of 
Lords,  too,  the  duties  of  the  I-ord 
Chancellor  had  greatly  increasedjso  that  the 
sittings  in  his  own  Court  were  fretjuentl^ 
interrupted.  Added  to  this,  the  Court  of 
Privy  Council  had  occasioned  extreme 
inconvenience  by  totally  altering  its 
arrangements.  It  formerly  used  to  hold 
its  sittings  during  the  holidays,  when  no 
other  Court  was  open  ;  but  it  now  sat  at 
times  when  business  was  being  transacted 
in  other  Courts.  Still  its  sittings  were  so 
(infrequent,  that  it  could  not  acquire  a 
bar  for  itself;  and  consequently  the  gen- 
tlemen of  the  profession  were  obliged  to 
neglect  the  interests  of  their  clients, 
either  at  the  Privy  Council  or  at  another 
Court.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
proposed  by  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  he 
had  askcil  leave  to  introduce,  to  throw 
some  duty  on  the  judges  of  the  Court  of 
Review.  He  was  very  glad  to  hear  of 
such  an  arrangement,  for  there  certainly 
was  no  body  of  men  in  the  country  so 
much  in  want  of  employment  as  those 
learned  individuals.    It  wa«  not  his  io- 
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tention  to  comment  on  that  matter;  all 
he  wished  to  know  was  whether  the 
Government  intended  to  bring  the  whole 
subject  to  which  he  had  alluded  under 
the  consideration  of  Parliament  ?  He 
could  not  help  thinking,  that  it  might  be 
desirable  to  have  it  first  discussed  in  that 
House.  There  were,  undoubtedly,  in  the 
other  Hoiiiic,  persons  of  high  eminence, 
but  they  mied  or  had  filled  judicial 
situations  ;  and  persons  at  the  bar  might 
be  able,  on  account  of  their  peculiar  posi- 
tion, to  throw  some  light  on  the  subject, 
which  perhaps  could  not  be  afforded  by 
individuals  in  a  superior  station. 

The  AltoTHey-Genernt  adir.ilte<l  the  ex- 
istence of  the  evils  to  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  drawn  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House.  He  believed  there 
could  be  no  doubt,  that,  in  consequence  of 
the  increased  pojiulalion,  and  the  increased 
wealth  of  this  country,  the  present  judi- 
cial establishment  was  inadequate.  That 
judicial  establishment  continued,  in  point 
of  fact,  in  almost  the  same  state  as  it  was 
at  a  period  when  the  kingdom  was  six 
times  less  populous,  and  twenty  times 
less  wealthy.  He  could  assure  the  boD. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  that  the  subject 
to  which  he  had  alluded  was  under  the 
serious  consideration  of  the  Government, 
and  he  had  no  doubt,  that  during  the 
present  Session,  and  at  an  early  period. 
it  would  he  brought  under  the  consi- 
deration of  that  House,  care  being  taken 
to  give  time  for  the  fullest  and  most 
mature  discussion. 

Leave  wasgiven.  The  Bill  was  brought 
in  and  read  a  first  time. 

Answer  to  the  Addbess.]  Lord 
J.  Russell  appeared  at  the  Bar,  and  read 
his  Majesty  s  answer  to  the  Address, 
which  is  as  follows  ; — "  I  have  received 
with  satisfaction  your  loyal  and  dutiful 
Address.  I  rely  with  confidence  on  your 
mature  consideration  of  those  subjects  to 
which  I  have  called  your  attention.  It 
will  be  my  earnest  endeavour,  with  the 
blessing  of  Divine  Providence,  to  pre- 
serve the  peace  of  Europe,  to  maintain 
the  honour  of  the  Crown,  and  promote 
the  happiness  of  my  subjects." 

Rbgistration  of  Votbbb-]  The 
AUomeif-Generai,  in  moving  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  better  regulation 
of  the  Registration  of  Voters  in  England, 
said,  that  upon  reconsideration  of  the 
measure  submitted  to  the  Houae  during 


•Jm    Bill    wbica 
Borne,  ^  te  hopot  »  be 
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^  MtpefutmMlnicv  of  the  r«|pie4rie*.  tad 

frNLttckiM  ?  '?«s»uni.  uni  'tut.  . 

The  .lli««i,¥-(^''-'    caiertainisJ  -.b*    rvyurt  >b.*ui<i  V  ^ 
bope,   iha»   !»'  Ais  Te-ttect  *i»   vtvn^    -ry,     l\  >nai  .a   fix 
DKiU  tvw*  w«j  swUhcUK?  »  the  Uotis«    ^neadaciua  'liM  "w  aow  ^^E«^  " 
wuuia   tKi'ettfcwwl  ittW>.     He  ImJ   '»e*o    -be    nmnl    x    -im 
OMMl  kBXMHW  t»efoK  ibe  oMrwdiKtioa  o(*    ^ru^M^l  -bM.  :1mh«  j 

tW  Bill  vt  lasi  Sei»k>a  W  ««l  »!>«  *P-    jf»«T«uuu  b*   b«i  "1 

lumbuuvu*  at'  l^  »ut>erutt«wlest&  of  um  i.MtiiiiiiK«,  'b«c  '.buM  ^qntemai  wbo 
TwUmi'kw  ill  Lh«  Sv«akM;  but  that  >)^  ^-.fuiv^oeii  n -JKAppoinonestof  Ihst 
t^i  holt-  i>enoau£«  tluctuioeil  itte  »«•--  CjuMuittM,  hs^  ^imx  '-be  IStb  of  Haj 
(liie  of  Any  ^uch  power.  .V  *tubcwli«  m»a>  ^,;,^  .^  ^iicumsttuic!:  wfmk  cooU  indtice 
^isi«U  tu  lo  w^ibei  the  right  of  a^  ■.hmt  »  vithiioul  '.beir  juppart  from  him 
uuinimeiU  ihiutU  be  ve^McO  ia  the  S«cf*-  ^  .j^^  pmseoi  uccaiiiMa.  oe  tntrinl  that 
Uiy  of  :«l«W  hx  (he  Uodk  l>wu«HeM  m  -he  extMrri^om  which  the*  had  had  in  the 
In  tho  hwi  C'fawuellof.  B»  wmiU,  iDiet^al  b^twees  the  dose  tiT  the  lost  Se>- 
huwevefi  >4Hil.v  hia  uwotive  cooskleN  4^,,  ^^li  -he  puKcst  j^ntMi,  ma  not  such 
«lUin  Ui  the  HliMt  MrantfMawt  '»  thia  ^^  «, -[hJi^w^e  tb«iB  fro»  at  kost  renew- 
UmU«c  'o^  l»«  (.'uoiatiiUM'     ^  the  propoaition 

l.<M\e  gr«aleJ.  BiU hrtMight  in ukI  reail    v  ^t^  .ibiMt  u>  uidiiie  was  (or  die  con- 
ik  bnl  time-  '  -.JDUdiiou  of  the  Cauiiuittac,  it  woold  be 

I  highly  iaeviMUieut  on  hi;  part  to  i^esame 
JoiHi-arocK  aANKs.3     The  Clta»£«Hor    4i.y  JiHniVHiiiou  uf  what  might  be  the 
^  ike   Ec>'A''ijt>£''>  iu  tl&ing  U>  uMve  the  '  oiHaton  ut'  '.tw  Lowinitne  on  ne  subject, 
t«nen  ul  ut  the  C^xumitt*  on  Jwint-Uock    ^'  he  iboulit  he  j(re«tly  iniscooceived  if  it 
Bank^  ui4,  ii  w»uU  he  ia  the  re».\>lle<t'w» !  wwe  c«u«Jw«l  U***  hi*  iBotaaa  was  om 
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made  in  hostility  to  the  principle  of  Joiot- 
Mock  Banks,  or  the  established  system. 
It  WM  well  understood  that  the  Act  2 
Geo.  4th,  was  rather  considered,  when  it 
was  passed,  as  an  experiment,  and  it  was 
obvionsly  necessary  that  time  should 
elapse  befbie  it  would  be  possible  to  form 
a  deliberate  opinion  on  the  subject.  Now, 
however,  a  great  many  tucts  were  before 
them  which  would  enable  them  to  judge 
whether  the  practice  under  the  Act  in 
question,  and  the  Act  itself,  required 
amendment.  The  very  large  majority  of 
witnesses  examined  on  the  part  of  the 
banks,  while  maintaining  the  decided  use- 
fiilnesB  of  a  well-understood  system  of 
Joint-stock  Banking,  united  in  the 
opinion  that  the  law  required  amendment, 
fbr  the  protection  of  the  banks  themselves, 
of  the  people,  and  for  the  general  protec- 
tion of  the  credit  and  currency  of  the  coun. 
try,  [/fear.]  It  had  been  suggested  that  the 
Committee  should  extend  the  range  of  its 
inqniries  ;  but  he  would  appeal  from  the 
GeTitlemen  who  cheered  to  the  Gentlemen 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  who  had  been 
on  the  Committee,  and  ask  them  whether 
the  sobjects  befbre  them  had  not  been  in 
titemseWes  sufficiently  complicated  and 
difficult  without  embarrassing  themselves 
with  new  and  still  more  intricate  and 
delicate  subjects  fbr  consideration.  It  was 
out  of  the  question  to  require  the  Com- 
mittee to  embark  upon  the  whole  question 
of  the  cnrrency,  or  the  renewal  of  the 
Bank  of  England  ciiarter  In  connection 
with  Joint-stock  Banks.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say,  that  it  would  have  been  pos- 
sible to  carry  on  the  investigation  before 
the  Committee  without  looking  into  the 
effect  of  the  Bank  of  England  circulation 
in  relation  to  these  bnnks  ;  this  sort  of  in- 
cidental inquiry  was  indispensable  to  the 
development  of  the  subject ;  bui  to  open 
the  whole  question  of  the  currency  and 
the  Bank  Charter  in  that  Committee  would 
only  tend  in  a  very  great  degree  to  em- 
barrass its  proceedings.  The  House 
would  recollect,  that  in  the  last  Session 
his  language  o»  this  subject  had  been  at 
all  times  that  of  caution  and  warning ; 
that  he  had  said  nothing  in  any  part  of 
the  discussions  oflast  year  that  in  the  least 
degree  tended  to  give  an  exaggerated  hope 
of  national  prosperity  or  increased  enter- 
prise ;  indeed,  an  hon.  Member  had  almost 
reproved  him  for  his  extreme  caution  in 
this  respect.  But,  at  the  same  time,  the 
langaage  of  caution  need  not  be  the  lan- 
gnaga  of  dtspair,  «nd  he  wu  m  littla  dis- 


posed to  speak  despairingly  now  a*  tiit>  j 
but  in  the  same  spirit  of  caution  be 
would  now  entreat  hon.  Members  who 
might  be  disposed  to  extend  the  circle  of 
the  Committee's  inquiries  to  beware  lest 
they  thus  inflicted  a  permanent  iqjary  on 
the  best  interests  of  the  eouotry.  Me 
shoulil  reserve  to  himself  the  full  |>ower 
of  addressing  himself  to  the  subject  of  any 
amendment  which  might  be  made  upon 
his  motion.  It  was  bis  intention  to  pro- 
pose tlie  extension  of  the  inquiry  of  the 
Committee  to  Ireland.  Several  circum- 
stances in  connexion  with  the  circulating 
medium  in  that  country,  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  course  of  the  last  six  months 
had  been  such  as  greatly  to  excite  public 
attention.  Whatever  amendments  hon. 
Gentlemen  might  be  disposed  to  move  to 
extendthe  inquiry,  with  a  view  to  improve 
the  law  respecting  banking,  he  begged  to 
say  he  was  himself  prepared  to  extend  it 
to  Ireland  ;  and  in  order  to  give  the 
Committee  the  assistance  of  some  Irish 
Members  in  the  course  of  its  deliberatioDS, 
he  proposed  to  add  to  the  Committee  of 
last  Session  four  Irish  Represenuaives  j 
two  taken  from  one  side,  and  two  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  It  was  perb^m 
absurd  in  him  to  talk  of  the  two  sides  of 
the  House  in  relation  to  a  subject  of  Ibis 
nature ;  for  he  was  bound  to  say,  that  in 
the  inquiry  of  last  year  all  party  feeling 
was  completely  lost  sight  of,  as  it  surely 
ought  to  be  in  a  question  in  which  were 
involved  interests  on  such  immense  mag- 
nitude as  the  banking  interests  of  this 
country' — interests  on  which  the  com- 
mercial credit  of  the  country  was  entirely 
dependent.  When  such  interests  were 
at  stake  all  might  be  satisfied  that  no 
party  feelings  or  differences  would  he 
allowed  to  interfere  with  the  due  exer- 
cise of  the  best  judgment  which  each  in- 
dividual Member  of  the  Committee  could 
bring  to  bear  on  the  subject.  He  should 
conclude  with  moving,  in  the  terms  of  the 
motion  of  last  year,  that  a  Select  Com- 
mittee be  nppomted  to  inquire  Into  (he 
operation  of  the  acts  for  promoting  the 
establishment  of  Joint-stock  Banks  under 
certain  restrictions  in  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  and  to  determine  whether  It  was 
expedient  to  make  any  alteration  In  the 
provisions  of  those  Acts. 

Mr.  Hume  was  fully  aware  of  the  Im- 
portance of  the  present  question,  and  he 
begged  the  indulgence  of  the  Houto 
while  he  made  a  few  observations  fn  ■«• 
latton  to  it.     The  right  hon.  OtatUiuaa 
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hsd  sUted  that  the  Committee  of  last 
year  was  appoiDted  with  no  hostile 
towards  Joint-stock  Banks,  and  he  wu 
not  disposed  to  say  it  was ;  but  be  be- 
lieved the  Joint-stock  Batiks  entertained 
a  different  opinion.  He  would  set  oot  by 
declaiingit  his  conviction  that  no  banking 
system  could  be  perfectly  safe-,  unless 
foooded  on  the  principle  that  bank-notes 
should  be  changeable  for  botlion  or  coin 
on  demand.  That  was  the  very  essence 
of  the  securi,ty  which  the  commercial  in- 
terests were  entitled  to.  Unfortunately 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
granting  the  last  Bank  Charter,  consented 
to  the  introduction  of  a  clause  in  which 
tbatesaeotial  principle  was  departed  from. 
He  took  the  sense  of  the  House  on  the 
Cknse  to  which  be  was  referring,  and  in 
doing  so  told  them  that  it  was  ^ugbt 
with  evil ;  that  sooner  or  later  even  those 
aothoritiea  of  the  Bank  who  recommended 
it  to  him  would  r^retits  being  embodied 
in  tbeir  charter ;  that  it  would  most  cer- 
tainly lead  to  such  a  surplus  of  paper,  and 
conaeqaently  to  racb  accoiDiiioibttion  and 
spccolUion,  as  most  eventually  endanger 
the  credit  of  the  country.  This  was  the 
opinion  he  had  expressed  in  the  debates 
on  the  Bank  Charter,  and  he  would  now 
Dfoceed  to  vindicate  the  course  he  took 
last  Session,  when  he  proposed  to  extend 
the  inquiry,  unless  it  were  apparent  that 
it  was  proposed  for  some  very  different 
pnipoae  than  the  one  avowed  ^  but  here 
was  a  question  mooted  of  deep  public  in- 
terest, and  he  expected  that  his  motion 
for  the  omission  of  the  clause  be  had  al- 
luded to  would  have  received  some  atten- 
tion from  the  Committee.  He  was  sorry, 
on  reading  the  evidence,  to  find  that  not  a 
single  question  w«s  put  to  ascertain  what 
wu  the  cflect  of  the  paper  of  the  Joint- 
stock  Banks  being  made  payable  in  the 
country  in  Bank  of  England  notes.  If 
such  a  question  had  been  put,  the  inquiry 
was  certainly  not  pursued.  He  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  he  regretted  now  that 
his  amendment  was  not  carried,  and  also 
the  manner  in  which  the  present  inquiry 
was  carried  on.  He  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  this  was  a 
critical  period — be  agreed  with  bim  that 
mischief  or  good  would  result  according 
as  this  inquiry  was  proceeded  with — but 
be  must  press  [or  inquiry  when  he  saw 
enactments  on  Banking  which  he  believed 
to  be  fraught  with  the  sacrifice  of  millions 
of  capital.  He  told  Mr.  CaoniuK  and  Mr. 
HnslutsoB  tbit  they  were  mistuen  as  to 
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the  sources  of  the  mischief  when  they 
were  attribudog  tlie  panic  of  1635  to  the 
conotry  banks,  without  any  proof  that 
it  was  so.  He  observed,  on  that  occasion, 
that  the  whole  issue  of  the  country  B«nlu 
could  not  possibly  produce  the  least  e&Kt 
on  the  circalation.  The  House,  be  would 
contend,  l^islated  on  wrong  information ; 
and  let  any  commereial  man  look  back  to 
the  withdrawal  of  the  amsll  notes  from 
circulation,  and  say  whether  that  bad  not 
been  productive  of  the  most  serious  and 
lamentable  inconvenience.  The  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  told  them  that  an  inquiry 
into  the  Bank  Charier  would  tie  an  inci- 
dental inquiry;  bis  proposition,  however, 
was  not  to  open  the  (juestion  of  the  Bank 
Charter,  but  only  to  inquire  with  a  view 
to  ascertain  what  bad  tMxn  the  discretion 
exercised  by  the  Bank  of  England.  He 
felt  bound  to  say  that  he  knew  no  in- 
dividuals who  were  more  anxious  than 
were  some  of  the  official  gentlemen  con- 
nected with  the  Bank  of  England  to  do 
Justice  and  see  the  duties  of  Ibeir  office 
efficiently  performed,  yet  he  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  also  declaring  that  be  did  not 
think  their  proceedings  had  manifiGsted  « 
knowledge  of  the  principles  on  whidi 
they  ought  to  act,  and,  therefore,  what- 
ever changes  bad  taken  place  in  tbe  cur- 
rency in  the  last  few  years  had  been  owing 
to  the  management  of  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, nod  not  to  that  of  the  Joint-stock 
Banks.  If  he  could  make  that  oot  he 
hoped  the  House  would  go  with  him  in 
adopting  his  proposition,  which  was  to 
extend  the  inquiry  to  Banks  in  general, 
and  to  the  causes  of  those  ebangea  in  the 
currency  which  had  occnrred  during  tiie 
last  two  years.  His  object  was  to  riiow 
what  ought  to  be  the  princif^  of  Bank- 
ing; to  show  what  oiu^ht  to  be  the 
system  here  and  what  had  been  tbe  results 
from  tbe  system  adopted  here  and  elae> 
where.  Tbe  right  hon.  the  Cbaocellor  of 
the  Exchequer  proposed  that  the  Bank 
Charter  should  be  the  subject  of  an  inci- 
dental inquiry ;  he  would  have  it  tbe  sub- 
ject of  their  principal  inquiry.  H«  waa 
prepared  to  show  that  if  evils  had  lesulled 
from  a  surplus  currency,  they  were  not 
produced  by  the  Joint-stock  Banks,  hot 
by  the  Bank  of  England.  If  he  should 
show  that  the  evils  of  ^lecnlatioa  had 
arisen  which  had  led  to  a  sodden  raferic- 
tion  of  the  currency — if  be  shoaU  show 
that  great  changes  bad  taken  [jace  wkicb 
had  thrown  an  arti6cial  raloe  of  Ave,  ten, 
or  nore  per  cent,  on  soow  pwticnlat  com- 
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modttio,  and  in  a  few  raonlha  btd  de- 
prened  ihem  to  an  equal  aroouDt— if  he 
■boald  show  that  anything  had  occun«d 
which  had  interfeTed  with  ihe  public  credit, 
and  placed  it,  though  it  had  always  here- 
tofoie  been  afl  high,  below  the  credit  of  a 
neighbouring  country — if  he  should  show 
that  the  interest  paid  on  Exchequer  Bills 
in  England  was  higher  than  the  interest 
paid  on  Exchequer  Bills  in  France — if  he 
should  show  that  within  the  last  twelve 
months  the  credit  or  England,  as  regarded 
Exchequer  Bills  and  the  Funds,  was 
higher  than  that  of  France,  whereas  now 
it  was  deteriorated — if  he  should  show  ihe 
existence  of  such  a  state  or  things,  lie 
would  aik  the  House  wm  not  that  s  fit 
■ubject  for  inquiry?  The  right  hon.  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  nothing 
had  occurred  since  the  last  meeting  of 
Parliament  to  throw  doubt  on  the  utility 
of  the  inquiry.  Certainly  noihing  had 
occurred.  His  object  was,  to  urge  inquiry, 
not  to  limit  it.  When  he  saw  an  attempt 
made  to  attribute  an  evil  lo  Joint-Stock 
Banks  of  which  they  were  comparatively 
innocent—  he  admitted  tbe^  were  not  alto- 
gether so — he  considered  himself  bound  to 
endeavour  to  fix  il  on  those  whom  he  con- 
sidered the  real  offenders.  In  character- 
ising the  course  which  had  been  taken  as 
an  offence  he  did  not  mean  to  attribute 
anything  worse  than  a  want  of  caution 
and  the  violation  of  an  important  principle. 
The  right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer said,  they  ought  to  proceed  with 
great  caution  in  an  inquiry  of  this  descrip- 
tion, inasmuch  as  the  interest  of  every 
man  in  the  community  was  more  or  less 
•fiected  by  it ;  he  agreed  so  far  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  on  that  very 
ground  would  ask  the  House  to  go  along 
with  him  in  his  proposition.  He  begged 
to  divert  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
wbat  muit  have  attracted  considerable 
notice  during  the  inquiry  of  the  Committee 
of  1810;  he  referred  to  a  portion  of  the 
•vidence  of  Mr.  Alexander  Baring,  who 
was  considered  one  of  the  beat  of  the  au- 
thorities examined  by  the  Committee.  A 
question  was  asked  of  him,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  ascertain  whether  greater 
changes  in  the  currency  had  taken  place  in 
France  or  in  England.  Everybody  knew 
vbti  change*  had  taken  place  in  this 
oountry  fram  1797  till  the  period  when 
the  right  hou.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  introduced  his  Currency  Bill.  He 
sdnHltcd  that  one  of  the  greatest  benefils 
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which  had  been  confened  on  this  country 
was  that  Act  of  the  right  bon.  Baronet  bj 
which  he  placed  the  currency  on  its  present 
footing.  Though  the  Bufferings  were 
great  through  which  we  arrived  at  a  sound 
principle,  those  sufferings  could  not  bs 
fairly  attributed  to  the  measure  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  but  were  ibe  result 
rather  of  the  previous  misgovernment.  It 
appeared  from  the  evidence  that  there  waa 
a  paper  currency  in  France, but  uonebelov 
the  value  t>(  201.  He  believed  it  would  be 
found  he  hadstated  the  value  correctly.  The 
circulation  in  France  was  essentially  me- 
tallic. The  paper  was  issued  by  the  Bank 
according  to  the  demand,  and  it  was  never 
pushed,  as  it  was  in  this  country,  for  the 
purpose  of  making  a  profit  by  the  issae, 
or  for  the  encouragement  of  speculation. 
It  discounted  at  all  times  at  four  per  cent., 
and  was  a  Commercial  Bank.  The  re- 
duction of  the  rate  of  interest  by  the  Bank 
of  England  had  been  the  cause  ot  much  of 
the  evil  of  which  we  had  to  complain. 
The  reduction  of  the  rate  of  interest,  and 
Ihe  amount  of  surplus  money  posamed 
by  the  Bank  had  racreaied  apecnlation. 
The  Bank  of  England  cunency  had  been 
chiefly  paper.  Let  any  one  draw  bis  con- 
clusion fVom  the  results  of  the  system  in 
France,  as  compared  with  the  results  of 
the  system  in  this  country — let  him  make 
that  comparison,  and  reconcile  his 
mind  to  our  system  if  he  could.  France 
bad  stood  the  shock  of  two  iovauons— 
she  had  to  pay  immense  sums  to  the 
allies  in  the  course  of  a  few  years — ahe 
liad  to  bear  up  against  the  importation  of 
corn  (o  an  immense  amount,  .in  conse- 
quence of  the  failure  of  her  com 
crops  —  she  also  suffered  at  another 
time  from  the  failure  of  her  wine 
crops,  which  were  equally  import- 
ant to  the  industry  of  that  country. 
Surely  this  wouU  have  been  enough  under 
other  circumstances  to  have  deranged  her 
whole  monetary  system.  Notwithstand- 
ing, however,  that  she  had  had  these  la^ 
sums  to  pay,  no  auch  changes  in  her  cur. 
rency,  no  panics,  had  occurred  in  that 
country  as  had  taken  place  in  England 
over  and  over  again.  The  Bank  of  Eng- 
land availed  itself  of  its  assets  to  derive 
profits,  and  in  doing  so  occasioned  that 
excess  in  the  currency  which  led  to  a  re- 
striction, sjid,  the  restriction  being  sud- 
denly felt,  a  panic  took  place.  By  each 
management  as  was  seen  in  1835,  as  well 
as  at  the  present  period,  the  tvbole  com- 
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mercial  community  was,  as  it  were  para- 
lysed. These  were  periods  of  the  utmost 
danger  j  no  man  knew  what  li>  do,  and 
no  man  knew  what  might  be  the  result. 
He  was  anxious  that  they  should  look,  not 
to  Jnint-stock  Banks  under  the  idea  that 
they  had  created  the  dilliculty,  but  that 
tbey  should  inquire  into  the  proceedings 
of  the  Bank  of  England,  which  he  believed 
in  his  conscience  had  occasioned  it.  He 
would  have  them  ask  themselves  how  it 
ytas  that  a  wealthy  country  like  England 
should  be  in  a  tenfold  degree  subject  to 
these  violent  changes,  while  France,  while 
Holland,  while  every  other  country,  ex- 
cept  America,  remained  undisturbed ;  and 
America  had  followed  in  a  degree  the 
steps  of  England,  in  consequence  of  the 
facilities  which  existed  of  her  getting  mo- 
ney fruni  this  country ;  she  had  suffered, 
but  from  the  information  he  had  obtained 
from  an  American  paper  he  had  received 
this  morning,  he  believed  her  suSerings 
were  entirely  at  an  end.  The  great  ad- 
vantage which  the  commercial  world  en- 
joyed in  America  was,  that  they  were 
enabled  to  borrowmoneyat  three  per  cent., 
while,  if  it  were  to  save  the  first  houses  in 
London,  no  money  could  be  borrowed  here 
below  the  rate  of  five  per  cent,  for  a  period 
extending  beyond  three  months.  He  sin- 
cerely wished,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  take  a  lesson  from  their 
mode  of  proceeding  in  America,  and  place 
tho  merchants  of  England  iu  a  simitar 
situation  to  that  of  which  the  former  en- 
joyed the  beneBt.  Me  was  desirous  that 
the  Coaimittee  should  extend  their  in- 
quiries with  a  view  to  ascertain  the  causes 
which  had  led  to  this  state  of  things  in 
England.  Por  his  part,  he  would  stale 
without  hesitation  what  appeared  to  him 
to  be  the  cause.  He  dated  the  com- 
mencement of  the  present  panic  to  the 
15,000,000/.  loan  which  was  raised  in  this 
country  in  IB34.  It  would  be  recollected 
what  WHS  the  situation  of  the  country 
when  the  vote  for  the  WesUlndia  loan 
was  passed.  It  was  upon  the  circum- 
Blances  which  arose  immediately  subse- 
quent to  that  vote  that  he  founded  his 
complaint  against  the  discretion  concedeii 
to  the  Bank  of  England.  On  the  30th  of 
June  the  Hank  of  England  had  a  circula- 
tion of  29,000,000/.,  and  the  circulation 
of  the  joint-stock  banks,  according  to  the 
report,  amounted  to  10,939,000?.  The 
drculaiion  of  joiut-stock  banks  was  in 
Tcality  considerably  greater  than  the  report 
•Ueged.    For  the  year  ending  the  88th  of 
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December,  18S3,  the  a^^r^^aie  of  the 
issues  of  the  joint-stock  banks,  as  stated 
in  the  report,  was  10,l5'<!,000/.i  and  for 
the  year  terminating  on  the  25th  of  June, 
1 836,  it  was  alleged  to  have  amounteil  to 
1  '^,302,000/.,  showing  an  increase  of  be- 
tween 1,000,000/.  and  1,500,000/.  But 
it  is  worthy  of  observation  that  the  pe- 
riods at  which  the  amounts  were  selected 
were  the  months  of  December,  March, 
June,  and  September,  within  one  week  of 
the  times  at  which  the  dividends  were 
paid>  and  the  issues  of  the  banks  were 
therefore  taken  at  those  perioils  of  the 
year  when  the  amount  of  their  issues  was 
necessarily  the  smallest.  In  consequence, 
therefore,  of  the  dividends  not  being  taken 
into  account,  there  was  never  less  than 
4,500,000/,,  sometimes  5,000,000/.,  to  be 
added — a  sum  which  was  uniformly  issued 
during  the  week  after  the  estimates  were 
taken,  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the  divi- 
dends. The  Committee  bad  in  no  part  of 
their  report  staled,  or  in  their  evidence 
elicited  this  important  fact,  without  a 
knowledge  of  which  it  was  impossible  to 
form  a  correct  judgment  on  the  subject. 
Having  guarded  the  House  against  this 
error,  and  shown  that  the  amount  of  the 
jo)nt>8tock-bank  issues  were  nearly 
1,500,000/.  greater  than  the  report  stated, 
he  would  revert  to  the  subject  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  Bank  of  England  in  relation 
to  the  West-India-Loan  Fund.  A  paper 
which  was  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  at  the 
period  to  which  he  referred  contained 
these  words  ; — "  It  is  desirable  to  effect 
this  loan  with  as  little  disturbance  to  the 
currency  of  the  country  as  possible."  For 
which  purpose,  in  the  preamble  of  the  Sd 
and  4-th  of  William  4th  were  inserted 
tliese  words  :— '■  The  payments  of  this 
compensation  to  be  made  out  of  the  in- 
stalments as  they  become  due."  He  bad 
before  him  a  list  of  the  awards  made  by 
the  Commissioners  for  Claims  to  Com- 
pensations I  and  he  had  also  a  list  of  the 
payments,  in  making  which  the  regulation 
properly  introduced  into  the  preamble  of 
the  Bill  had  been  departed  from.  On  the 
l6th  of  August,  wheo  the  last  five  per  cenL 
was  paid,  the  amount  nf  payment  waa 
+,500,000/.,  ond  the  amount  of  awaid 
4,700,0(10/.  But  although  there  had  been 
a  great  regidnriiy  of  payment,  there  had 
been  no  regularity  of  distribution,  and 
hence  the  panic  which  followed.  Thii 
he  ^vould  endeavour  to  explain  to  the 
House.    The  Bank  Oirecton  had  o 
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otcBled  to  the  ChuKcnor  erf' (be  Escb«j  =« ' ' 
tbeir  resolalioD  not  to  give  uir  aecosiiyv 
dation  ;  and  ibcy  were  perfrctlj  rl^rj,  I'cr    , 
b^  restrainiDg   Ike   dcpoiiuoa   to   k 
advances  tbey  did  mnch  to  prrimi  : 
galsrity.      Bnt  tbe  toasetfoeact  ^i  tij 
was,  that  tbe  conlracton  scremd  oowb 
the  Ooveromeot  to  tbe  nt^iK 
that  ibe  GoTerament  had  ci 
that  or  treatmg  wiib  ihem.  » 
thej  drove  a  harder  bar^un  m-ii.  i-it  ) 
niiter,  by  which  nataralij  ibe   f'l.:^.!^  i> 
fered.     When,  bovever,  itis  aamiiR 
the  pablk  had  been  efiectnL.  iben.  and  i 
till  then,  bnt  Jmt  tbea,  wituo  one  vi 
namely,  a  notice  «aft  iMwed  br  Uie  Bauc^    haiiK  vea 

•ignifyiog  it«  readioeH  to  make  acrnt.ce*  Ef.at  of  ^kin^  ui..  r  cu[icc  tn  a  jtjj. 
on  all  good  lecniiliei,  at  li.e  rate  of  c-;  ,..:>.i. .  •■  _;  >t  ,-  ■*.  t.L-  '  .  '.'■!-. :  mac 
percent.  Here  va*  a  tempi^ij^'a.biid  uik  ,a  ItiS,  ':.■■■  .•''..  i-.ims  ii;ji.j-.f  &  n- 
difficuU  of  resistance  to  tiie  L^i.^-sc*  t/.  ooEnmi-j:  ,..''...<  •.■..  i.u;  ot -.m  j'  i  of 
omDiani,  b>  come  Tonrard  ai<d  pocket  j  June,  of  tL<i:  xe^-,  luei  tB£  2r.v".>.i'i.*J^ 
percenL  But  ibii  va*  sot  an;  :i  iLrev  ou-.  ii. cnr-u-i: W  ;  Kr.v'cMirw.  tu^  iHi.ea 
ibe  whole  tata  of  money  into  ttK  cjfienof  v..i-7t.  ven:  ^'U'.  ni-^r  :^  i<;.:  n  ^^.^..  if 
the  Bank,  altboagfa  tbe  avardi  b»d  n-j:  wm:  ic.  \^  u-i  [•<  taC  uTve^  ^  i-^  bic« 
been  made,  tbej  actsaUy  getibg  ai  a«c  of  Eti^ta*^.  ue%  fac^«Mc  :.'  Of-^^oi  fg« 
time.  I  I^OOO^OOW.  As  tittt  Cbaaceikir  of  u>e  awn  am  ^f  iMe  kj^k.^c  '.^nw  mmh 
tbe  Excheqnec  e^  tbe  intMe^.  he  paid  it  vete  lo  aim,  m  m^imm-  istem,  waar.  £« 
into  tbe  Bulk;  tbe  Baok  be^  to  feci  tbe  cfaecks  vete  oc  t,n  y  lau  mi:.s^.  Time 
lednndancy  of  iU  cafMtal :  it  began  lo  fee!  vaa  cenai'.iy  moe  •£>«-:««  o:  'jtv-»r^  m-.Ka, 
that  appetite  for  Iniding  wticfa  wm  m  sm  not  iite.,' ti.  tjirc^«rg&^.<iie:w-A  bi;^^, 
natoraJ  to  men  having  a  aurpiu  at  liieir  ans  ttia;  «aa  \at  tpecM:*  *.'.r',L  r*^''-:*^  .i«d 
dtipoeal,  and  accordiogiy  loaof  sere  mon  iruK-oKH.iet ;  ou:  ti>«:.  :m  »iu^<<o:  of 
readily  granted.  Bat  trhal  wat  tlie  couae-  trnat-fnonM*  wa*  bem-  lerr  ta.'j:e.  atiC,  as 
qoeoce?  Why,  that  tbe  auDe  iDODey  it  var^rd  bot  ii-.'^,  m^b:  oe  ueauf  af.«( 
wu  actntlly  payiDp,  at  tbe  ooe  sod  the  [be  fashiou  of  iBaibeiii<>'.>'.uD*,  vt«t*  Ofco^ 
■MM  momeiit,  t«o  diatioct  iateresu.  |  mz  »th  wbat  tbey  termed  cotM-^nt  qttaa. 
No  baok  was  ever  know*  (o  bare ,  tme*.  atwl  be  dMregaided.  l>uri^  (be 
had  focb  aMel*;  at  ooe  tnae  tbty  Lad  |  w*i',l«  (A  t>i:t  period,  lAe  eicbao^  baA 
arooonled  to  20,000,000'.;  an  locreaie  |  been  vjreoe  to  tr.ii  coootry,  yet  id  A*- 
certainly,  a*  could  be  prored  by  6^rei. '  jr^tt  ibeir  lia'^iiiciea  bad  iocaeaaed  )• 
on  what  Uiey  bad  previoaily  posM«ied,  |  ;i^:,>>Xl,0"jf.,ai:d  laiiiefollowiagjaoury, 
but  then  one  half  of  it  waa  a  loan  of  pablic  <  tbe  aggiegaie  of  ali  demand*  agaioat  tbe 
money.  When  the  notice  of  the  willing- |  Bank,  aroognu^l  to  :y-,.4^l,''j'X)/.  8oliltl« 
neaa  of  tbe  Bank  to  diiconnt  wai  made  jud^meni,  to  h::.t  d.icreuoo,  bad  ibey 
pubticW  known,  there  were  alao  certain  [  ahown,  trtat,  a-'-^o*^  eonataatJy  Inim^ 
limitaiiona  annaunced,  beyond  the  pale  of,  mooey,  they  hM  .'.crcaaed  tbetreucaUKM 
wbicbitaaMistance  wainoi  tobeexpecU:'!  I  la  an  f.\ctm  of  '.vyf.OOOL  ahoM 'aiKt^ 
Tbeae  limits,  howerer,  did  not  hx  any  the  prevMoa  Jctw.  Wbatwaa  the  (wdm* 
majmuoM  boundary  to  ioant;  no,  If^y  <{ver>ceof  »:i  UN  ^  Why, tkat pa«^  «lMril 
merely  6sed  theminijMuw,  bii*.  of  ahxdii',r,  ,n  A.i^uat  iMt  had  ao  exMaMv^'T  ff"** 
of  Muumrat  the;  b«d  no  i^-^a.  He  who  .a,,^u,  a»d  waK^h.erca  at  (*«  ^«8n«  «*' 
wanted  a  a«B  leaa  (han  2.f]'iO'.  couid  no".  menM<»d  vxwbolly  M'xafi'-'l.  hi  A-i-pr*, 
get  H;  b«t  be  who  wanted  a  4'ini  aiyive  a  •{ -i  a<.,  taOtm  lo  'i^al  *i>^  A-nen-n* 
thai,  efeo  were  it  half  a  n.  ■•^n.  -lO',!'!  -,  ■  *•«  iNa*>rnUrf  -,  '«*«»  ■"'«  f'-.'''.»»d 
oMainit.  Thia,of  courw,  .i»d>)'ed  pria'e 
benken  lo  make  depowl*  of  -.">-!c,  or  any 

efbcf  aeeiiriiii>t,  wiib  tbe  Binic.  aad  fl;ei ,  mf.  of  enm^.    <*.  i\    tw  fr.v  i 
advaaeeaoe  ibem,  forihe  Baak  dneoanied  |  within  '^-t  vitl'  '/  >(-■?  Ba-.k  i'  f 
at  t|   pw  ceM.,  and  tbey,  ih«  pri«al«ib'/' w44i)«mninat«d  th-^.^^ot'i 
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by  tbtt.  But  what  was  the  coniequence 
lo  the  country?  An  advance  in  prices, 
until,  in  September  last,  the  price  or  every 
article  of  import  was  raised  from  40  to  100 
percent.  In  the  article  of  cotton,  ihere 
was  an  advance  of  80  per  cent.  Whec 
we  had  to  pay  higph  prices  for  llie  material 
which  came  to  be  manuFaciured  here, 
foreign  nation!  would  never  give  us  a  c 
responding  price  for  the  manufactured 
tide.  The  consequence  was  a  falling-off 
of  our  trade.  In  January  last  the  cir- 
culation of  the  Bank  of  England  was 
31,000,000/.,  and  they  had  4,000,000/.  lo 
pay  that  amount,  bting  very  little  mure 
than  half  a  crown  in  the  pound, 
their  engagements.  He  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  any  corporation  to 
be  permitted  to  produce  so  much  mischief 
lo  the  country  and  to  every  branch  in  it  ? 
Why  were  they  all  to  be  in  such  a  state  of 
alarm  and  uncertainty  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  them  indeed  that  he  saw 
no  ground  for  despondency.  He  (Mr, 
Williams)  should  like  lo  know  how  the 
Bank  issues  were  to  be  regulated — how,  by 
reducing  the  circulation  to  such  an  extent, 
they  were  tn  bring  the  prices  of  all  com- 
modities  down,  so  as  to  turn  the  exchange 
in  their  favour?  He  asked  the  hon, 
(^entlpman  if  he  did  not  see  any  grouud  for 
despondency    in    looking   to    the    conse- 

Juences  of  such  a  state  of  Ibings?  The 
istress.  in  his  opinion,  was  only  i 
commencement,  if  the  right  hon.  Gi 
man  did  not  give  to  the  question  proper 
consideration.  What  had  been  done  ii 
1 624  and  1 835  ?  They  all  recollected  thi 
effecis  then  produced  by  the  Bank  of 
England  upoa  the  interests  of  the  country. 
He  remembered  to  have  heard  it  stated  by 
t  Minister  of  the  Grown  in  that  Hou.e, 
that  this  great  commercial  and  m  inu- 
facturing  country  '*was  brought  within 
eight  and  forty  hours  of  bankruptcy." 
What  was  the  answer  of  their  leading 
men  t  One  of  their  directors  stated  before 
the  Committee,  he  understood,  that  at  last 
they  faa3  discovered  the  safe  principle 
upon  which  to  regulate  their  issues.  They 
had  discovered  the  proper  mode  of  regu- 
lating them,  and  that  if  they  kept  gold  in 
their  coffers  one  third  of  the  amount  of 
tbeir  issues,  they  would  be  always  safe. 
He  admitted  that  they  would;  and  the 
Bank  went  on  for  aome  time  upon  that 
principle.  But  what  was  the  condition  of 
the  Bank  of  Englund  now?  Instead  of 
having  the  ooe-ihitd  of  the  amount  of 


their  issues  in  gold — thaj  had  in  gold 
only  about  the  one-seveatli  or  one-eightb 
of  their  issues.  He  asked,  was  that  a 
stale  of  things  that  ought  to  be  allowed  lo 
continue?  Oughta  greatcounlry  likethii 
to  be  thus  drove  about  from  pillar  to  post, 
and  nothing  fixed,  regulated,  or  certain  T 
He  had  watched  the  proceedings  of  th« 
Bank  of  England  and  its  issues  for  the 
last  ten  years,  and  he  look  upon  himself 
to  say  this,  that  the  Bank  had  been  so 
changeable — so  much  up  and  down  in 
their  issues,  that  no  man  could  engage  in 
any  commercial  or  trading  transaction  for 
six  or  nine  months  and  be  able  to  tell 
what  the  result  would  be — whether  it 
would  he  allowed  to  he  advantageous, 
whether  it  would  bring  to  him  a  large 
profit,  or  be  attended  with  very  great  lost. 
In  a  country  like  this,  some  certain  prin- 
ciple ought  10  be  laid  down.  The  currency 
was  the  measure  of  all  properly.  Tho 
prosperity  of  this  and  every  other  country 
depended  much  upon  this,  that  ihey 
should  keep  the  currency  in  such  a  state 
as  it  would  not  vary,  as  it  bad  been  con- 
tinually varying,  under  the  management  of 
tlic  Bank  of  England.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  insiiiute  a  thorough  and 
searching  inquiry  into  the  causes  of  the 
present  evils,  and  whether  they  had  be«n 
produced  by  the  management  of  the  cir- 
culating medium.  Such  au  inquiry  ought 
at  once  to  be  iaslituted;  its  resuU,  he 
trusted,  would  be  to  have  a  regular  cur- 
rency eitablijhed. 

Mr.  Robinson  was  desirous  lo  lake  that 
opportunity  of  offering  a  few  remarks  on 
the  question  before  them.  The  proposition 
of  the  Chancellor  of  ihe  Exchequer  was 
for  the  revival  of  the  Committee  of  last 
Tear,  whirh  had  been  appointed  on  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets.  The  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex proposed,  not  merely  that  the  inquiry 
should  be  extended  to  Ireland,  but  that  it 
should  embrace  the  entire  monetary  system 
of  the  country.  Now  the  House  had 
repeatedly  refused  to  grant  an  inquiry 
into  the  general  system  of  the  currency  of 
the  country.  He  did  not  mean  to  discuia 
whether  the  House  had  acted  wisely  or  not 
in  refusing  that  inquiry.  He  would  not 
then  say  whether  the  currency  was  In  a 
satisfactory  state  or  not,  or  whether  it 
might  not  be  improved;  but  he  would  state 
that  if  an  inquiry  was  to  be  granted  it 
ought  lo  be  granted  directly  to  that  effectt 
•od  Dot  be  ingrafted  on  a  motion  of  tho 
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nktnra  of  that  before  the  Houie.  Bat  even 
though  a  direct  motion  wasbrought  forward, 
h«  would  still  object  that  such  an  inquiry 
should  be  COD  fid  ed  to  a  Coromittee  so 
constituted  as  the  present.  He  freely  ad- 
mitted that  the  present  Committee  were 
peifecttv  competent  lo  enter  upon  the  ques- 
tion B3  limited  by  the  motion  of  the  Chan- 
celloT  of  the  Exchequer  ;  but  he  must  deny 
that  a  Committee  bo  conatiluted  was  com- 
petent to  enter  into  the  whole  question  of 
the  currency  and  monetary  system  of  (he 
country.  If  the  Committee  of  last  year 
were  revived  they  might  expiect  that  the 
result  of  the  inquiry  and  the  report  would, 
daring  the  present  Session,  lead  to  some 
system  of  legislation  with  respect  to  Joint- 
stock  Banks;  but  if  the  proposal  of  the 
hoD.  Member  for  Middlesex  was  carried 
into  effect,  and  the  Committee  pursued  the 
more  extensive  inquiry,  they  would  not  be 
able  to  come  to  any  satisfactory  decision, 
and  the  Session  would  pass  away  without 
any  advantage  being  derived  from  their  in- 
quiry. He  was  euabled  to  state,  with  re- 
spect to  Joint-stock  Banks,  that  some  le- 
gislation was  necessary  on  the  subject.  He 
differed  from  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  that  Joint-stock  Banks 
could  with  safety  be  left  to  themsclvea.  He 
certainly  admitted  that  it  might  be  safe 
to  leuve  Joint-stock  Banks  of  deposit  to 
their  own  system  of  operation;  but  with 
respect  to  Joint-stock  Banks  of  issue,  ihey 
were  so  mixed  up  with  the  general  con- 
cerns of  the  country,  and  so  intimately 
cODnected  with  its  commercial  afTairs,  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  deal 
with  that  branch  of  the  aabject.  He  would 
not  say  a  word  with  respect  to  the  conduct 
of  the  Bank  of  England,  or  how  far  the 
conduct  of  the  Directors  of  the  Bank  of 
England  might  have  contributed  to  the  re- 
cent derangement  of  the  commercial  in- 


a  loss  to  know  how  far  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land was  chargeable  for  any  of  the  Incoa. 
Yenience  of  a  metallic  currency.  No  doubt 
they  might  sometimes  be  chargeable  with 
too  much  enlarging,  or  too  much  restrict-* 
ing,  the  currency,  because  being  the 
largest  establishment  in  the  country,  all 
the  other  banking  establishments  looked 
10  its  operations  to  guide  them  how  to  act. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  had  kept 
out  of  view  the  derangement  that  might 
result  from  the  extension  of  the  currency 
without  limitation.  Another  great  bant 
— the  London  and  Westminster  Bank- 
had  lent  to  a  bank  tnManchester  1 50,000/,, 
and  the  bank  at  Manchester  whs  com- 
pelled to  have  recourse  to  the  Bank  of 
England  to  prevent  it  from  stopping  pay- 
ment. Private  and  Joint-stuck  Banks 
went  on  increasing  and  limiting  their  issues 
by  the  example  of  the  Bank  of  England, 
and  so  long  as  they  had  a  metallic  currency 
co-existing  wilh|the  circulating  medium,  so 
long  they  would  be  subject  to  this  fluctu- 
ation. He  would  not  go  into  the  general 
question,  but  if  the  House  were  disposed 
to  consent  to  the  revival  of  the  Commiltee 
of  last  year  he  certainly  was  of  opinion 
that  the  inquiry  should  be  limited  to  the 
proposition  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. The  hon.  Member  for  Middle* 
sex  had  gone  at  great  length  into  tha 
question.  He  was  not  disposed  to  follow 
the  hon.  Member  throughout  all  the  argu- 
ments he  had  urged,  but  he  could  not 
avoid  noticing  some  fallacies  which  bod 
been  made  use  of  by  the  hon.  Member  with 
respect  to  the  commercial  interests  of  thia 
country  and  of  France.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  had  said  that  the  public 
credit  of  this  country  had  always  held  an 
eminent  position,  beyond  that  of  any  other 
country,  yet  that  our  credit  had  been  im- 
paired,  whilst  the   credit  of  France  had 
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of  ■  Joiot-ftock  Bank  to  one  partiealar 
tjtlMta.  The  ibveholileii  ougbc  to  be  the 
btU  jndgu  of  their  own  iateretti,  and  it 
would  be  mod  injudicious  to  interfere 
ontcM  it  could  be  ihown  that  the  public 
JDtcrcft  required  il.  There  were  tereral 
Other  poinO  indicated  in  the  Report  ai 
topics  of  legiilation.  With  reipect  to  the 
publication  of  the  liabilitiei  and  aiiett  to 
tiie  thareholden  at  large,  that  would  not  be 
ad*i»ble,Bf  the  informairoD  might  not  at  all 
limei  be  tnittworthy,  and  only  calculated 
to  mislead.  He  iruited  that  the  propoied  li- 
mited inquiry  nou  Id  not  be  astented  to  by  the 
HouM.  The  neit  potui  of  the  law  referred 
to  the  non-payment  of  doubtful  debts. 
How  could  any  one  judge,  he  should  like 
to  know,  whMher  parties  gave  tn  a  proper 
account  of  bad  debts  or  not  ?  He  thought 
it  was  unwise  to  make  such  a  point  a  sub- 
ject for  legislative  enactment,  for  it  was 
in  reality  impossible  ever  to  decide  with 
Ctriainty  concerning  it.  There  were  fonr 
or  fife  other  points  referred  to  by  his  hon. 
Friend,  which  be  thought  were  completely 
out  of  Ihe  scope  of  the  notice  of  the 
House.  The  real  objects  to  be  aimed  at 
were  to  obtain  a  direct  remedy  against 
fruud,  and  to  derive  the  readiest  and  most 
efficient  mode  to  recover  debts.  He  was 
■ur«  tbat  any  attempt  to  legislate  beyond 
Ibat,  could  not  be  made  with  advantage. 
Another  reason  against  the  interference 
was,  that  the  modes  of  conducting  those 
banks  were  so  various  that  it  would  be 
found  exceedingly  difficult  to  come  to  a 
right  and  definite  conclusion  on  that  point 
by  itself.  For  instance,  some  banks  were 
tccustomed  to  hold  Government  securities, 
whilst  others  transacted  business  without 
tham.  How  could  the  House  legislate  on 
■uch  a  point,  when  conflicting  testimony 
could  be  brought  forward  in  favour  of  both 
practices?  Again,  there  was  thequestion 
of  discounting  bills.  His  hon.  Friend  near 
bim  (Mr.  Hume)  was  against  the  practice, 
while  others  on  the  Committee  would,  be 
doubted  not,  be  found  in  its  favour.  Here, 
again,  how  could  legislative  enactments 
be  framed  to  meet  the  question  t  He  could 
not  perceive,  in  looking  over  the  evidence, 
that  this  could  be  considered  a  safe  or 
useful  subject  of  legislation.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  tne  Exchequer  had  aiked,  with 
the  most  infantine  simplicity,  several  ques- 
tions on  thissubjeot,  wliicli  betrayed,  he 
tboughl,  most  groundless  fears.  He  in- 
quired, for  instance,  if  a  banker  in  Cum- 
bwlud  (bould  nublith  an  agency   in 


Cornwall,  and  thonld  make  bis  noUe 
payable  at  Newcastle,  would  it  oot  be  i 
hardship  on  Ihe  persona  in  the  neighboor- 
bood?  He  could  assure  the  bon.  Gentleman 
that  no  fear  need  be  entertained  on  ibat 
head ;  for  if  one  note  was  iasoed  from  the 
bank  in  Cornwall  there  was  no  danger  of 
a  second  one  being  taken.  For  what 
would  be  done  in  the  case  alluded  to  ? 
Why,  the  person  who  holds  the  note  goes 
to  another  bank,  and  demands  cash  for 
the  note;  this  is  at  once  acceded  to,  for 
the  Cumberland  banker  is  considered  t 
safe  man.  The  holder  of  the  note  is 
charged  the  postage  to  Newcastle  and 
back,  amounting  to  3i.,  to  which,  if  Is.  is 
added  for  commission,  he  will  hare  to 
pay  4f.  for  the  51.  note.  Did  the  r^bt 
hon.  Gentleman  tbink  that  this  woif)d  be 
an  inducement  to  him  to  receive  a  second 
note  from  the  same  quarter?  The  rigbt 
hon.  Gentleman's  fears  were  entirely  vision- 
ary, and  still  he  had  repeated  his  inquines 
on  the  point  just  alluded  toat  least  a  dozen 
times.  He  felt  sorry  to  have  been  obliged 
to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  with  so 
much  dry  detail ;  but  he  had  thought  it 
absolutely  necessary,  in  order  to  show  that 
the  inquiry  could  not  prove  useful.  He 
thought  it  would  be  exceedingly  unwise  to 
renew  the  Committee,  for  it  would  only 
excite  expectations  which  could  not  be 
realized.  He  would  therefore  move  the 
previous  question,  and  if  supported  by 
many  of  the  Members  he  would  divide 
the  House;  but,  if  not  so  supported,  he 
should  rest  contented  with  having  proposed 
what  he  thought  would  best  contribute  to 
an  effective  and  impartial  treatment  of  the 
question,  and  would  support  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex. 

Mr.  FilUeri  thought,  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Worcester  would  sanction  an 
inquiry  into  the  Joint-stock  Banks,  and 
into  the  effects  of  the  suppression  of  one 
pound  notes  in  1823,  and  that  he  was  not 
averse  to  the  whole  truth  being  disclosed 
respecting  the  operations  of  banking  in 
this  country,  there  was  something  whim- 
sical in  his  opposition  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Member  for  Middlesex.  He  waa 
anxious  for  the  truth  to  be  elicited,  and, 
therefore,  should  vote  for  that  amendment. 
He  did  not  expect  much  good  from  the 
revival  of  this  Committee,  if  the  inquiry 
was  to  be  confined  to  the  operations  of 
Joint-stock  Banks,  for  he  was  afraid  that, 
from  partial  evidence,  no  rules  could  be 
deduced  that  could  hSTt  any  t*i>"">l  *f* 


Ill  fMl  Itili  timh  iFm«)  JbMft^^J 

plictticM ;  aMi,  if  tke  CiaiMacB  bsii  x  ji  Sngjamt :  au  mnl  : 

not  in  view  to  ^ctr  n]^u\u'mmM   rnbieh. ,  vaa  piac^  igat  x  liSaatc  mmfl^  1b 

■boald  affect  all  ta«kiaf  csabiiainMniB  ta  ^  aa  xmm 

the  coDDti;,  be  fewca  that  'hei   tabuia  ant  xeni 

WQuld  be  of  Toy  &Mc»d  nSa,  ami  sue  -wm,  JutC  :tie  Bank,  ii'  Zn^nnu  < 

it  woald  teod  to  comSrmau  imyynii  due  acinaie  ^nnie^k  ^mcn  .is  tn 

aireadj   preraikd,  tbal  tba  au|airr  vaa  tn  iKgenrf  ipoK  it:^  r^oiaie  1 

promoted  imtbcr  «ilk  tbe  nev  at  tBtrxt-  sad  at  die  VBse  sine    t   *a«    eii.  vieo  m 

ing  one  bcucb  of  tbc  tntie  in  wifK'  :i3  die  .uunsU  it  i  ^rmHs  tader :   tic  Taut 

favour  the  oiber,  tbaa  of  pnmctin^  cbe  ku^  iuL   ta  -oasaat.  ubi    ca   uuv   .wcb 

poblic  welfiue.     Be  tbcogbi  uiu  Pacii^-  a  .TinBTinr  am^ci.   md  .be  <sanaBi=al 

meiU  could  BtcfaDr  apply  itxif  a  iHunos:  ''inMn  ««xe  jiaiie  die  ncninL     uniii  ±c 

OD  what  principlo  laaks  ibcaU  be  xpii-  irarr^ncy   at   diis   : 

lated,  with  the  view  to  their  aJvaiuap  hui  'i^enL  son  i^dc 

their  safety  ;  hot  when  ibe^  had  mtdt.  sack  tbor  oe  aaaid.  ntv  is^er  *  xxaaam   it 

discOTCr;,  he  wai  BMre  daipoHd  ia  ieavs  dm^  wucs  n'  >ruch  a«  jeam  j 

tiie  eafoiccmeat  of  thoae  pcwifies  to  free  aut  vtuch  anuc  jx  aopwiwi  «im   nett 

competitioo  thaa  to  kgiibtia*,  (be  kr  he  ktjuu  :iijiiry  s  3a«te.      !la  Jiok  ^nMBtfe 

ma,  that  the  mote  the  pkUk  «cte  eaeoa-  ne  ^tnud  njipoii:  ja   imtnwnii   if  .be 

raged   to   lean   npoa  ParUaauac  Sat  'Jut  Jii^urj. 

regulation  of   liieir   ialenati^  ue  maa       ]lr.  Virtarta  tia  30c  upwm  vnti    us 

caJreleMaDdiocaatioaawiMid  JKjbecsiHC.  aan.  ^-.ead.  ii*  JConDei- ror  ^onh  Holwi' 

He  thought  the  enta  bow  hapa»ed  to  J^&  «uts.  in  ~^ 

itoch  Kiuk*  WCK  creaify  r.<^tz-nui,  tad  ■\m^^t^ml  yaat^  -Ji*  3>niae  j*    1 

their  advsoiagea  gttail*  aa^-fMed.  xad  n    mmu   -mm    ^ta  ' 

the  difficulty  of  tegjabtiae  foe  aach  erjs  .egiiiafc   ih   rh* 

a>  tbey  were  cbafgieabie  wxth.  saa  ihawa  Baoiia,    b«r  ivtwib  ,  _   _ 

by  the  Tarioas  aoatnna  »hici»  wen  pre-  Qwuroiniee  (U'   iot^nrr  4«  ttK   it^aat 

scribed   for  tb«r  rcaaedy.     Eicry   peaoa  »hei^r  dieie  arae  not  .n     rmtiwii  «nlft 

was  coofident  in  hie  own.  hot  mot  3iaay  arain;  ^ot  -u'  :b«  sondaet  if    iniT  *r% 

agreed  with  the  other.     Ha  itan.  fzietui,  hniu.  sbich.    rbr    -b«    Mice    if   >Tblie 

the  Member  for  the  li,mwf  Hia'-eu.  xtd  niiifwncuui  am  KCnnty'     t  otw  itmntOm- 

no  )es*  than  three,  which  ht  pmonrnd  so  'o   ■u|ii'n!  .ma.     Tie  enta  utritMral>t»  -» 

combiae — paid-ap  cafO^i.   aaumiteit  j^  ><ua(.-«nea   3stni(*   wve,    .t    vmemM  •» 

btlity,  and  ccwplete  pi^iaiy.     So*  oc  iim.  if  a  >m-.'  til&««ni  .lansnf   'mm    hmm 

had  seldoiit  bcsid   aay  eoiMerr-.ai  sun  r^nA-iaaiA   vt   m4-   o  hvcJiari^  i^  -Iw 

agree  to  tbe»  all.  aoi«  diwayyrwed  <if  ail.  Sank  tf  Zaffanrf.     .\Mon^    h«  ^fiM^m 

and  he  was  nore  dispoaeJ  tA  a^ptea  wXn  a^auM  dbe  .ua^lll^yl^  ^.iomf-^oHr  Seakw 

the  latter  thaa  the  Conner.     The  pvacenl  va*  that  if  'vant  ')f  uw^ty  n  -b«r  /m- 

was  tbosght  to  proceed  &o«  (.nese  laniu  -Meiin^;  lotoe-iM  te«<rr  nmt.  wmnpi 

being   allowed   to  iwoe  »au*:  Mt  dieii-  ill     lie  ^tiar^e*  ii^wM  -he  3ank  <»f  E^Mf 

iisnes  not  fM«iag  aboifo  oa*^ra  /if  cheir  tand,    chat   if  awf  «9nt  if  pwwwal  .m* 

liabilities,  their  intpeop'r  Me  of  Hms  prv-  [<^gnr/  in  :he  sati  if  .u  jfift^tnor^     A 

vilege  did  aot  asMiMtt  10  ncre  than  oik.  ,  irmt  of  pniilearj>    1^   -w:»*MnM)*  vwn 

fifth  of  the  evil  to  he  apynheaded.     It  ^  utr.iMted  to  cheat,    Mt    t  .ud  *«««r  .lent 

was  an  object  to  diaeovcr  th«  real  eatweaf  tile^ed  a^aiaet  cbeas,  (bat  -Jtc^  ;Mri  oh*- 

Iheae  diatnibances  w  the  eorreacy  <  aod  tmugnt  iie  foada  .atnsled  -»  U»e«   >y 

which   now  appear   10  be  of   perirduial  rheir   inubunen.   !br  their   -v*n    jmuaef 

occurrence),  why  they  sboold  io^aira  ouo  >neiit.   B«  amolit  Mt  'fray  'J»at  -.fie  B^ak 

the  mode  in  which  Uw  Baafc  of  Eofjaod  fvf  Exf^Mid  '■•^  rtoc   >e  m  perfect  lo  ,ta 

had  exenised  iu  powers  aad  lU  privitegra.  rumtrni  of  ihe  <Mrren«y  an  jtight  iw  dtf- 

To  ioquira  iato  Jewrt-^lcdc  Baaka,   aad  arAiJe,  awt  ibat  a  :iae  awfbt  cook  wbes 

OBiit  the  largest  of  thasa  all,  which  waa  the  twntld  d«  sdviaabte  ^  m^oip!  iwn  wKb 

Bank  of  Ea^and,  ana,  ia  hia  Buad,  a  a  lyiestioa.     At  die  •>««  '-nwer  however, 

perfect  deloMoo.    He  beiicved  that  aum  ae  wanld  nbaerve,  ihat  vbilat  ihe  ^mtevt 

iB<nwbobadwnU«w,aa4wh*badtho«gbl  ifHid  wbub  cmU  be  eapeetad  to  mmU 

apoo  the  cwsis  of  these  coMBwrfial  patties,  1  IW«i«adi  an  inqpurf,  ma  ihst  ^f  feramif 

had  qreed  •■  tnciaf  theaa  to  the  arbitrarv  .  am  «tt«ieDt  board,  to  eMUrol  tha  Kwventft 
and  inewwdwiia  oparaMao  •(  ih«  Baafc  •  «i(b  »  Mwh  «piality  aa  poasiWa,  iIm 
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anytliiD^  but  creditable  to  them  to  attempt  If,  then,  there  were  any  grounds  for  this 
to  arrest  the  priwress  of  this  investigation,  accusalion  why  v.as  it  not  brought  for- 
and,  for  hiapaTt,neceTtaiD]y  hadimagined  ward  before,  and  why  should  the  present 
that  the  re-appointment  of  this  Committee  moment  be  selected  for  the  attack  ?  When 
would  not  liavebeen  opposed.  He  thought .  the  proper  time  arrived,  the  Governors  of 
to  because  it  must  be  apparent  lo  every  the  Banic  would  be  ready  to  meet  any  ac- 
ooe,  from  what  had  recently  taken  plac  '     '       ■  ■  -  ■     ■ 

that  the  most  searching    inquiry  was  n 
cetaary.     With  regard    to   the    argum 
that  the  Legislature  had  no  right  lo  inl 
fere  between  one  individual  and  another 
he   admitted    that  it  might  hold  good  i 


cusutions  which  might  be  brought  against 
I  them,   and  he  had  no  doubt  but  it  would 

then  be   satisfactorily    shown    that  those 
;r-  'Charges  of  mismanagement  were  without 
dation.     He  repeated,  that  sufficient 
_  e  had  not  been  iihewn  why  this  inquiry 

those  concerned  in  Joint -stuck  Banks  j  sliould  not  take  place.  He  would,  there- 
were  to  be  the  only  sufferers  by  their  ope-  ,  fore,  support  the  motion  forthere-appoint- 
ration*;  but  when  the  whole  community  mcnt  of  ihe  Committee,  and,  if  the  Joint 
was  affected  by  them,  and  when  the  entire  |  Slock  Banks  were  not  conducted  on  the 
fabric  of  commercial  credit  was  liable  to  i  principle  admitted  by  the  Legislature,  that 
be  shaken  hy  the  ads  oF  those  bodies,  he  j  principle  must  be  altered, 
conceived  that  the  Legislature  had  not  j  Mr.  Cay/ey  said,  he  agreed  with  the  hoo. 
only  a  right  but  it  was  their  bouodenduly  Member  for  Middlesex,  that  (he  inquiry 
to  interfere.  He  concurred  with  the  hon.  j  should  be  exiendediotheaffaiisofihe  Bank 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  that  Joint- j  of  England.  Thedifficulty  which  the  Bank 
stock  Banks  had  conferred  great  bene6t  on  of  England  had  to  contend  with  under  the 
the  community;  but  inorderto  render  that  I  present  system  was,  that  it  had  to  attend 
benefit  permanent  it  was  necessary  that  i  not  only  to  its  own  interest — to  bank 
the  public  mind  should  be  satisfied  that  stock,  for  instance,  as  well  as  other  pro- 
they  rested  on  a  secure  foundation,  and  |  perty  connected  with  that  eslablithment — 
this  confidence  could  only  be  established  i  but  alto  to  the  interes  s  of  the  mercantile 
by  the  roost  searching  inquiry  into  the  body.  The  Bank  on  the  late  Iryingocca- 
principlea   on  which    the   transactions  of  sionhadacledwith  grea(humanity,andbad 


tho»e  concerns  were  conducted. 


n  interests  as  well  as  the 


Mr.  Pattiton  was  understood  to  state,  great  interests  of  the  public,  without  draw- 
that  it  mi^t  perhaps  be  expected  ibat  be  \  ing  the  cord  too  tight.  But  he  would  now 
should  express  his  opinion  on  the  questioo  j  ask  what  was  tbe  danger  to  the  Bank  at 
before  the  House.     He  felt  that  be  was    present  ?     The    danger  arose    in  a  great 


placed 


L  most  awkward  predi 


ire  from  the  circumstance,  that  the 

being  unaccustomed  to  address  them. '  exchanges  were  not  favourable,  and,  con- 

ild,  however,  simply  advert  to  a  few  !  sequently,  so  long  as  this  was  the  case  the 


froi 
He 

of  the  topics  touched  upon  by  hoi 
bera  who  had  preceded  him,  and  in  the  first 
place,  he  must  observe  that  he  could  not 
concur  in  opinion  with  those  who  thought 
that  sufficient  canse  had  not  been  shewn 
for  this  inquiTj.  Events  which  had  taken 
place  duiing  the  recess,  in  his  opinion  fully 
justified  the  re-appointment  of  this  Com- 
mittee. With  respect  to  the  ohservalions 
of  tbe  hon.  Member  for  Coventry,  in  refer- 
ence lo  the  management  of  the  Bank  of 
England,  he  considered  them  uncalled 
for ;  and  he  could  only  tell  that  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, who  thought  fit  to  find  fault  with 
the  management  of  the  Bank,  that  the 
accounts  of  that  establishment  hnd  been 
regularly  published— that  iis  affuin  were 
conducted  under  the  auspices  of  Govern- 
ment— and  that  all  its  transactions  were 
in  strict  conformity  with  tbe  rules  and  re- 
gnlations  picicribed  by  the  Legislature. 


necessary  result  must  be,  to  create  derange- 
ment, to  a  certain  extent,  in  the  affairs  of 
the  Bank.  In  the  crisis  of  1825,  tbe  stale 
of  the  exchanges  was  not  so  bad  or  so  in- 
jurious to  the  Bank.  On  that  occasion, 
the  rale  of  exchange  had  been  nnfavonr- 
able  for  only  six  months ;  whereas,  when 
the  difficulties  commenced  last  autnmn, 
it  had  been  unfavourable  for  twelve  or 
eighteen  months,  and  then,  as  in  1825,  tbe 
Bank  was  compelled  to  make  the  greatest 
exertions  to  stave  off  the  evil  day,  and  to 
counteract  the  evil  arising  from  the  price 
of  commodities  being  nigber  than  tbe 
standard  of  valne.  He  coostdered  it  im- 
possible that  the  standard  of  value  could 
oe  higher  (ban  ibe  prices  of  commodiiiefl, 
unless  the  circulation  had  diminished  in 
order  to  raise  tbe  price.  Ha  ihercfors 
supported  the  inauiry,  while  at  lbs  sama 
time  he  expresaea  it  u  his  opinioa,  tbu 
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tary  to  wtvd  over  a  million  to  Ireland ; 
and  what  would  be  the  consequence  if  it 
■honld  be  oecessary  to  send  over  ^1d  now 
when  there  was  little  more  than  four  mil- 
lions in  the  Bank  t  Some  hon.  Mem- 
bers approved  of  inqairy,  but  objected 
to  the  time.  He  conldaeeno  reason  in 
that.  Wby  not  have  inquiry  now  ?  Why 
should  it  tie  postponed  ?  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bridport  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
lie  Tower  Hamlets,  said  ^there  was  dan- 
ger. Was  the  Bank  of  England  in  danger  ? 
If  so;  thatwasan  imperative  reason  for  in- 
quiry. If  the  Bank  were  in  danger,  was 
not  the  community  also  in  danger  and  was 
it  not  the  roost  rational  way  to  get  out  of 
the  difficulty  by  meeting  the  danger  at 
once?  The  great  danger  arose  from  the 
apprehensions  of  the  public,  and  the  best 
way  to  dispel  those  apprehensions  was  to 
ascertain  what  the  real  evil  was.  Hon. 
Members  had  spoken  of  the  importance  of 
establishing  great  principles.  Now, 
nothing  was  worse  in  many  instances  than 
great  principles  for  individual  injury.  He 
bdieved,  tbe  great  principle  sought  to  be 
established  in  1819  had  caused  more 
daneer  and  more  injury  to  many  indivi- 
daab  than  any  other  of  a  similar  nature.  It 
spread  its  influence  over  a  vast  number  of 
individuals,  and  reduced  many  who  had 
been  living  in  wealth  and  affluence  to  the 
greatest  distress.  He  therefore  wished  for 
inquiry.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer said  inquiry  would  come 
incidentally;  why  should  it  not  come 
directly?  Let  the  inquiry  commence 
without  delay ;  and  the  more  extensive  it 
was,  the  more  would  the  public  mind  be 
disabused. 

Mr.  Crawford  bore  testimony  to  the 
correctness  of  tbe  illustration  given  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derbyshire  of  the  success 
of  ih^  Birmingham  Joint-stock  Bank.  He 
was  not  prepared  to  address  the  Houae, 
as  he  had  not  had  the  honour  of  being 
apon  the  Committee.  He  had,  however, 
endeavoured  to  make  some  estimates  of 
what  might  be  the  probable  profit  of  a 
most  prosperous  bank.  He  left  a  large 
margin  when  he  said  that  ten  per  cent,  of 
that  profit  could  not  arise  upon  a  banking 
principle  unless  it  were  from  the  sale  of 
th  credit  of  tbe  banks,  instead  of  money 
on  discount.  So  far  ss  the  debate  had 
gone,  it  did  not  appear  that  the  House 
had  been  put  in  possession  of  one  im- 
portant fact  respecting  circulation— viz. 
the  unonot  of  paper  created  by  ra^ia- 


couDts,  acting  uptin  prices  just  as  much 
as  bank  rates  acted  upon  prices.  With- 
out meaning;  to  define  to  what  extent  the 
present  evils  had  been  produced  by  the 
circumstance  of  Joint-stock  Banks  lending 
credit,  instead  oflendin^  money,  he  thought 
he  mig;ht  say,  that  such  a  practice  would 
account  for  the  slate  into  which  the  coun- 
try had  been  thrown. 

Mr.  Poutel  Thomson  observed,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derbyshire  had  brought 
forward  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  and 
had  objected  to  its  being  re-appointed, 
because  he  objected  lo  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee.  The  Committee 
advised,  in  their  Report  to  the  House,  the 
re- const  met  ion  of  the  Committee  of  last 
Session  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  fur- 
ther information  before  they  could  recom- 
mend any  course  of  legislation  to  tbe 
Hou^e.  With  respect  to  what  had  fallen, 
as  to  the  Committee  reporting  that  legis- 
lation, was  unadvisable;  he  need  only 
refer  to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Moore  James, 
who  said,  in  reply  to  the  question,  "  la 
this  a  portion  of  the  law,  wbicb^  in  your 
opinion  requires  amendment?  It  does," 
He  believed  that  faon.  Members  would 
find  few  witnesses  who  considered  legisla- 
tion unadvisable,  though  they  differed  as 
to  the  mode.  If  it  were  advisable,  then, 
to  legislate  on  the  subject,  was  it  not  better 
to  re-appoint  the  Committee?  Every 
friend  of  Joint-stock  Banks  ought  to  assent 
to  the  inquiry.  All  must  be  aware  that 
these  banks  had  borne  up  well,  and  had 
gained  credit  under  the  trial.  As  a  friend, 
therefore,  to  Joint-slock  Banks,  he  should 
vole  for  the  proposed  inquiry.  Whatever 
difference  of  opinion  there  might  be  as  to 
the  construction  of  some  of  these  banks,  it 
could  not  be  denied,  that  the  large  nuiQ> 
hers  of  persons  of  wealth  and  respecta- 
bility who  engaged  in  these  establish menti 
formed  a  new  feature  in  the  banking  sys- 
tem of  this  country.  No  doubt  such  a 
number  of  persons  of  this  class  created  a 
greater  degree  of  security  and  no  man 
entertained  a  doubt  that  paper  bad  been 
pushed  farther  than  it  ever  had  been 
before.  The  credit  of  the  Joint-stock 
Banks  undoubtedly  produced  such  a  re- 
sult; and  he  agreed  with  an  hon.  Member 
who  stated,  that  great  disadvantage  might 
arise  from  the  market  being  overflooded 
with  paper  at  one  time,  and  too  much 
curtailed  at  another.  But  that  was  en 
evil  which  could  not  ba  guarded  against : 
no  Act  of  Pailiament  could  make  people 
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the  object  of  ioquiij;  if  the  iaqniry  were 
to  be  cairied  out  into  every  branch  of 
banking  afTairs,  and  into  the  mtnuft'ie  of  the 
currency  cjueition,  they  might  go  on  ad 
mjinitvm.  If  they  were  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee to  iuvestigate  the  operations  of  the 
whole  of  the  English  banks,  the  Irish 
banks,  the  Scotch  banks,  public  banks, 
private  backs,  JoJot-stock  tanks,  and  all 
the  various  banks  in  the  kingdom,  there 
wonld  be  no  end  to  the  inquiry,  there 
would  be  no  one  sobject  settled,  and  no 
pretext  would  be  wanting  for  postponing  a 
decision.  Therefore,  white  be  was  for  a 
full  inquiry  into  the  subject,  he  would  have 
it  limited  to  a  special  obiecl.  There  were 
two  propositions  before  the  House  besides 
the  original  motion.  There  was  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex to  mnltiply  the  objects  of  inquiry ;  and 
there  was  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derbyshire,  which  went  to 
deny  the  right  of  the  House  to  make  any 
inquiry  into  the  sobject  at  all.  To  neither 
of  those  propositions  could  he  give  his 
consent.  He  had  already  stated  the  rea- 
sons which  induced  hitn  to  oppose  the 
motion  of  the  lion.  Memberfor  Middlesex. 
To  the  principle  involved  in  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derbyshire 
he  coald  by  no  means  agree.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Derbyshire  contended,  that  as 
it  was  generally  allowed  that  Parliament 
ought  not  to  attempt  to  instract  or  con- 
trol persons,  generally,  in  the  manage- 
ment of  their  own  business,  so  it  ooght 
not  to  interfere  with  the  management  of 
Joint-stock  Banks.  But  the  cases  were 
widely  different.  Parliament  had  already 
interfered  with  reference  to  Joint-stock 
Banks,  and  having  so  interfered,  it  was 
entitled  to  carry  that  interference  further. 
If  the  persons  who  were  engaged  in  Joint- 
Stock  ^nks  were  to  be  considered  the 
beat  judges  of  the  manner  of  carrying  on 
ibeir  own  business,  why  had  Parliament 
restricted  them  in  various  ways  ?  Why 
were  they  prohibited  from  issuing  five- 
shilling  or  half-crown  notes?  The  mo- 
ment that  Parliament  in  terlered  with  them 
In  one  respect,  it  acquired  the  right  or 
contracted  the  obligation  to  interfere  with 
them  in  any  other  respect  in  which  such 
interference  might  be  considered  advan- 
tiigeons  to  the  public.  No  one  could 
'deny,  not  only  tne  right,  hut  the  sound 
pcrficy  and  justice  of  acting  on  this  prin- 
'ei^ft  For  instance,  could  any  man  doubt 
^Mt|tfw  teeent  transactions  of  the  North- 
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em  and  Central  Banking  Company  jus- 
tified an  inquiry  into  the  natnre  of  those 
transactions?  Where  a  company  had 
been  invested  by  the  Legislature  with  the 
power  of  coinage,  or  with  the  power  of 
issning  money — a  power  afiecting  the  in- 
terest not  merely  of  the  shareholders,  but 
of  those  who  took  their  notes— and  when 
that  Company  was  found  to  have  made  an 
spplicatron  to  the  Bank  of  England,  and 
to  have  declared  that  they  should  be 
ruined  unless  the  Bank  advanced  tbem  a 
hundred  thousand  ponnds,  snrely  that 
was  a  very  different  transaction  ^m  a 
speculation  in  sugar  or  tobacco.  The 
moment  that  the  Legislature  devolved 
upon  any  body  of  men  the  power  of  issu- 
ing money  (a  power  absolutely  regal  in  its 
character),  that  moment  it  acquired  the 
right  of  taking  care  that  the  interests  of 
those  whom  such  a  proceeding  afiected 
should  be  prelected.  The  hou.  Gentle* 
man  opposite  said  that  no  one  could  doubt 
the  disinterested  and  judicious  conduct  of 
the  directors  of  the  Joint-stock  Banks. 
He  doubted  it.  He  bad  not  so  much  con- 
fidence in  their  wisdom  as  the  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  had.  The  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site had  spoken  of  two  banks  that  had 
been  well  conducted.  But  could  the  re- 
gulations observed  by  those  two  banks  be 
enforeed  on  others  ?  Look  at  the  report 
of  last  year,  and  let  any  nan  say  whether 
he  could  place  implicit  confidence  in  the 
sagacity  of  Joint-stock  Banks.  It  ap- 
peared that  the  managers  of  one  of  them 
stated  that  every  year  they  had  large  divi- 
dends, they  had  great  profits,  but  though 
they  had  had  debts  to  the  amount  of 
20,000/.  or  30,000/.  they  nerer  look  any 
account  of  them,  and  their  shares  were  at 
a  premium  of  ten  per  cent.  How  did  that 
stale  of  things  arise  T  By  the  power  which 
Parliament  liad  conferred  upon  the  par- 
ties. The  difficulty  which  private  banks 
felt  in  conducting  their  business  proved 
that  fact.  He  would  not  say  anythmg  of 
the  wisdom  of  that  course,  but  having 
given  such  a  power  virtually  or  directly, 
legally  or  practically,  they  ought  to  in- 
quire into  the  operation  of  it.  Then,  ano- 
ther hon.  Gentleman  had  gone  to  the 
other  extreme;  he  had  said  that  all  in- 
quiries were  good,  and,  so  far  from  denying 
to  Parliament  the  right  of  inquiry,  be  was 
for  carrying  it  to  the  fullest  extent. 
While  one  hon.  Gentleman  deprecated  all 
inquiry,  the  other  wished  to  have  an 
inquiry  into  ererytbing,  not  excluding^  the 
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flffairs  of  the  Bank  of  EaglancI  itielf. 
Now,  wilh  re^rd  to  the  conduct  of  tha 
Bank  of  England,  b>  tht  at  tti  relations  to 
ihe  Governmenl  were  concerned,  thnt  had 
been  recently  the  lubject  of  two  inqniries. 
He  recollected  litting  on  a  Committee, 
three  yeara  aince,  day  after  day,  which 
wfli  apfiointed  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring 
into  the  whole  of  the  transactions  of  the 
Bank  of  England  as  far  as  they  related  to 
the  Oovernment,  and,  in  consequence  of 
(hat  inquiry,  (he  Bank  charter  was  extend- 
ed, and  he  apprehended  that  no  man  in- 
tended 10  propose  to  rertse  the  Bank  char- 
ter. But  they  had  a  right  to  ascertain  in 
what  manner  ii  would  be  affected  by  the 
subject  of  inquiry.  Even  then,  there 
would  be  no  necessity,  he  would  venture  to 
Kty,  to  go  into  (hat  part  of  the  operations 
of  the  Bank  of  England  which  related  to 
the  GoTemment,  or  any  of  its  operations, 
only  90  far  as  Joint-stock  Banks  were  con- 
cerned. If,  in  the  course  of  investigation, 
it  should  be  staled,  that  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, and  not  the  Joint-siock  Bnnki,  had 
caused  certain  erils,  then  it  would 
difficult  for  the  Bank  of  England  to  resist 
any  further  inquiry  as  to  the  truth  of  that 
Btalement.     The  permission  to  Joint-stock 


Banks  to  pay  in  Bank  of  England  paper 
instead  of  gold  might  be  very  proper        ' 

Erofitable  or  nut,  but,  as  far  as  the  inquiry 
ad  gone,  that  question  did  not  appear  to 
have  been  put.  That  might  be  because 
the  Committee  had  not  sufficiently  per- 
formed its  duly,  or  bad  not  thonghl  it 
necessary  to  inquire.  [Mr.  Hume  had 
himself  put  the  question  to  a  witness,  who 
had  objected  to  it.]  If  such  a  question 
were  put  and  objected  to,  nobody  could 
deny  the  power  of  the  Committee  to  en- 
force an  inquiry  into  the  subject.  The 
question  was  not  whether  the  power  given 
to  Joint-stock  Banks  to  pay  in  Bank  of 
England  paper  diminished  or  extended 
credit,  but  whether  it  had  not  a  tendency 
to  increase  the  danger  to  credit,  and 
whether  the  evil  concomitant  with  maki 
fluctuations  in  the  value  of  money  was  i 
■  greater  evil  than  the  facility  of  doing  it 
could  be  bene&cial  ?  Althougfa  ha  muit 
contend  that  ever^  relation  of  the  Bank  of 
England  with  Joint-stock  Banks  must  be, 
at  rac  a*  necessity  required,  intruded  upon, 
he  should  vole  for  the  original  motion, 
dissenting,  as  he  did,  from  both  amend- 
ments. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  KitkennTte-openedtbewbolequestion, 
but  the  Bifi  of  1819  had  bwD  lo  ofUo 
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diicuued,  that  be  ibonld  deelina  aDtering 
upon  it  on  this  occasion.  Ha  should  mIjt 
refer  to  one  position  which  the  bon.  ana 
learned  Gentleman  had  taken  vp,  namely, 
that  it  was  very  wise  tn  times  of  prosperity 
to  look  forward  to  times  of  difficulty  aad 
danger.  He  would  just  remark  that  the 
evils,  if  evils  had  arisen,  were  not  to  ba 
attributed  to  the  Bill  of  1819.  If  (hey 
have  a  large  quantity  of  oonvart- 
ible  paper,  and  then  to  have  a  metallig 
standard,  whalher  gold  or  silver,  or  both 
conjointly,  they  could  not  have  a  lar|{« 
mass  of  paper  converted  into  a  matallia 
standard  without  the  risk  of  a  reacUoD. 
But  the  reaction  that  followed  the  Bill  of 
1819  was  not  the  effect  of  that  Bill,  bnt 
of  the  foreign  exchanges,  and,  whatever 
might  be  the  present  prosperity,  or  tha 
future  ad  rersity,  they  were  bound  to  look 
the  foreign  exchanges ;  and  if  Uiay  did) 
they  could  not  help  looking  out  for  tht 
time  of  possible  danger.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  meant  to  have  a  paper  cur* 
rency  to  an  indefinite  extent,  and  not  to 
have  it  convertible  at  alt,  then,  perhaM, 
there  would  be  no  necessity  for  bis  lookin( 
out  for  times  of  danger.  But  even  thes 
his  hope  of  eternal  prosperity  would  ba 
very  delusive,  for  there  would  be  a  pro> 
gressive  rise  in  prices,  and  a  prograssivt 
decrease  of  trade,  so  that  not  looking  out 
for  danger  would  not  be  the  way  to  avtud 
it.  With  regard  to  the  evils  of  the  Bill  of 
1819,  he  never  denied  the  extent  of  in- 
dividual distress  occasioned  by  it,  and  ba 
had  never  contemplated  that  distress  with- 
out regretting  the  seriooi  injuries  (hat  en- 
sued; but  be  thought  the  system  which 
rendered  that  Bill  necessary,  aod  not  the 
Bill  itself,  ought  to  be  made  rcsponsibla 
fur  those  evils.  He  did  not  believe  any 
measure  was  ever  proposed  which  was  so 
conducive  to  the  comfort  of  the  Ubourivg 
classes  as  that  which  compelled  those  who 
employed  them  to  pay  litem  their  wages 
according  lo  a  certain  fixed  standard. 

Mr.  Wakhy  maintained  that  all  who 
voted  for  inquiry  limited  to  Joint-stock 
Banks  implied  at  least,  if  they  did  not  di- 
rectly aim,  an  attack  on  the  character  of 
those  inslitutiona.  There  might  be  defbett 
in  tl.eir  constitution,  but  they  were  parts 
of  the  old  system  of  banking,  and  tha 
Joint-stock  establish  menta  had  gone  far  lo 
remedy  the  evils  formerly  complained  of. 
If  the  present  inquiry  were  restrided  to  the 
Joint-stock  Banks,  Patliamant  would,  in 
bit  opinioo^act  nMtwi&idy.by  ihii;  vbj 
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iImM  titer  vi«>BtHi  ihem  Inultiitiou* 
«hlU  tt  wai  noloHout  to  Ctctj  mab  of 
Mnmoii  lenn  tntt  uetnory  that  tb«  old 
rfltem  itrbich  the;  had  tended  «o  mft' 
berhUy  to  illeviale  led  to  mlamitie*  to 
%hlch,  uttdu  the  new  Btate  of  thing*,  (hey 
tttmld  And  nomrtllel  ?  The  hen.  Member 
tit  firidpon  had  takeft  a  vety  liDgular 
view  or  this  qneition,  deprecating  aa  he 
did  till  fnqulrv  into  the  itate  and  manage* 
tnent  of  toe  Bank  of  England,  altbough 
ilB  tdmilted  that  great  e*iU  existed,  and 
that  the  time  mignt  come  soon  when  a 
Marching  inquiry  thnuld  be  inttituted. 
Thathoii.  Ocutleman,  he  believed,  trii  k 
Jirofbtind  tenaier,  and  aIki  leatBed  in 
Hediebne.  He  mtiM  put  this  quettioo 
to  hira — loppoae  he  had  aome  diiease 
firiginating  in  the  defective  atate  of  hit 
cinmlaiioD,  ipreading  fUngttaea  and  ex- 
creieences  over  hit  whole  systeni,  what 
would  be  thought  if  he  uid  to  bit  medical 
advileT,  "  1  hare  a  radical  defect  in  my 
cirenlatingtnedinn!;  tdeaireyou  will  cure 
me  ipeedily  andeSectually.but  I  pofitirelj 
interdict  yon  from  going  to  the  heart,  the 
fountain  of  all  circolatiott  ;  there  mfty  be 
a  diaeaie  of  the  heart ;  it  may  be  proper 
to  loititute  inquiry  at  aome  future  time, 
but  for  the  present,  and  Tor  reasons  beat 
known  to  myself,  1  positively  prohibit  you 
fJKim  extending  your  obaenratlon  into  ihe 
louree  of  all  the  disease,  the  rountainofmy 
existence  and  energy  ?"  He  maintained 
that  the  aeat  of  all  the  evils  at  present 
felt  was  to  be  found  in  the  defective  state 
of  the  Bank  of  England.  If  there  were  no 
derangenent  at  that  ereat  fountain  of  our 
eirculaiioit,  it  would  oeuttarly  impossible 
for  the  monetary  concerns  of  the  country 
to  be  to  much  distracted.  He  called  upon 
the  House,  looking  at  all  the  interests  in- 
volved In  this  question,  to  proceed  boldly 
and  fearlesily,  not  upon  any  miserable, 
ladling,  patchwork  system,  but  generally 
and  practicall*  with  a  view  to  the  discovery 
and  lucceMful  application  of  the  best  re- 
medy that  could  be  found  for  the  acknow- 
ledged evils  of  the  present  system.  He 
(brone  tbonld  cordially  support  hishon. 
Friend,  the  Member  fbr  Middlesex,  in  the 
Boendment  he  had  moved. 

Mr.  Pease  diaclaimed  eTetything  sa- 
vouring of  hostility  towards  Joint-stock 
Banks.  Of  their  value,  no  one  in  his 
opinion  could  entertain  a  doubt,  provided 
liey  Were  properly  conducted.  Those, 
therefore,  which  were  condncted  upon  a 
Mvnd  wid  pnidffU  syatam  liid  avwytbinf 


to  hop*  fto«  the  propoMd  ia^d^,  %kllc, 
en  the  other  bead,  the  public  should  ba 
pal  on  ita  guard  against  such  tk  were  es- 
tablished upon  nnother  footing.  The  hent 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny(Mr. 
O'Connell)  deprecated  the  can7in|  out  of 
principles  which  might  be  attended  with 
great  private  injury.  But  if  ft  Were  main- 
tained  that  ground  for  inquiry  Into  the 
conduct  of  the  Bank  of  England  aroee  out 
of  the  circumstance  of  their  having  m> 
cently  assisted  the  Nwthem  aftd  Central 
Bank,  would  the  Bank  parlour  not  thereby 
be  put  upon  its  guard  aa  to  the  ^uciplci 
and  conditions  on  which  they  Would  grant 
similar  relief  to  other  important  ialeteatst 
and  might  there  not  be  thus  produced  a 
deluge  of  misery  In  Ireland  which  he  would 
shrink  from  combating  ?  He  fbr  one  waa 
at  a  loss  to  know  what  object  could  bo 
gained  by  extending  this  inquiry  to  the 
fonk  of  England,  They  had  alreody  aU 
the  eletnanls  of  the  infbrmatieb  requit«d> 
They  knew  the  amount  of  depoaits,  the 
amount  of  chvalation,ef  bulitoit,  of  te> 
cnrittes,  and  they  all  knew  the  rate  of 
interest.  The  Joint*«tock  Banks  had  re> 
cently  grown  up  ;  the  state  of  their  ftfikira 
called  for  investigation,  in  wder  thai  the 
country  might  know  whether  the  sound 
principles  on  which  they  were  instituted 
had  not  been  departed  from  t  end  as  the 
present  Committee  would  have  qnite 
enough  to  do,  the  inquiry  baing  reatrfaited 
as  (he  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  proposed,  ho 
protested  against  its  being  extended  ge- 
nerally into  the  banking  system  of  the 
country,  and  particularly  to  Include  tbo 
recent  conduct  of  the  Bank  of  England. 

The  Ckaneellor  of  tkt  Enhequer  taid, 
in  reply,  that  he  did  not  tee  any  reMou 
from  tm  statements  which  had  been  made, 
and  the  arguments  which  had  bean  ad> 
duced  in  the  course  of  the  disouisno,  to 
ce  him  to  alter  the  course  ha  hnd 
taken  the  liberty  of  augMMting  at  the  oat> 
set-'thet  the  inquiry  should  not  extend 
to  the  Bank  of  England,  end  its  proeeed- 
ings,  save  and  except  where  the  Bank  of 
England  connected  itielf  with  the  Joint* 
stock  Banks ;  for,  undoubtedly,  wber«rw 
Its  proceedings  tc^  upon  or  influenetd 
their  proceedings,  both  must  be  oonntoied 
together;  in  Act,  It  was  Impossible  to 
separata  the  one  from  the  other.  Bat, 
altfaongh  he  vraa  not  prepared  to  recom- 
mend an  inqniry  into  the  eondnct  of  the 
Bank  of  England  belbre  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, although  he  did  wK  tUnk  it  naoef  • 
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CM»arl«kMib)r  AcBaafc^MleMtnaavc  tot  hw  ■bbc  pwgae  ia  IW  lMe*'ff 
d<fnK  aa  »■«■«  M  At  akftttiom  wMck  ke  to4  axd.  O*  Ik  mt^iuM  Id  aftiek 
k>a  torn  Mve'-  h  l»d  h«>  Bicpnlcd.  arfcnwc  kid  kxa  aade,  HTty.  oa  the 
Itot  tke  Ibak  Ind  MMrf  vimeiT  M  dM  Gifc  sd  12tfcaf  lbTlHt:aav  wfatwcn 
awiwaaceiligy  tod  rfiadril.  tattocof  bi  (ito  C&MccAac  af  ^  EatoqMi's) 
twM  tma^tmty,  to  tW  Xonkn  ud  waids?  Wliy,(Milto6A  Maj.oa  vdvp 
CMudBMk:toitoiddia«ukMwto>  " 
ito  amuMM  MMid  to«e  itood  if  Ae 
Baak  ImI  MtceoM  ftmnid.  aot  (Mtk  ltot,« 
mIw  of  itot  tavMmbmtml — sdt  lor  Ae  to  gnicU  lor  oar  pfoeat  itale  of  pro- 
aAtaf  am  cMaMatoMM  vUefa  tod  wia-  iperitj,  at  ito  nne  lis 
eoadocud  ka  oma  pnwccdiafB,  bat  lor  tto  tiaat,  at  tto  pceaeat  i 
mIic  of  ttopaUicmtcrarts  Itot  wa>t  have  for  eicr;  torn.  Geatlem 
bcca  im<And  *  WoaU  n  not  tore  been  Tto  Howe  mait  aee,  ta  Ito  great  extent 
Mid,  ttot  Ito  Baak  of  Engtond,  jtafcw  of .  of  rpecalatioa  vhidt  prerair,  ta  tto  aoo- 
tto  Joml-Motk  Baalci,  reized  Ito  fint  tor  of  Basto  which  are  ntmg  op  in  all 
opportoaitf — sot  doobting  its  wrfveaqr  dbectiooa,  groanda  fer  tto  cserdM  of 
-'iritboM  aoT  tear  at  to  ihim  realmot;  the  '  *^ilaooe,  caatioa,  aod  pnideace.*  Iliea, 
■RKMirt  of  ibeir  adrancea— tto  Bank  of '  on  tto  12tb  Hay,  on  Ito  occanm  of  tto 
Engbnd  leizcd  the  fint  opportaDitj  to  .  dr«ctiirion  npon  tto  notioa  of  tto  boo. 
en»h  a  rivtd  ertabliriiiDeDt,  and  compel  |  Hetnber  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Osy), 
Parlument  to  look  at  tto  whole  qneation  his  remarka  were  to  this  effect — "  ^m 
Houe  b  aware,  that  a  general  spirit  of 
specnlition  it  abroad  ;  that  Joint-stodc 
Companiet  are  formed  for  ill  kiodt  of 
parpotet,  tome  for  purposes  to  which  nich 
C(M>peratioDt  are  In  no  means  applicable; 
and  the  House  will  feel  that  this  rage  for 
ipeculalion  will  hardly  fail  to  extend  tta^ 
to  the  banking  batioeas  as  well  as  ottors. 
•  *  •  •  In  proportion,  then,  as  we 
allow  the  application  of  the  Joint-stock 
principle  to  sound  and  legitimate  objectt, 
we  are  bound  to  see  that,  under  the  colour 
of  Joint-stock  Banks,  the  country  is  not 
impoted  upon  by  a  number  of  bubble 
companiei,  representing  no  property,  and 
incapable  of  affording  the  smallest  le- 
curity."  He  was,  therefore,  at  a  loss  to 
conceive  bow  any  caution  could,  by  possi- 
bility, have  been  given  in  more  direct 
terms.  But  he  must  beg  more  particularly 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  tho 
decUrationt  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex,  on  the  6th  day  of  May  last. 
6n  that  occasion,  the  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
addressing  the  House,  said — "  On  the 
whole,  I  Uiink  we  ought  to  be  gTati6ed 
with  (he  real  state  of  the  indaalcy  and 
GOmmeice  of  the  country.    Tb«  ri^t  hon. 


!  qneation 

of  Joint^lock  Banks  nnder  a  new  and 
more  formidable  atpect?  Snppote  ttot 
Bank,  with  forty  branches,  had  failed,  by 
reaton  of  the  inertnett  or  disinclination  of 
the  Bank  of  England  to  afford  it  any  a>- 
•Ittanea — tuppote  that  failure  bad  oeen 
followad  by  ttiat  of  other  Banks,  would 
thty  have  heard  so  much  as  they  bad 
during  (hit  diseuition,  in  defence  of  the 
•yttem  of  Jolnt-ilock  Banki?  Juttice 
ought  to  be  done  to  the  Bank  of  England 
in  a  cat*  of  this  description,  and  (be  prin- 
ciple* on  which  it  had  acted  should  not  be 
•nilrely  overlooked,  Obtervalioni  had  been 
made  with  regard  to  the  extension  of  the 
op«ratl«ni  nf  the  Bank  of  England  <n  the 

Krovlncflf,  by  the  atlablithment  of  branch 
inki.  But  If  (hf ra  were  anvthing  wrong 
In  Ihai,  the  Oovarnmant  or  the  pretent 
day,  and  their  predoceiiors  in  office,  were 
tqually  to  blame  with  the  Bank.  The 
•ilabUthment  of  thoia  branchoi  in  (he 
provinces  originated  with  Lord  Liverpool'i 
Administration,  when  the  Bank  of  England 
wat  not  only  Invited,  but  Induced  by  va- 
rious oonildaratioat,  to  follow  that  plan ; 
ind  vat  ihey  were  now  taunted,  because 
tliay  nad  tdoptad  the  oouria  ncommanded 
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Oentleman  seems  to  anticipate  some  great 
and  UDfortanate  crisis  from  the  extensive 
spirit  of  speculatioD  which  now  pervades 
Ihe  country.  I  conress  that  I  have  no 
fears  upon  that  score.  As  long  as  the 
Bank  of  England  continues  to  be  conducted 
upon  the  principles  npoa  which  it  now  ji 
governed,  there  need  be  no  apprebenaion 
of  a  crisis,  or  of  a  paoic."  There  were 
several  other  topics,  particularly  in  regard 
to  Exchequer  Bills,  to  which  he  wished  to 
advert,  but  at  that  advanced  hour  he  was 
unwilling  longer  to  detain  ibe  House.  Ha 
could  not,  however,  sit  down,  without 
deprecating  most  earnestly  tbe  tone  of  the 
observations  made  by  tbe  non.  Member  for 
Coventry  (Mr.  Wilhatns),  which  were  at 
once  unjust,  impolitic,  and  capable  of  great 
misrepresentation  out  of  doors.  Compar- 
iog  the  engagements  of  the  Bank  with  the 
present  extent  of  bullion,  the  hon.  Member 
drew  Ihe  inference,  that  the  Bank  could 
only  pay  7s.  6d.  in  the  pound.  Such  a 
statement  going  forth  to  the  world,  without 
contradiction,  was  liable  to  great  miscon- 
ception among  the  vulgar.  It  was  quite 
unjust;  it  proceeded  upon  a  mistaken 
view  of  the  case — as  if  bullion  were  the 
only  assets  which  the  Bank  had  to  meet 
the  liabilities.  It  had  been  said  that  every 
one  who  voted  for  the  restricted  inquiry, 
indicated  distrust  of  [he  Joint-slock  Banks. 
He,  for  one,  repudiated  that  principle.  If 
he  were  asked,  whether  he  had  conGdence 
in  all  Joint-stock  Banks,  undoubtedly  that 
would  be  a  confession  of  faith,  too  un- 
bounded for  him  to  make;  but  he  was 
anxious  to  see  whether  they  required 
amendment,  and  how  it  could  be  best 
applied.  Before  he  sat  down,  be  was 
anxious  (o  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  very  interesting  document  which  he 
held  in  ois  hand.  It  bad  been  published 
to  the  world,  in  tbe  shape  of  a  commentary 
on  Ibe  report  of  the  Committee  which  sat 
upon  this  subject  last  Session.  It  stated 
in  terms,  that  tbe  Northern  and  Central 
Bank  of  England  had  1,200  partners,  whose 
whole  property  was  liable  to  the  debts  of 
tbe  concern ;  that  tbe  paid-up  capital 
aroonoted  to  700,000f.;  that  it  was,  in 
fact,  safer  therefore  than  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land; that  its  chief  dealings  being  with  iis 
own  partnen,  and  their  cooDexions,  added 
to  the  probability,  that  in  the  event  of  a 
panic,  tbe  run  would  be,  not  to  take  money 
out,  but  (o  put  money  into  it  for  security. 
Sju^  was  the  description  which  had  been 
gim  sftCT  tbe  publicaiion  of  the  eridence; 


tbey  were  told,  that  the  only  danger  wa* 
the  intense  anxiety  on  the  part  of  the 
public  to  rush  to  it  with  deposits  and 
overwhelm  it,  like  Tarpeia  of  old,  with 
bucklers  of  gold.  He  repeated  that,  in 
his  opinion,  there  was  no  necessity  for 
any  inquiry  into  the  concerns  of  the  Bank 
of  England,  an  investigation  having  lately 
taken  place  upon  that  subject.  A  great 
distinction  existed  between  Joiot-stock 
and  private  Banks.  In  tbe  latter  instance, 
individuals  were  using  their  own  capital 
for  their  own  purposes,  without  any  aid  of 
law;  but  tbe  former  were  the  mere  offspring 
and  creatures  of  the  law,  and  it  behoved 
Parliament  to  see  that  they  were  properly 
and  judiciously  regulated. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original  mo- 
tion ; — Ayes  121  ;  Noes  42:  Majority  79. 
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ficultr  efiaoed ;  aoA  mk-itatement*  are  u 
lustily  put  forward  and  laboiioiulr  pro- 
pagated, that  I  am  certaioly  mucli  afraid, 
lest  I  tbould  not  be  able  to  make  otiiert 
enter  into  my  nncere  eonnctioiu  upon  thu 
Mibject,  while,  at  the  same  time,  I  am  con- 
fident, that  if  I  were  able  to  state  forcibly, 
u  I  feel  dtrongly,  the  coDnderationi  which 
I  have  to  pfeaent  to  the  Houie,  they  could 
not  fail  of  meeting  approval  and  concur- 
lence.  The  Bill  which  I  propose  this 
night  to  introduce,  requires  oo  long  defence 
or  explanation  from  me.  It  ii  a  Bill  to 
remedy  the  abuses,  and  to  provide  for  the 
leform  of  the  Iriah  corporations.  Those 
abusei  have  not  been  denied.  They  have 
even  been  stated  to  be  greater  and  more 
notorious  than  the  abuses  which  prevailed 
in  the  corporations  of  Scotland  or  England. 
Neither  is  the  remedy  stated  to  be  an  unfit 
or  insufficient  remedy.  On  the  contrary, 
you  have  admitted— Parliament  has  ad- 
mitted — tbat  the  remedy  which  has  been 
proposed,  is  a  remedy  fit  for  the  occasion, 
fit  to  be  applied  to  the  corporations  of 
Scotland  and  of  England.  The  whole 
question,  therefore,  lies  in  thi»— whether, 
tiie  abuses  being  notorious,  and  the  remedy 
a  sufficient  remedy,  you  will  apply  to 
Ireland  that  which  you  have  applied  to 
Scotland  and  to  Ei^;land.  In  fact,  the 
whole  statement  made  in  opposition  to  this 
Bill  is  little  more  than  this ;  that  whereas 
Scotland  is  inhalnted  by  Scotchmen,  and 
Enffland  by  Englishmen,  yet,  because  Ire- 
land is  inhabited  by  Irishmen  you  will 
leruie  them  the  same  measure  of  relief  that 
you  have  applied  to  Scotland  and  to  Eng- 
land. With  respect  ta  the  particular  pro- 
visions of  the  BiU  which  I  propose  to  intro- 
dnce,  they  vary  very  little  indeed  from 
those  contained  in  the  Bill  which  passed 
this  House  last  year,  and  that  Bill  was 
not  different  in  its  principle  from  the  Bill 
which  pasied  the  year  before,  relating 
the  English  corporations.  There  were  v 
or  two  points,  as  the  House  knows, 
which  the  English  Bill  differed  from  the 
Bill  which  had  been  previously  applied  to 
Scotland,  and  others  in  which  the  Irish 
Bill  differed  from  the  English  BilL  On^ 
of  these  alterations  was  with  regard  u  ' 
ftanchise.  Ireland  not  having  the  i 
description  of  rate-payers  which  we  have 
in  this  country,  the  101.  and  the  51.  fran- 
chises were  taken,  the  former  for  the  large 
towns  and  the  latter  for  the  small.  Another 
difference  which  was  made  in  the  Bill  of 
lout  year,  though  not  when  it  was  ori- 
ginally introduced,  but  after  it  came  into 


the  House,  was  a  pifrvision  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  iheriffii  in  IieloBd  dundid 
be  in  the  Crown.  Upon  this  subject,  I 
shall  state,  that  it  is  my  opsaoa  geaatilf, 
that  in  the  appointment  to  offices  con- 
nected with  the  administration  of  jnstioe, 
the  Crovm  ought  to  have  ■  paiainonnt 
authority.  Our  legislation  has  proceeded 
in  this  direction.  By  the  Act  for  Scot- 
land, the  selection  of  the  magistrates  is  in 
the  town-GOuncUs ;  t^  the  English  Act,  the 
magistrates  are  appointed  by  the  Crown. 
It  was  praposed  in  this  HouN,  that  the 
council  should  have  a  right  of  lecommen- 
dation,  which,  however,  was  afterwords 
taken  away,  and  the  power  is  now  in  the 
Crown,  although  the  advisers  of  the  Crown 
have  made  it  a  rule  to  take  into  con- 
sideraUon  the  recommendations  of  the  town 
coundls.  In  the  Irish  Bill,  after  it  was 
brought  in,  we  took  anotha  step,  and  w« 
proposed,  that  in  those  towns  which  were 
towns  and  counties  in  themselves,  the  ri^t 
of  appointment  of  sheriffs  should  be  in  the 
Crown.  Now,  I  have  somewhat  altered 
this  provision  in  the  present  Bill.  The 
provision  which  I  now  propose  to  introduce, 
is,  that  the  town-council  shall  nominate 
three  persons  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  (J 
whom  the  Lord-Lieutenant  may  refuse 
any  one,  or  reject  all  three ;  that  upon  that 
rejection  the  council  may  propose  three 
others ;  the  Lord-Lieutenant  may  choose 
one  of  these,  or  he  may  set  aside  the  second 
three ;  that  is  he  may  set  aside  the  whole 
six,  and  appmnt  a  sheriff  solely  by  hb  own 
authority.  I  think  this  right,  because  I 
consider  it  will  tend  to  make  the  adminic- 
tration  of  justice  in  Ireland  more  satirfae- 
tory,  if  there  be  a  recommendation  ttom 
the  council;  but  I  also  think,  that  where 
the  power  of  the  Crown  is  introduced,  and 
is  to  he  exercised  mutually  with  any  other 
power,  it  should  be  the  paramount  power. 
For  instance,  in  the  year  before  lost,  I 
strongly  objected  to  the  powers  given  to 
the  revising  banisters,  to  set  out  t&  boun- 
daries of  the  wards  in  the  corporate  townst 
the  Ring  in  Council  having  a  right  to  dis- 
approve of  their  decision  ;  but  not  to  alter 
or  set  it  asde.  I  objected  to  that  provision, 
because  I  thought  it  derogatory  to  the 
dignity  of  the  Crown.  I  have  since  been 
confirmed  in  that  opinion ;  the  King  in 
Council,  conceiving  the  divisions  to  be  in 
some  cases  inconvenient,  has  disapproved  of 
them  ;  but,  on  being  sent  to  the  revising 
barristers,  what  has  been  the  result  !■  They 
have  taken  no  notice  of  the  diadlowatlG^ 
the  authority  d  the  Sing  in  Cmincil  bll 
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liMD  Kt  Bt  naught,  and  tlie  decison  of  the 
nvisiiig  bairisten  has  been  adhered  to.  I 
thinlct  tfaerefoTCt  where  the  authority  of  the 
Ctown  is  introduced  at  all — end  I  think  it 
ihould  be  introduced  iin  a  matter  of  this 
inipoit*ncfr— that  in  the  erent  of  the  town- 
coamil  not  recommending  anj'  proper  per- 
aaa,  the  Lord-Lieutenant  thould  have  an 
lilt^nate  power  to  appoint  that  person 
whom  he  ihouId  judge  fit.  It  is  not  verj 
likely  that  this  power  will  often  be  ex- 
crciaed,  sa  it  is  not  probable  that  six  persoui 
TMommended  by  the  council  will  be  rejected, 
unlev  from  some  particular  circumstance, 
there  should  be  an  obvious  unfitness  in  all 
those  nominated  for  the  appointment,  and 
in  that  cue,  1  entertain  no  deubt  that  the 

rrer  vested  in  the  Lord-lieutenant  will 
properly  exercised.  These  are  the  main 
alteratums  in  the  Bill  I  now  propose  to 
introduce,  from  the  Bill  of  last  yeiir.  They 
are  not  of  great  importance ;  they  are  such 
alterations  as  might  be  expected  to  take 
place,  when  we  nave  to  adapt  a  Bill  to 
anothex  part  of  the  empire,  after  we  have 
bad  the  experience  of  the  worldng  of  an 
Act  having  the  same  object,  which  nss  been 
already  caBed  into  operation,  and  I  do  not 
expect  that  the  Bill  will  meet  with  any 
oppontion  in  this  stape,  nor  shall  1  enter 
further  into  its  provisions.  But  there  ate 
considerations  connected  with  this  subject, 
to  which  1  think  it  necesary  now  to  pro- 
ceed,and  upon  which  Parliament  will  have 
ultimately  to  decide.  We  propose  this 
Bill  as  s  remedy  for  a  civil  grievance, 
suffered  by  the  people  of  Ireuind  with 
letpect  to  corporations ;  which  in  point  of 
principle  meets  no  objection,  and  which  is 
only  opposed,  bccauie,  as  I  fasTe  stated 
before,  in  spite  of  the  Act  of  Union,  and 
spite  of  the  Act  of  Emancipation,  Irishmen 
wid  Rtmian  Catholics  are  still  to  be  treated 
upon  B  difimnt  footing  from  their  fellow 
Bulgecta  in  the  two  other  portiotti  of  the 
empire.  I  feel  it  necessary  upoii  this 
occuion,  especially  uRer  some  statetnents 
that  have  been  made,  and  some  resolutiont 
that  have  been  recently  entered  into  at  a 
certain  meeting  in  Ireland,  to  state 
grounds  on  whuh  the  Govemment  of  Ire- 
und  has  proceeded  as  an  executive,  and  the 
grounds  on  which  we  have  proceeded  in 
recommending  to  the  Legislature  to  act  in 
oon&rmity  with  the  proceedings  of  that 
executive  authority.  1  think  it  nght  also 
to  state,  that  1  caauder  this  is  a  vital  ques- 


fering  them  to  be  defeated  and  losb 
without  taking  any  further  step  npoa 
the  subject.  His  Majesty's  Government 
consider  it  right,  that  Parliament  and 
the  country  should  have  full  time  to  consider 
the  mode  iu  which  Government  has  been 
carried  on  in  Ireland,  and  to  consider  the 
measure  and  propositians  that  we  have  to 
make  ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  we  could 
permanently  gt>  on,  or  that  we  could  be 
fairly  entided  to  ask  for  the  confidence  of 
this  House,  which  hitherto  has  never  been 
withheld  from  us,  if  we,  condnuing  an 
Administration,  suffered  prindples  to  be 
applied,  with  regard  to  the  Government  of 
Ireland,  against  which  wc  decidedly  and 
positively  protest.  It  seems  to  me  that 
there  can  be  no  question  more  simple,  that 
there  csn  be  no  question  more  direct  to 
bring  this  ereument  of  English  policy  to- 
wards Ireland  to  the  test,  than  the  Bill 
which  I  shall  this  night  propose.  It  is  a 
question  not  properly  interfering  with  any 
religious  prejudice,  not  capable  of  being 
twisted  or  involved  by  a  curious  diqilBy  of 
figures.  It  is  a  plain  question  of  justice, 
whether  the  Irish  people  are  fit  to  enjoy 
those  rights  which  you  have  declared  are 
conformable  to  the  constitution  of  this 
country,  or  whether  you  will  proscribe 
them  as  unfit  to  enjoy  the  same  rights  as 
Englishmen,  and  proclaim  them  to  be  an 
inferior  race  of  beings.  Now,  before  I  enter 
into  the  question  of  what  the  exeeutive  of 
Ireland  has  done,  and  the  nature  of  the 
proposition  that  we  now  make,  as  hearing 
upon  the  conduct  of  that  executive.  I  will 
ti^e  leave  to  quote  the  principle  of  our 
conduct  from  the  recorded  words  of  a  very 

Seat  man.  I  must  say,  that  whenever  I 
ve  to  look  for  a  great  authority  upon  the 
constitution — whenever  I  wish  to  loci  for 
enlarged  principles  with  respect  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  Government  of  this 
country  should  be  carried  on — I  do  not 
refer  to  the  theories  of  Locke,  or  to  the  legal 
statements  of  Blackstone ;  but  I  rerer, 
whenever  I  can,  to  the  authority,  the  precepts, 
andthemaximsofMr.Fox.  Mr.Foxstated 
in  a  very  eloquent  speech  which  he  delivered 
in  1797i  the  principles  upon  which  he 
conceived  the  Government  of  Ireland  should 
be  conducted.  He  stated  in  his  usual  fnnk, 
it  might  be  said  incautious,  manner,  that 
he  conceived  that  concession  should  be 
made  to  the  people  of  Ireland ;— he  sdd, 
if  he  found  he  had  not  conceded  enough  .he 
^^,^A  ,«..».4a  (Qore ;— he  sud  that  he 
y  wey  of  goveminj^IrdtDd, 
he  people  of  Ireland— that 
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that' he  vat  determined  to  bring  forward 

t  he  had  already  fixed 

>f  hia  letter  show  his 

I  question,  "I  did  on 

be  the  presenter    of 

n.      Now,    therefore, 

8  part  of  the  subject 

but  I  will  fairly  own 

uiuld  not  be  dissuaded 

ic  act    which,    of  all 

ne  the  greatest  satis- 

fi(ction  and    pnde    to  perform.     No   past 

»r  did,  and  no 

uch  pleasure." 

lich   Mr.  Fox 

'eated  to  post- 

queatioti    of 

by  the  former 

^ink  you  will 

it  should  beaa 

book  and  left 

t  should  be  a 

at  it  should  be 

the  rula  and  suide  for  the  conduct  of  the 

Government  ot  this  ctiuntrT— that  it  shoul^ 

be  really  an  union  of  equuity  between  the 

two  counttics,  K>  that  by  that  means,  as  he 

■aid.  you  might  hind  the  people  of  Ireland 

firmly  and  for  ever  to  Engtish  interests. 

Notr,  Sir,  I  maintain  that  Lord  Mulmve 

hal  acted  upon  these  priodples  laid  down 

Iff  Mr.  Fox.     He  has  endntvoured  to  do 

tw|t  Which,  {  ntuit  n^,  bu  not  been  fully 
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don*  befon,  in  sU  thfl  detaili  of  offici»1  wd 
legal  business,  which  is  still  not  done  in 
our  l^islation,  to  carry  into  aTCry  part  of 
the  Irtu  GoYemment  the  sjurit  ofimparthil 
justice.  When  I  say  it  has  not  bees  dooe 
before,  much  u  I  admire  the  character  of 
Lord  Mulgrave,  I  am  not  going  to  place 
him,  nor  puce  those  who  sit  here,  above  any 
Governor  or  above  any  Ministers  who  have 
eoyenied  Ireland  before,  but  I  will  say, 
that  while  Lord  Mulgrare^  has  goremad 
Ireland  with  the  moat  upright,  with  the 
most  impartial,  and  with  the  most  genetoug 
intentions,  he  has  bad  this  advantage  that 
his  Government  hai  been  one  and  united. 
He  has  had  the  advantage  of  having  • 
Chief  Secretary,  an  Attorney,  and  Sollcltcr 
General,  dl  acting  in  complete  accordance 
with  himself ;  anu  I  will  venture  to  say, 
that  although  the  office  of  Attom^-Oeneral 
has  been  placed  in  the  hands  of  three 
different  persons  since  Lord  Mulgrave  has 
assumed  the  Government  of  Ireland,  If 
Lord  Haddington  had  at  any  time  succeeded 
him  at  the  Castle,  not  one  of  those  Gentle, 
men  would  have  remained  to  Act  under  a 
Tory  Government.  Thu,  Sir,  is  a  question 
of  considerable  importance,  because  there  is 
so  much  in  the  Government  of  Ireland  which 
depends  upon  the  detail  that  is  to  be  carried 
on  in  the  different  offices  of  Government, 
that  any  Lord-Lieutenant,  with  the  best 
and  fairest  possible  intentions,  may  not  be 
aware  of  what  the  precise  evil  is,  and  what 
is  the  actual  remedy  that  ought  to  be 
apjplied  to  it.  I  will  illustrate  this  witb 
reference  to  the  conduct  which  was  pursued 
by  the  present  Master  of  the  Soll^  when 
Attorn^.General  for  Ireland.  He  found 
it  was  then  the  case,  that  when  juries  were 
appointed,  it  was  the  custom  to  put  aside 
men,  not  because  they  had  a  particular 
pr^udice  in  the  case  to  be  tried,  not  because 
they  were  known  to  be  connected  with,  or 
favourable  to  the  accused  person,  but  because 
they  were  persons  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
relimon,  or,  being  Protestants,  were  persons 
of  ubend  politiral  opinions.  But  of  that 
practiceMi.O'Loghlen  entirely  disapproved, 
and  he  completely  altered  it.  I  have  a  letter 
here  in  which  he  states  the  satirfaction 
which  it  gave  him  that  it  had  been  found 
that  in  consequence  of  that  change  no 
fewer  convictions  had  been  uhtained,  and 
that  a  general  im^ffesaon  of  the  administra- 
tion of  impartial  justice  had  begun  to  prevail 
throughout  the  countrjf.  I  uutik  this  ia  » 
question  of  the  very  oreateit  intportaoos 
because  whenwe  consioer  the  went  ofaoofl* 
denoe  that  has  exiated,  I  wiU  not  f^r  fb; 
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jTMii.  I  migbt  ny  for  centuriei,  in  tb*  ad- 
iniiiiatntioi)  of  jiiatioe  (u  Ireland,  one  cao- 
ROt  think  that  whep  men  attended  the  courls 
of  justice,  and  saw  peraoDs  of  respectable 
cliBtacteT  Kt  ande  only  on  account  of  their 
religion  or  their  opinions  in  politics,  it  was 
patural  for  them  to  infer  that  they  vould 
not  ha  Justlj  treated,  and  that  the  verdict 
would  not  he  the  verdict  of  twelve  honert 
men,  but  the  verdict  of  twelve  selected  pai^ 
tisans.  Mr.  O'Logblen,  therefore,  did  a 
Teiy  great  seirics  to  the  adrainistratioD  of 
justice  hj  the  rule  which  he  laid  down,  that 
euch  practice  was  not  to  be  persevered  in, 
9n4  that  it  was  only  on  account  of  the  per- 
■OD  being  connected  with  the  case  to  be 
tped,  or  being  in  some  waf  prejudiced  with 
respect  to  it,  that  th  right  of  the  Cronh 
should  be  GiercUed.  There  was  another 
u]i|ovation  introduced  by  Mr.  O'Loghlen, 
which  was  of  the  greatest  ioiportance  as  af- 
fecting the  police  of  the  country.  Everj 
one  has  heard  of  the  faction  fights  that  have 
prevailed  in  Ireland,  of  the  blood  spilt  at 
nitt,  and  the  fierce  and  desperate  battles 
ifbich  took  place  between  one  faction  and 
the  other.  It  is  represented,  and  I  believe 
with  truth,  that  there  was  a  great  indificuv 
ence  with  respect  to  the  prosecution  of 
those  offences.  There  weru  magistrates 
who,  acting  upon  the  old  and  detestable 
maxim  of  iSvide  el  impera,  thought  it  was 
better  to  allow  the  people  to  assuage  their 
blood;  dispositions  upon  those  occasions, 
tfaan  to  put  a  stop  to  them  and  use  the 

rwer  of  the  law  for  their  prevention.  Sir, 
roust  say  that,  in  my  view,  nothing  is 
more  mistaken.  There  is  nothing  more 
dreadful — setting  aside  the  iniquity  of  it — 
than  to  allow  these  bloody  and  murderous 
deeds  to  go  00.  But  there  is  also  nothing 
more  likely  to  lead  to  the  subversion  of  mo> 
rality  in  that  country,  than  to  foster  habits 
whidt  encourage  the  efibsioa  of  blood.  It 
ynM  an  observation  made  by  Machiavel  in 
the  history  of  the  Florentine  Republic, 
with  Inspect  to  the  attempted  assassination 
of  Lorenzo  de  Medici,  that  the  assassination 
^iled  because  the  person  who  was  appoint, 
ed  to  do  the  worK  was  a  priest,  who  had 
not  been  used  to  scenesof  that  kind,  instead 
of  a  soldier,  one  of  the  persons  in  the  con- 
griracy,  ana  who  for  another  reason  was  not 
employed  to  commit  the  assassinatbn.  There 
i^  no  doubt,  s  great  deal  of  truth  in  such 
»  remark.  When  men  are  accustomed, 
without  mni^  provocation,  and  in  the  pr&- 
pecution  of  some  hereditary  feud,  to  attack 
ma  uiother  murderously,  and  to  assist  con- 
ihWPHjr  ia  (he  iheddiiig  of  blood,  they  are 


mud)  more  likely,  when  thciy  Imts  a  ovtm 
whom  they  consider  their  enamy  bel'ore 
them,  against  whmn  the^  hftve  soma  s])ite, 
or  from  whom  they  think  thejr  have  suf- 
fered some  oppression,  to  commit  homicide 
and  murder,  tfaan  men  in  whom  those  ha- 
bits have  been  subdued  by  the  timely  iotePr 
ference  of  the  law.  It  was,  therefore,  Mr, 
O'Loghlen't  care  to  recpmmeud  and  to  di. 
rect  that  there  should  be  4  solicitor  em- 
ployed at  every  quarter  session^  and  who 
should  send  to  him  an  account  of  all  the 
cases  of  this  kind,  and  institute  a  ppwcu- 
tion  by  the  Crown  in  all  those  ia  which  he 
thought  it  likely  to  obtain  a  conviction. 
Tbe  cSect  of  that  proceeding  has,  I  believe, 
been  most  beneficial.  It  baa  been  seen  by 
the  people  that  crimes  of  this  kind  are  not 
suffered  to  pass  with  impunity,  and  there  js 
some  hope  that  the  inveterate  habile  of  the 
people  will  be  subdued.  Another  measure 
to  which  1  wilt  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House,  though  it  was  taken,  not  by  Mi; 
O'Lo^len,  but  by  the  Government  rf  Ire- 
land, after  an  Act  had  passed  the  Iiogisla* 
ture,  was  to  establish  uniformity  of  system 
in  the  police  force.  That  force  u,  no 
doubt,  a  very  useful  one,  but  it  had  coma 
to  be  considered  as  a  force  not  acting  solely 
in  behalf  of  the  law  and  of  order,  but  as 
connected  rather  with  one  party  than  with 
the  other.  It  has  been  the  oniious  care  of 
the  Irish  Government,  and  I  am  sure  thcj 
will  be  seconded  in  it  hy  the  gallant  per- 
son who  is  now  at  the  head  or  the  police 
force,  to  endeavour  to  make  that  force  such 
as  will  both  strictly  and  fairly  anforce  the 
observance  of  the  law,  while  at  the  same 
time  it  shall  be  a  force  in  which  the  people 
in  general  shall  have  full  conlidence.  Iq 
addition  to  this,  it  has  been  Lord  Mul- 
grave's  care  on  every  occasion  to  tell  the 
people  it  was  their  duty  to  refrain  from 
those  crimes  of  outrage  and  disturbance 
which  have  hitherto  amicted  the  country  ; 
and  I  nm  happy  in  being  able  to  say,  that 
such  advice  has  not  been  without  useful  and 
beneficial  effect ;  so  much  so,  that  in  many 
parts  of  the  country  societies  have  been 
established,  and  more  especially  in  thoaa 
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the  remits  with  reswct  to  the  amount  and 
state  of  crime.  I  tcnow  that  it  has  been 
Stated  that  crimehasnotin  fact  diminiihed; 
but  I  conceive  that  it  is  necessat?  we  should, 
in  the  face  of  the  evidence  we  possess  on 
the  subject,  hare  a  little  better  ground  for 
die  assertion,  than  merely  the  fact  that 
fimn  time  to  time  ft  crime  of  great  horror 
uid  Btrocitj^  has  been  committed  in  the 
country.  If  we  were  to  rely  upon  such  a 
statement  for  the  inference  I  have  referred 
to,  I  could  furnish  instances  in  the  counties 
ilf  Middlesex,  Surrey,  and  of  Hertford,  of 
the  commission  of  dreadful  crime,  and  yet 
it  cannot  be  denied  that  they  occurred 
amongst  a  people  to  whom  such  crimes  are 
of  rare  occurrence.  I  will  now  proceed  to 
■tate  the  testimony  of  some  of  the  judges, 
g^Tcn  at  the  last  summer  assises,  as  to  the 
state  of  crime  in  Ireland : — The  first  case  is 
that  of  Kilkenny.  Its  condition,  under  the 
<UspensBtion  of  Lord  Mulgrave,  ne  may 
learn  from  the  mouth  of  Bsron  Pennefather 
^— he  addressed  the  Grand  Jury  briefly, 
and  said,  there  was  "  no  offence  in  the  ca- 
lendar requiring  particulacobsermtion  from 
him."  Chief  Justice  Doherty  used  similBr 
language  to  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  city — 
"He]    ■         ■ 
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had  nothing  more  to  say,  than  to  con- 
itulate  them  upon  the  state  of  the  calen- 
-,  which  contained  only  four,  he  might 
rs^r  say  three  and  a  half,  cases  for  trl^  " 
Baron  Pennefather  again,  in  Wexford,  ^i 
this  testimony ; — "  If  the  calendar  faith- 
fully represented  the  state  of  the  county,  it 
afibrded  him  matter  of  congratulation,  for 
it  was  really  Burprinng  to  see  a  county  of 
such  extent  so  free  from  crime."  Judge 
Johnson,  at  the  assises  of  Kildace,  said, — 
"  The  light  state  of  jour  calendar  scarcely 
requires  an  observation  from  me,  with  the 
exception  of  one  or  two  cases,  which  parti- 
culany  call  for  attention  and  accuracy  in  the 
iniestigBtion."  At  Maryborough  assizes 
(Queen's  County),  the  samejudge  observed 
— "  He  had  cast  his  eye  over  the  calendar, 
and  had  to  congratulate  them  on  its  exceed- 
ing lightness."  Judge  Burton  said,  at 
Sligo,  — "  He  congratulated  the  Grand 
Jury  on  the  tranquil  state  of  the  county,  as 
shown  by  the  lightness  of  the  calendar.  In 
amount,  the  cmencei  were  not  more  than 
might  have  been  reasonably  expected  in  a 
county  of  such  extent ;  and  with  respect  to 
quality,  he  was  glad  to  find  there  was  not 
a  nn^e  case  of  murder."  Baron  Foster, 
in  Cure,  observed, — "  I  am  happy  to  con- 
gnitulate  you  npoti  this  great  diminution  of 
crime  which  has  taken  place  in  this  county, 
with  fbimec  periods.     The  total 
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number  onthecalendaristbirty-seven.  Th« 
number  is  inconsiderable;  and  though  there 
ore  crimes  of  some  enormity  on  it,  still  not 
one  appears  to  partake  of  an  insurrectionary 
character.  There  are  some  cases  of  homi- 
cide ;  the  other  crimes  are  incidental  to 
every  state  of  society."  The  same  Judge 
said  to  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  city  of  lime- 
rick— "  I  am  happy  to  inform  you,  tbe 
calendar  is  exceedingly  light.  The  crimes 
for  trial  are  only  of  such  a  nature  as  may 
be  found  in  every,  even  the  best  regulated 
stages  of  society,  and  particularly  amid  the 
population  of  a  densely-inhabited  city." 
Judge  Perrin  congratulated  the  Grand  Jury 
of  the  county  of  Limerick — "  on  the  re- 
duced state  of  the  calendar,  which  was  evi- 
dence of  the  peaceable  state  of  their  county. 
There  wasno  case  on  the  calendar  demand- 
ing particular  remark  from  him."  Baron 
Sir  W.  Smith  to  the  Grand  Juiy  of  the 
countTof  Carlow — "  As  for  the  part  of  the 
calendar  with  which  you  will  have  to  deal, 
it  cannot  be  called  numerous,  and  1  hope 
will  not  prove  heavy.  On  the  contrary,  I 
congratulate  you  on  the  prospect  of  its  be- 
ing light."  At  Louth  assizes,  the  Chief 
Baron  said — "  It  gave  him  great  satisfao 
tion  to  observe,  that  the  calendar  was  n 
very  small  when  compared  with  former 
years,  the  numljer  of  indictments  being  but 
twenty-three;  and,  with  the  exception  of 
two  of  tbese,  the  crimes  were  not  of  that 
lawless  character  which  tended  to  the  dis- 
turbance of  the  peace  of  the  county."  At 
the  Down  assizes.  Chief  Justice  Bushe — 
"  congratulated  the  Grand  Jury  on  the  ex- 
treme lightness  of  the  calendar;  which 
presented  a  subject  of  lively  congratulation 
to  all  lovers  of  peace  and  good  order."  I 
consider  thb  to  be  testimony  which  cannot 
be  contradicted.  It  is  talcen  from  pnblic 
documents;  it  is  furnished  by  the  several 
Judges  in  their  charges  to  tbe  various 
Grand  Juries  in  the  counties  in  which  they 

i'udidally  presided,  and  which  bodies  they 
lad  to  address  relative  to  the  state  of  crime 
in  the  country.  Will  any  one,  then,  pre- 
sume to  tell  me,  that  the  country  is  in  a 
ringular  state  of  disturbance,  and  that  Lord 
Mulgrave  has  connived  at,  and  concealed 
the  state  of  crime,  with  such  evidence  be- 
fore me  of  the  lightness  of  the  calendars. 
1  have  smd  nothing  as  to  any  political  Inaa 
that  there  m^  be  supposed  to  exist  on  dte 
part  of  the  Judges,  and  I  do  not  suppose 
that  they  have  any  to  any  great  extent ;  but 


.  great 
I  rely  upon  their  doing  ^eir  duty  to  Ae 
country  impartially,  ana  I  am  satisfieA  that 
if  the  facts  were  otherwise  tbaa  I  ftnd  them 
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deKxibed,  that  tbey  would  not  have  been 
thusineiidoned.  In  addition  to  thUevidencej 
I  have  also  got  retuma  which  Have  lately 
been  made  out  as  to  the  state  of  crime.  The 
letum  which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  is  one 
which  has  been  completed  during  the  last 
few  da^B,  with  a»  much  accuracy  as  poBsible. 
At  the  same  time  it  is  right  for  me  to  say, 
that  there  is  some  difierence  between  this 
and  former  returns,  a  new  manner  of  clas- 
nfying  and  deflniog  crimes  having  been 
adopted  since  the  Police  Act  of  last  year 
came  into  operation.  On  this  ground  it  is 
a  somewhat  difficult  matter  to  malie  a  com- 
parison with  former  years.  Some  crimes, 
however,  are  of  such  a  nature,  that  they 
■how  very  evidently  what  is  the  state  of  the 
country.  I  believe  that  the  totals  of  these 
returns  may  be  depended  on  j  and  above 
all,  in  crimes  of  a  more  serious  nature,  and 
certainly  with  respect  to  those  of  an  insur- 
tecdonary  character.  The  total  of  the  prin- 
cipal classes  of  outrages  for  the  last  three 
months  of  I8S3  wasS,S65}  hut  this,  I  must 
remind  the  House,  was  the  year  before  the 
Coercion  Act  was  brought  forward,  when 
there  was,  undoubtedly,  u  great  increase  of 
crime.  The  average  of  totals  for  the  last 
three  months  of  the  years  1833,  1834,  and 

1835,  was  2,377,  while  the  totals  for  the 
last  three  months  of  1 830  amounted  only  to 
1,401.  With  respect  to  the  whole  year, 
the  totals  of  principal  classes  of  outrage 
were— for  1832,  U,S59 ;  for  1833,  1834, 
and  1835,  on  the  average,  9,919j  and  for 

1836,  7,827,  being  a  diminution  of  2,092 
from  the  average  of  the  three  preceding 
years.  Again,  from  October  1S32,  to  March 
1S33,  the  totals  of  principal  classes  of  out- 
rage were  6,894;  from  July  to  December, 
1836,  they  were  3,008,  beio^  a  decrease  of 
3,S86  in  the  amount  of  crime  committed 
within  six  months  at  those  two  difieient 
periods.  I  will  now  proceed  to  take  three 
or  four  classes  of  crimes  of  great  atrocity, 
which  are  generally  connected  with  outrage 
and  violence.  In  the  three  last  months  of 
1832  the  numbet  of  burnings  was  136 — 
the  average  of  the  three  la^  months  of 
JS'J3,  1834,  and  18S5,  was  124— the  num- 
ber of  burnings  in  the  three  last  months  of 
1836  was  fifty-seven.  In  the  three  last 
months  of  1832,  the  number  of  burglaries 
was  142;  the  average  of  1833,  1834,  and 
1835,  was  siity-one ;  of  1836, 

the  three  last  months  of  18SS,  I 
of  attacks  on  and  firing  into 
533  ;  the  average  of  1833,  163' 
was  SS6  ;  whilst  the  number  in 
ibt^-«iglit.    la  the  three  laat 
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1832,  the  number  of  demands  for,  or  rob' 
beries  of  anus,  was  288;  the  average  of 
1833, 1834,  and  1835,  was  sixty,  whilst  tbe 
number  in  1836  was  thirty.  I  will  next 
give  the  amount  of  thew  duSerent  dasseirf 
outrage  foi  the  whole  year.  In  1832,  tbn 
number  of  burnings  was  671 ;  the  average 
number  for  1833, 1834,  and  1835  wet  535; 
while  the  number  for  1836  was  565.  In 
1832,  the  number  of  burglaries  was  464; 
the  average  for  the  three  years  1833,  1834, 
and  1835  was  434;  while  the  number  of 
1836  was  193.  In  1832,  the  number  of 
attacks  on,  and  firing  into  houses,  was 
2,125:  the  average  of  the  three  years  1633, 
1834,  and  1835  was  1,602;  while  the 
number  for  1836  was  518.  In  1832,  the 
number  of  robberies  of  arms  was  673. 
The  Bvemge  of  the  three  years  1833, 1884, 
and  1SS5,  was  269,  while  the  numbfur  for 
1836  WHS  147.  I  have  many  other  retumi 
of  a  similar  nature,  and,  more  especially, 
returns  showing  the  state  of  crime  in  the 
counties  of  Kilkenny  and  Tipperary.  And 
here  it  is  proper  for  me  to  observe,  that  the 
restored  ^ce  of  the  latter  county  is  mate- 
rially owing  to  the  excellent  conduct  of  t 
most  exemptary  magistrate,  namely,  Mr. 
Howley.  With  reference  to  several  species 
of  crime  in  this  county,  including  riots  and 
assaults,  the  number  of  persons  indicted  in 
1835  was  795,  and,  by  returns  made  np  to 
January  1837,  I  find  the  number  indicted 
for  the  same  offences  in  1836,  was  344. 
I  am  happy  in  being  able  to  make  a  state> 
ment  of  this  kind,  because  it  goes  far  to 
prove  what  is  the  result  of  a  fair  and  im- 
partial administration  of  the  laws,  and  the 
government  of  the  country.  I  now  proceed 
to  another  subject,  on  which  I  do  not  intend 
to  dwell  at  any  length.  It  is  a  subject  that 
was  brought  before  the  House  last  year, 
and  which  occupied  much  of  our  attention^ 
I  mean  the  subject  of  Orange  associations 
in  Ireland.  It  will  be  in  the  recollectiun  of 
the  House,  that  it  was  agreed  to  genemlly 
by  hon.  Members,  that  those  secret  societies 
composed  exclusively  of  persons  of  one  reli- 
gion, and  holding  and  having  secret  ugns 
and  symbols,  should  not  longer  be  allowed 
to  exist.  It  will  also  be  remembered,  that 
the  members  of  the  Orange  society  in  this 
House  declared,  at  once  and  unanimously, 
and  I  sincerelr  believe,  that  they  have 
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wai  due  to  ttia  fealings  of  tlie  Mouse,  anfl 
kBew  what  ooum  wtupn^Mr  to  be  pursued 
when  tlie  opiaioa  of  tha  CroWn  becanie 
ImowUi  and  therefore  yielded  at  once,  and 
abstained  from  belonging  any  longer  to 
tiieae  sodeties.  The^  tool  away  one  (J  the 
chief  supports  to  this  society  by  the  man- 
ner in  which  they  then  acted :  they  took 
away  from  the  inferur  members  of  these 
Orange  societies,  whom  they  were  in  the 
haHt  of  meeting,  the  powers  of  their  influ- 
ence ;  they  withdrew,  in  a  mannert  the 
belief  from  the  inferior  members  of  these 
socUtles  that  they  would  be  protected  in 
their  illegal  acts  by  persons  of  high  station 
and  influence  and  were  authorisea  to  join  in 
pncesnons  and  other  breaches  of  the  law. 
Tb«  Loid-Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  upon  re- 
ceiving the  address  of  the  House,  and  the 
answer  of  his  M^eaty  thereto,  immediately 
issued  a  proclamation,  and  ordered  a  circu- 
lar letter  to  be  written  to  the  crown  soli- 
citors at  the  different  assiaes,  directing  that 
there  should,  at  the  ensuing  assises,  m  no 
prosecutions  for  persons  who  had  joined  in 
Orange  processions;  the  consequence  of 
which  was,  that  many  persons  who  would 
otherwise  have  been  prosecuted  were  dis- 
charged. Although  the  persons  holding 
superior  stations,  and  having  hi^h  authority 
in  the  Orange  lodges  did  their  duty,  and 
although  (he  L^-Lieutenant  declared 
that  he  was  willing  to  forget  the  post.  It 
doe)  not  appear  that  the  mass  of  the  per- 
sons composing  the  Oran^  associations  re- 
frained from  those  processions  i  on  the  con- 
trary, I  am  informed,  that  on  the  12th  of 
JuW,  preparations  for  processions  were 
made  much  more  extensively,  and  on  a  la^ 
ger  scale,  than  had  ever  been  known  before. 
In  consequence  of  communications  having 
been  made  to  him  on  this  sul^ject,  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  acted  promptly :  be  issued 
aiders  to  the  magistrates  of  the  districts 
where  these  processions  were  expected  to 
take  place,  In  order  to  put  them  down  at 
eveiy  point ;  he  then  ordered  prosecutions 
to  be  instituted  againut  the  leaden  of  these 
proceedings ;  the  consequence  was,  that 
sixty-eight  persons  were  convicted  for  hav- 
ing joined  these  procesdons,  and  428  were 
ordered  to  take  their  trials.  The  Lord- 
Lieutenant  thought  it  necessary,  especially 
after  the  Indulgence  be  had  shown  to  those 
who  had  formerly  taken  part  in  them,  to 
show  a  determination  to  put  down  these 
illegal  processions.  No  one,  I  think,  can 
censure  the  conduct  of  the  Lord- Lieutenant 
on  this  point,  or  say,  that,  in  the  course  he 
punuedihedid  not  act  rightly.    The  re- 


sult, I  tliiitk,  ahotti,  tW  the  iMpt  t^W 
will  be  eSectu^  fhr  no  atteampt  hac  bMft 
made  to  fortn  such  pmcessioiis  lilice  thtsfe 
steps  were  taken  by  the  Oovemment  to 
BupprecB  them.  I  trust,  therefore,  that  th* 
suppres^on  of  the  illegal  soctaliee  to  which 
I  allude  may  be  fairly  placed  among  thS 
benefits  resulting  from  the  existing  Gomfl' 
ment  in  Ireland,  and  that  those  teereC  at- 
sociations,  which  have  been  fiiund,  by  evi- 
dence before  the  House,  to  be  of  such  aft 
unconstitutional  character,  and  to  be  so  in- 
jurious to  the  peace  of  the  empire,  and 
which  are  capable  of  being  perverted  ta 
such  mischievous  purposes,  will  be  efl^t^ 
ually  put  down  and  tUtogether  suppressed. 
There  is  another  point,  with  respect  to  th6 
distribution  of  patronage,  regarding  which 
much  obsetvation  has  been  made.  ThA 
House  will  observe,  that  in  the  opinion  cf 
Mr.  Fox,  which  t  have  already  quoted, 
one  of  the  objects  which  he  wished  to 
see  effected  in  the  Government  of  Ire- 
land was,  that  there  should  be  a  fair 
distribution  of  emoluments  among  all  clasaM 
of  her  people.  That  this  took  j^ace  befbfa 
tha  arrival  of  Lord  Mulgrave  in  lr«lan^ 
can  hardly  ha  asserted.  I  oold  in  my  hand 
the  list  <tf  the  stipendiary  magistrates  ap- 


pointed by  former  Governments  {ffOvfanii 
to  Lord  Mulgrave 


arrival  ii 
ipecifies  the  religion  of  each  ; 


18S5,  which 
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tne  number  of  such  appointments  is  cond- 
derable,  yet  1  find  the  name  of  only  one 
person  professing  the  Roman  Cathcdk  re- 
ligion. I  have  also  a  list  of  the  stipendiarf 
magistrates  appointed  nnce  Lord  Holgrav* 
assumed  the  government  of  Ireland,  and  it 
appears  that  out  of  the  fifteen  apptrintmenta 
that  have  taken  place,  six  have  been  ooa- 
ferred  upon  Roman  Catholics,  and  nina 
upon  Protestants ,  no  very  unfsiz  distribu- 
tion, and  certainly  showing  no  wish  to 
Promote  Roman  Catholics  in  prefnence  to 
'rotestanta,  but  showing  that  which  I  thinfc 
it  right  to  show,  that  a  man  because  h*  is 
a  Roman  Catholic  is  not  to  be  excluded 
from  those  offices  to  which  by  a  solemn  Act 
of  the  Legislature,  and  which  this  House 
has  repeatedly  sanctioned,  he  is  declared 
entitled  to  aspire.  I  have  alao  here  a  list  of 
other  appointments  made  by  Lord  Mulzravv 
and  ftating  the  religion  of  the  difiereDl 
persons  so  appointed,  but  I  decline  going 
into  it,  because  I  think  on  the  whtde,  that 
unless  the  question  it  raised  it  is  one  which 
it  is  not  desirable  to  enter  upon.  The 
ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  cheers,  mit  I  beg 
him  to  recollect,  that  this  is  one  of  the 
charges  brought  against  Lotd  MiilgnnA 
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OofftnnMBt.  It  h  OM  of  UuM  diuvt 
wbiob  ore  pat  foitli  befon  tha  pabuc, 
nd  whidi  are  raorted  to  with  tbe  new 
of  poutming  tfacpaUiciBiiid.  AtthsMma 
tieM  it  U  one  m  thoN  dnrgn  and  then 
an  many,  whu^  ore  not  broaght  forward 
on  any  oceation  in  either  Hoiue  of  Pariia- 


eondiict  of  Lord  Ma^ra' 
beving  itateil  the  appoiatmentt  be  bae 
made,  tbe  meaaura*  ha  ba>  taken  —  and 
having  (tated  alio  aone  of  tbe  general  ra- 
nlti  with  regard  to  the  preTeiition  e£  nim^ 
I  coma  now  to  state,  at  I  think  tbat  I  am 
bound  to  (tate,  ai  no  notice  up  to  thic  time 
bai  been  ^ven  on  tbe  sulrjact — I  come  now 
to  midea  tome  obflerrationt  on  eome  cbargee 
made  againtt  him  in  certain  raoluliona. 
When  Mr.  Fox  stated  what  cciQcenion*  ha 
wished  to  be  made  to  Ireland— which  in- 
cluded equal  rights  and  an  equal  diviiion 
and  participation  of  emolumentt — he  said 
tbat  tnese  conceanons  would  not  mwe  aatis- 
fiustion  to  all.  "Who,  then,"  he  asked, 
"  would  ba  di«atisfi«d  bjr  audi  conceaaiona  t 
Not  the  ariitocracjr;  for  IwiQ  not  all  itbj 
10  rei^wctable  a  name.  And  ii  that  miser- 
able moDopoUsing  minoritx  to  be  put  in  tbe 
balance  with  the  preservation  of  die  empira 
and  the  happiness  of  a  whole  people  ?' 
Now,  it  i<  this  miserable  monc^xiliaing  mi- 
naritTi  to  which  tbe  name  was  so  justly 
affixed  bj  Mr.  Pox— it  is  themme  misenUe 
mioaritr.  which  has  not  dared  to  hring 
forward  an;  charge  in  Parliament  agaii  ' 
the  present  Administration  in  Ireland,  I 
which  has  met,  and  pawed  certain  reaolu- 
tions  containing  charges  highly  criminatory 
of  Lord  Mulgrave — chargea  which,  if  true, 
■hould  ensure  that  noble  Lord'a  instant 
dismisaal  {  and  although  Parliament  haa 
bacn  met  a  week,  and  although  Members 
of  both  Houses  of  Farliammt  were  preaent 
at  tbe  meedng  at  which  theas  rcaolutiona 
were  passed,  not  one  of  them  ha*  ventured 
to  dve  any  noUoe  tbat  be  will  bring  before 
Pwliamant  these  hieb  ciimcf  and  miade. 
maaaoun.  With  2l  strangera  carefully 
•scluded,  and  all  opposition  rigidly  shut 
«ut,  with  Oranae  fli^  streaming  in  tbe 
air,  they  put  ana  earrwd  these  reaolutioni^ 
•aUd  the  shouts  and  amlauae  of  the  multi- 
tuda  around  them.  It  may  ba  said,  al- 
thimgh  it  would  bo  a  wsek  and  miserable 
argnmant,  that  no  one  is  willing  to  bring 
iiniraid  die  solject,  as  he  would  not  ven- 
ture to  encounter  the  strength  of  the  sup- 
post  which  bia  Majesty's  Government  had 
■ao^Ted  ban  the  n^jority  in  that  Houae, 
Thii,Is^,it  a  miserable aigaiB«nt,becauM 
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those  who  have  cotidoctel  m  i 
ia  tliis  eounuy,  bava  kaown  and  .  __ 
whan  they  bi^  a  right  aad  a  stmog  ""tt. 
tboo^  tbey  mi^thare  only  ns^,  of  fifty, 
or  forty,  <w  evaa  tlur^,  yet  with  mA  sop* 
pOTt  tlu7  fdt  bound  to  bring  fbeward  tbair 
mesanres;  andby  howmanyUembcn  was 
Mr.  Fox  supported,  when  hemade  tbat 
qieech  from  which  I  have  abeady  mad* 
more  than  one  quotation?  By  eighty 
against  95a  Thia,  therefore,  is  Dot  a  valid 
argumeat.  But  is  tbeic  not  another  Honsa 
of  Partiamant  where  this  subject  could  be 
safely  braught  torwtaAi  \Vhat  is  ihnr 
Dower  in  tbat  other  House  of  Parliameirt  } 
I  have  got  here  a  pamphlet,  whid  purpoett 
to  be  the  twenty-eighth  edition  of  a  speeeh 
delivered  by  a  noUe  Lord,  in  tb«  other 
House  of  Pariiament,  at  the  cloae  of  the 
last  Seasion— a  noble  Lad  of  great  ability, 
and  of  no  less  autbority  in  tw  assemUf. 
I  do  not  know  whetbv  the  noUe  and 
learned  Lord  actually  deHveted  the  qieech 
ibua  attributed  to  him  ;  but  I  find  it  amted 
in  tb*  pamphlet  In  whidi  I  have  jnst 
alluded,  that  "  in  the  House  of  Lords 
Ministers  were  powerless,  and  could  ^et 
nothing."      If  thia  were  really  the   «asi^ 


why  did  noble  Lords  at  tbe  meeting  of 
Duldin  riirink  from  going  with  thor  eom- 
plaints  to  that  amembly?  Tbey  bava 
brought  forward  matters  impeachii^  the 
condnct,  and  maligning  the  character  of  the 
Lord- Lieutenant  of  frduid,  and  yet  the/ 
dare  not  bring  bia  coodoet  before  Parlik 
nwnt.  It  may  be,  after  all,  ibej  feet  that 
wiiatever  their  majority  may  be  in  the 
other  Hooae  of  Parliaioent,  it  ia  not  a 
majority  for  such  purposes;  it  may  be, 
that  they  feel  that  however  much  tb  y  may 
gain  tbe  apphiuse  of  such  packed  meetings 
as  I  have  alluded  to,  a  majority  of  tbe 
other  House  of  Parliament  wUl  not  sancdoa 
such  accusations;  but  they  should,  at  least, 
have  the  fiankness  and  candour  to  let  this 
be  known.  I  am  inclined  to  think  tbat  this 
ia  the  case  ftom  one  of  their  own  rasokituna. 
I  shall  not  take  the  troalleto  read  many  of 
them,  but  I  will  nfer  to  one  of  them.  It 
alludea  to  tbe  nomina^on  of  hidi  sheriff^ 
and  Gonidains  tbat  tbe  Government  tt^g- 
lasted  die  recoinnendation  of  the  Juigea ; 
except  in  the  caaes  of  persona  who  have 
ezeuaed  themaelves  from  taking  the  ottoe, 
this  haa  been  very  seldom  the  ease  daring 
the  present  year.  Last  year,  however, 
several  caaes  of  that  kind  occurred,  and  I 
will  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  what 
has  happened  in  conieqaence.  Last  year. 
Lord  Hulgravc  eame  over  to  Enf^d :  be 
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with  tbeir  dismal  tale  of  ims^naiy  malady. 
Nothing  can  ^re  them  consolation — des- 
pair ia  their  onlj  joy — evil  their  only  good 
— tears  their  only  recreation — the  loss  of 
exclusive  power  made  them  determine,  that 
come  what  may,  they  will,  for  the  present, 
at  least,  in  spite  of  every  recommendation 
to  the  contrary,  be  extremely  sad.  Their 
lugubrious  complaints  remind  me  of  the 
lines  of  an  illustrious  living  poet ; — ■ 

"  Call  il  madness,  call  it  folly, 
You  shall  not  chase  ray  grief  away ; 

There's  soch  a  charm  in  melancholy, 
1  would  not,  if  I  could,  be  gay.'' 
Sir,  in  some  of  the  resolutions  passed  at 
this  meeting  of  melancholy  mourners,  there 
are  charges  made,  which,  if  they  proceeded 
from  anything  hut  the  malignity  of  a 
packed  meeting,  if  they  were  in  the  slightest 
degree  founded  upon  truth,  would  call  for 
the  fullest  inquiry  on  the  partof  the  House. 
As  it  is,  however,  the  House  will  be  readily 
convinced  of  the  justice  of  my  declaration, 
that  there  exists  not  a  shadow  of  founda- 
tion for  any  one  of  the  allegations  there 
made.  Following  up  the  utterly  unfounded 
chai^  against  Lord  Mulgrave,  in  reference 
to  the  sherifl^,  the  thirteenth  resolution  de- 
clares, "  That  the  patronage  of  ihe  Irish 
Government,  and  its  prerogative  of  mercy, 
have  been  abused  in  the  furtherance  of 
purposes  injurious  to  the  peace  of  the 
country,  the  ad  m  in  is  t  ration  of  its  laws,  and 
the  stability  of  British  connexion;  that 
partisans  have  been  placed  in  office  as  as- 
gistant-barristers,  as  magistrates,  as  officers 
in  the  constabulary  and  police,  whose  re- 
commendation in  some  instances  has  been 
their  unscrupulous  attachment  to  a  faction ; 
and  that  appointments  made  in  this  spirit 
have  been  introductory  to  the  creation  of 
fictilbus  voters,  and  have  greatly  preju- 
diced, in  public  opinion,  the  administration 
of  justice."  Sir,  I  utterly  deny  this.  I 
deny  that  the  prerogative  of  mercy  has  ever 
been  abused.  I  say  that  the  prerogative  of 
mercy  has  always  been  used  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  the  people  of  Ireland  confidence 
in  the  law,  and  until  some  proofs  are  ad- 
duced to  the  contrary,  1  shall  content  myself 
with  this  general  denial.  They  then  made 
alamentation  about  partisans  being  placed  in 
office,  and  they  protested  against  givingoffice 
to  their  opponents.  Sucha  charge  comes  with 
a  very  bad  grace  from  these  parties.     Lan- 

5uage  so  extravagant  makes  one  feel  that  if 
uvenal  had  lived  in  these  times,  instead  of 
theGracchicomplaimugofsedition.hewould 
lu^e  found  a  far  stronger  illustration  of  his 
SHining  in  this  tnonopolidng  body,  com- 
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plaining  of  the  promotion  of  partisans.  It 
is,  indeed,  astounding  to  find  such  a  com- 
plaint in  the  mouths  of  those  who,  year 
after  year,  and  century  af^er  century,  tad 
considered  partisanship  as  the  only  ground 
of  qualification  for,  and  promotion  to  office. 
It  is  really  more  than  one  could  have  ex- 
pected to  see  or  hear;  and  I  cannot  but 
think  if  the  Dublin  meeting  would  have 
but  allowed  any  one  stranger  to  appear 
among  them,  and  would  have  but  liwened 
to  him  while  he  stated  what  they  had  them- 
selves done  in  respect  to  partisanship,  he 
must  have  called  a  blush  into  their  cheeks, 
and  compelled  them  to  resmnd  this  resolu- 
tion. They  could  not  by  any  possibility 
have  gravely  asserted  that  "  partisans  had 
been  placed  in  office  as  assistant-barristers, 
as  magistrates,  as  officers  in  the  constabulary 
find  police,  whose  recommendation,  in  some 
instances,  had  been  their  unscrupulous  at- 
tachment to  a  faction,  that  appointments 
mode  in  this  spirit  had  been  subsidiary  to 
the  creation  of  fictitious  voters,  and  bad 
greatly  prejudiced,  in  public  opinion,  the 
administrBtioh  of  justice."  But,  Sir,  this 
last  is  a  very  serious  charge  agsdntt  Lord 
Mulgrave.  It  is  a  charge,  which,  if  true, 
ought  to  be  formally  made,  it  would  form 
ground  of  impeachment  against  Lord  Mul- 
grave. If  it  can  be  shown  that  Lord  Mul- 
grave has  knowingly  appointed  to  the  office 
of  magistrate  and  asustant-harrister  men 
of  Buch  unscrupulous  characters,  ai  to  be 
ready  to  violate  their  oaths  for  the  purpose 
of  registering  votes  purposely  and  dengn- 
edly  fictitious — if  it  can  be  »hown  that  my 
noble  Friend  has  placed  individuals  in  office 
with  the  view  of  promoting  such  factious 
and  illegal  objects,  a  grave  offence  has  been 
committed,  and  a  graver  charge  cannot  be 
pi'eferred  against  any  individual.  I  deny, 
however,  that  there  is  the  slightest  ground 
for  such  an  imputation  upon  the  honour 
and  character  of  Lord  Mulgrave.  One 
charge,  brought  against  an  assistant-bar- 
rister appointed  by  Lord  Mulgrave,  occurs 
to  me,  and  I  know  something  of  that  case, 
from  having  had  a  copy  of  the  acnstant- 
barrister's  notes  submitted  to  my  ctmsider- 
ation.  An  individual  claiming  a  vote 
swore  that  his  tenement  was  worth  \0l. 
a-year.  The  owner  swore  this  himself, 
and  produced  another  man,  who  swore  that 
the  tenement  in  question  was  worth  lOi 
a-year,  and  that  he  had  actually  offered 
that  sum  for  it.  A  gentleman  came  forward 
on  the  other  side,  and  swore  that  the  tene- 
ment in  question  was  not  worth  10(.  a-year. 
The  assistant-barrister  asked  the  gentlemas 
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year  before  coDlamelionsIy  refused.  Hit*, 
conieqnenti;,  bad  not  eren  the  appear • 
snce  of  Kaying,  "  These  Roman  Catbo- 
lici  are  good  and  loyal  sabjectr ; — let 
M  admit  them  to  the  privileges  they 
■eek;"  bnt  it  clearly  eiprosed,  "  We 
cannot  afford  to  be  anjusl  any  longer; 
we  cannot  safely  keep  the  Irish  people  de> 
pressed  as  before,  and  so  we  will  conciliate 
tbem  as  far  as  we  may  find  it  expedient." 
And  now.  Sir,  with  respect  to  the  con- 
cession of  1829,  I  will  read  a  passage 
which  contains  both  the  sentiments  of 
an  eminent  person  in  the  other  House, 
and  also  the  declaration  made  at  that  lime 
by  a  Member  of  this  House.  In  1828,  I 
find  Lord  Lyndhnrst  using  the  following 
expressions : — "  Out  of  a  nomber  of  those 
published  doenments,  it  is  suflicient  to 
mention  one,  wherein  the  writer,  Mr. 
O'Connell,  alluding  distinctly  to  an  un- 
qnalified,  uncooditronal  concession,  as  the 
only  one  worthy  of  the  Irish  acceptance, 
adds — '  In  our  humbler  fortunes,  and  in 
days  happily  now  gone  by,  we  were  on 
the  point  of  yielding  in  despair  to  the 
principle  of  secarittes ;  and  it  was  the 
opinion  of  some  ofour  best  friends  in  and 
out  of  Fariiament,  that  we  ought  to  yield 
it :  bnt  H  total  alteration  has  since  then 
taken  place  in  the  posture  of  our  aflarrs. 
To  what  is  this  to  be  attributed  7  Is  it  to 
the  tone  of  moderation  we  have  preserved 
in  oar  debates  and  published  appeals? 
Or  ralher,  is  not  this  alleralion  in  our 
position  owing  to  the  threat  whieh  has 
been  held  out,  and  the  strong  language 
used  of  late,  and  which  1  feel  jusliHed  in 
■aying,  has  at  length  placed  us  on  the 
rantflgc  ground?"  Can  they  (resumed  the 
Lord  Chancellor)  more  distinctly  tell  us 
thry  feel  themselves  placed  in  a  situation 
to  extort  from  the  Legislature,  by  dint  of 
Intimidation  and  threats,  that  which  has 
BO  long  been  withheld  i  It  is  true  the 
■word  IS  not  drawn  openly  ;  but  are  your 
Lordships  disposed  in  the  face  of  a  power, 
of  this  alarming  and  anomaloos  nature, 
to  admit  the  Catholic  body,  thus  mar- 
shalled and  organised,  within  the  pale  of 
the  Constitution  ?"  Such,  Sir,  was  the 
declaration  of  this  proud  and  eminent 
statesman  to  the  House  of  Lords.  He 
■aid,  "You  must  not  yield  to  threats: 
you  must  not  yield  to  intimidation." 
Well,  the  intimidation  was  made  more 
pUln;  the  threat  was  made  a  little 
":  and  what  was  then  the  conduct 
■«  who  had  said  they  would  not 
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yield  lo  intimidation  F  Why,  tb>t  very 
noi|aali6ed,  nncoDditiooal,  subioistion, 
which  ihey  said  the  threat  ol  the  year  be- 
fore had  iodaced  them  not  to  yield.  If 
that  Minister  had  been  in  the  utuation  of 
the  traveller  of  the  fabte,  and  the  wiod 
had  not  succeeded  in  taking  off  bis  cloak 
with  its  fini  gusts,  it  would  have  beea 
foond  that  it  had  only  to  increase  in  its 
radeness,  and  its  strength,  to  deprive  him 
of  hts cloak;  nor  would  it  have  been  left 
to  the  sun  to  gain  the  victory,  it  is  fabled 
to  have  obtained.  Well,  Sir,  but  what  is 
the  lesson  taaght  by  (his  fact?  What  ii 
the  lesson  which  has  been  taught  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  ?  Are  these  things  with- 
ontmark?  What  happened  in  the  course 
of  last  year,  and  the  year  before?  We 
have  heard  lately  of  the  formation  of  the 
General  Association.  As  long  as  this 
Mnnicipal  Corporation  Bill,  which  I  in- 
tend to  move  to-night,  was  passing  throogh 
the  House  of  Commons,  the  people  of 
Ireland  confided  in  the  justice  of  (he 
Legislature.  There  was  no  attempt  to 
intimidate,  there  were  no  national  asso- 
ciations formed  by  his  Majesty's  sabjecti 
there.  It  was  after  the  measure  had  been 
lost,  it  was  after  their  prayers  had  been 
rejected,  and  rejected  not  only  with  calm 
reasoning,  but  with  insult ;  it  was  after 
they  had  been  rejected,  I  say,  with  insult, 
that  this  Association  was  formed,  and  its 
meetings  held.  Can  we  wonder  at  such 
things  ?  Can  we  wonder  that  that  which 
had  been  found  successful  on  former  oc- 
casions was  resorted  to  on  this  i  Your 
oppression  taught  them  to  hate ;  your 
concessions  to  brave  you —  you  exhibited 
to  them  how  scanty  was  the  stream  of 
your  bounty  ;  and  how  full  the  tribute  of 
your  fear.  Such,  then,  is  the  creation  of 
your  own  narrow  policy.  The  Associa- 
tion is  before  you.  And  can  I  suggest  n 
remedy  ?  Would  it  be,  think  you,  that 
this  Association,  composed  of  several  Peers 
of  Parliament ;  composed  of  many  of  the 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons ; 
composed,  I  have  heard,  one-foorth,  an 
hon.  Gentleman  says  one-third,  of  Pro- 
testants— would  it  be  that  this  Associa- 
tion, so  composed,  should  be  suppressed  ? 
Would  that  be  the  remedy  ?  No,  Sir,  the 
remedy  is  to  treat  Ireland  as  you  treat 
England,  and  a»  you  treat  Scotland,  As 
you  have  no  association  in  London,  as 
you  have  no  association  in  Edinburgh, 
depend  on  it  that  when  the  fair  principle 
of  equality  la  found  to  be  your  rule,  (h« 
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people  of  Ireland  will  rely  with  conBdence 
on  the  justice  of  the  aupreme  Legislature, 
and  they  will  take  no  other  method  of 
Tedressing  their  wrongs.  While,  then, 
Sir, — while  1  regret  the  existence  of  that 
Association,  I  cannot  say  there  has 
not  been  a  plausible  motive  for  its  forma- 
tion, nor  can  1  s&y  that  there  is  not  an 
easy  way  for  its  suppression.  It  is  that 
easy  way  which  I  ask  you  now  to  take. 
I  tell  you  not,  I  should  deceive  you  if  I 
did,  that  this  Corporation  Bill  is  to  be  all 
in  all,  the  panacea,  to  use  an  affected 
word,  for  the  evils  of  Ireland  ;  many  and 
manifold  are  those  evils,  and  many  and 
manifold  must  be  the  remedies  which  the 
LegieUture,  which  the  executive,  which 
the  magistracy,  which  persons  of  property 
in  that  country  must  apply  to  them;  but 
I  tell  you  this,  that  if  you  pass  this  Bill 
largely  and  liberally,  it  will  be  taken  as 
an  evidence  of  the  spirit  in  which  you  are 
disposed  to  legislate,  and  you  will  have  no 
repugnance  to  your  future  legislation.  It 
ia  a  measure  of  which  the  principles  are 
known ;  it  would  apply  a  remedy  which 
has  been  already  tried ;  it  would  give 
nghts  to  men  whom  you  have  no  pretence 
for  distrusting.  I  think.  Sir,  it  was  said 
of  a  great  character  of  antiquity,  "  That 
which  Themistocles  has  proposed  would 
be  very  profitable  to  Athens,  but  it  would 
be  very  unjust."  Now,  1  propose  to  you  a 
measure  which  will  be  eminently  profitable. 
It  will  be  profitable  in  giving  to  you  the 
hearts  and  affections  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land :  it  will  be  profitable  to  you  in  pro- 
moting the  riches  and  welfare  of  her  towns ; 
it  will  be  profitable  to  you  as  tending  to 
produce  greater  order,  a  better  administra- 
tion of  the  law,  and  a  more  general  confi- 
dence in  your  Government.  But,  while  it 
has  all  these  advantages  of  profit,  while  it 
hat  all  these  motives  of  expediency,  I 
especially  recommend  it  to  the  House — I 
especially  recommend  it  to  Parliament — 
on  this  ground,  that  I  believe  it  to  be  just, 
Mr.  Self  eant  Jackson  said,  he  rose  not 
certainly  for  the  purpose  of  opposing  the 
motion  of  the  noble  Lord,  but  he  felt  it  to 
be  his  duty,  as  one  of  the  persons  who 
had  been  particularly  alluded  to  by  the 
noble  Lord,  to  justify  the  part  which  he 
had  taken,  in  common  with  his  brother 
Protestants  in  Ireland,  on  the  occasion  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  referred.  But  before 
be  proceeded  (o  that  part  of 
which  consisted  in  a  justific 
great  meeting,  be  thought  it  right  not  to 
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pass  by  altogether  two  or  three  topics 
wliich  the  noble  Lord  had  introduced  into 
his  speech.  The  noble  Lord  had  taken 
an  entirely  new  ground  that  night.  In 
the  various  discussions  which  the  queslion 
had  undergone,  there  and  elsewhere,  be 
believed  it  had  not  occurred  to  any  speaker, 
in  this  or  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
to  put  forward  the  ground  of  argument  on 
which  the  noble  Lord  insisted  that  this 
measure  should  be  adopted  by  the  House. 
The  noble  Lord  stated,  that  the  withhold- 
ing of  corporate  reform  was  an  infraction 
of  the  Act  of  Union,  and  a  breach  of 
Catholic  Emancipation,  He  denied  both 
those  positions  of  the  noble  Lord;  and  he 
thought  it  could  be  made  plain,  that  nei- 
ther the  one  nor  the  other  could  afford  the 
noble  Lord  the  slightest  ground  of  argu- 
ment. Did  (he  noble  Lord  mean  to  say 
that  according  to  the  fundamental  prin- 
ciple of  the  Act  of  Union  there  was  to  be 
no  difTerence  between  the  two  countries  in 
point  of  law  ?  Had  the  noble  Lord  referred 
to  that  Act  ?  Had  he  read  the  8th  article, 
and  did  he  not  there  find  a  special  provi- 
sion that  the  laws  of  Ireland  should  con- 
tinue in  all  respects  where  they  differed 
from  those  of  England,  till  Parliament 
should  otherwise  decide  ?  Had  there  not 
actually  been  a  marked  difference  between 
the  laws  of  the  two  countries  ?  He  would 
take  one  example  ;  he  might  adduce  many. 
Let  the  noble  Lord  remember  the  whiteboy 
code,  which  was  not  repealed  till  the  Ist 
or  2nd  of  the  reign  of  his  present  Majesty. 
Could  it  be  said  to  be  an  infraction  of  the 
Act  of  Union,  that  there  should  be  a  differ- 
ence between  the  laws  and  institutions  of 
the  two  countries  ?  As  little  ground  was 
there  for  the  argument  on  the  Catholic  Re- 
lief Bill.  Would  the  noble  Lord  put  his 
finger  on  a  single  clause  in  that  Act  which 
made  it  obligatory  on  the  legislature  to 
extend  to  Ireland  the  same  institutions  as 
were  established  for  England  ?  The  noble 
Lord  could  not.  But  perhaps  the  noble 
Lord  would  say  it  was  the  spirit  of  the 
Emancipation  Act,  and  not  the  letter  of  it 
that  was  violated.  Now  with  the  greatest 
respect  he  (Mr,  Sergeant  Jackson)  con- 
ceived that  the  spirit  of  that  measure  led 
directly  to  the  opposite  inference.  What 
was  the  principle  of  that  measure?  That 
all  his  Majesty's  subjects  in  Ireland  should 
be  put  on  the  same  footing  with  respect 
to  civil  privileges,  whether  Protestant  or 
Catholic.  What  was  the  noble  Lord  now 
,  about  to  do  ?     It  was  the  charge  against 
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the  municipalitiei  of  Ireiand,  that  they 
were  ai  at  pieeent  cooitituted  exclusively 
ja  the  baniia  of  the  ProtestanU.  The 
noble  Lord  dow  called  on  the  Mouse  Dot 
lo  deitroy  monopoliei  (which  was  the  effect 
of  the  meaaure  as  patied  last  Session  by 
the  other  House),  but  to  transfer  the  mo- 
nopoly rrom  the  hands  of  the  Protestants 
to  the  Catholics.  He  submitted,  therefore, 
that  the  noble  Lord  could  And  no  solid 
ground  of  arg;ument  in  one  or  the  other  of 
the  positions  which  he  had  laid  down.  He 
vould  notice,  before  be  proceeded  to  vin- 
dicate the  great  Protestant  meeting  of 
Dublin,  one  or  two  more  of  the  topics 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  intioduced.  The 
noble  Lord  had  dwelt  upon  the  earnest 
desire  of  bis  Excellency  Lord  Mulgrave  to 
Administer  impartial  justice  in  Ireland; 
and  he  mentioned  a  variety  of"  innova- 
tions," ai  he  called  them,  which  had  been 
introduced  into  the  administration  of  the 
laws  in  that  country.  He  adverted  par- 
ticularly to  the  fact  that  there  had  been 
three  successive  Attorney-Generals  for  Ire- 
land since  Lord  Mulgrave's  accession  to 
power,  and  that  not  one  of  tbetn  would 
nave  remained  in  office  under  a  Tory 
government.  He  dill  not  like  to  enter 
into  pergonal  observations,  but  this  he 
voutd  say,  that  there  did  not  exist  In  the 
profession  man  more  eminent  or  more  de- 
serving  of  every  possible  respect  than  his 
learned  Friends  Mr.  Blackburne  and  Mr. 
B.  Pennefather, 

Lord  John  Ruaell  explained.  He  did 
not  mean  to  say  but  that  those  Qentlemen 
vere  eminent  and  respcclabk'.  He  had 
merely  used  the  argument  that  then  ought 
to  be  unity  in  an  administralion — that  it 
ought  to  be  animated  by  the  same  views 
of  policy. 

Mr.  sergeant  Jackson  had  not  at  all 
misapprehended  the  argument  of  the  nobla 
Lord.  He  did  not  suppose — indeed  it 
was  impossible  that  the  noble  Lord  could 
have  meant  to  aay  anything  disparaging 
to  either  of  the  learned  Gentlemen.  But 
what  did  the  noble  Lord  mean  by  saying 
that  neither  of  the  three  successive  Attor- 
ney-Generals for  Ireland,  who  had  come 
into  office  under  I^rd  Mulgrave,  would 
luve  continued  in  office  under  a  Tory 
government?  Did  the  noble  Lord  think 
that  either  Mr.  Blaclfburne  or  Mr.  Pen- 
nefather would  remain  one  moment  in 
office  under  such  a  government  as  that  of 
Lord  Mulgrave  T  It  was  impossible  that 
men  aninatad  by  their  feelings  could  re- 


main for  one  single  hour  in  the  service  of  a 
government  so  degraded  and  disgraced.  He 
would  now  notice  some  of  the  "  in- 
novations" in  (he  administration  of  the 
law  in  Ireland,  for  which  the  noble  Lord 
took  credit  to  the  Government,  and  he 
could  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  he  would 
not  shrink  from  the  condemnation  of  any 
of  them.  First  the  noble  Lord  had  alluded 
to  the  "  innovation"  introduced  by  Baron 
O'Loghlen,  when  Attorney-General,  in 
regard  to  the  challenging  of  Jurors  by  the 
Crown  ;  the  noble  Lord  panegyrised  it. 
He  could  tell  the  noble  Lord,  that  this 
"innovation"  had  already  produced  con- 
sequences the  most  disastrous.  He  would 
tell  the  noble  Lord  the  practical  fruits  of 
this  innovation,  and  leave  it  to  the  sound 
sense  and  judgement  of  the  House  to  ssv 
whether  it  was  an  improvement.  A 
privilege  or  power  had  long  been  exercised 
by  the  Crown,  of  challenging,  or  as  it  was 
technically  called,  "  putting  by  "  jurors, 
without  assigning  any  reason.  Thia 
privilege  the  late  Attorney- General  had 
magnanimously  foregone.  Men  might  be 
unfit  to  be  put  upon  juries,  against  whom, 
probably,  no  strictlv  legal  objection  could 
be  sustained.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Sergeant  Jack- 
son) held  it  to  be  a  gross  calumny  on  any 
Attorney-General,  or  any  persons  con- 
nected with  the  administration  of  law  in 
Ireland,  to  say  that  they  had  been  influ- 
enced in  putting  by  jurors  merely  by 
dilference  oT  religious  persuasion.  He 
utterly  denied  it.  Neither  could  he 
believe  that  it  had  been  the  practice  at  any 
period  in  Ireland  to  set  a  side  jurors  on 
account  of  their  political  opinions.  But 
be  would  mention  one  case  to  the  noble 
Loid  for  there  was  nothing  like  fact  ;  and 
let  England  hear  this  case,  and  see  the 
frightful  state  of  things  to  which  Ireland 
wiis  now  brought.  It  was  the  case  of  a 
Protestant  family  named  Carter,  resident 
in  the  Queen's  County  :  they  were  tenania 
of  Lord  Maryborough,  and,  at  the  time  to 
which  he  referred,  were  in  possession  of  a 
piece  of  land  for  which  tbey  paid  rent  and 
to  which  they  were  justly  entitled.  They 
proceeded  to  fence  it  in.  An  attack  was 
made  upon  them  ;  one  of  these  poor  men 
was  so  severely  beaten,  that  he  lost  hia 
senses  and,  he  believed,  was  at  present 
the  inmate  of  a  lunatic  asylum ;  and  tha 
elder  Carter  was  beaten  to  death.  The 
parties  were  indicted  for  the  murder 
(which  was  perpetrated  at  noon-day); 
they  were    arieated  and  put  npon    th«it 
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trial.  A  person  vbo  bad  BssUted  the  I  not 
priioners  in  cbaJlengiog  the  jurors,  was  put 
OD  the  jury.  There  was  no  verdict.  Another 
atiiiescame  ronnd— the  parties  were  again 
put  on  their  trial.  Who  was  placed  in 
the  jury-box  i — Suict  orders  had  been 
istttw  that  the  Crown  should,  in  do  case, 
exercise  its  privilege  of  challenging.  Who 
was  sworn  upon  the  jury? — why,  a  con- 
vict—a  man  who  had  been  tried,  convicted 
and  punished  for  an  atrocious  oA'cnce. 
Could  any  man  expect  a  verdict  of  guilty  1 
The  foreman  said  that  ihe  jury  did  not 
agree — the  majority  were  for  the  conriction 
(though  the  majority  were  Roman  Catlio- 
ItcB) — the  prisoners  were  discharged,  and 
went  in  triumph  through  the  town  ;  the 
judge    took    the  jury  to    the  bounds    of 
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am  sorry  that  neither  life  nor  property 
can  be  enjoyed  in  safely."  A  third  lime 
did  the  case  come  on  ;  another  aboriive 
trial — and  at  length  the  prisoners  were 
liberated — some  on  bail,  others  on  nominal 
recognizances  ;  justice  was  completely 
baffled,  his  Majesty's  subjects  unprotected, 
the  taws  of  the  land  not  vindicated,  and 
one  of  the  prisoners,  liberaled  by  the  order 
of  Government,  afterwards  engaged  in 
levelling  the  fences  of  the  family  of  this 
poor  man  Caiter.  Here  let  the  noble  Lord 
see  ibe  consequences  of  his  innovaiion. 
Was  not  this  a  lerrihle,  a  frightful  case  ? 
and  was  such  a  slate  of  things  to  be  allowed 
10  continue  ?  He  could  give  the  noble 
Lord  many  other  cases  of  the  same  kind 
on  different  circuits,  but  would  uot  now 
trouble  the  House  with  them.  But  let 
the  noble  Lord  indulge  him  with  a  Com- 
mitte«,  which  he  iovited  the  noble  Lord  to 
do  and  be  would  pledge  himself  on  the 
part  of  his  Friends  and  himself  not  to 
"  shrink,"  as  ibe  noble  Lord  called  it,  from 
the  proof.  The  ooble  Lord  lold  the  House 
of  the  wonders,  forsooth,  wrought  by  Lord 
Mulgrave  ;  the  Government  of  ibat  noble 
Eart  had  put  a  total  end  to  feuds — it  had 
establiftlied  perfect  peace  and  tranquillity 
in  Ireland,  a  miracle  had  been  wrought, 
and  all  this  had  been  done  by  sending 
down  persons  to  the  different  quarter 
sessions  to  represent  his  Majesty's  Attorney- 
General,  and  to  prosecute  men  guilty  of 
besting  ooe  another  lo  death.  The 
liord  was  mistaken  if  he  supposed  the 
feods  to  arise  from  difference  of  religious 
feeliDg.  No  anch  Ihiog.  Roman  Catholics 
firagbt  with  Roman  Catholics,  and  beat 
OM  iwdw*!  tKRioi  out.    And  be  knev 
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hat  the  noble  Lord  meant  by  laying 
that  the  policy  of  those  in  power  in  by- 
gone days  had  been,  with  reference  to  the 
feuds,to  act  on  the  maxim  divide  el  impera. 
The  noble  Lord  had  ediiied  the  House  by 
reading  catalogues  of  crimes  from  the 
judges' calendars  for  diB'erent  years.  But 
the  most  frightful  chapter  Id  several  of  the 
county  calendars  of  crime,  throughout  the 
if  Ireland,  was  the  chapter  including 
thefaction  feuds  and  savage  fights  resulting 
from  that  source,  and  most  of  the  cases  of 
trage  to  which  the  noble  Lord  bad 
especially  referred  were  now  disposed  of  at 

jUarter  sessions,    and  not   at    the   assizes, 

nd  therefore  the  argument  deduced  from 
the  state  of  the  calendars,  as  pronounced 
upon  by  the  judges,  was  destitute  of  force. 
Let  not  the  noble  Lord  suppose  that  this 
wonderful  change  in  the  state  of  Ireland 
was  broui^htBbout,  as  he  imagined,  through 
the  exclusive  efforts  of  a  wonder  working 
Lord    Lieutenant.     Every  one  knew    ibe 

ifluence  which  was  exerted  in  the  sister 
country  by  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy 
and  priest-hood.  Individual  laymen  cculd 
also  say  a  good  deal  and  do  a  good  deal, 
and  exercise  a  paramount  influence  over 
the  minds  of  the  people.  U  wa>  qnita 
enough  that  it  should  have  been  devised, 
for  certain  purposes,  to  produce  a  tem- 
poraiy  calm  ;  the  calm  would  be  produced 
Oh  I  it  Wits  a  beautiful  argument — it  was 
quite  unanswerable.  "  Look  at  the 
calendar  !*'  such  was  its  burden  ;  "  Observe 
how  crime  has  decreased  in  Ireland.  Think 
what  a  crime  it  would  be  to  disturb  this 
invaluable  adminiiiration."  Bui  he  would 
ask  the  House  if  they  did  not  believe 
that  ihe  same  influences  which  thus 
checked,  could,  at  the  proper  season, 
let  loose  the  spirit  of  lawless  outrage? 
Had  there  not  been  instances  in  abundance 
of  the  exercise  of  this  power?  Had  they 
not  heard  threats  issued  that,  if  certain 
events  did  not  take  place,  Ireland,  from 
one  end  io  the  other,  would  be  con- 
vulsed, and  plunged  perh  ps,  in  a  bloody 
rebellion  ?  The  noble  Lord  appeared  to 
rejoicf  exceedingly  at  the  suppretsiou  of 
the  Orange  society.  He  was  astonished 
10  hear  the  terms  in  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  spoken  upon  that  subject.  The  topic 
was  one  at  which  he  should  not  have  even 
glanced.  For  what  were  the  facts  f  If 
there  was  ooe  subject  which  more  than 
another  tended  to  aggravate  the  con- 
duct  of   his  Majesty's    GoTemment    in 

Ireland   in    nlation   to   the   ProlMtut 
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populatitni  o(  that  conDtry,  it  was  that 
part  of  their  cooduct  which  had  reference 
to  the  Orange  institution.  The  noble 
Lord  had  said  that  the  conduct  of  the 
leaders  of  the  Orange  society  had  corered 
them  with  honoar.  This  was  a  sentiment 
from  which  no  one  could  dissent.  Their 
conduct  had  been  honourable  in  the  ex- 
treme and  most  useful  and  beneficial  to 
their  country,  and  the  least  that  they  could 
have  expected  from  the  Go?ernment — the 
complaint  against  them  being,  not  that 
ihey  were  illegal,  but  that  they  hampered 
the  Government,  and  that  it  was  inexpe- 
dient that  they  should  exist — the  least 
ihey  could  expect  from  the  Government 
was  even-handed  justice — that  that  sedi- 
tions body,  the  National  Association,  that 
imperium  in  imperio,  should  not  be  suf- 
fered (o  meet  publicly, almost  immediately 
lifter  the  voluntary  dissociation  of  the 
Orange  body,  upon  the  simple  intimation 
that  it  was  the  desire  of  the  Sovereign. 
Under  the  very  eye  of  his  Majesty's  Go- 
veroment  in  Dublin,  that  new  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Association,  he  would  call  it— it 
was  Dot,  to  be  sure,  an  exclusively  Roman 
Catholic  Association,  for  there  were  some 
Protestants  in  it,  and  more  shame  for 
them  ;  it  was  virtually  the  former  Catholic 
Association  resuscitated.  Was  not  the 
chair  of  the  old  Association  brought  in 
by  the  learned  Gentleman  opposite  in 
triumph  ?  Were  not  the  books  and  papers 
which  had  belonged  to  the  old  body 
brought  into  ihe  room  in  which  the  roeel- 
ings  of  the  new  were  held?  He  distinctly 
recollected  that  a  resolution  had  been 
passed  for  bringing  them  in.  But  would 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  have  the 
hardihood  to  deny  thai  the  chair  had  been 
brought  in  by  him  to  the  new  Association, 
and  that  it  remained  there  to  the  present 
moment  ?  He  again  would  say,  that  look- 
ing at  the  Gentlemen  who  were  taking  the 
most  active  part  in  the  proceedings  of  the 
General  Association — looking  at  their  pro- 
fessions, their  expressed  opinions,  and 
their  acts,  it  was  virtually  the  old  Roman 
Catholic  Association.  The  mere  name 
was  nothing.  The  same  body,  similarly 
o^unised,  and  having  similar  purposes, 
bad  shifted  its  name  repeatedly.  At  one 
period  it  was  a  Registry  Association;  at 
another  it  was  an  Association  of  Volun- 
teers; but  the  body  of  men  of  whom  all 
those  Associations  consisted,  the  tendency 
of  their  acts,  and  the  objects  which  they 
really  propoted  to  themselves  to  accom* 


plish,  were  all  identically  the  same,  aad 
these  were  essentially  Roman  Catholic. 
Could  it  be  denied  that  the  operatioos  of 
this  Roman  Catholic  Association  were 
calculated  at  least  as  much  to  interrupt 
good  government  and  social  order  as  had 
been  the  operation  of  the  Orange  societT  ? 
Politicians,  as  well  as  private  individaala, 
were  disposed  to  look  with  a  jaundiced 
eye  upon  the  proceedings  of  others,  and 
with  special  favour  upon  theirown.  The^ 
could  bring  themselves  to  see  with  exacti- 
tude what  injuries  the  proceedings  of 
others  inflicted  on  themselves,  but  they 
could  not  see  with  an  equal  degree  of 
clearness  what  they  did  to  injure  others. 
What,  he  would  ask,  was  the  nature  and 
tendency  of  this  Association's  proceedings  7 
For  his  part,  he  did  not  hesitate,  as  a 
lawyer,  to  pronounce  it  illegal ;  and  there 
were  many  other  lawyers  of  his  acquaint- 
ance who  entertained  a  similar  opinion. 
Some  were  strongly  disposed  to  believe 
that  it  came  within  the  scope  of  the  Act 
of  1793,  when  the  old  Catholic  Associa- 
tion was  put  down.  In  the  opinion  of 
many  distinguished  men,  that  Act  was 
merely  an  affirmance  of  the  common  law, 
which  was  hostile  to  every  Association  of 
the  description.  Mr.  Wolfe,  an  eminent 
lawyer  (a^erwards  Lord  Kilwarden)  Sir 
Michael  Smith,  another  eminent  lawyer 
(afterwards  Master  of  the  Rolls),  and  Mr. 
Chamberlayne,  upon  whose  opinion  an 
equal  value  was  set  by  his  cotemporaries, 
all  of  whom  were  in  Parliament  at  the 
time,  expressed  this  opinion,  £ut  whether 
or  not  the  Association  came  within  the 
law  as  it  stood,  he  considered  that  it  was 
the  duly  of  his  Majesty's  Government  to 
bring  in  an  Act  lo  suppress  a  nuisance  of 
this  description.  If  they  were  to  judge  of 
it  by  its  acts,  they  could  consider  it  in  do 
other  light  than  that  of  a  standing  and 
permanent  conspiracy,  leagued  in  open 
hostility  to  the  laws  of  the  land,  as  well  as 
to  the  lights  of  his  Majesty's  Government, 
more  especially  the  clergy  of  Ireland.  Tbia 
was  a  proposition  which  he  (Mr.  Jackson) 
could,  without  difficulty,  detnonstrale. 
The  Association  met  from  day  to  day, 
discussed  political  affairs,  prescribed  mea- 
sures, and  was  in  the  constant  habit  of 
overhauiing  the  Government  itself;  dic- 
tated theappointmeut  of  such  and  such  per- 
,  sons ;  attacked  the  Chancellor,  and,  with- 
out hesitation,  arraigned  that  high  faoc- 
tionary  at  their  bar,  becanse  he  was  not 
:  sufficiently  accommtidating  to  appoint  tiu| 
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magistrate  or  the  other.  What  more  did 
the  AisociatioD  do  ?  It  bad  the  audacity 
to  levy  from  bis  Majesty's  subjects  contri- 
butions, which,  by  their  extent,  sbsoluteiy 
amounted  to  taxation.  But  they  were 
assured  that  these  contiibutions  were  all 
perfectly  voluntary.  They  all  knew  what 
volantary  political  payments  meant  in  Ire- 
land, And  when  a  levy  was  resorted  to, 
and  its  payment  recommended  to  a  parti- 
cular individual,  they  all  knew  to  what  in- 
conrenient  results  a  refusal  woufd  lead 
They  were  not  quite  aware  of  the  precise 
quantum  of  volition  which  accompanied 
those  contributions.  What  were  the  ob- 
jects proposed  by  the  Association — what 
the  destination  of  the  contribution  ?  First, 
a  Municipal  Corporation  Bill  for  Ireland, 
inch  as  they  prescribe — secondly,  a  Bill, 
not  with  an  appropriation  clause — not  for 
lopping  off  those  redundancies  in  the 
establishment  which  were  alleged  to  be 
unnecessary  for  ils  legitimate  purposes — 
but  a  Bill  for  the  total  abolition  of  tithes. 
The  learned  Gentleman  who  had  launched 
this  Association  into  existence  on  the  4th 
July  last — the  father  of  the  Associaiion- 
the  learned  Gentleman  who  might  rather 
be  described  as  the  grandfather  than  as 
the  father  of  that  Association,  for  he  had 
enrolled  his  grandchildren  among  i 
bers — that  learned  Gentleman  had  (old 
them  in  plain  terms  that  he  never  would 
remain  content  so  long  as  the  slightest 
inequality  existed  between  the  members  of 
the  established  and  of  the  other  religious 
persuasions  in  Ireland,  "  Ought  Ireland," 
proceeded  in  substance  the  learned  Gen- 
tleman, the  Member  for  Kilkenny,  "  ought 
Ireland  to  remain  tranquil  whilst  tithes 
continue  to  be  paid  ?  It  ought  not  to  do 
so;  and  it  never  shall,  while  any  indivi- 
dual in  the  shape  of  a  clergyman  receives 
anything  from  any  person  who  differs  from 
him  in  religious  persuasion — until,  in  a 
word,  a  perfectly  voluntary  system  shall 
have  been  established.  Until  this  glo 
ous  system  is  consummated,  I  never  « 
be  tranquil — I  never  will  cease  to  agitati 
What  more?  Tliey  must  have  an  organic 
change  introduced  into  the  constitution  of 
the  House  of  Lords.  They  must  have 
Parliaments  shortened  in  their  duration, 
and  they  cannot  bring  themselves  to  rest 
contented  without  the  concession  of  vote 
by  ballot.  And  yet,  "  Oh  (said  the  noble 
Lord)  pass  this  Corporation  Bill,  and  it 
will  bring  peace  and  tranquillity  to  Ire- 
Isnd."      He    (Mr.    Sergeant    Jackson) 


wished  the  noble  Lord  bad  given  a  dis- 
tinct answer  to  the  question  which  in  a 
former  evening  had  been  put  with  regard 
to  this  Association,  by  a  learned  Gentle- 
man on  that  side  of  the  House  (Mr.  Ser- 
geant Goulbarn).  The  noble  Lord  had 
taken  time  for  preparation  of  his  answer, 
and  it  now  appeared  that  he  was  not  alto- 
gether disposed  to  differ  from  the  senti- 
ment to  which  another  noble  Lord  had 
en  utterance  in  another  place ;  nor  was 
altogether  disposed  to  assent  to  it.  To 
assent  to  it  wholly  might  not  be  con- 
venient. The  majority  by  which  the  noble 
Lord  was  sustained  in  that  House  might 
be  somewhat  endangered  if  the  noble  Lord 
were  to  express  his  perfect  concurrence. 
The  noble  Lord  approached  the  expression 
of  that  distinguished  Peer  with  gingerly 
and  took  it  up  as  they  takenp 
the  Bible  in  Ireland— with  the  tongs. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  "  if  such  an  Asso- 
tion  existed  in  Edinbuigh,"  he 
iboiild  regret  it,"  he  "  should  feel 
concern"  about  it.  Why  that  was 
just  the  language  of  the  Premier  in  the 
House  of  Lords  with  regard  to  the  Asso- 
ciation as  actually  existing  in  Ireland. 
That  noble  Peer  had  lately  said,  "  it  was 
with  great  regret  and  concern  that  he  saw 
the  existence  of  this  Association,  and  he 
decidedly  did  not  think  there  was  sufficient 
ground  for  its  establishment."  The  noble 
Lord  had  favoured  the  House  with  a  read- 
ing from  Hume's  "  History  of  England," 
he  had  passed  from  the  reign  of  Queen 
Elizabeth  to  the  viceregal  career  of  the 
Duke  of  Bedford,  who  was  an  Irish  Lord- 
Lieutenant  during  the  last  century.  And 
the  noble  Lord  had  then  gone  on  to  say, 
that  the  formation  of  this  Association  in 
Dublin  was  a  very  different  thing  from  the 
establishment  of  one  of  a  similar  kind  in 
Edinburgh.  Granting,  for  a  moment,  that 
ail  these  things  afforded  a  suflScient  vindi- 
cation of  the  Association  existing  in 
Dublin,  how  would  they  serve  to  defend 
the  encouragement,  the  absolute  fostering 
protection,  which  had  been  extended  by 
the  Irish  Government  to  this  Association  } 
Of  this  he  would  presently  exhibit  abund- 
ant proof.  Was  the  noble  Lord  serious 
when  he  spoke  in  palliation  of  this  body's 
original  formation?  Did  he  really  cou- 
ceive  that  by-gone  events  bad  afforded 
the  slightest  grounds  for  this  revival  of  the 
Catholic  Association?  Por  his  part  he 
could  not  see  bow  any  reasoning  man 
could  cotne  to  such  a  coDclnuon.     Wera 
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they  Dot  told,  upon  the  conceasion  of  Ca- 
tholic Emanciptttion  Ja  1829,  that  there 
was  at  ODCe  and  Tor  ever  an  end  to  agita- 
tioD  ?  Were  the;  not  tolit  by  the  Roman 
Catholic  prelates  that  they  had  formed  the 
de  term  in  HI  ion  to  retire  without  reservation 
from  the  arena  ofpolitica  ?  Were  they  not, 
moreover,  told  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
hioiaeif,  that  he  would  withdraw  himself 
from  political  discussion,  and  fail  back 
upon  the  character  of  a  sober  special 
pleader,  or  of  a  laborious  equity  draugb- 
ter  ?  How,  he  would  ask,  had  those  pro- 
miiea  been  fulfilled  ?  Was  not  every  Ro- 
man Catholic  Bishop  in  Ireland  enrolled 
at  the  present  moment  as  a  member  of 
the  AiBociation,  and  had  not  the  lion, 
and  learned  Gentleman  (the  Member  for 
Kilkenny)  but  Just  concluded  a  career  of 
agitation,  which  even  in  his  agitating  life 
wai  unparalleled?  He  had  stated  the 
objects  for  which  a  large  portion  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  population  of  Ireland  had 
been  laid  under  contribution.  The  first 
of  these  was  the  total  abolition  of  tithes. 
They  must  he  done  away  wuh  entirely, 
auch  was  the  avowed  object  of  the  Aato- 
ciation.  How  did  they  set  about  this 
work  ?  Why,  a  portion  of  the  funds  of  the 
AHOcialioo  had  been  applied  to  the  pur- 
pose of  enabling  persons  liiigioutly  dis- 
posed to  resist  the  claims  preferred  of  ne- 
cessity by  ihe  Irish  clergy  in  the  courts  of 
law  for  the  eslablisbment  of  their  violated 
rights.  Of  those  persous  who  withiield 
payment  of  their  tithes  some  held  out 
under  process  of  contempt,  until  by  the 
operation  of  Sir  Edward  Sugden's  act  they 
were  taken  into  custody  and  brought  up 
to  Dublin,  and  there  defended  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  funds  so  set  apart,  or 
prompted  to  come  forward  in  court,  and 
there  assert  that  they  were  not  rich 
CDOUgh  to  tlefend  themselves.  A  case 
occurred  to  his  recollection  which  woald 
satisfactoriiy  illustrate  the  system.  It 
was  (he  cx<e  of  an  Individual  named 
Curboy,  w[-.o  made  this  statement  of 
poverty  to  the  court,  and  had  the  matter 
referrea  (o  the  Chief  Remembrancer  for 
investigat  on.  He  was  accordingly  exa- 
mined by  Mr.  Acheson  Lyle,  the  second 
remembrancer,  who  entered  fully  into  tiie 
circumstances  of  the  case.  From  this  in- 
vestigatron  it  resulted  that  the  man  had 
been  regaled  during  his  residence  in  prison 
with  beef  and  mutton,  in  a  mode  which 
afforded  hitn  the  utmost  gratification ; 
•nd,  after  M,  the  fact  transpired,  of  the 
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man's  perfect  ability  to  pay.  There  «u 
a  Gentleman  named  Terence  Dolan,  an 
attorney,  and  a  member  of  the  Associa- 
tion, who  had  engaged  to  put  in  answers 
to  all  the  bills  preferred  against  tithe  re- 
cusants. This  he  had  absolutely  done  Ja 
many  cases  without  the  knowledge  of  the 
defeoding  parties.  There  was  one  such 
case  which  had  come  under  bis  immediate 
observation.  An  individual  was  proceeded 
against  for  an  arrear  of  tithes  claimed  by 
the  dean  and  chapter  of  St.  Finbar's 
church,  in  Cork.  The  matter  was  brought 
into  the  Court  of  Exchequer.  The  de- 
fendant did  not  personally  appear,  bat 
came  in  with  a  motion  through  his  at- 
torney, Mr.  Coppinger.  An  appearance, 
however,  had  been  previously  entered  by 
Mr.  Dolan,  a  circumstance  of  which  be 
had  obtained  previous  knowledge;  he, 
therefore,  insisted  that  the  defendant  did 
not  possess  a  right  to  make  an.y  motion 
through  Mr.  Coppinger.  That  gentle- 
man, who  was  acting  from  the  beginning 
for  the  defendant,  was  quite  astoonded  by 
this  announcement;  and  the  fact  was 
elicited  that  Mr.  Dolan  had  acted  without 
in  the  slightest  degree  obtaining  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  party.  The  evident  object  of 
the  practice  which  was  at  present  pursued 
was  to  disable  the  clergy,  to  break  down 
their  efforts  to  collect  the  tithe,  by  making 
the  proceedings  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
so  onerous  to  them,  that  they  must  be 
compelled  to  retire  from  the  field,  in 
which  they  struggled  for  their  just  rights. 
The  system  pursued  was  to  enter  an  ap- 
pearance, or  to  put  in  an  answer  in  each 
case,  which  was  a  mere  echo  of  the  bill. 
A  case  had  occurred  within  bis  own 
knowledge,  in  which  a  clergyman  could 
not  take  out  a  copy  of  one  of  these 
answers  without  incurring  an  expense  of 
nearly  70/.  To  sustain  this  mischievously 
litigious  system,  it  would  be  necessary  for 
each  injured  clergyman  to  expend  a  large 
fortune.  Such  was  the  system  which  the 
lawyers  of  the  Association  had  put  in 
practice,  and  for  the  maintenance  of  which 
funds  were  supplied  by  this  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Association.  He  said,  therefore, 
that  looking  at  the  Association,  and  judg- 
ing of  it  by  its  acts,  it  did  appear  to  blm 
to  be  perfectly  illegal,  and  he  thought  no 
lawyer  could  otherwise  decide,  when  it 
was  manifest  it  promoted  and  fostered  a 
conspiracy  to  deprive  another  of  hisjust 
rights.  If  there  were  no  other  test  by 
which  to  judge  of  the  Atsodation,  tbU 
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clone  wu  iQfBcient  to  prove  that  it  wat 
ille^l ;  itwaa  a  Gtanding,  permaiient  con- 
spirac;  against  the  law  of  the  land  and 
trie  rights  of  the  (ubject.  Then  what  had 
they  done  more  in  that  Asiociation  7  There 
was  an  organitatioa  throughout  the  coun- 
try. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
proposed  the  appointment  of  "pacitica- 
ton."  The  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman 
bad  tbem  under  the  old  syBtem ;  under 
the  old  regime  they  were  designated 
churchwardens,  and  they  had  certain 
functions  to  perform  for  the  Catholic  Ag- 
focialion.  Those  persons  were  not  cburch- 
wardens,  auch  as  they  in  that  House 
might  understand  them  to  be,  persons  who 
had  anything  to  do  with  churches  or 
chapels ;  no ;  but  they  were  to  attend  to 
the  divers  secular  objects  for  which  the 
prime  mover  appointed  them.  Now, 
bowcTer,  instead  of  churchwardens,  they 
were,  forsoolh,  designated  "  paciticEitors." 
Now,  let  him  remark,  if  there  were  that 
profound  peace  in  Ireland,  if  there  were 
ao  much  of  that  boasted  tranquillity,  what 
use  was  there  for  "  pacificators  ?  "  Now, 
what  was  the  use  of  these  pacibcatoia  ? 
They  were  told  it  was  to  bring  forward 
every  man  who  could  do  so  to  register. 
Another  thing  they  had  to  do  was  to  raise 
a  rent  for  the  Association.  And  he  could 
now  tell  some  of  the  fruits  of  iheir  exer- 
tions at  registration.  He  had  received  a 
letter  since  he  came  to  that  House  (and 
there  was  also  a  Member  oT  Parliament  to 
■peak  to  the  facts)  as  to  what  was  the 
manner  of  effecting  the  registration  of 
voters  by  these  pacificators.  He  appealed 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan,  who  could 
tell  them  what  was  the  condition  of  his 
county.  There  were  now  armed  parlies 
going  through  the  country,  visiting  houses, 
and  examining  the  leases,  to  see  whether 
those  who  held  them  could  register — these 
persons  fired  shots,  and  threatened  de- 
ttrnction  to  those  who  did  not  go  forward 
and  register.  He  had  other  Itttcrs  de- 
acrifaing  Ibe  same  facts,  but  he  felt  he 
■bould  be  trespassing  to  an  unwarrantable 
length  upon  the  House,  if  he  were  then  to 
read  those  documents.  But  this  he  told 
the  noble  Lord,  that  if  he  would  onlv 
favour  him  with  a  Committee  of  i 
be  should  undertake,  in  conjunct! 
bia  hon,  and  noble  Friends  who  to 
in  the  meeting  referred  to,  to  prov 
one  of  the  allegations  which  wei 
put  forward.  But  then  the  nobl 
fbrKMb,  taunted  tbcm  by  layin 
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here  they  had  let  a  whole  week  pass  over, 
and  they  had  not  yet  dared  to  bring  for* 
ward  one  of  the  charges  they  bad  made 
elsewhere.  Why,  they  were  not  in  so  great 
a  hurry  as  the  noble  Lord  was  in  bringing 
forward  his  Corporation  Bill,  He  could 
tell  the  noble  Lord  it  was  not  because 
they  were  afraid — it  was  not  because  they 
were  shrinking — it  was  not  because  they 
had  the  slightest  doubt  of  the  accuracy 
or  the  charges  they  had  made.  He  could 
tell  the  noble  Lord,  thai  there  would  be 
laid  on  the  table  of  that  House  a  petition 
as  respectebl;  and  as  numerously  signed 
as  any  petition  that  had  ever  been  pre- 
sented to  them.  There  would,  too,  be 
laid  on  the  table  of  the  other  House  a  pe- 
tition as  numerously  and  as  respeclably 
signed  as  any  petition  ever  yet  presented 
to  that  House;  and  both  these  petitions 
would  be  found  to  complain  distinctly  of 
his  Majesty's  Oovernment  in  Ireland,  and 
ihey  would  also  be  prepared  to  prove  every 
allegation  that  they  made.  The  noble  Lord 
knew  pretty  well  the  difficulty  of  getting 
up  petitions  respectably  signed.  This  could 
not  be  done  immediately  when  petitions 
were  agreed  to  in  Dublin,  and  signalurea 
were  to  come  from  different  parts.  These 
signatures  would  to  a  very  great  number 
be  affixed  to  these  petitions.  They  would 
have  them  in  a  short  period  of  time,  and 
perhaps  a  little  sooner  than  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  glad  to  see  them.  With  respect 
to  the  Catholic  Association,  he  considered 
that  upon  that  subject  the  noble  Lord  had 
come  to  a  very  "  lame  and  impotent  con- 
clusion." It  was  not  in  a  negative  way 
that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  were  to  be 
chargeable  as  encouraging  it,  He  charged 
Ihcm  in  the  most  positive  manner,  he  as- 
serted distinctly,  in  giving  to  that  Associa- 
tion (heir  approbation  and  support.  This 
appeared  by  the  transferring  of  an  Uooa 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  the  table  of  the 
Viceroy,  It  appeared  to  be  a  matter  of 
course.  At  the  same  time  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  need  not  cheer — he  would 
undertake  to  say,  that  if  any  noble  Lord 
or  hon.  Gentleman  in  office  at  a  former 
period  had  invited  from  an  Orange  lodge 
to  dine,  a  eeneral  outcrv  would 
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to  whom  be  alluded  was  one  he  knew  well, 
and  of  whom  he  could  not  peraoDBlly 
permit  himself  for  a  moment  to  apeak  in 
terms  which  might  be  interpreted  as  dero- 
gatory. That  individual  was  a  Roman 
Catholic  barrister,  eminent  in  his  legal, 
and  highly  respected  in  his  private,  cha- 
racter— sincere  too,  he  firmly  believed,  as 
he  was  firm  in  the  profession  of  bis  re- 
lig^ious  opinions.  The  individual  to  whom 
bealluded  was  Mr.Prgott,  and  Mr.Pigott 
was  a  memberof  the  National  Association. 
Would  the  Doble  Lord  opposite  allow  him 
to  ask  whether  or  not  Mr.  Pigott  had  re- 
cently been  appointed  to  the  office  of  legal 
adviser  to  the  Executive  in  the  Castle  of 
Dublin  7 

Viscount  ilforptf A  :  I  will  give  the  hon. 
and  learned  Sergeant's  question  an  imme- 
diate answer.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
appointment  has  yet  actually  taken  place ; 
but  it  is  certainly  intended. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  would  not  hesi- 
tate to  say,  that  though  be  respected  the 
individual  in  his  private  character,  though 
be  was  a  gentleman  of  high  station  in  his 
profession,  he  would  say,  with  the  very 
greatest  respect  towards  that  individual, 
that  it  was  utterly  unbecoming — he  was 
going  to  say  indecent — but  it  was  an  im- 
proper, a  most  improper,  proceeding  on 
the  part  of  his  Majesty's  Government  in 
Ireland  to  appoint  a  memberof  the  Roman 
Catholic  Association  to  an  office  of  this 
sort.  He  begged  pardon  of  the  House  for 
trespassing  on  their  attention.  He  would 
ask  what  was  the  nature  of  this  situation 
to  which  Mr.  Pigott  had  been  appointed  ? 
Was  it  not  perfectly  well  known  that  it 
was  the  most  iroporiant  oHice  connected 
with  the  Irish  executive  government?  It 
was  one  of  the  must  important  offices 
connected  with  the  adminis  (ration  of  the 
law,  and  with  the  peace  of  the  country, 
it  was  the  department  through  which  the 
entire  correspondence  with  the  magistracy 
of  Ireland  passed.  It  was  through  the 
law  adviser's  office  that  every  question 
passed  that  arose  in  Ireland.  He  was  the 
individual  whose  opinion  was  taken  upon 
the  communications  of  the  magistracy  of 
the  country,  of  the  constabulary,  and  the 
police,  as  to  the  various  difSralties  that 
might  arise  in  the  execution  of  their  duties. 
If  a  collision  took  place  in  the  assertion 
of  a  tithe  claim— if  a  call  were  made  for 
the  tatervention  of  the  constabulary — if  a 
call  were  made  for  the  military,  he  was 
tbe  peraon  to  be  coniuUed  as  to  the  pro- 
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priety  of  the  interference  of  either  (he 
police  or  the  military.  Yes,  they  must 
consult  this  very  individual,  and  he  would 
ask  tbe  noble  Lord,  particularly  when  he 
recollected  that  there  should  be  a  perfect 
coincidence  of  opinion  between  Lord  Mul- 
grave  and  Lord  Morpeth,  and  tbe  At- 
torney-General and  the  Solicitor- General, 
and  lastly,  tbe  law  adviser  of  tbe  Crown 
— there  should  be  a  perfect  coincidence  of 
opinion — did  the  noble  Lord  think  that 
I^rd  Mulgrave  was  of  opinion  that  itwa* 
right  and  proper  to  obstruct  the  King's 
subjects,  even  though  they  were  Protestant 
clergymen,  in  the  recovery  of  their  rightsl 
Did  the  noble  Lord  think  that  Lord  Mat- 
grave  was  of  opinion  that  it  was  right 
and  proper  to  establish  a  fund  for  the 
purpose  of  rendering  litigation  vexatious 
and  intolerable  to  those  who  maintained 
their  legal  claims?  Did  the  noble  Lord 
himself  concur  in  this  opinion?  He 
thought  he  had  a  right  to  say  that 
these  were  the  opinions  of  the  learned 
gentleman  who  would  be  found  to  be  tbe 
law  adviser  of  the  Government  in  all 
these  cases.  That  gentleman  had  sub- 
scribed to  the  fund  that  went  to  the  relief 
of  Reilly,who  was  imprisoned  for  resisting 
the  claims  of  the  clergy.  Yes,  that  learned 
gentleman  had  subscribed  to  the  fund 
which  was  raised  to  support  expensive 
proceedings  in  the  courts  of  law  against 
the  just  claims  of  the  Protestant  clergy; 
and  he  would  ask  was  it  decent  that  Ibis 
person  should  be  selected  from  the  Roman 
Catholic  Association?  was  it,  be  would 
repeat,  commonly  decent  that  such  a  man 
should  be  selected  ?  Did  the  noble  Lord 
think  that  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  were 
fools,  or  ihat  they  could  imagine  that  they 
would  have  justice  administered  ?  Did  he 
think  they  would  imagine  or  expect  jua_ 
tice  when  the  very  partisan  who  had  foiji- 
bined  to  resist  the  legal  claims  of  the 
church  was  de  facto  the  most  responsible 
minister  of  tbe  Crown?  And  now  how 
was  he  appointed  ?  Many  persons  would 
recollect,  when  an  attack  was  made  on  the 
learned  gentleman  (Mr.  Pigott),  the  late 
Member  for  Dublin  coming  to  tbe  Asso- 
ciation primed  and  loaded  with  the  viodi- 
cation  of  the  learned  gentleman's  cha- 
racter, whom  be  pronounced  to  be  the 
most  useful,  laborious,  and  efficient  mem- 
ber of  the  Association— he  was  the  very 
person  that  enabled  tbe  Association  lo 
carry  on  successfully  their  system  of  war- 
fare against  the  just  rigbte  of  the  clei^. 
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The  Government   had  selected    for  this 

Elace  tbii  very  nseful  character— this  very 
nay  and  useful  Member  of  the  Associa- 
tion. But  noB  the  vacancy  caused  by  (lie 
ordinary  course  of  proceedings  t  Did  not 
the  Govemnient  go  out  of  (be  ordinary 
course  for  the  very  purpose  of  appointing 
this  very  Gentleman  ?  Let  not  the  noble 
Lord  suppose  that  he  was  a  candidate  fur 
the  ofiBce.  The  world  and  its  contents 
would  not  bribe  him  to  take  pari  in  the 
adminiBtralion  of  (he  affairs  of  Ireland 
onder  the  present  Government.  He  assured 
the  House  he  had  not  the  least  desire  that 
way.  But  there  was  a  first  sergeant— he 
was  only  the  second — there  v/oa  the  first 
sergeant,  a  gentleman  who  had  never  been 
embtoiled  in  politics,  who  was  of  the 
utmost  eminence — he  meant  Mr.  Richard 
Wilson  Greene.  There  was  not  a  better 
lawyer,  or  a  man  of  more  unexceptionable 
character — he  had  kept  aloof  from  poli- 
tica  and  bad  never  been  in  Parliament. 
This  man  was  passed  over.  There  was 
then  thethird  sergeant,  on  whom  that  rank 
bad  been  bestowed  by  the  present  Go- 
vernment— he  meant  Mr.  Sergeant  Ball. 
He  was  naturally  the  person  who  might 
expect  promotion,  and  if  Mr.  Greene  were 
pasted  over,  Mr.  Ball,  who  was  appointed 
sergeant  by  the  present  Government,  was 
naturally  the  person  who  should  be  called 
to  fill  the  office  of  Solicitor.General. 
Than  Mr.  Ball  no  man  was  more  eminent 
it)  bis  piofeision  ;  he  was  of  the  first  rank, 
and  of  most  unexceptionable  cbaracti 
He  had  never  heard  en  allegation  against 
htm.  He  was  likewise  a  Roman  Catholic, 
so  that  there  could  be  no  objection  to  him 
on  that  ground.  He  would  say  solemnly 
and  sincerely,  "  God  forbid  that  a  Roman 
Catholic  who  was  fit  for  the  office,  and 
who  was  of  a  respectable  character,  should 
not  be  appointee]  to  the  office  just  as  soon 
as  a  Protestant."  But  he  would  again  ask 
what  wet  the  ordinary  course  of  promo- 
tion ?  He  referred  the  question  to  the 
Solicitor- Genera  I ;  but  the  fact  here  was 
that  Mr.  Ball  was  passed  over,  and  Mr. 
Maziere  Brady,  a  gentleman,  he  would 
nodertake  to  say,  who  had  never  addressed 
a  jary  as  a  leading  counsel,  was  made 
Solicitor-General.  And  why  was  Mr. 
Brady  passed  over  the  heads  of  all  the 
bar  ?  Jt  was  to  make  this  vacancy  for  this 
member  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Asso- 
ciation. Wasthisftlt?  Did  the  appoint- 
ment stop  *■""■ '     "-  —"-'■'  '—■ '-  "■- 
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mission  of  the  peace  to  be  issued  to  mem- 
bers, and  prominent  members  of  the  Asso- 
ciation ?  They  were  told  last  Session  what 
he  supposed  was  now  forgotten,  that 
nothing  of  influence,  no  political  views, 
should  interfere  with  any  appointment; 
that  everything  should  be  perfectly  impar- 
tial. The  impartiality,  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
was  all  on  one  side ;  it  was  a  sort  of  Irish 
imparlialiiy.  No  Orangeman  was  to  be 
appointed  ;  there  was  a  special  clause  dis- 
qualifying any  person  belonging  to  an 
Orange  society.  Was  it  no  objection  to  a 
man  tliat  he  belonged  to  this  illegal  Asso- 
ciation? It  appeared  not,  for  they  had 
magistrates  appointed  from  the  Associa- 
tion. A  gentleman  ofthe  name  ofCassidy 
had  been  appointed,  and  this  against  the 
remonstrance  of  the  noble  Lord  who  was 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  the  county  in 
which  the  appointment  was  made.  And 
why  was  this?  Mr.  Cassidy  was  a  leading  . 
agitator.  Mr.  Cassidy  had  resisted  the 
payment  of  his  dues  to  the  clergy  ;  he  had 
been  absolutely  convicted  of  resisting  the 
officers  who  went  to  levy  those  dues.  The 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  the  Queen's  County 
was  aware  of  these  facts.  A  more  amiable 
and  excellent  man  never  adorned  society 
than  Lord  de  Vesey — there  was  not  a  mors 
honourable,  enlightened,  and  liberal  man. 
Lord  de  Vesey  was  called  upon  to  make 
this  appointment;  he  was  applied  to  by 
the  liberal  club  of  the  county,  foraooth, 
but  he  refused  to  make  the  appointment. 
From  other  and  higher  quarters  more 
pressing  influence  was  used  to  procure  the 
appointment,  but  the  Lord -Lieutenant  still 
declined  to  recommend  Mr.  Cassidy;  he 
stated  distinctly  his  reasons  for  so  doing — 
namely,  that  he  did  not  consider  him  a 
Stand  proper  person  to  be  appointed ;  that 
he  was  likely  to  disturb  the  peace  of  the 
country;  and  that  he  had  been  convicted 
of  resistance  to  the  claims  of  the  clergy. 
He  (Mr.  Jackson)  would  ask  if  this  were 
a  man  to  be  put  on  ihebench  to  administer 
justice  in  cases  of  ibis  description  ?  Yet 
the  opportunity  was  seized  the  moment 
the  Lord- Lieu  ten  ant  lefl  for  some  tempo- 
rary object;  that  moment  was  seized  by 
the  Irish  executive,  and  this  man  was 
appointed  to  the  magistracy.  He  would 
now  ask  whether  the  noble  Lord  thought 
that  he  would  be  able  to  support  his  Bill  of 
indictment  against  the  Government?  He 
would  undertake  to  show,  as  distinctly  ■■ 
was  ever  proved,  the  abuse  of  tha 
and  prerogative  of  the  CroffQ, 
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Lord  was  this  a  proper  way  to  administer 
the  justice  of  the  country  ?  Was  this  the 
way  to  ensure  the  confidence  of  the  coun- 
try m  the  administration  of  the  law  ?  Did 
the  noble  Lord  consider  that,  in  every 
case  of  this  nature,  the  people  would  re- 
flect, and  ai^ue  thus — "  The  judges  who 
tried  these  cases  are  exceedingly  unjust ; 
they  inflicted  sentences  far  beyond  what 
they  ought  to  have  inflicted,  but  this  moat 
wise  and  excellent  Viceroy  is  determined 
to  see  Justice  done  to  the  people."  Was, 
he  would  ask,  the  soiemn  adjudication  of 
the  countiT  to  be  treated  in  this  way — was 
it  to  be  dispensed  with  and  set  aside  by 
the  ore  lenus  direction  of  Lord  Muigrave 
— was  this  the  way  to  ensure  respect  for 
the  judges — was  this  the  way  to  enforce 
protection  for  the  lives,  and  liberties,  and 
properties  of  the  King's  loyal  and  peacerul 
subjects?  He  could  give  the  noble  Lord 
R  loDg  list  of  counties  where  a  similar 
course  bad  been  pursued.  He  himself 
could  prove  many  of  the  facts  he  had 
stated,  and  he  would  beg  of  his  Friends  to 
come  forward  and  state  those  facts  that 
came  within  their  knowledge,  and  to  aid 
him  in  preparing  bis  bill  of  indictment 
against  the  Irish  executive  Government 
for  their  conduct.  Was  it  anything  out- 
rageous for  the  Protestant  and  loyal  por- 
tion of  the  inhabitants  of  Ireland  to  meet 
and  respectfully  call  the  attention  of  his 
Majesty  to  proceedings  which  they  consi- 
dered a  breach  of  the  law,  and  endan- 
gering the  safety  and  independence  of  his 
Majesty's  subjects  1  Such  had  the  Pro- 
testants of  Ireland  done,  and  for  so  doing 
they  were  met  Iw  a  protest  signed  by  cer- 
tain absentee  Peers,  denouncing  their 
proceedings.  Whether  this  protest  was 
signed  by  the  parties  whoM  aames  were 
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attached  to  it  was  perhaps  a  matter  of 
doubt.  He  did  not  know  whether  they 
had  or  had  not  signed  it — he  was  willing 
lo  take  it  either  way,  he  was  willing  to 
admit,  that  this  document  had  been  signed 
as  it  pretended  to  be,  and  then  he  would 
say  to  those  noble  Peers,  with  all  due 
respect  for  their  titles  and  their  station  ia 
society,  that  he  never  knew  a  more  un- 
justiGable  proceeding  than  that  with  which 
they  had  mixed  themselves  up.  Were 
not  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  entitled  to 
make  themselves  heard  by  petition,  or  by 
any  other  constitutional  manner,  as  freely 
as  any  other  class  of  his  Majesty's  sub- 
jects? The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  O'Connell)  was  very  much 
mistaken  if  he  supposed  that  he  would  be 
deterred  by  anything  the  hoo.  Member 
could  do  or  say,  or  any  demeanour  he  might 
take  upon  himself  to  assume,  either  in  that 
House  or  elsewhere,  from  making  any 
statement  which  he  might  think  proper. 
Was  not  the  legislative  Government  of 
this  country  one  of  King  and  Parliament, 
consisting  of  Lords  and  Commons?  And 
yet  these  noble  Lords  who  signed  this 
protest  stood  by  and  looked  on  at  an  As- 
sociation rearing  itself  up  into  authoritative 
position,  asserting  this  must  not  be,  and 
we  must  have  that,  and  sowing  the  seeds 
of  misrule  and  rebellion  in  the  country, 
and  never  objected  to  it,  never  said,  "  we 
must  not  have  this ;  this  is  going  too  far." 
But  when  the  Protestants  met  to  set  forth 
complaints  in  a  strictly  legal  and 
there  was  a  cry  set  up 
amongst  them  all  that  it  was  a  most  dan- 
gerous meeting.  He  could  tell  these  noble 
Lords  that  (hey  had  better  look  sharp  after 
their  acres  in  Ireland — he  would  tell  the 
Duke  of  Devonshire  and  Earl  Fil^william 
to  take  care  lest,  before  two  years  had 
gone  over  their  heads,  their  estates  mrght 
be  proclaimed.  If  they  looked  into  past 
history  ihey  might  iind  a  series  of  events 
identically  similar  with  those  now  passing 
before  us  ;  let  them  turn  to  the  days  of 
James  the  Second  and  they  could  find  an 
alarming  parallel  to  present  times.  The 
only  diiference  was,  that  in  those  days  it 
was  the  vote  of  a  Tyrconnel  and  a  Fitton, 
and  now  that  of  an  O'Connell  and  a 
Woulfe.  It  was  part  of  the  language  held 
by  religious  men,  by  priests,  by  Teamed 
men,  at  the  new  Association,  that  the 
estates  of  the  Protestants  had  been  pur- 
chased by  blood,  and  the  terms  in  wnich 
those  Protestant)  themHlvei  tteie  libelled 
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there  were  of  the  very  lowest  descripiion.  should  not  be  wipeJ  out."  Now,  who  was 
One  noble  Lord,  than  whom  no  one  was  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
more  highly  or  more  justly  respected,  spoke  thus,  and  what  had  he  said  about 
whom  it  was  impossible  lo  look  on  and  not  Englishmen  ?  What  lang;uag;e  had  he  used 
know  him  to  be  a  nobleman,  who  had  been  towards  the  liberal  and  enlightened  gentry 
present  at  the  late  meeting,  was  met  in  a  of  England  1  He  had  called  them  "  Sas- 
■train  of  the  lowest  drivelry.  He  alluded  senachs,"  which,  being  interpreted  into 
to  Lord  Abereorn,  and  this  was  the  Ian-  |  the  vulgar  tongue,  meant  Englishmen, 
guage  used  with  regard  to  him  : — "  Sacri-  '  Saxons,  or  strangers.  He  had  called  them 
lege  and  perjury  were  the  foundation  of ;  "  foreigners,  enemies."  He  would,  if  it 
his  Scottish  estates,  and  his  Irish  ones, '  was  not  trespassing  too  much  upon  their 
like  almost  all  the  rest,  were  the  conse-  patience,  edify  the  House  with  a  few  spe- 
quence  of  plunder,  robbery,  and  blood-  i  cimens  from  a  letter,  one  of  a  series,  the 
shed."  Perfectly  true  as  the  hon.  Gen-  !  whole  of  which  were  worth  attentive 
tieman  says.  Pray  has  the  hon.  Gentle-  perusal,  dated  from  Derrynane-abbey.  It 
man  himself  any  estates  in  Ireland,  and  i  began  with  a  beautiful  piece  of  poetry; 
are  they,  like  the  rest,  the  consequence  of  it  then  went  on  to  say,  that  the  union  h^d 
plunder,  robbery,  and  bloodshed  ?  But ,  done  noihing  for  Ireland ;  and  then  the 
was  this  the  way  a  serious  subject  of  this  .  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  addressed 
kind  should  be  treated  ?  He  repealed,  himself  solemnly  to  the  Protestanls  of 
that  the  events  now  passing  in  Ireland  i  Ireland.  [Mr.  O'Ccmnell:  What  is  the 
should  be  a  aolemn  warning  to  all  the  !  date  of  the  letter?]  The  date  was,  "  Der- 
landowners  of  Ireland  to  take  heed  to  their  I  rynane-abbey,  September  37, 1S30."  Well, 
tithes.  If  things  went  on  as  they  now  did,  |  were  the  English  people  so  changed  since 
two  years  would  not  be  over  their  heads  |  1830  ?  It  seemeo  that  these  former  Sas- 
before  they  were  called  in  question.  Look  i  senachs  and  strangers  were  a  very  good 
to  the  history  of  the  last  few  years.  When  |  sort  of  people  now  ;  they  were  all  going 
the  question  of  the  Repeal  of  the  Union  i  on  the  right  way.  All  be  could  say  was, 
was  first  started,  the  man  who  stood  up  to  I  that  he  hoped  they  would  not  go  on  so 
advocate  it  would  have  been  called  a  long.  He  would  now  read  the  opening 
madman.  When  the  hon.  and  learned  passage  of  this  letter.  It  began  to  the 
Gentleman  (the  Member  for  Kilkenny)  |  following  effect : — "  Now,  youths  of  Ire- 
started  this  project  for  agitating  and  filling  j  land,  listen.  Protestant  young  gentlemen 
pockets,  he  did  not  succeed  in  getting  a  |  from  the  walls  of  Trinity  College,  you  call 
second  man  in  Ireland  to  support  him  in  |  yourselves  Irishmen.  Does  the  love  of 
it.  Now  the  case  was  changed  ;  look  at  ,  your  country,  does  the  patriotic  fire  warm 
his  goodly  host  of  supporters  in  the  Na-  '.  your  bosoms— be  ye  indeed  Irishmen,  or 
tional  Association.  The  noble  Lord  told  >  be  your  feelings  those  of  the  stranger  and 
them  that  the  only  argument  against  ex-  ,  the  foe  to  liberty  ?  Born  during  the  con- 
tending the  principles  of  municipal  reform  Hict  between  prejudice  and  enlightened 
to  Ireland,  as  they  had  been  to  England  :  freedom,  have  you  recovered  from  those 
and  Scotland,  was  that  England  was  in-  |  prejudices  ?"  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
habited  by  Englishmen,  Scotland  by  .  tieman  then  addressed  himself  to  the  Ca- 
Scotchmen,  and  Ireland  by  Irishmen.  He  |  tholics  of  Ireland,  but  in  what  a  different 
should  like  to  know  where  the  noble  Lord  i  strain,  in  what  a  different  view  had  he 
had  heard  that  argument  used.  He  was  placed  them.  "  Catholic  youths  of  Ire- 
aware  that  a  great  stress  had  been  laid  |  land,"  he  said,  "  who  view  this  land  as 
upon  certain  expressions  attributed  to  a  i  the  country  of  your  birth  and  your  inbe- 
noble  individual  in  another  place,  and  ;  ritance,"  &c.  The  Protestant  youths  were 
distorted  for  the  purpose,  in  which  some-  \  not  Irishmen,  in  the  hon.  and  learned 
thing  about  "  aliens"  was  said.  It  was  a  Gentleman's  sense  of  (he  word  ;.  it  was 
great  pity,  certainly,  that  they  should  be  |  not  the  knd  of  their  birth  and  inheritance, 
deprived  of  this  valuable  stock  in  trade,  ;  and  this,  be  it  remembered,  after  the 
which  had  been  the  subject  of  so  many  passingoflhalgreat  healingmeasure  which 
brilliant  harangues.  "  Torrents  of  blood  it  was  promrsed  and  expected  to  lead  to 
should  flow,"  said  the  hon.  and  karned  the  perfect  conciliation  of  that  part  of  the 
Gentleman,"  to  atone  for  this  insult."  "He  empire.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  rather  see  the  rivers  of  his  country  in  other  passages  of  his  letter  proceeded 
ttresm  with  blood  than  that  this  stain  !  toaddressthe  Irish yonthBia  sacbastrain 
VOL.  XXXVI.  {fiC}  K 

..,b,  Google 


pMce.  mo  Twom  x-as  aaue  i0nni::-.i:u  epiiaets  •iider  frnn  thai  of  "  aliE*,'*  etc* 

>itit  3m  ■KMocsstum  lo  zaica    i   iij'i  .'  ~3e  aooie  L.:m  j«d  vcd  it  ia  iu  mmm 

fncB  mc    DasaccU  ii   ]{>:'-.cn«  -(.r  :t.  iOtKxx'i*  stam  wbicfa  Wa-d  rcfcMedtj 

am   o  -ittiT^  ■  -B  -i^'.^.j    -('  in:.uiii  '    ii  itmirti  ■.     -  I  nave  mfiji—il  ItM^  ■f>* 

le    ..  ;   -1  A     -.    v..  .t    s  :..e   %:>«    ii:n-  .]>:  ^:e:i::da  ;t  ;he  HoweicuDciadedlb* 

«->■;    I,    .  .1.   ,ii    .:«  -..-=  j(     L  '  !■ ...   jT,  i^ane^  ?^.-c»inL.    lad  I  ba«e  only  to  t»- 

fKviicM  .:    >A'-. :3ai:«.B.  ^  ..    ..   z'- €  r.  .int  :...'.  «::j    siucii    I  wtoK— ibatiM 

an:   UM'.-iteiL    i: ..  -tt-.S::<i3    ■=«    n  »..  J  :  ~_-:.-J»  .Je  ; :  pticr.IBenC  of  iW  Irvk^l^ 

tbe  .MPRMwa    ij*i   3t  irK  -■?■•■  -^cc-.-^a.  r-.-rre.  i  3«4«  miKic  to  have  bnaa  pMlj 

» :naiaaB  ^h  n^iii  «  .at  Nmwju.  As-  u   ..e  r«3L>ut3iDs  :i  sial  $rk  mertag  to 

•KntBK,   ^    iM  ana.  3mU  .anica  vj^i-  >au;3  use  oooie   Lani  ix&ncd.     Lat  Uh 

binM*  aypauiie.  Co  aiaaoace   ir*  aooie  .r*«  :>«  a  Canniitiaa.  aod  I  Tled^  ^jmH 

:.u<ii  o  ({NMtiva.— .  Mr. 'v'OnaoV:   >>i :  »  iwaoaMialB   beraia   ii.  that  ibc  likh 

3tr.  [)(>*««.'     On,   ;cti   ^km.  jbu  icdraeu  uotafBmani   h^   jfaaaed  tha  pRrogKno 

(wMlif  >i>  Mgm-^mi  »  ^  a  jc«p«  jqat,  it  .-serc^r.  aou  moM  jraHli  miimppbtd  iha 

«•* .!«  .'  4atl  ia  4  i'tutiMttnl  ll-.-aiMr  <n  pu  *«n  «itn  xanri  it  via  taavMed." 
tfa*   .IflMCMiNo  '      I'b4  xn.  uiu   etrnol         Ur.  O'OmmU  «d.  Sir.  E  coaeviaiha 

i}«Miea»M».  .t.;«e«i:r.  TNviiip«eii  nu  ^lj  n-  lir liia   i  liii  in  ■aiiilii  il  Wi  Tii  iiiHi 


i  bttagutg  Mr.   'Jmm'a  iMi''.'u    -'Wj,.     .   u:Ttf  mwi  jn»  aptKch  with  ■ 
I  .t   '.iaiit   «>i«u    A   viHi.u   'h;t      .^ccai^      .ci<i  it'i«,ac.     A»  tbr  tha  pecsoc 


".u   eu«>uv    :u  Mt!  -><:d<;-^  wi   ^ividi:'. — ■:  ki.i;v  :u«  $aii>tactK>ii  with  ahtcal  bineaed 

toii  u*o..i;%   ..   -.i.o    .A,.'>f^.   iUAi     o     I.:  o  lot  ™m  ■>«'  ine  liiscourse.     1  has*  aot 

ihxMw  .1   '.Sat^ijiiK,.      C3~-.  lu.  :iD«ii.i-.:c  .!!  t«ti  It  aiv  ansmt  una  oi  jie  waimmt. 

A^^.4^v.c>^    ji.  >.i...^.£ui<.ii    •yK.^>.K.        l.-u  rd.^   «.>.. J  -xiCTinsiire  indeed    ^.t  1  Mk 

«u>;>i.tt^  )«vt>    ..ciHt  '.i;  kaiidtfi  :■:<.,.-    o^s  ■><:    loo.  1..1.  icaraed  :>eizeant  ts  a«M>  la 

hk.-.uio^  tV    -^  >.x>.^ >.t;H>a   .tiM  :>JkK(  •»••»  H>>M  lae;    .«t  lin*  >M>  mn  ae  whaCcka 

)MiM>i  '     ^V  t^i,    !Jtvii'.\i   .w   ikui  .-••.l  :i.^  iv-  pittfxi.      tbe  tattsncooa  much  I  de. 

ju    iiuat^i>KU   :s.ku>u,   >K.i>',    \v     11    .'-  .'-Iv-     luui   '.ne   $|-««cii    nt    'Jie  aoa.   aari 


t.\     i',\      <  1. .  ')   ',   w  K.u  '^^^  jUl.   '.-^.k     1-ie   '  ^-.i.  .^  A  -tntne  :niai  wftich  he  ca»- 


o|>(.i.~ituo«  ot  ata  J 


St  I..  I  »  1.    I    '  .>,  ^.     I'.    «..    k  ..    .li.     .^;..»;     iK«       -  I'  x;    ui    Mutit   :iiaQ    the 


^Google 


261         Muniapal  Corpontiont 
in  the  extermination  of  its  people. 


What 
will  Imhmenhave  to  expect  wbe  the 
[earaed  Sergeant  is  one  of  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown,  for  he  deserves  it  quite  aa 
well  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
■itting  at  his  side,  in  some  points ;  as  in 
aiturance  and  coolness  of  assertion  he 
eren  exceeds  him,  and  in  his  low  jesis  he 
beau  him  hollow.  It  was  a  great  joke 
with  hiro  that  1  set  him  right  in  a  matter 
of  factt  be  asserting  that  I  moved  the 
resolution  at  (ha  Association  refleccing 
upon  the  conduct  oT  Lord  Lyndhurst; 
whilst  I,  without  meaning  any  ofTeace  to 
the  party,  told  him  who  really  did  do  i[. 
I  supported  the  motion  to  be  sure,  which 
1  do  not  pretend  to  deny.  But  the  hon. 
and  learned  Sergeant,  who  talks  so  bitterly 
about  assailing  persons  by  name,  has  him- 
self done  so  in  many  instances  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  to-night.  He  speaks 
with  contempt  of  Mr.  Tighe,  one  of  the 
most  rising  gentlemen  at  the  Irish  Bar, 
and  this  "  person,"  forsooth,  is  attacked  by 
the  learned  Sei^aat,  wbo  doubtless  con- 
siders himself  one  of  the  aristocracy  of  the 
Bar.  The  learaed  Sergeant  then  went  on 
to  attack  Mr.  Pigotl,  one  of  the  best  and 
most  rising  men  of  the  day  either  in  Ire- 
land or  any  where  else,  whose  legal  know- 
ledge is  of  the  very  highest  order,  and  the 
ingredients  of  whose  mirth  are  so  mixed 
up  with  the  milk  of  human  kindness  that 
no  one  could  take  offence  at  it,  unless 
indeed  be  were  possessed  of  that  species 
of  heart  close  to  the  leather  lungs  of  the 
hon.  Sergeant. 

The  Speaker  rose  to  order.  He  was 
understood  to  say,  th^t  although  the  hon. 
Member  doubtless  felt  that  he  had  re- 
ceived some  provocation  for  what  he  was 
laying,  he  thought  he  would  do  well  to 
exDreu  himself  in  more  moderate  words. 

Mr.  (yConnelii  I  have  been  assailed  in 
the  coarsest  language ;  however  I  wilt  not 
retaliate  as  far  as  relalcs  to  myself,  but  I 
certainly  think  I  am  entitled  to  speak 
about  the  contemptuous  attack  made  on 
Mr.  Figott.  Mr.  Cassidy  has  also  been 
alladed  to  by  the  learned  .Sergeant,  who 
makes  a  great  point  about  bis  having  been 
refused  to  be  certified  as  a  proper  person 
for  a  magistrate  by  a  certain  noble  Lord. 
Now,  I  want  to  know  whether  Mr.  Cassidy 
ever  was  a  candidate  against  a  son  of  the 
noble  Lord  in  question,  putting  him  to  the 
expense  of  a  contested  election.  If  so, 
that  is  quite  sufficient  to  account  for  the 
refunl  of  bis  certificate.    Wby  did  not 
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the  learned  Sergeant  make  these  charges 
in  Dublin  7  There  was  a  good  reason  for 
it.  He  durst  not  make  them  there,  be- 
cause they  would  have  been  contradicted 
as  amply  and  distinctly  as  they  merited. 
He  had  not  made  them  Jn  Dublin,  but  in 
that  House,  knowing  that  the  persons  who 
could  contradict  them  were  elsewhere. 
These,  however,  are  specimens  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  learned  Sergeant  would 
administer  law  to  others.  Now,  let  roe 
ask  if  the  learned  Sergeant  was  not  satis- 
fied with  the  proscriptions  already  made  in 
Ireland,  that  he  must  now  come  forward 
and  proscribe  ninety  persons  in  the  new 
Association?  He  calls  it  a  Catbohc  and 
seditious  Association.  I  have  no  words, 
no  sufficiently  strong  terms,  to  reject  such 
an  imputation  ;  and  can  only  reply  that 
the  charge  made  by  the  learned  Sergeant 
is  unfounded.  When  the  Irish  Corpora- 
tion Reform  Bill  was  thrown  out,  it  was 
stated,  that  one  ground  for  this  step  was 
an  assertion  of  mine  that  the  new  corpo- 
lations  would  form  nonnal  schooU  for 
peaceful  agitation.  That  was  my  state- 
ment, and  it  had  been  commented  on  in 
every  possible  manner,  and  urged  again 
and  again  as  a  ground  for  rejecting  the 
Bill.  And  what  did  I  then  predict?  I 
predicted  that  agitation  would  incrrase 
and  I  have  redeemed  my  pledge  to  the 
letter;  and  I  am  determined  to  persevere 
in  the  same  course,  because  I  know  that 
the  Association  is  constitutional,  and  be- 
cause it  has  already  been  successful.  The 
learned  Sergeant  said,  the  Association  wai 
a  Catholic  Association,  and  proceeded  to 
demonstrate  this  in  the  strangest  way.  In 
what  way?  By  exullingly  proclaiming 
that  the  president's  chair  belonged  to  the 
Catholic  Association,  and  that  it  waa 
proved  by  the  brass  plate  on  the  back  of 
it.  1  admit  the  fact,  I  admit  that  the 
chair  belonged  to  the  Catholic  Aiwocia- 
tion ;  and  yet  this  is  the  way  in  which  the 
learned  Sergeaitt  occupies  the  time  of  a 
grave  senate  for  two  hours  and  a  half,  by 
exerting  all  his  ingenuity  to  prove  that  the 
Association  is  Catholic  because  the  chair 
belonged  to  the  Catholic  Association.  Why 
the  Association  is  not  a  Catholic  Associa- 
tion, unless  Catholic  is  understood  in  the 
true  sense  of  the  word,  and  means  a  uni- 
versal Association — and  it  is  universal,  it 
is  composed  of  men  from  the  north  to  the 
south,  from  east  to  west,  men  combined 
from  a  sense  of  wrong,  and  imbued  with 
the  deepest  feelings  of  indignation  for  the 
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injuiltce  inflicted  on  them,  and  taunted  at 
the  lametimerorenterlaining  such  feelings 
by  those  men  who  have  last  their  power, 
and  who  thus  show  what  their  conduct 
would  be  if  they  again  recovered  theii 
dominion.  Did  not  the  learned  Gentlemao 
calumniate  the  Catholic  clergy?  Did  we 
not  hear  him  talk  about  reforming  the 
Corporation  of  the  Catholic  Church  ? 
What  baa  he  to  do  with  that  hierarchy? 
Why  ia  he  put  forward  to  calumniate 
them?  If  you  support  him  I  accuse 
you  89  accomplices.  Why  in  the  most 
outrageous  periods  of  the  agitation  for 
Catholic  Emancipation,  in  the  angriest 
times  and  most  violent  contests  between 
the  parties,  Orangemen  spared  them.  Dr. 
Doyle,  to  be  sure,  was  pointed  out,  the 
remainder  were  spared  as  men  unimpeach- 
able in  their  moral  conduct.  I  hear 
another  laugh  from  one  of  the  party.  lam 
glad  of  it.  It  proves  that,  now  there  is  no 
concealment.  The  laugh  is  echoed  and  it 
is  a  symptom  of  what  they  would  do  if 
Ihev  had  to  reform  the  Catholic  Church. 
They  have  tried  that  already.  Their 
ancestors  had  recourse  to  the  gibbet  and 
scaffold,  and  the  axe,  by  imprisonment 
and  tortures,  but  they  failed  in  doing  it. 
Why,  therefore,  is  the  learned  Sergeant 
put  forward  as  the  principal  agent  in 
pouring  out  violent  abuse  on  their  sacred 
and  anointed  heads  ?  The  Irish  people 
will  hear  (hia,  and  they  will  also  hear  of 
the  cheers  which  followed  these  announce- 
ments from  the  other  side.  They  will 
learn  what  abuse  has  been  heaped  on  the 
Irmh  clergy,  and  know  how  to  estimate 
the  intentions  and  policy  of  the  party. 
There  is  now  no  disguise.  The  learned 
Sergesnt  has  even  gone  so  far  as  to  charge 
the  Catholic  hierarchy  with  a  wish  to  be 
connected  with  the  State,  and  have  the 
church  property  transferred  to  them.  The 
Catholic  Bishops  have  decided  the  point. 
Twenty-four  of  them  met,  and  they 
declared  by  public  adverliseroent  that  they 
ivould  consent  to  no  species  of  connee- 
lion  wilhthe  State.  But  the  learned  Ser- 
gennt  must  not  attempt  to  get  off  by 
talking  of  a  Comniittee.  The  party  have 
made  a  charge  against  Lord  Mulgrave,  a 
charge  which  had  never  been  brought 
against  Orangemen,  namely,  that  of  ex- 
ceisive  clemency.  Yes  I  will  it  be  believed, 
that  it  ii  imputed  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
as  a  crime,  that  he  has  opened  (he  prison 
doort.  That  is  a  proof  of  the  way  in 
which  Lord  Mulgrave  i*    »"-  auailed. 


Did  the  party,  he  would  not  call  them 
Protestante,  for  many  Protestants  were  fait 
dear  friends,  but  call  them  by  their  old 
name — did  they  ever  interfere  and  set  at 
liberty  the  wretches  in  gaol  ?  Now,  thesa 
charges  were  not  mode  under  eicilement, 
for  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  come  over 
here  with  his  well-tied  parcel  of  papers  to 
enable  him'to  retail  those  charges- The  hon. 
Member  charged  the  Lord-Lieutenant  with 
having  interfered  between  some  Orange- 
men and  some  unfortunate  wretches  who 
were  in  gaol,  but  could  he  impute  any 
motive  to  that  interference?  Why  he 
believed  ifimiuiry  were  mads  it  would  be 
found  that  the  greater  number  of  persona 
set  at  liberty  by  Lord  Mulgrave  were 
Protestants  and  Orangemen.  Bui  the 
learned  Sergeant  had  assailed  a  lady  and 
imputed  to  her  a  share  of  the  blame.  Now, 
had  the  learned  Gentleman  attacked  him, 
—  had  be  coupled  his  name  with  that  of 
Lord  Mulgrave  he  should  not  have  com- 
plained, on  the  contrary,  he  should  have 
been  proud  to  be  associated  with  ona 
whom  he  called  the  saviour  of  his  country. 
He  was  the  first  Lord -Lieu  tenunt  who 
had  introduced  impartial  Justice  into 
Ireland,  and  on  that  account  he  called 
him  the  saviour  of  his  country.  Some- 
thing of  the  same  kind  had  been  said 
by  the  learned  Gentleman  last  night,  and 
on  that  occasion  he  had  taken  the  oppor- 
tunity to  make  some  facetious  remarks. 
This  case  might  be  different  from  that, 
but  if  it  were  the  same,  it  only  proved  the 
bad  taste  of  the  learned  Gentleman  in 
introducing  the  name  of  a  lady  on  the 
same  charge.  The  learned  Gentleman 
proposes  a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  but 
he  knows  it  would  be  just  as  competent 
to  propose  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  for  a, 
common  assault.  If  the  charge  was  true, 
then  Lord  Mulgrave  was  guilty.  The 
learned  Gentleman  said,  he  could  prove 
three  charges.  If  so,  why  not  put  himself 
in  a  train  to  prove  them,  and  try  the 
proof,  but  he  durst  not  try.  The  learned 
Sergeant  knew  this  too  well  ;  he  had 
mentioned  charges  only  to  ronnd  sentences, 
but  he  did  not  dare  to  bring  them  forward. 
The  learned  Sergeant  talked  of  the 
National  Association  being  constituted  for 
a  variety  of  purposes.  He  would  therefore 
tell  him  as  he  seemed  not  to  know,  what 
were  the  purposes  of  the  Association.  It 
had  two  objects  ;  to  obtain  a  proper  Tithe 
Bill,  and  Municipal  Reform,  like  that 
granted     to     England    «nd     ScotlandL 
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These  were  the  Ivo  poinls ;  for  these 
it  was  instiluted,  and  it  was  expresdy  de- 
clared that  when  these  were  obtained, 
the  AssocialioQ  was  to  be  iminediatelf 
diuolved.  It  was  said,  [hat  its  object  also 
was,  to  reform  the  House  of  Lords  and  ob- 
tain universal  suffrage.  Now  though  he 
believed  these  necessary  for  the  salvation 
ofthe  country,  the  Association  had  nothing 
to  do  with  ihem.  The  party  talked  of 
improving  Ireland,  and  obtaining  their 
lost  rights  ;  but  those  who  really  aimed  at 
these  just  and  legitimate  objects  might 
judge  what  they  meant  by  improvement 
and  rights  from  their  late  conduct.  A 
charge  had  been  brought  against  the  Asso- 
ciation with  regard  to  writs  of  rebellion 
issued  by  the  Court  of  Exchequer.  Now 
of  whom  was  there  the  greatest  reason  to 
complain  ?  The  Lay  Association  had  filed 
many  Bills,  and  when  answers  were  put  in 
it  was  found  that  there  was  nothing  to 
recover.  The  National  Association  had 
nothing  to  do  with  that.  Bat  something 
had  been  said  about  Mr.  Tighe,  and  a 
chai^  bad  been  made  against  the  Associ- 
ation because  a  man  of  the  name  of  Cor- 
boy,  imprisoned  in  consequence  of  a  rebel- 
lion writ,  was  actually  fat,  and  comfortable, 
and  well — and  assisted  by  counsel  and 
kept  by  theAsiiociation,  Was  that  thought 
a  crime?  Oid  they  ne vet  hear  of  James 
Dwyer,  who  was  dying  in  gaol,  who  was 
mortally  ill,  and  whom  the  physician  of 
the  Association  said  would  certainly  die, 
unless  he  were  set  at  liberty.  Under 
such  circumstances,  application  was  made 
to  the  plaintiffs  counsel,  and  the  prisoner 
was  set  at  liberty.  Ob,  the  learned  Gen- 
tleman was  sorry  that  Corboy  had  fared  so 
well,  but  he  should  have  followed  up  that 
case  with  the  case  of  John  Riley.  Let 
the  House  only  think  of  a  man  seized 
under  a  commission  of  rebellion,  and  so 
afBicted  with  disease  that  he  was  dis- 
charged by  the  horror  of  the  coutI,  after 
having  been  confined,  for  IQs.  6d.  or 
3s.  6d.,  a  year.  But  what  did  the  charge 
amount  to  ? — That  we  were  guilty  of  feed- 
ing and  clothing  a  man  who  perished  in 
gaol,  and  was  carried  to  his  lodging  a 
corpse.  The  men  who  did  that  chained 
the  Association  with  feeding  Corboy  in 
prison.  But  the  learned  Sergeant  had 
brought  a  charge  against  Mr.  O'Loghlen, 
who  was  no  longer  there  to  defend  him- 
self, but  was  now  in  a  situation  to  which 
his  talents  and  his  virtue  had  deservedly 
raised  him.  A  charge  has  been  made 
against  Mr,  O'Loghlen,  and  the  learned 


Sergeant  said  he  could  prove  it.  Ho 
cannot  prove  it.  The  case  referred  to  is 
the  trial  of  a  person  for  assisting  a  pri- 
soner to  escape  ;  but  who  was  the  Attor- 
ney-General then?  Not  Mr.  O'Loghlen, 
but  Mr.  Blackburne,  whom  the  learned 
Gentleman  had  eulogised  so  much.  What 
would  Englishmen  think  of  a  man  being 
put  on  his  trial  a  second  and  a  third  time  T 
and  this  was  the  second  time  that  the 
learned  Sergeant  asserted  that  he  had  been 
proved  by  evidence  to  be  guilty.  The  in- 
dividual was  still  out  on  bail.  Had  En- 
glishmen ever  heard  of  anything  like  this 
in  England  ?  That  was  the  way  in  which 
justice  was  administered  in  Ireland.  A 
man  was  pronounced  to  be  guilty,  though 
be  had  been  acquitted  by  three  juries. 
Good  God  !  what  would  become  of  the 
administration  of  justice,  if  such  persona 
were  to  get  powerinto  theirhauds.  These, 
however,  were  to  be  the  judges  in  Ireland 
in  case  of  the  change  of  administration^ 
men  who  declared  a  prisoner  guilty  though 
acquitted  three  times.  The  very  judge 
said,  if  such  a  prisoner  escaped  neither 
life  nor  property  would  be  safe.  Why 
such  a  judge  deserved  to  be  impeached  ? 
The  learned  Gentleman  denied  that  the 
asperity  of  religion  or  politics  had  been 
mixed  up  on  such  occasions.  I  protest 
against  such  an  assertion,  and  I  call  on 
the  learned  Gentleman  to  come  forward 
with  a  motion  on  which  the  question  can 
he  brought  to  issue,  and  1  will  second  it. 
I  can  prove,  that  I  have  seen  in  the  county 
fifty  times,  the  Crown  solicitor  apologising 
for  the  course  which  he  pursued,  and 
stating,  on  being  remonstrated  with,  that 
the  prosecution  had  been  taken  out  of  his 
hands.  I  will  pledge  myself  lo  prove,  that 
such  a  case  occurred  in  Limerick,  when 
Mr.  Barrington  was  solid  tor  for  the  Crown, 
But  another  charge  made  is,  that  the 
challenge  by  the  Crown  has  been  taken 
away  by  Mr.  O'Loghlen.  In  former  times 
the  Crown  was  allowed  to  chailenjje  to 
any  extent,  and  when  the  number  of 
jurors  was  exhausted  the  graver  sa'jes  of 
the  day  allowed  the  sheriff*  to  enlarge  the 
panel.  It  has  been  stated,  that  Mr. 
O'Loghlen  sent  down  an  order  to  the  as- 
size courts  to  the  effect  that  no  person 
should  be  set  aside  by  the  Crown,  Mr. 
O'Loghlen  gave  no  such  directions.  The 
directions  he  gave  were,  that  no  man 
should  be  set  aside  on  account  of  his  re- 
ligion. That  system  had  been  adopted  in 
Queen's  County  and  Carlow.  In  fact, 
the  learned   Gentleman  wished  to  intro- 
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doee  the  Eoglbh  system ;  while  the 
learaed  Serg^uat  recited  that  the  prae- 
tmof  pecking  jaries  was  blliog  into  dis- 
nae,  and  dMioctl;  sbowed  what  would  be 
do««  in  Ireland  when  he  and  his  party 
cw>«  inio  power.  If  such  be  not  the  case, 
I  ahftU  be  ready  to  apologise  ;  but  the 
learaed  Gentlefnan  haa  been  put  forward, 
ihoNgfa  be  wa*  ready  enough  of  his  own 
•ccord  ;  and  tf  his  party  do  cot  disavow 
•«ch  aeatioiefflts,  ihey  must  be  regarded 
•a  (h^T  own.  I  do  not  ask  mercy  and 
conpassioa  (or  the  people  cf  Ireland,  If 
1  m  I  know  1  shoaM  ask  in  vaio.  As 
•na  of  Iha  Represent  at  iires  of  the  Irish 
peoplelihaUdemandJusticeforlhero.  The 
fcon.  and  learned  Servant  mar  sneer  ;  it 
t*  a  cvmiuodity  he  does  not  deal  in.  How 
can  any  ataeotbly  of  nliooal  persons  taunt 
the  Catholica  of  Ireland  with  inferiority  to 
tk«  ProlealaDtsT  How  can  the  hon.  and 
learned  Sergeant  venture  to  abuse  the 
loyal  and  patriotic  Association  which  has 
been  established  in  Ireland,  to  maintain 
the  cause  of  that  country,  and  to  oppose 
bigotry  and  intolerance?  It  Is  true  that 
that  Association  advocates  the  claims  of 
the  Catholics,  for  it  advocates  the  weUare 
of  Ireland.  Ttie  hon.  and  learned  Ser- 
geant does  not  say  anything  in  hostility 
10  iha  Catholics;  but  he  is  a  poliiical 
hypocrite  :  he  does  that  which  he  abstained 
from  saying.  Let  him  speak  up;  let  hiin 
at  once  declare  that  the  Catholics  are  not 
worthy  of  being  placed  on  a  footing  with 
Protestants.  Let  him  say  "  The  law 
has  pronounced  them  equal  to  the  Pro- 
testants, but  I  pronounce  them  inferior." 
They  have  as  good  a  right  as  any  man  now 
before  me  lo  full  equality.  D 
hon.  and  learned  Member  imagi 
by  abuse,  they  are  likely  to  be  changed  from 
what  is  called  bigotry  and  intolerance* 
demand  for  the  people  of  Ireland  mnnic 
pal  reform,  on  the  same  principle  that  hL. 
already  given  Scotland  and  England  mu- 
nicipal reform.  Why  did  not  tne  learned 
Sergeant  grapple  with  that  argument?  I 
will  tell  him.  Because  he  is  a  political 
hvpocrite.  Why  did  he  not  speak 
The  learned  Sergeant  was  quite  consistent 
in  not  then  grappling  with  the  question — 
was  always  consistent — from  the  first  mo- 
ment he  became  secretary  of  the  Kildare 
Society,  and  maintained  (he  necessity  of 
distribating  the  Bible  without  note  or 
comment.  Would  that  the  learned  Ser- 
geant, had  followed  the  same  system  in 
speaklog  of  my  letters !  The  learned 
Sergeant,  in  his  conBiilflDci>>   bad  Dover 
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declared  himself  one  day  in  favour  of  Ca- 
tholic  Emancipation,  and,  again,  when 
occasion  offered,  had  professed  himself  to 
be  against  it,  and  a  third  time  had  veered 
about  again,  end  opposed  the  measure.  It 
could  not  be  termed  InconsistenL-y  in  the 
learned  Sergeant  thus  to  try  the  merits  and 
defects  of  every  side  of  the  question.  But 
turning  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Ser- 
geant to  more  weighty  matters,  I  repeat 
ihBt.asa  Representative  of  Ireland,  Island 
here  for  justice ;  and  1  must  not  forget 
that  the  learned  Sergeant  is  opposed  to 
justice  being  so  administered  as  to  involve 
notion  of  a  parlialeserciae  of  cleraencv. 
at  will  the  learned  Gentleman  say  if  I 
rm  him  that  1  have  heard  Mr.O'Logh- 
declare  that  many  instances  had  oc- 
curred in  former  times  of  a  similar  exercise 
nf  mercy?  I  suppose  that  the  right  hou. 
Recorder,  for  the  title  applicable  to  the 
Recorder  must  give  place  to  that  which 
honoured  the  privy  councillor — could  give 
■  is  testimony  on  the  point  in  question.  Tho 
i^ht  hon.  Gentleman  haa  threatened  lo 
read  my  speeches.  I  give  him  leave  to  do 
BO — full  leave — until  he  is  sick,  and  the 
House  sick  of  hearing  him,  I  will  pledge 
myself  to  speak  not  a  syllable  in  answer 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  But,  I  must 
ask  why  am  I  inferior,  on  account  of  religion, 
to  any  Englrahman  of  the  Protestant  per- 
suasion ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentler 
man  opposite  has  accused  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics of  enileavouringto  subvert  the  Pro- 
testant religion,  and  raising  their  own  into 
its  place.  Just  as  if  the  Roman  Catholics 
could,  by  any  possibility,  take  a  single  step 
derogatory  or  hostile  to  the  Protestant  re- 
ligion witnoul  those  Gentlemen  at  his  side 
being  the  first  to  take  the  alarm,  and  offer 
a  determined  opposition.  And  yei,  who 
will  dare  to  gay  that  the  hon.  Members 
around  mc  are  not  as  sincere  Protestants, 
and  as  much  attached  to  their  religion  as 
any  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  ?  They  are 
just  as  sincere,  but  not  altogether  so 
saoclimonious.  Would  the  peopleof  Ireland 
tamely  suffer  any  attempt  to  be  made  to 
subvert  the  Protestant  religion  T  Would 
Scotland  permit  it  ?  Would  any  perseca- 
tion  of  Protestants,  if  such  weie  intended, 
be  for  a  moment  tolerated?  It  is  sheer 
nonsense  to  say  so.  When  I  see  that 
Catholic  constituencies  return  araajoiityof 
Protestants  to  Parliament  I  laugh  at  such 
wild  assertions  and  those  who  make  them. 
But  I  must  again  return  to  my  o(ten-re- 

fieated  demand— how  are  Irishmen  in  Ire- 
and  infetior  to  Eaglishmen  iq  Englsiid, 
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DT  Scotctimcn  in  Scotland?  I  require 
answer,  I  hare  already  trespasBed  at 
Rome  length  on  the  House.  I  do  not 
intend  following  at  length  the  rigmarole 
■peech  of  the  learned  Sergeant.  But  I 
once  more  call  on  tlie  people  of  England 
—on  the  House — on  every  Member  of 
Parliament — to  remember  that  one  of  [wo 
thingB  is  eipected— either  a  repeal  of  tlie 
Union,  or  a  full  measure  of  justice  to 
Ireland.  Oh  I  what  an  argument  of  the 
learned  Sergeant  to  say,  that  the  [wocoun- 
Irieg  are  not  in  the  same  equal  condition, 
and  that  the  Union  oughi  not  to  be  sup- 
posed to  imply  any  euch  ussimilaiian  I 
Why,  what  is  the  Union,  if  it  be  not  an 
identlReation  ot  inlereslsand  an  amalga- 
lioD  of  the  two  countries?  Was  not 
Ireland  to  become  by  it,  to  use  the  lan- 
guage of  Mr,  Pitt,  to  be  as  much  part  of 
England  as  Yorkshire?  There  are  many 
Qenllemen  from  Yorkshire  present — I  love 
a  Yorkshireman.  What  would  one  of  those 
Gentlemen  say  if  an  attempt  was  made 
to  subjugate  and  keep  down  Yorkshire  7 
The  cases  are  perfectly  similar.  1  do  not 
mean  to  threaten;  but  as  from  the  Union 
equality  of  rights  and  an  amalgamation 
of  the  two  countries  were  intended,  and 
are  now  expected,  I  warn  the  House  ihai  if 
these  expectations  aredeceived,  the  people 
of  Ireland  will  be  thrown  back  upon  their 
rights  and  will  be  forced  to  seek  justice  for 
themselves.  And  as  surely  ns  that  clock 
will  point  to  noon  to-morrow  so  surely 
will  the  Irish  people  persevere  uniil  they 
arrive  at  the  full  attainment  of  civil 
equality. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  the  charges  made  by 
the  learned  Member  who  hail  just  sat 
down,  ugoinst  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun. 
don,  appenred  perfectly  unfounded.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  had  sneered  at 
the  hon.  Sergeant's  speech  as  being  un- 
answerable. Certainly  it  had  not  been 
answered  by  hiru.  He  would  Urst  touch 
on  the  f^cts  which  had  been  stated,  and 
then  on  the  comments  made  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny.  That 
hon.  Gentleman  had  accused  the  hon. 
Member  for  Baodon  of  having  made  gross 
Dersonal  attacks   on  Dersons  of 
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learned  Sergeant  had  made  no  attack  on 
Mr.  Tighe ;  but  all  he  did  was  to  ask 
whether  that  Gentleman,  who,  there  was 
nownodoubt.wasamemberofthe.^saoctn- 
tion,  had  not  been  appointed  to  a  certain 
judicial  office.  In  the  case  of  Mr.  Pigott, 
it  had  been  shown  that  he  had  been  ap- 
pointed to  a  high  situation  under  Govern- 
ment, where  he  was  not  only  to  be  on 
occasions  an  adviser  of  the  Crown,  but 
was  to  be  Invested  with  considerable 
authority  over  the  constabulary  force  j  his 
office  was,  in  fact,  that  of  law  adviser  in 
the  Secretary's  office.  Yet  this  Oenilemun 
was  known  to  be  a  warm  partisan,  to  have 
been  an  active  member  of  the  National 
Association.  What  was  complained  of 
was,  that  every  man  in  Ireland  might 
doubt  that  a  fair  administration  of  jus- 
tice could  take  place  when  the  highest 
officers  of  the  Crown  were  thus  appointed. 
How  could  any  man  look  with  confidence 
on  the  Government  when  such  appoint- 
ments were  so  unheedingly  made>  The 
hnn.  and  learned  Member  had  spoken  of 
an  attack  made  on  M  r.  Cassitly,  of  James 
Town.  He  hnd  not  heard  any  such 
attack.  The  complaint  was  made  against 
the  Government  for  appointing  a  person 
to  the  commission  of  the  peace,  in  the 
Queen's  County,  after  the  Lord-Lieute- 
nant of  the  county  had  refused  to  forward 
bis  name  to  the  Lord  Choncellor.  But 
this  Gentleman  was  known  as  an  exciter 
of  agitation,  and  had  been,  in  fact,  con- 
victed of  what  might  be  almost  called  a 
crime.  Yet,  notwithstanding  this,  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  had  appointed  him  as 
magistrate.  If  these  were  not  the  facts 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Queen's  County 
could  declare  it;  but,  if  they  had  been 
correctly  stated,  he  would  ask,  was  not 
the  complaint  against  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment well  founded !  Then,  as  to  the 
remarks  asserted  by  the  learned  Member 
to  have  been  made  with  so  great  a  want  of 
delicacy  about  a  distinguished  lady.  He 
could  only  say,  that  he  had  not  heard  the 
slightest  charge  made  against  her.  What 
were  the  facts  ?  A  trial  ti)ok  place  against 
certain  persons  for  riot.  'They  were  found 
guilty,  and  the  presiding  Judge  sentenced 
'    different  terms  of  nunishment— 
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hy  the  Lord -Lieutenant.  It  was  an- 
nounced in  the  newspHpcra  that  these  men 
were  discharged,  and  the  House  would 
perhaps  be  surprised  to  hear  that  the 
learned  Judge  who  had  presided  at  the 
trial  became  acquainted  with  the  fact 
through  the  medium  above  alluded  to — 
he  had  received  no  intelligence  from  the 
Government.  It  appeared,  then,  that  the 
Lord-Lieutenant,  without  inquiring  into 
the  case,  or  communicating  with  tlie 
Judge  who  tried  it,  discharged  the  prison- 
ers at  the  request  of  a  lady.  The  charge 
against  the  Lord'Lieutenant  was  not  that 
he  was  too  merciful,  but  (and  a  serious 
charge  it  was)  that  he  had,  iu  the 
exercise  of  his  prerogatives,  used 
them  inconsistently  with  the  peace 
of  the  country,  and  the  proper  ad- 
ministration of  justice  ;  ond  he  would  ask 
those  Genllemen  who  were  acquainted 
with  the  manner  iu  which  judges  dis- 
charged their  duty  on  the  circuits, 
whether  it  was  consistent  with  the  peace 
of  the  country,  or  the  right  execution  of 
justice,  to  open  the  prison  doors  and  let 
culprits  loose  without  ceremony.  Im- 
portant as  it  was  that  no  person  should 
have  his  liberty  infringed,  or  be  com- 
mitted to  prison  without  going  through 
all  the  Forms  which  the  pure  administra- 
tion of  justice  required,  it  was  equally 
important  that  the  dispensations  of  justice 
should  be  respected.  God  forbid  that  any 
objection  should  be  made  to  the  free  ex- 
ercise of  the  prerogative  of  mercy  !  He 
knew  it  was  a  delicate  subject  to  interfere 
with  }  hut  then  he  was  bound  to  say,  from 
the  instances  which  had  been'named  by 
his  hot),  and  learned  Friend,  that  the  pre- 
rogative of  mercy  had  not  been  properly 
exercised,  and  that  the  proper  administra- 
tion of  justice  had  been  interrupted. 
Another  cbai^  was,  that  violent  political 
partisans  had  been  appointed  to  offices 
which  enabled  tbem  (o  control  the  elective 
franchise.  That  was  the  ca.*e  iu  refer- 
ence to  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Hudson 
to  the  office  of  Assistant  Barrister  of  the 
County  of  Carlow,  The  case  was  this  :— 
The  person  who  filled  the  office  of  Assis- 
tant Barrister  in  the  County  of  Carlow 
being  removed.  Lord  Mulgrave  appointed 
in  his  place  Mr.  Moody,  a  gentleman  of 
high  station  in  bis  profession.  Before 
this  genileman  were  brought  the  votes 
which  hnd  been  struck  off  by  ibe  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
Mr.  Moody  refused  to  register  them. 
This  decision  i;aased  much  dissatisfaction 
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amongst  the  partisans  and  supporters  of 
the  Liberal  candidate,  and  it  was  rouuflly 
declared  that,  if  such  a  line  of  conduct 
was  continued,  another  Assistant  Barrister 
shoiild  be  found  before  next  Session.  His 
learned  Friend  near  him  assured  him  that 
he  could  prove  that  this  threat  had  been 
uttered.  The  next  Session,  in  pursuance 
of  threat,  or  from  some  other  cause,  the 
gentleman  alluded  to  was  appointed  in 
Mr.Moody's  place, and  absolutely  changed 
the  decisions  made  by  the  two  preceding 
Assistant  Barristers  relative  to  the  dis- 
puted votes.  He  would  leave  it  to  the 
House  to  draw  an  inference  from  these 
facts.  A  few  days  back  he  had  read  some 
remarks  on  the  case  in  the  Freeimm't 
Journal  This  paper  praised  the  course 
which  had  been  adopted  by  the  agent  of 
the  Liberal  party,  of  withdrawing  the 
voters  from  the  Court,  and  asserted  that 
the  Revising  Barrister  already  alluded  to 
was  neither  a  judge  of  agricultural  pro- 
perty nor  a  sound  politician.  This  state- 
ment of  facts  warranted,  he  thought,  the 
manner  in  which  his  learned  Friead  had 
spoken.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite  had  challenged  him  to  show  why 
Irishmen  were  inferior  to  Englishmen  and 
Scotchmen.  The  debate  had  taken  a  wide 
scope,  although  the  motion  of  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  seem  to  lead  to  the  anticipa- 
tion that  the  whole  of  the  afiairs  would 
necessarily  be  discussed ;  but  in  answer  to 
that  challenge  he  would  say,  that  it  was 
not  fair  to  assume  that  the  Gentlemen  on 
his  side  of  the  House  refused,  or  wished 
to  refuse,  the  rights  of  any  portion  of  his 
Majesty's  subjects.  All  that  they  had 
said  was,  that  they  were  willing,  on  the 
part  of  the  ancient  Corpotatioiu  of  fre- 
laud,  to  give  op  all  monopolies  and  excltt* 
sive  privileges,  but  not  to  transfsr  them 
to  the  hands  of  an  opposite  party.  They 
hod  never  objected  to  the  amelioration  of 
the  condition  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  or 
to  the  enjoyment  of  civil  rights  by  all,  or 
to  anything  that  was  necessary  and  just, 
but  they  had  objected  to  the  domination 
of  B  parly.  The  noble  Lord  had  said  the 
new  Corporations  would  promote  good 
order  and  peace,  while  the  hou.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  they  woTild  be- 
come normal  schools  of  agitation.  They 
were  objecled  to  because  it  was  intended 
to  make  them  part  of  that  system  which 
was  now  in  operation,  and  all  events  sub- 
sequent to  the  last  Session,  tended  to 
strengthen  the  conviction  that  it  was  im- 
possible togrant  those  popular  asBembliev 
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Did  the  noble  Lord  mean   to  say,   that 


whhout  makia^  them  have  the  effect 
ivhich  had  beea  stated.  Figures  of  speech 
were  sometimes  dangerous  things  to  deal 
with.  The  noble  Lord  had  quoted  a 
figure  used  by  another  noble  Lord  which 
was  addressed  to  the  Protestant  Gentle- 
men of  Ireland,  telling  them  that  the  Na- 
tional General  Association  was  the  "spawn 
of  their  own  wrong."  Now  the  manner 
in  which  the  noble  Lord  had  treated 
that  point  seemed  to  go  the  length  of 
justifying  the  whole  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  Association.  That  such  an  Asso- 
ciation was  inconsistent  with  both 
the  spirit  and  letter  of  the  law  his 
hon*  Friend  had  already  stated.  Could 
any  man  doubt  that  the  raising  of  contri- 
butions throughout  the  country  in  the 
planner  it  was  done  was  inconsistent  with 
the  proper  government  and  peace  of  the 
country  }  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  stated  that  the  Association  had 
two  objects  in  view,  namely,  to  procure 
corporate  reform  and  the  abolition  of 
tithes.  But  dill  he  forget  that  although 
those  two  purposes  were  origiuatly  stated 
when  the  AssociatioD  was  first  called  into 
existence,  yet,  almost  at  the  same  instant, 
circulars  were  issued,  and  emissaries  sent 
forth,  under  the  name  of  pacificators, 
for  the  purpose  of  procuring  petitions 
for  corporate  reform,  abolition  of  titheSi 
and  vote  by  ballot?  The  hon  Gentle- 
man had  challenged  him  to  read  his 
speeches.  He  would  first  read  an  extract 
from  a  letter  of  the  hon.  Member's,  dated 
the  27th  of  August,  last  year,  and  ad- 
dressed to  the  Spectator  newspaper.  It 
was  headed— 


"  No  minisliy  ever  had  so  glorious  a  career 
before  ihem.  Ireland,  after  more  than  six 
ceatnries  of  unmitiKaied  oppreuion,  is  ready 
for  coDciliation,  for  union,  for  idenlificatioD, 
Kith  Britain.  The  first  dann  of  impartiality 
is  the  firal  exhibition  of  dutiful  tcanquillity. 
The  great  national  qoeslion  can,  nay,  must, 
now  be  decided— are  Ihe  Irish  people  to  be 
fellow-subjects,  or  are  they  to  be — I  will  write 
it — enemies } 

"  hati  Melbourne  may  blot  out  the  eni 
for  ever;  he  may  make  the  Irish  nilling 
most  useful  subjects.  But  for  this  purpoi 
and  I  joy  that  it  should  be  so — he  must  sal 
the  rational  portion  of  the  English  peD 
He  nust  coatent  the  English  aud  Scotch  1 
senlers — ihey  ask  onlyfor  'justice.'  Hen 
become  the  advocate  of  an  increased  and 
tended  franchisE,  He  must  consent  to  sho: 
the  duration  of  Failiament.  He  must 
shrink  Iron  the  ballot.  Above  all,  he  n 
prepaia  fbi  the  conflict  with  the  Lords." 


with  these  avowed  views,  the  getting  of 
corporate  reform,  or  town-councils,  or  th« 
getting  a  vote  in  this  House  for  the  ap- 
propriation of  a  non-existing  surplus, 
would  really  satisfy  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  ?  Did  he  mean  to  put  those 
things  forward  as  the  only  causes  of  Buf- 
fering in  Ireland,  or  the  only  remedies  for 
the  evils  of  Ireland,  when  within  two 
nights  he  would  make  a  stateraentt 
founded  on  the  melancholy  fact,  that 
more  than  2,000,000  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  in  a  state  of  starvation  T 
He  would  not,  however,  trench  on  that 
subject,  but  hoped  that  when  it  came 
before  the  House,  it  would  be  attended  to 
properly  and  without  any  admixture  of 
party  spirit.  As  to  the  tranquillity  which 
was  said  to  exist  in  Ireland,  he  denied  It. 
Every  gazette  and  newspaper  brought 
reports  of  numerous  murders  and  out- 
rages. But  if  it  were  admitted  that,  com- 
paratively speaking,  Ireland  was  tranquil 
to  what  it  had  been,  was  it  promoted  by 
the  General  Association  ?  If  so,  could 
that  be  reckoned  tranquillity  which  de- 
pended on  the  tyranny  that  dictated  it 
for  its  existence,  and  which  in  a  moment 
might  be  excited  into  furious  tumult  by 
the  same  power?  Surely  the  noble  Lord 
could  not  forget  that  he  had  formerly 
brought  forward  charges  against  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemao  for  disturbing  the 
peace  of  Ireland,  and  yet  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  still  pursuing  the 
same  course,  with  all  the  patronage  of  the 
Government  at  command  to  boot.  But 
because  he  had  procured  that  patronage 
he  came  forward  to  assert  that  Ireland  waa 
tranquil,  and,  as  lon|;aBthe  Government 
would  BO  indulge  him,  he  would  praise 
them  in  return  for  their  liberality.  But 
was  that  state  of  things  to  continue? 
Would  his  Majesty's  Ministers  suffer 
themselves  to  be  blinded  in  this  way  X 
Could  they,  if  they  looked  at  the  past 
experience    of    Ireland,     rest    satisfied  ? 
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by  one  Insbman  to  another;  and  yet  the 
MouM  and  the  Coantry  nere  to  be  told 
that  an  English  nobleman  was  to  be 
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demned  for  designating  those  who  utteied 
■uch  BentintentR  aa  aliens  in  feeling,  in 
language,  in  sentiments ;  and  that  for  such 
an  eipression  of  opinion  the  standard  of 
rebellion  waa  to  be  unfurled  in  Ireland, 
and  that  country  again  deluged  in  blood. 
But  in  this  case,  at  least,  the  unfeeling 
suggestion  with  respect  to  the  late  Mr, 
Kavanagh  failed,  and  that  honoured  old 
man  was  followed  by  his  Roman  Catholic 
tenantry  and  neighbours  with  all  becom- 
ing respect  and  sorrow  to  his  grave.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 
then  proceeded,  in  the  speech  in  question, 
to  allude  to  Colonel  Bruen,  With  respect 
to  this,  what  said  the  reporter  for  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  own  paper,  ^fcer 
giving  a  long  tirade  the  reporter  said, 
"The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  con- 
tinned  to  animadvert  on  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Colonel  in  a  manner  which,  as 
long  as  truth  is  libel,  it  would  be  unsafe 
to  publish."  Now,  Colonel  Bruen  lived 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  very  spot  in 
which  this  speech  was  delivered,  and  he 
would  suppose,  for  a  moment,  that  the  de- 
luded men  to  whom  that  speech  was  ad- 
dressed, had  proceeded  to  his  house,  and, 
goaded  by  the  language  so  described  by 
the  reporter,  had  attacked  the  house  of 
Colonel  Bruen — who  was  as  brave  as  he 
was  the  objectof  malignity— and,  perhaps, 
have  taken  his  life.  In  such  a  case,  he 
presumed  that  the  people  of  England 
would  be  told  that  justice  was  fairly  ad- 
ministered in  Ireland,  because  the  deluded 
actors  in  this  outrage  were  punished,  and 
perhaps  executed  ;  but  he  would  appeal  to 
that  House  and  to  the  country,  and  ask 
who,  in  point  of  moral  guilt,  would  be  the 
real  culprit?  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman nezt  spoke  of  a  dissolution,  and 
proceeded  to  say,  that  "  he  hoped  soon  to 
see  Carlow  rescued  from  the  grinding 
tyranny  which  oppressed  it.  Ireland  would 
afenge  herself  by  constitutional  means, 
and  if  those  means  failed,  and  the  base 
faction  had  recourse  to  physical  force,  he 
did  not  dread  the  result— the  result  ihould 
be.wiped  out  with  blood."  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  questioned  the 
accuracy  of  this  sllusion  to  blood,  but  he 
found  in  the  Kilkenny  Journal,  a  paper  in 
which  he  laid,  he  would  correct  his  own 
speech,  the  following  words:- "They 
Boatl  find  the  people  of  Ireland  are  do 


cowards.  Oht  the  insult  must  be  wiped 
off  in  blood, ifthey  do  not  make  reparation 
for  it  by  doing  us  justice."  This  formed 
the  conclusion  of  hts  speech  as  reported 
in  his  own  paper,  and  was  not  so  strong  as 
others  which  he  had  seen.  What  fol- 
lowed this  speech  }  He  begged  pardon  of 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
for  naming  it.  Why,  the  neit  toast  pro- 
posed was  the  "Health  of  Lord  Morpeth," 
with  three  times  three.  After  that  the 
right  rev.  Dr.  Nolan,  the  Roman  Catholic 
bishop  of  the  diocese,  who  was  preseat, 
and  had  heard  the  words  which  he  had 
quoted,  addressed  the  meeting,  and  here 
were  his  words:  hesaid,  "  Mr.  O'Connell, 
I  will  venture  to  say,  is  a  man  raised  by 
God  to  work  out  the  regeneration  of  his 
country,  and  we  (that  is  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic bishops  and  clergy  of  Ireland)  pray 
God  to  direct  him  and  to  bless  his  eflbrts." 
He  (Mr.  Shaw)  did  not  object  to  these  ex- 
pressions taken  by  themselves,  but  his  ob- 
jection to  them  arose  when  put  in  imme- 
diate connexion  with  the  speech  just  be- 
fore delivered  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny.  That  speech  had, 
however,  been  noliced  by  some  of  the  lead- 
ing gentry  of  the  county  of  Carlow,  who 
called  on  the  Irish  Government  for  an  in- 
vestigation. Did  that  investigation  ever 
take  place  ?  About  that  time,  it  was  true, 
a  meeting  took  place  between  the  Attor- 
ney-General for  Ireland  and  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  ;  but  at  that  meeting  who  waa 
the  principal  guest  t  Why,  the  individual 
who  had  made  use  of  the  very  words  com- 
plained of.  He  asked  the  noble  Lord,  did 
the  Irish  Government  investigate  the  mat- 
ter :  he  would  fartheraik  him  if  they  dared, 
even  if  the  language  went  further,  or  was 
twice  as  bad,  did  the  Irish  Government 
dare  to  enter  upon  such  an  investigation  ? 
If  the  noble  Lord  answered  in  the  negative, 
then  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  must  contend  that  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland  had  made  out  their 
case,  and  had  shown  that  neither  their 
property,  their  persons,  their  lives,  nor 
their  liberties,  were  safe  in  that  country. 
Now,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Kilkenny  had  thrown  dust  in  [he  eyes  of 
the  Government  by  leading  them  to  sup- 
pose that  he  had  abandoned  the  question 
of  the  repeal  of  the  Union.  He  would 
recall  to  their  attention  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  opinions  on  that  head. 
He  held  in  his  hand  the  copy  of  a  letter 
written  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
and  read  by  Mr.  Dwyer,  to  the  Poiitiol 
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Aaiociation  ofDubliD.  It  was  dated  the 
I5th  May,  1832,  and  in  it  he  found  the 
following  passages.  "  It  is  my  Bolemn, 
conscientious,  unaltered,  and  unalterable 
opinion  that  Ireland  cannot  prosper  with- 
out a  repeal  of  the  legislative  Union." 
Agftin,  in  the  same  letter,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said,  "  I  never  did,  I 
never  will,  I  never  can,  abandon  my  anxious 
desire  for  the  repeal  of  the  Union.  This  is 
a  subject  on  which  1  have  pledged  myself, 
and  I  solemnly  and  deliberately  repeat  the 
pledge  to  the  people  of  Ireland."  Again, 
in  a  speech  delivered  by  the  hon,  and 
learned  Gentleman,  on  his  return  from 
Dublin,  on  the  3rd  of  January,  1833,  he 
■aid,  "  1  never  submitted  to  the  Union, 
because,  even  when  agitBlIng  for  emanci- 
pation, 1  said  I  only  used  it  as  a  means  to 
an  end,  and  that  end  was  a  repeal  of  the 
Union."  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man then  alluded  to  a  voluntary  oath  he 
had  taken  never  to  be  conciliated  to  the 
Ministry  while  the  Catholics  were  un- 
emancipated,  and  he  continued  thus  -,  "  I 
kept  my  oath,  though  in  the  lightness  of 
my  heart  I  then  took  an  unnecessary  oath, 
yet  I  have  no  hesitation  now  in  saying  that 
I  will  never  enter  into  any  compromise 
with  the  Ministry  till  I  see  a  Parliament 
in  College-green."  Again,  in  a  speech 
delivered  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, on  ihe  7th  January,  1833,  he  spok 
thus, — "  They  say  that  1  am  timid — timid 
because  I  do  not  choose  to  violate  the 
command  of  the  Almighty,  but  letme  see 
(he  Union  repealed,  and  a  foreign  foe  dare 
to  put  his  foot  upon  our  soil,  with 
"  Our  green  flag  flulterinf;  o'er  ui, 

The  friends  we've  tried 

There  by  m;  side. 
And  ibe  foes  we  hate  before  us." 
Let  me  see,  I  say,  a  foreign  nation  attack 
us,  and  though  1  wish  to  have  Ireland  con- 
nected with  England  by  the  golden  link  of 
the  Crown,  yet,  if  Ireland  were  invaded, 
not  a  heart  would  beat  more  strongly,  nor 
an  eye  more  brightly  glisten  in  the  contest." 
Connected    by  the  golden    link   of    the 
Crown  1     That  would  be  a 
thread  in  the  hands  of  the  ai 
tor,  who  professed  such  reap 
people  of  England  might  res 
if  the  countries  were  to  be  i 
be  by  holier  bonds,  by  a  saci 
links  of  which  took  their 
above,  and  received  their  lui 
day-spring  on  high  which 
true  Pcotestant  faith,  thM 
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England  unrivalled  amongst  thenationsof 
the  earth,  and  without  which  Ireland 
would  never  continue  a  portion  of  ths 
British  empire. 

Lord  dementi  said,  he  would  try  to 
bring  the  House  back  to  the  question  be- 
fore it,  and  from  which  so  great  a  depar- 
ture had  been  made  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  which  had  taken  place.  The  ques- 
tion before  the  House  was  the  present 
state  and  condition  of  Ireland.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Sergeant  opposite  had  urged 
the  existence  of  the  National  AssociatioB 
of  Dublin,  as  being  dangerous  to  the  peace 
of  the  country  ;  he  had  attributed  partia- 
lity in  judicial  appointments,  and  various 
other  things  to  the  Irish  Government  as  at 
present  constituted,  but  he  had  avoided 
one  fact  well  worthy  the  consideration  of 
the  House  and  the  country, namely, — that 
Ireland  was  now  more  tranquil  and  peace* 
ful  than  she  had  ever  been  at  any  period 
of  our  history.  If  that  peace  had  been 
brought  about  by  any  unfair  leaning 
against  the  Protestants,  he  would  be  the 
last  man  to  attempt  to  vindicate  the  Go> 
vernment.  He  stood  there  himself  a  Pro- 
testant of  Ireland,  and  as  a  Protestant  he 
claimed  to  be  heard,  having  been  ezprdsly 
excluded  from  the  recent  Pro  test  ant  Meet- 
ing in  Dublin.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant  had  endeavoured  to  create  an 
alarm  among  certain  Irish  Peers,  by  ask- 
ing whether  the  course  pursued  by  the 
Government  was  not  calculated  to  weaken 
the  rights  of  property.  He  had  asked 
noble  Lords  if  they  were  not  afraid  of  their 
acres.  The  appeal  had  been  answered 
by  ihe  declaration  and  protest,  signed  by 
the  great  body  of  Irish  Peers  and  Member* 
of  Parliament,  in  which  they  stated  they 
were  convinced  the  policy  of  the  present 
Government  was  the  safeguard  of  property 
In  Ireland.  The  thing  which  provoked 
hon.  Members  on  the  opposite  beocliea 
was,  that  Ireland  should  be  tranquil 
without  their  assistance.  He  rested  on 
that  point,  and  would  tell  (hem,  (hat  since 
Lord   Muterave    had   presided   over  the 


,v  Google 


— u=-j:  vnia 


,,  Google 


S89         Municipal  Corporations         {Feb.  7} 


C  Ireland J^-  Leave. 


290 


the  attention  of  the  liberal  Members,  to 
this  fact,  that  the  hon.  Members  opposiie 
distincily  staled  that  the  people  of  Irtltind 
were  not  worihy  of  seli'-t;overnment.  That 
was  their  principle.  ["  No,  no!"  from  the 
Opposition.]  Ay,  but  it  was  so.  He 
wished  to  state  the  naked  truth,  but  even 
the  naked  truth  of  their  own  0|iinions  was 
not  Hgreeable  to  them.  So  apt  uere  they 
to  dre>s  Ihem  up,  that  nhen  ihey  cnnie  in 
an  unadorned  shape  before  them  lliey 
could  not  recognise  ihem  as  their  own. 
Now  he  would  assert  that  the  principle 
U)>on  which  he  aiid  tho^e  on  his  side  df 
the  House  went  was,  ihut  ihf^  people  of 
Ireland  were  not  distinguishable  from  the 
peo|>le  of  England  or  of  Scotland,  and 
that  Ihey  were  fitted  for  self- governinenl. 
These  principles  were  as  light  and  daik- 
ness.  As  they  approached  neurer  townrds 
the  one,  so  they  receded  from  the  other 
and  he  inltenied  his  Majesty's  Ministeri 
not  to  lend  too  easy  an  ear  to  the  sutiges- 
tions  that  might  be  brought  forward  by 
hon.  tientlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  to  militate  against  the  great  prin- 
ciple, which  had  been  to-night  recognised 
by  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord.  He 
must  say,  it  had  given  him  great  pleasure 
to  bear  all  those  principles  with  which  he 
commenced  and  ended  his  speech.  But 
there  was  a  lurking  suspicion,  a  doubt,  n 
henitation  in  his  mind  that  those  wide  and 
■omeiimes  vague  generalities  were  nccom- 
panied  with  a  fatal  tendency  to  listen  to 
the  suggestions  coming  f:otn  parties  who 
on  this  question  were  wholly  irreconcileabi? 
opponents,  that  attempts  would  he  made 
to  concilikite  those  who  could  not  be  con- 
ciliated, and  that  for  the  purpose  of  plea- 
sing hoD.  Gentlemen  opposite,  the  House 
would  be  called  upon  to  cut  down,  alter, 
mutilate,  ruin,  and  utterly  destrov,  the 
value  uf  this  Bill.  He  thought  this  had 
been  too  much  the  cose  last  year;  and  he 
was  sorry  to  hear  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
not  enlarged  his  Btll—that  lie  had  not 
embraced  within  it  the  whole  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  so  have  gained,  by  one  grand 
stroke,  their  hearts,  llieir  wishes,  and  their 
support,  and  had  trusted  to  the  good 
sense  of  England  and  of  Scotland  for 
maintaininir    him   and    his    colleBE-ues    in 


opposite,-  who  declared  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  not  worthy  of  self-povern- 
ment.  If  the  (Ministers  must  listen  10 
siiegfstions,  he  would  just  hint  that  they 
should  listen  to  the  sugs^'l'0"s  of  'heir 
friends,  and  not  of  their  enemies.  He  was, 
however,  loo  well  grounded  by  experience 
in  Slating  this  his  hrsiiaiion  and  doubts, 
uhich  he  did  openly.  He  feaied  there 
was  loo  great  a  lewning  on  iheir  pari  to 
li:iien  to  the  suggestions  liom  the  opposite 
benches,  while  ihev  turned  a  diiif  ear  .<nd 
a  told  shoulder  to  ihi-ir  friends.  He  beg- 
ged  to  press   it  on   tl-eir   minds,    if  they 


ish.d     to 


gieal  pr 


ciple  of  tlieiis— namely   that  the 
hy  of  sclf.jiovernmeni  — 


.t^ya 


that 


fairly  I 


ep  they  ma. 

d  gliiriniis  principle  ol  U'gislation 
I  •was  a  siep  to  ensuie  and  sireiit>lhen  their 
own  p(>wer,  and  that  every  single  inch 
which  they  yielded  to  faUe  and  dangerous 
suggestions,  coming  from  the  opposite 
bench,  weakened  their  dominion,  by  de- 
stroying the  confidtnce  of  the  people  in 
them.  He  wished  them  to  understand, 
wished  the  people  of  England 
understand,  that  the  two  parties 
late  were  now  at  issue  wiih  respect 
to  the  whole  Irish  people  upon  the  princi- 
ple which  distinguished  that  party  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  belonged 
from  what  he  would  call  the  real  demo- 
cracy  of  England.  The  opposiie  party 
declared,  thai  tlie  people  were  not  worthy 
of  self-government:  he  as  (irmly  declared 
that  they  were.  They  were  at  issue  upon 
the  question  of  Irelnnd^thai,  however, 
was  hut  one  great  instance  of  the  manifes- 
tations of  the  two  contending  principles. 
The  Irish  Municipal  Corpoiations  were 
the  subject  matter,  but  the  principle  of 
democracy  was  the  thing  that  wiis  really 
involved.  Every  suggestion,  therefore, 
that  came  from  the  other  side  of  the  House 
would  come  only  with  a  motive  to  destroy 
the  people's  political  rights;  every  word 
of  theirs  ought  to  be  listened  to  with  cau- 
tion. He  would  beg  nnd  intreat  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  if  Ihcy  were  sincere  in 
the  many  declarations  they  had  made  con- 
cerning the  good  government  of  Ireland, 
id  concerning  the  good  government  of 
ngland,  not  in  any  way  to  abate  one  jot 
one  iota  of  the  Bill  now  bronght  in, 
;t  ihem  enlarge  it  if  they  would,  and 
ake  it  what  it  ought  to  be ;  send  it 
rough  that  House ;    send  it  up  to  ibfl 
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Mber ;  umI  tben,  if  tb«  aofak  Lord  voaU '  tbe  ok  of  Hi.  Fogutj  wu  aiwtber  i&. 
MT  Utat  bii  UinisbT  vm  depesdent  upon  tUDce  of  liw  (sme  headlong  bnrry  m 
the  bu  of  itot  Bill,  ke  was  not  fearful  of  rcfistenDg  IboM  wfao,  br  do  dutortkm  of 
tbe  fcmIi.  He.  for  one,  vooM  be  a  tan-  ibe  Act,  woald  be  eiuiil«l  to  a  vote.  Tbe 
gaiae  cotafaaiaiit  ia  favoar  of  that  great  caae  of  Hr.  RevnoUs  alao,  was  a  va>7 
pciaeiple.  He  was  willing  to  Dghi  the  fljztant  oae.  He  wu  conncled  the  ve«r 
nypnatau  ot  it  foot  lo  foot  before  tbe  uo-  before  bis  Kcond  iocarceratioa ;  aod  jeC. 
abnnkiog  ittenetb  of  tke  pmdeat,  liOant,  on  his  liberaiioo,  he  was  feood  at  tbe  bead 
geatioua  people  of  England.  To  trie  of  a  oiob,  baran^uio^  in  Coboig  Oaideas. 
peof^  of  Ei^aod  be  woaiJ  tra^t  the  Id  debance  of  the  Judge  who  tried  aad 
MMie  of  ibis  erand  and  bieh  debate;  to  seotenced  him  be>as,b«werer,diicharged 
■ben  be  wouid  leare  its  Di:imsie  deter-  fiota  Eiinniabam  priaoa,  by  the  Lonl- 
ninauoo,  and  cen^  be  wis,  i..U  ibe  L<euieRani  of  Irelaiul,  in  a  manner  every 
Tictorj  woaid  be  with  tbe  r.^ht  —  with  way  os<;ii sire  to  jastice  and  law.  Wrtk 
Iboscwbowcre  bghiiog  id  tbii  U:use  for  respect  to  M'Gibin's  case,  tbe  facts  were 
tbe  real,  light,  ctcar,  and  decr.rte  ruie,  cot  <l:;v3iiiar :  Jodeed,  like  ibe  last,  tbejr 
ibu  tbe  people  of  Great  Bniiia  and  ire-  j  wrte  Terr  eitfaotdioary.  U'Oabaa  waa 
laad  were  wolhj lobe  lheirowagoi«moi5-  IcMd  for  eicitio^  looiBlt  and  riot,  at  ibc 
Let  wt  Han  aaj,  tbat  tbat  was  not  t.  e  heid  of  a  iccb  of  people,  before  a  lar^ 
prtaeiple  at  iMse:  it  m^t  be  coreied  ,  bmeb  of  macisirales,  at  tbe  q—rtcr^e* 
oaat  far  tbe  ■KNaeni  by  ibe  asiale  and  5ioi^  and  roati.ied.  Sentence  was  paaaed 
learned  la^etteiiT of  others— it  m^hi  be]  on  him  accordio^lT. aod  bewascorwrnkted 
caqied  aad  cardled  at.  bat  thit  «as  ibe '  lo  priwii.  But  ti>s  brotber  ncoMKislMd 
seal  ptiacipit  befoe  ibem  wh-ch  tke  repfe- 1  ibe  LoM.LienieDant,  acd  be  was  at  oaec 
aMniiraa  of  the  pcofde  mast  decide.  I  iiberaled  bj  tbat  aobieaiaa.    Tlte  eowna 

Colooel  Cowx'/jr  kaiiog  mored  ir.e  ISi'a  ',  of  Uw  in  Ireland  was  leadend  ridienlnas 
leaoltiiicn.  »i  the  me^tiDs:  aliude^  to  b%  ,  by  Hca  proceectngs  wbicb  coald  not  fail, 
lbci»>^eLcniof>,x<$<ie.  i'.it  hiaiM:.*  ;.~7s«:  :_  :ce  :  r?  r.=,  to  be  demactire  of  aU 
in  stale  ku  ivaions  for  aa  dain^,  T;:ai  c:der.  'F^c3:i»ti:utM>D  of  the  la^istiaej 
■CMwg  wasatacmbied  lor  lac  purpose  of  w,:s  assTcer  tvb;eet,  m  which  tboe  was 
•rekiac  redren  by  *ppe>h  to  tbe  p.-opec  ms.-h  toco-n^Ui^  of  tbe  IrishCinieramtnfc 
powers,  awd  tbe  noble  Lord  io  animad-  ^  T:ieie  w^  Ike  ca«  of  Hr.  Pumili  on 
vertiag  oa  tke  meeiiog,  ooIt  slated  wkal  record  in  proof  of  it.  That  Geallewan 
sailed  his  owa  parpotes.  This  was  not  bad  beaded  a  atob  iare«sUocelaibe  Wry 
gsatroM  in  ike  noble  Lord,  who  ought  lo  of  a  couaiy  cess  in  tbe  Qaeen's  riiMl| ; 
have  read  the  entiie  reK>lotiona.  T:ie  ,  f^r  wLicb  he  was  convkted  by  ibe  b^«h 
meeting  of  Proteoanis  wu  called  forth  by  *  of  majnstr'iet.     Yet  be  w^  o«e  of  thaw 

the  sense  of  iajniy,  and  tbeir  olqect  was    nimr '    j  ilii  fT aiiiiilii  ian.iilii  J 

to  petition  for  redrem,  Thji  would  be  Lcrd  de  Vescy  objccicd  to  ibe  sppoiM- 
aeen  from  tbe  resoiaiioss,  and  he  was  pre-  j  atenl  of  sacfa  s  person  so  very  sirtmgly, 
pared  to  prove  every  asiertioo  nade  in  i  ibat  they  sere  obiiged  to  forego  their  iolc» 
tkiai  Tbe  neeting  was  called  esclusite.  lions ;  hot  sliil  that  did  not  exlennsic  the 
but  it  was  not  so  esclosiTc  as  ibe  conduct '  charge  agaiiiit  them ;  aod  when  be  was 
of  Ministers,  who  placed  every  engine  of  out  of  the  way,  Hr.  Camidy  was  pived 
Governmenl  SI  tbe  foot  of  tbe  nisn  whom  ,  on  ibc  bench,  Tiiere  was  another  rate  in 
Ibey  formerly  reviled   and   dcriiled,     7he '  ihe   S40ie  county,  of  a  sinilar  cfaam^tw- 

abaw  of  peiiooace  which  had  taken  place  '  A  person  named  Dunn,  who  had  e 

ennkl  be  proved  in  the  case  of  Mr,  0>i»od,  |  ibe  peace — who  bad,  at  the  bead  of  a  b 
whoscBolcobjectappcared  tobe,  to  viii.te' mob,  threatened  a  Mr.  Cooper,  a  m^ 
«Me«  on  one  side.  On  the  aulhorily  of  n  i  siraie— was.indespiteoftbercmottsiTancei 
magisuate— ["  ^«m#/"]_h«  would  be  |  of  lyjrddeVewT,  who  objected  to  him  oaihe 
prepared  to  give  the  name  whm  a  crjoi-  grounds  tbat  he  bad  lo  Mr.  Caisidy.  aba 
mitiee  of  invest igsi ion  was  grsnlt:d  ;  s-id,  sjipoinied  to  ibe  magistracy.  These  weve 
aficr  the  obMrvsiions  mads  by  iha  noble  |  things  not  to  be  lightly  passed  over.  With 
Lord,  Govcraa»ent  wers  bound  to  grant  n  |  revpect  lo  llie  greal  Prolesiant  meeting  ia 


.  Oa  lbs  awihoiity  of  s  itm-fi- '.  Dublin,  in  which  he  took  part,  he  wm 
strate,  be  eowU  pnyvs  the  sr  and*  I  on*  {mT'  I  r«!4i]yio  bcarihe  blame,  si  well  astoshsre 
tialMj  of  Mr.  Oibson,  wiifa  fS«psot  to  ihs  I  Iha  praiM  of  it.  Il  was  called  for  1^  the 
~' cvlHibbad  bwne0fl>f>lalMd  pf;  liitMlMMiorilMWiinUj— iiwM«aU-()M4 
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—and  tiie  power  it  had  vat  clearly  ex- 
hibited in  the  illiberal,  intolerant,  and 
IgooraDi  protest  entered  against  its  pro- 
ceedJDgSr  Thoie  truly  liberal  Peers,  who 
took  part  in  it,  aod  by  so  doing  asserted 
the  right  of  British  subjects  to  petition  for 
the  redreis  of  grievances,  deserved  well  or 
the  country,  for  calling  the  attention  of 
the  Legislature  to  the  circumBtances  in 
which  it  was  placed  at  (hat  juncture — 
circumstances  subversive  of  the  peace,  or- 
der, property,  end  stibilitj  of  that  porlioi 
of  the  empire. 

Mr.  O'Conor  deprecated  the  attacks  on 
private  character  whicli  had  been  so  un- 
sparingly indulged  in  during  the  debate 
OD  the  question  before  the  House.  Th« 
hoD.  and  gallant  Member,  who  last  spoke, 
had  assailed  the  character  of  Mr.  Gibson. 
Mr.  Gibsoo  was  a  private  friend  of  his, 
and  from  his  owa  kaowledge  of  him,  he 
should  have  no  hesiiatJoii  in  saying,  that 
the  hoii,  and  gallant  Member  must  have 
been  misiaformed  in  what  he  stated  re- 
■pecting  him.  Thehon.  Member  had  also 
■eemed  to  doubt  the  declaration  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  spoke  last,  respecting  the 
impossibility  of  procuring  admission  to  the 
Piotestant  meeting  in  Dublin  ;  but  he  had 
been  informed,  that  no  one  was  periDitted 
to  be  present,  unless  he  signed  a  docu- 
ment, purporting  to  be  his  adhesion  or 
conformity  with  the  principles  to  be  there 
promulgated.  With  regard  to  the  National 
Association,  he  felt  bound  to  say,  that  he 
regretted  its  existence— but  he  regretted 
more  the  cause  which  bad  created  it.  That 
cause  was,  the  denial  of  their  just  rights 
to  the  people  of  Irelaod.  In  cocnexion 
with  the  fact  of  hi*  becoming  a  member  of 
it,  be  was  free  to  say,  that  he  did  so 
because  be  knew  the  country  was  excited 
OD  the  subject  of  that  denial,  and  because 
ha  believed  it  would  afl'ord  the  only  safe 
vent  for  the  ebullition  of  the  angry  feelings 
of  the  people.     They  were  charged  with 

'  being  Bgiletori.  The  Tories  were  the  great 
agitators.  They  withheld  justice  until  it 
was  extorted  from  them;  and  only  yielded 
their  rights  to  the  people  when  they  could 
no  longer  retain  them.  That  was  the  case 
with  Catholic  Emancipation.  In  with* 
holding  that,  until  it  was  forced  from  them 
by  the  threatening  combination  of  an 
entire  people,  they  had  shown  them,  that 
when  they  required  redress,  they  should 
nM  stand  on  their  right  to  it,  but  on  their ! 
power  to  compel  it :  tpd  that  (o  obuin  it 
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of  justice,  but  to  their  sense  of  danger. 
He  would  ask,  now  that  Catholic  Emanci- 
pation made  all  equal,  why  was  an  attempt 
made  to  impose  the  brand  of  degradation 
on  the  people  of  Ireland  stilt?  Why  was 
the  spirit  of  the  penal  code  brought  into 
operation,  when  its  letter  was  effaced  from 
the  statute-book?  Was  it  not  in  the  spirit 
of  the  penal  code  to  deny  corporate  reform 
to  them  ?  Was  it  anything  else,  indeed, 
but  persecution  ?  It  might,  he  was  aware, 
be  said, that  these-iustitutions  weie  founded 
for  the  extension  and  support  of  the  Pro- 
testant religion,  and  that,  therefore,  they 
should  be  still-maintained  for  the  further- 
ance of  that  purpose-;  but  had  it  extended 
itself  under  their  influence— had  It  io- 
ercased  by  their  su;;port  ?  The  returns  of 
the  population  of  both  religious  deno- 
minations proved  the  direct  contrary;  for 
the  CalholicB  bad,  in  many  places,  in- 
creased more  than  tenfuld.  But  it  was 
unjust  to  suppose  that,  even  if  they  were 
for  that  purpose,  that  the  Catholics  would 
avail  tbemtelvea  of  their  reform,  to  the 
injury  of  Protestantism.  When  he  saw  all 
over  Ireland,  but  especially  in  his  own 
most  Catholic  district  in  that  country,  the 
men  the  Catholics  had  elected  to  serve  in 
Parliament — an  almost  equal  number  be- 
ing Protestants  and  Catholics — he  could 
not  avoid  coming  to  the  distinbt  couclusioa 
that  were  they  in  possession  of  the  minor 
rights  of  corporate  election,  they  would 
employ  tbemai  together  as  unobjectionahly. 
For  these  reasons,  he  was  of  opinion,  that 
corporate  reform  in  Ireland  ^ould  be 
granted  without  delay;  and  that  no  ob- 
struction should  be  thrown  In  its  course  in 
either  branch  of  the  Legislature.  With 
respect  to  the  policy  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment towards  Ireland,  he  could  only 
join  in  echoing  the  testimony  borne  on  his 
side  of  the  House,  to  the  zeal,  tirmnesi, 
temperance,  and  vigour  with  which  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  oftbat  country  discharged 
the  arduous  end  important  duties  of  his 
high  ofEce.  His  personal  demeanour,  and 
equitable  administration,  had  contributed 
more  to  the  tranquillity  which  Ireland  now 
enjoyed,  than  could  all  the  Coercion  Bilk 
which  were  ever  passed. 
Debate  adjourned. 
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Ml'NMCIPAL  ConPORATlONS  (IRE- 
LAND).— Adjouhned  Debate.]  The 
Order oftlie Day  for  iesiiniiiiM;ihe  adjourn- 
ed  dtbatb  on  the  Municipal  Corporalions 
Bill  wHsrend. 

Mr.  Dillon  Browne  said,  that  theques- 
lioii  ai  isKue  was,  whether  the  lii$li  were 
to  be  consideieil  British  sulijerls  or  not 
— tthfUier  thfy  were  to  be  stamped  as 
inrerinr  to  Englishmen  —  whetlier  thev 
were  to  be  IrHmpIed  on  iind  insulted*  In 
what  he  meHnt  to  say  on  the  subject  he 
should  make  no  personal  observations, 
but  should  f<ii1ow  (he  course  pursued 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  whom  he 
had  heard  with  great  delight.  He  should 
not  take  example  by  the  hon  and  learned 
Member  Tor  Bandon  ;  neiiher  should  he 
adopt  that  held  out  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  tbe  University  of  Dublin ; 
and,  above  all,  he  should  not  be  influenced 
by  that  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Doneffat,  who,  wiib  a  delicacy  rot  lo 
be  equalled,  held  up  Mr.  Hudson  to  the 
odium  of  Ihh  House  on  a  tharge  affecting 
his  character  as  a  professional  mun  ant' 
a  gentleman,  while  he  declined  lo  dis- 
close the  name  of  the  maeisir'aieon  whosi 
Buihority  he  made  the  allei£ation  ag^iinsi 
him.  The  real  question  befoie  the  Housi 
was,  whether  curporaie  reform  was  to  be 
refused  lo  Ireland  or  not  ?  What  plea  had 
the  opponents  of  ihe  (rish  people  to  with- 
hold it  ?  He  was  aware  that  It  had  been 
urged  over  and  over  again  that  corpor- 
Biinna  in  Ireland  would  become  normal 
schools  of  agitation  ;  and  he  knew  that 
the  supporters  of  the  measure  were  accused 
of  improper  motive*.  But  while  the  ene- 
mies ofthepeopletif  Ireland  were  refusing 
lo  celebrate  the  bans  between  the  corpor- 
ations and  the  Catholics  of  that  country 
tbe  delay  nave  birth  to  the  fearful  pro- 
geny of  the  National  Association.  He 
would  ask  whether  even  the  normal 
schools  contained  more  elements  of  agita- 
tion than  that  Association — those  normal 
echools  of  which  so  much  fear  was  af- 
fected ?  He  would  ask.  whether  they  were 
more  to  be  dreaded  at  their  worst  than 
;the  consequences  of  that  denial  of  jiistice 
.which  at   once  converted  a  whule  Dation 
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into  a  society  ?  He  conjured  the  hon. 
Genilemen  opposite  to  grant  corporate 
iform  to  Ireland  this  year  for  the  same 
ason  through  the  operation  of  which 
they  refused  it  last  year — to  make  the 
inoonsislency  of  1837  a  boon  and  peace- 
affering  to  injustice  of  18.16,     The   other 
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olil  aphorism,  that  knowledge  was  power. 
The  people  of  Ireland  knew  it.  With 
such  knowledge,  he  would  ask,  was  it 
Safe  or  prudent  to  deny  them  their  equit- 
able and  just  rights?  It  might  be  said 
by  hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  that  tliey  despised  the  National 
AssQciaiion,  but  be  would  beg  to  remind 
ihem  that  the  same  was  said  of  the  Catholic 
Associaiion  In  former  days.  It  might  be 
said  also  that  they  would  suppress  it ;  but 
tliey  would  find  the  attempt  83  futile  and 
as  nnsuccesafulas  they  did  that  to  suppress 
ihe  Catholic  Association.  There  wb>  a 
greatanalogy  between  the  two  asBOciationB  ; 
indeed,  the  best  idea  which  couid  be  form- 
of  the  one  would  be  by  studying  the 
history  of  the  Other,  Before  Catholic 
Emancipation  was  achieved,  by  the  aid 
of  the  Catholic  Association,  the  Irish 
Catholic  was  overwhelmed  with  misery, 
and  sunk  in  political  degradation.  He 
could  scarcely  be  called  a  rational  being 
because  he  was  deprived  by  the  law  of 
the  meansof  education:  he  could  still  less 
be  culled  a  social  being,  for  the  prejudice! 
of  religion  and  the  hatred  of  those  in 
power  prevented  all  association  with  hi« 
fellow  Bubjecis.  At  that  time  the  system 
of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  was  In 
full  force  :  while  they  were  in  the  vigour  of 
matured  power  and  strength.  How  stood 
things  now?  The  prejndices  that  beset 
one  portion  of  the  people  of  Ireland  had 
vanished  before  the  light  of  reform,  and 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  were  powerless,  and 
their  system  was  overthrown:  He  woold 
ask  the  House  whether,  if  Catholic  Eman- 
cipation were  achieved  under  such  disad- 
vanlageouBcircumstances,corporatereform 
could  be  refused,  now  that  the  people 
were  conscious  of  their  strength,  in  posses- 
sion of  knowledge,  and,  therefore,  of 
power  ?  How  could  justice  be  refused 
them  now  ?  He  could  not  approach  the 
discussion  of  the  subject  as  calmly  as  be 
would  wish.  He  felt  the  nalioual  feeling 
mantle  in  his  cheek,  and  suffuse  hit  brow 
ffith  the  bluih  of  ihame  and  indignatioD; 
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for  bed  he  not  been  called  an  alien,  and 
had  he  not  been  held  uiiwoithjr  to  eiercise 
the  power  of  seir-^overnroent  ?  He  felt 
the  brand  of  degradation  deep  on  hia 
forehead,  and  ontil  corporate  reform  was 
conceded  to  Ireland,  he  should  ever  look 
on  himself  as  a  sligmatised  Member  of 
Ibat  House.  There  was  a  strange  si- 
milarity between  the  obstinacy  of  those 
who  opposed  that  boon  to  his  country  and 
-  that  of  their  forefathers  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  the  1st.,  and  he  conjured  those 
who  refused  it  to  look  over  the  archives  of 
their  ancient  families,  and  take  example 
by  the  lessons  which  history  afforded  them, 
when  the  House  ofCommoos  wasdeclared 
the  sole  power  of  the  Stale. 

Mr,  W,  Roche  said :  Permit  me  first 
to  advert  to  what  fell  from  a  right  hon. 
and  judicial  Gentleman,  the  Member  for 
the  Uuiversily  of  Dublin,  last  night,  re. 
■pecting  a  near  relaiive  and  esteemed 
friend  of  mine,  Mr.  O'Brien,  of  Elmvale,  in 
the  county  uf  Clare,  who  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  was  selected  by  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  for  the  shrievalty  of  thai 
county,  notwithstanding  his  not  having 
been  on  the  judge's  list  of  high  sheriiTs ; 
and  notwithstanding  some  observations  of 
his  at  a  dinner  given  by  their  constituents 
to  the  Members  of  (the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman mistakenly  said)  the  county  of 
Limerick — but  he  should  have  said  to 
those  for  the  city  of  Limerick,  namely, 
my  hon.  Colle^ue  and  myself,  at  which 
Mr.  O'Brien  presided,  and  at  which 
entertainment  (the  right  hon.  Gentle' 
man  added)  waved  banners  with — 
"  Repeal  of  the  Union,"  "  Short  Parlia- 
ments," "  Vole  by  Ballot,"  &c.,  &c.,  in- 
serted thereon.  In  the  first  instance  one 
would  suppose  that  this  dinner  was  of 
recent  occurrence,  whereas  it  took  place 
some  four  or  five  years  ago,  at  a  period 
when  we  had  a  government  which, 
though  not  actually  a  Tory  one,  was  un- 
fortunately so  far  at  least  as  reg<)rded 
Ireland,  imbued  with  and  actuated  by  [he 
most  Tory  principles,  and  which  shortly 
after  passed  that  mo»t  offensive  and  un- 
constitutional, because  unnecessury  mea- 
sure, ihe  Coercion  Bill;  unnecessary, 
because  the  laws,  if  actually  put  inforce, 
were  quite  adequate  to  suppress  the  out- 
rages of  the  day  williout  any  such  coer- 
cive enactment.  Wh.it  species  of  banners 
were  e»hibiied  on  that  occasion  1  cer- 
tainly can  not  now  call  to  my  recollec- 
tioD,  but  1  can  call  to   memory  that  the 


sentiments  entertained  by  tny  respected 
friend  and  relative  on  the  subject  of  the 
Union,  tallied,  I  may  say.  wiib  my  own, 
namely,  that  though  most  assuredly  wa 
would  prefer  its  repeal  to  seeing  Ireland 
oppressed,  divested  of  constitutional  pro- 
tection, humiliated  or  trampled  upon,  yet 
that  wc  entertain  an  anxious  hope  this 
awful  alternative  may  be  everted  by  a 
happier  change  in  the  legislative  and 
executive  conduct  of  this  country  towards 
Ireland.  Sir,  that  change  has  taken 
place,  BO  far,  at  least,  as  it  is  not  impeded 
by  the  injustice  and  perverseness  of  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side,  and  a  corres- 
ponding alteration  has  accordingly  oc- 
curred in  the  feelings  of  the  Irish  people 
relative  to  their  connexion  with  this  coun- 
try. To  that  connesion,  Sir,  and  to  the 
compact  of  union  there  are  two  parlJes,  to 
which  both  are  equally  bound,  or  both  are 
equally  released.  The  spirit  and  purpose 
of  that  compact  are — to  give  us  equal 
laws,  rights,  and  privileges,  in  fact,  as  it 
was  said,  to  make  Irelund  a  second  Yoik- 
shire  of  England  :  but  has  such  been  the 
praciJce  or  the  result;  or  does  this  refusal 
of  Ihe  municipal  franchises  granted  lo 
England  and  Scotland  savour  of  that 
unity,  that  identity,  and  mutuality? 
Certainly  not.  Bui,  Sir,  we  do  not 
blame  the  Government  nor  the  British 
people;  we  blame  only  a  party,  who 
recklessly  look  to  their  individual  interests 
and  perverse  principles,  in  preference  to 
■  he  interests  and  happiness  of  their  native 
hnil.  But  to  return  to  my  fiiend  Mr. 
O'Brien,  his  shrievalty  was  a  model  of 
propriety,  of  dignity,  utility,  and  ability, 
which  can  be  testified  by  the  Members 
for  his  county,  and  those  of  the  neigh- 
bouring counties,  and  a  belter  or  wiser 
selection  bis  EKcetlency  the  Loid-Liiu- 
tenant  never  made.  His  politics  are  like 
his  general  conduct — lemperute,  dignitied, 
loyal,  and  patriotic;  and  at  a  dinner  very 
recently  given  to  ihe  right  hon.  the  Cnan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  Limerick  he 
was  chosen  by  the  ciliteon  of  l.imeri'-k 
lo  be  their  chairman.  Now,  Sir,  let 
me  proceed  to  the  ^-eneral  siibjrct  of 
the  present  dcbaie;  and  permit  me  first 
to  say,  that  noiuiihslanding  the  plen- 
teous censure  which  Hie  lii»li  Awsoiia- 
lion  has  experienced  from  Genilemeii  on 
the  opposite  benche-',  I  feel  srtlisf-.clinn 
and  Sell-iipprohaiion  m  saying  he  behinucd 
to  it,  and  was  one  of  its  eaily  adherrnis. 
Doubtless  1  should  vastly  prefer  that  the 
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mora  popular  out  of  it,  bat  vbich  bad 
DOlhmg  whatever  to  do  with  the  question, 
wbether  the  Municipal  Corporation  Bill 
tor  Ireland  would  be  beneficial  to  the 
empire  Bt  larj^e.  Hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
■ite  bad  left  out  oT  consideration  what 
would  be  tbe  real  efiect  of  this  Bill  in  Ire< 
land.  It  was  a  Bill  for  reforming  Corpo- 
raiions.  Now  it  was  agreed  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  that  iho  Irish  corporations 
should  be  reformed  -.anti  tbe  question  at 
issue,  at  nil  events  among  most  hon. 
Members,  was,  whether  ihe  plan  which 
Ministers  contemplated  would  be  the  most 
fittinE  reform  or  not.  The  only  states- 
manlike way  of  looking  at  that  question 
was,  by  the  real  practical  effects  which 
the  Bill  would  have.  His  opinion  de- 
cidedly was,  that  however  well  the  theory 
of  the  Government  might  look  upon  paper, 
that  practically  the  establishment  of  cnr- 
porations  in  Ireland  upon  the  footing  on 
which  bis  Majesty's  Ministers  wished  to 
establish  them,  was  ostensibly  (he  did  not 
use  the  word  invidiously)  intended  lo  work 
one  object,  when,  in  point  of  fact,  it  would 
work  another.  It  had  the  appearance  of 
providing  for  the  just  and  equitable  go- 
vernment of  certain  of  the  borough  towns 
in  Ireland.  That  was  the  ostensible 
ground  on  which  it  was  put  forward  ;  but  it 
had  been  left  totally  out  of  the  question  (as 
far  as  the  debate  had  gone)  what  would 
be  the  real  practical  effect  of  the  Bill. 
Undoubtedly  it  was  well  understood  that 
that  effect  would  be  to  increase  the  power 
of  the  party  who  sat  on  the  Ministerial  aide 
of  the  House,  and  to  diminish  the  power 
of  the  party  on  the  Opposition  side.  That 
was  the  real  questton  at  issue.  Supposing, 
for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  the  corpo- 
rations in  Ireland  had  hitherto  been  ex- 
clusively Protestant  and  in  the  Tory  inte- 
rest, and  it  was  fit  that  they  should  now 
be  destroyed,  that  argument  did  not 
extend  lo  the  species  of  reform  contem- 
plated. The  reverse  of  wrong  was  not 
right.  It  was  a  strange  species  of  jus- 
tice to  take  power  from  one  party 
and  put  it  clearly  into  the  hands  of 
another.  Upon  that  ground,  he  objected 
lo  tbe  arguments  and  the  propositions  ad- 
vanced on  the  other  side.  He  would  now 
advert  to  that  subject  which  had  been  in- 
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if  he  were  so  inclined,  he  might  plead 
exemption  from  the  consequence*  whicb 
might  follow  his  joining  in  its  proceedings. 
But  he  did  not  intend  at  all  to  relieve 
himself  from  that  responsibility.  He 
fully  concurred  in  the  sentiments  of  those 
Gentlemen  who  attended  there ;  he  wai 
happy  to  be  joined  .wiih  them,  and  to 
stand  with  them,  whatever  might  be  the 
result.  He  had  read  those  resolutjoni 
carefully,  especially  that  which  had  been 
commented  upon  with  great  asperity  in 
that  Houie,  and  be  must  say,  he  did  not 
think  they  deserved  the  reprobation  which 
bud  been  bestowed  upon  them.  Without 
critically  scrutiniiiiig  the  words  in  vliich 
the  resolutions  were  drawn  up,  of  which  he 
was  not  cognisant  at  the  time,  he  must 
say  that  he  conscrenllously  believed 
that  the  patronage  of  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment and  the  prerogative  of  mercy 
bad  been  exercised  in  a  manner,  injurious 
to  tbe  peace  of  tbe  country,  lo  the  admi- 
nistration of  its  laws  1  and  tbe  Btabilitv  of 
tbe  British  connexion;  that  persons  bad 
been  placed  in  office  whose  principal  re- 
commendation, in  some  instances,  had 
been  the  political  opinions  they  enter, 
tained  ;  and  he  did  believe  that  the  ap- 
pointments so  made  bad  been  the  cause 
of  the  creation  of  fictitious  voles,  and 
greatly  prejudiced  the  ad  minis  iTalioo  of 
justice.  Supposing  he  hud  signed  the 
resolutions  containing  these-  svniiments, 
be  did  not  think  that  he  ought  to  be 
ctitecbised  where,  when,  and  bOw,  this  hxd 
been  done.  He  thought,  as  a  British  sub- 
ject, he  had  a  ri|iht  to  express  his  opinion 
on  these  matters  either  in  or  out  of  ParlU- 
ment.  If  he  had  a  coosclenlious  convic- 
tion that  he  was  right  in  tbeae  senlitfienta, 
he  was  jusliiied  in  expressing  litem  eiiber 
in  that  House,  where  privilege  estended, 
or  out  of  the  House  where  there  was  no  - 
protection.  If  ibe  expression  ofsuch  senti- 
ments were  realty  to  be  suppressed, he  wai 
at  a  loss  to  conceive  wherein  the  liberty  of 
the  subject  consisted.  He  knew  not  what 
was  to  prevent  any  number  of  persons 
(whether  Catholic  or  Protestant),  who 
chose  to  meet  in  Dublin  and  express  cer- 
tain opinions,  to  consider  the  means  of 
advancing  them,  embody  them  in  resolu- 
tions, carry  them  to  the  House  of  Com- 
'""DB,  and,  if  they  thought  fit,  lay  them  in 
oyat  and  respectful  manner  at  the  foot 
the  throne.  He  conceived  all  this  to 
conformable  to  what  he  had  always 
dentood  to  be  tbe  liberty  of  the  (nbJMt 
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The  noble  Lord  called  od  the  House  to 
^ve  equal  privileges  to  Ireland  ;  lie  ought 
firit  to  call  on  Ireland  to  give  equal  obe- 
dience to  tbe  lawi.  It  VIM  said,  that  jus- 
tice required  the  establishment  of  cor- 
poraiions.  If  the  old  corporations  had 
abused  their  powers,  justice  required  that 
Ihej  should  be  deprived  of  that  power, 
but  not  that  that  power  should  he  trans- 
ferred to  others  who  were  equally  likely  to 
abuse  it.  It  was  very  well  to  Bay,  that  the 
corporations  would  be  open  to  all  sects — 
could  anyone  doubt  that  the  power  would 
be  entirely  in  the  hands  of  Catholics  ?  It 
was  said,  that  the  population  of  Ireland 
ought  to  govern  themselves.  Did  they 
govern  themselves,  or  were  they  governed  ? 
They  had  been  called  "  hereditary  bonds- 
men ;"  they  were  hereditary  bondsmen. 
They  were  hereditary  bondsmen  to  faction 
and  to  priestcraft.  It  had  been  said,  that 
a  refusal  of  corporations  would  be  an  in- 
sult lo  Ireland.  No  ;  if  the  corporations 
were  useful  to  the  Protestant  cause,  it  was 
the  Protestants  that  were  insulted  by  their 
abolition ;  but  they  did  not  complain. 
They  were  willing  that  the  corporations 
should  be  abolished,  but  they  were  not 
willing  that  all  power  should  be  trans- 
ferred lo  their  adversaries.  The  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  bad  been  praised.  Why 
did  the  very  men  who  said  that  this  was 
the  best  possible  Government  form  this 
Association?  It  was  said,  that  the  tran- 
quillity of  Ireland  justified  the  giving  of 
corporalioDs.  That  tranquillity  was  spe- 
cious and  delusive — it  was  produced  by 
terror.  He  would  read  them  an  extract 
from  a  paper — the  Leeds  Mercury.  It 
was  beaded  "  Passive  Resistance."  It 
■taied  that  there  were  60,000  persons  as- 
sembled to  witness  a  tithe  sale:  that 
ihoDtch  the  sheriff  gave  every  assurance 
that  bidders  should  be  protected,  no  bid- 
ding was  iDBde.  The  multitude  looked  on 
silent  and  calm.  Everything  passed  in 
dumb  show,  and  at  the  conclusion  the 
people  dispersed  in  perfect  quiet.  This 
was  the  slate  of  the  law  in  Iieland.  The 
slierifT  was  obli^d  to  call  out  thi  paste 
eomUaiut,  to  enable  him  to  execute  (he 
law  I  but  that  very  posse  conutalut,  which 
ought  to  have  assisted  him  in  the  execu- 
tion of  the  law,  was  itself  the  erenl  ob- 
stacle lo  ilK  execution.  Thus  the  officer 
aoDointed  to  execute  the  law  was  lef^  in  a 
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allegiance  he  had  a  right  to  rely.  Ha 
was  menaced  in  tbe  performance  of  his 
duly  by  the  fear  of  death — not,  indeed, 
directly  threatened,  but  silently  and  indi- 
rectly 'implied.  The  vast  assembly  had 
stood  calm  but  resolute  spectators  of  thia 
abortive  attempt  to  enforce  the  law  ;  but 
no  one  had  dared  to  purchase — no  one  had 
had  the  hardihood  to  deSle  his  hands  with 
the  materials  of  a  levy  for  tithes.  Yet  all 
this  passed  unrebuked  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny,  who  came 
down  to  that  House  and  said,  that  if  a 
small  portion  of  the  tithes  were  e  mltted, 
the  remainder  would  be  secured, — and 
who  certainly,  to  the  extent  of  that  re- 
mainder, upheld  tithes,  and  was  bound  to 
recommend  the  payment  of  that.  But, 
whether  that  hon.  and  learned  Member 
reprobated  tithes  wholly  or  partially,  the 
title  of  the  claimants  of  them  was  as  good 
as  the  title  of  the  hon.  Member  to  hia 
estate  :  he  said,  as  good  as  the  title  of  the 
hon.  Member  to  his  estate  ;  for,  whatever 
his  title  lo  the  "  rent"  might  be — and  be 
would  not  dispute  about  it,  for  he  did  not 
understand  that  species  of  titles — the  title 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to  his 
estate  was  the  best  title  he  had.  Why 
was  it  that  the  noble  Lord  did  not  extend 
the  protection  of  Government  lo  those  who 
vindicated  rights  conferred  on  them  by 
the  law?  Was  it  for  the  purpose  of 
placing  those  individuals  in  a  situation  so 
helpless  as  to  provoke  outrage,  and  of  con- 
verting that  outrage  into  a  pretext  for  de- 
stroying rights  which  were  obnoxious,  if 
not  to  the  noble  Lord,  at  least  to  those 
who  had  influence  with  him?  If  it  waa 
not,  and  if  the  noble  Lord  were  sincere  In 
his  expressions  of  attachment  to  the  Esta- 
blished Church,  and  his  determination  to 
uphold  it,  how  came  it  that  the  indivi- 
duals to  whom  he  had  alluded — men  who 
were  Protestants — learned,  zealous,  and 
pious  Protestants— men  bent  on  the  fulfil- 
ment of  their  sacred  mission — were  now 
prisoners  in  their  houses  ?  Not  only  were 
their  persons  insecure,  not  only  were  their 
I'ainilies  enduring  suiferings.  but  their  very 
houses  had  ceased  lo  be  sanctuaries  for 
ihem,  having  become  marks  for  the  incen- 
diiiry; — and  yet  these  men  were  said  to 
"  imagine"  that  ibey  felt  pain.  What 
men  felt  when  imagining  pain,  be  did  not 
know  ;  hut  he  certainly  did  ihink,  (hat 
unger  was  a  pain  not  confined  10  the 
naginaiion  merely.  He  did  think,  ihat 
:ie  owners  of  tithes  had  shown  that  tbe<r 
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hii  order."  Ifothir*  met,  if  othera  con- 
fcderaUd,  wh;  ahauld  not  those  who 
thought  as  he  did,  meet,  and  combine, 
end  confederate?  Why  should  not  the; 
letort  on  their  adveriariflB  the  meaiurei 
which  Uad  been  employed  against  them- 
■elves?  Those  adversariei  coerced  them 
into  awociating ;  for  those  adversaries  dis- 
charged over  the  land  Ted  hot  balls,  wliicb 
must  necessarily  rebound  from  the  centre 
to  the  surface.  The  learned  Sergeant  had 
diitcovered,  as  he  fancied,  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament which  would  eiftctually  suppress 
this  Association —it  was  ihe  Act  of  1795, 
Gooiinonly  called  Lord  Clare's  Act.  Now 
it  turned  out  that  Lord  Clare's  Act  was 
directed  against  delegation,  and  tliat  the 
Asscciatiun  which  waa  so  obnoKious  had 
no  delegates  among  its  members.  Was 
Lord  Milltowa  a  delegate  ?  he  would  ask. 
Was  any  one  member  of  it — for  it  would 
be  idle  to  multiply  names— a  delegate? 
There  bad  been  men  who  said,  that  they 
would  respect  ihe  Crown,  were  it  even 
hanging  on  a  bush.  He  did  not  wish  to 
inculcate  any  new  docirine  about  the  re- 
spect due  to  the  Crown  :  but  certainly  be 
could  not  reconcile  indignities  ofTered  to 
the  Representative  of  the  King  with  a  feel- 
ing of  respect  for  the  Crown;  and  ihat 
indignities,  such  as  he  had  alluded  to,  had 
been  offered,  must  be  manifest  to  the 
House  from  the  language  used  last  night 
respecting  Lord  and  Lady  Mulgrave.  The 
learned  Sergeant  bad  been  in  England  and 
in  attendance  at  this  House,  at  the  lime 
vheo  the  Association  was  Brst  formed,  for 
Ibe  1 1th  of  May  was  the  day  :  and  why 
bad  be  not  denounced  it  then  ?  He  was 
in  the  chair  at  that  meeting,  and  the  first 
name  on  the  requisition  was  that  of  Mr. 
Leyland  Croslbwaite,  a  Protestant.  Lord 
Miltown,  another  Ptoteslant,  though  suf- 
fering ffon  illness,  attended,  and  Mr. 
Crosthwaite  proposed  ibc  name  of  "  As- 
sociation," Thsy  then  appointed  two 
Committees,  one  for  the  registries,  and 
one  of  finance  ;  and  they  did  so  (o  satisfy 
the  House  of  Lotds  that  Ijie  people  of 
Ireland  would  have  justice  dooft  them. 
How,  then,  dare  any  man  assert  that  mem- 
bers of  an  aaiociation  created  for  the  pur- 
powofvindtcBtMig  just  rights,  were  rebels 
to  their  King  and  traitors  to  their  coun- 
try? But  thai  Associatioin  was  denounced 
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could  tell  them,  (hat  though  tba  bell' 
announcing  their  dissolution  were  not  now 
tolling,  their  days  were  numbered.  Why 
did  not  lion.  Gentlemen  say  before  Parlia- 
ment those  pretty  speeches  which  fell  bq 
glibly  from  their  lips  at  meetings  of  their 
own  adherents  7  Why  did  ibey  not  repeat 
in  that  House  tlie  rhetorio  of  those  assem- 
blies at  which  tliey  exhibited  the  customary 
tricks  of  those  who  wore  orange  coloured 
pocket  handkerchiefs,  and  trampled  on 
Lord  Fitzwilliam,  and  trampled  on  tbe 
Duke  of  Devonshire,  and  trampled  on  tb« 
best  men  who  ever  held  property  in  the 
country?  Let  them  meet  him  and  his 
friends  face  to  face,  and  then  attempt  to 
vilipend  the  best  friends  of  Ireland.  The 
Association  did  not  use  its  funds  to  harass 
plaliitifTs  in  suits  in  equity;  but  It  did 
employ  its  wealth  to  defeat  the  exactions 
of  men  who  sought  to  recover  more  than 
was  their  due.  And  if  the  learned  Ser- 
geant knew  anything  of  his  own  court,  be 
would  know  that  Lord  Plunkett  had  de- 
clared that  onedefendant  had  been  illegally 
imprisoned,  and  now  bad  his  remedies.  The 
learr.ed  Sergeant,  too,  had  attacked  Mr, 
Pigott  i  now,  he  would  say,  that  no  gentle- 
man had  ever  earned  such  a  meed  of 
praise  from  all  parties  as  he  had  done  in 
the  county  of  Longford,  And  this  the 
learned  Sergeant  should  bave  recollected. 
When  hon.  Gentlemen  challenged  tbe 
legality  of  tbe  Association,  they  should  b« 
wary  lest  they  impeached  their  own  title, 
for  the  origin  of  both  was  much  the  same. 
They  both  owed  their  existence  to  con- 
ventions, and  he  had  never  beard  that 
conventions  were  illegal;  that  of  1782  at 
least  was  not.  It  was  all  very  well  to 
deny  the  expressions  attributed  to  a  uobU 
Lord  (Lyodbur«t)  which  had  excited  such 
indignation  in  Ireland,  but  let  them  read 
the  speech,  let  (hero  sift  its  context,  let 
them  examine  the  internal  evidence,  and 
they  would  Gnd  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  justified.  That  noble  individual, 
and  his  imitators  and  followers,  were  the 
real  repealers.  Ireland  was  not  tbe  coun- 
try, whatever  England  might  be,  to  put 
tbe  stamp  of  national  indignation  on  tba 
innocent  and  unoffending.  No  ona  was 
safe  from  tbe  attacks  of  the  learned  Ser- 
geant. Mr.  Pigott  was  attacked,  Mr. 
O'Loghlen  was  attacked,  and  so  was  Mr. 
""  '  t  was  Mr.  Cassidy,  so  was  Wd 

,  tod  so  also,  be  it  remembered, 
Mulgrave.  Yea,  Lady  Molgravet 
d9f«|Ge»  if  ioivlted,  tbe  >WQr4« 
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of  the  chivalry  of  Ireland  would  leap 
from  their  Kabbards,  as  had  been  said  of 
the  bearing  towards  their  Queen  which 
another  nation  ought  to  observe.  Why 
vat  Lord  Muigrave  to  be  insulted  by  the 
absence  of  hon.  GeDtlemen  from  his 
court?  An  example  of  such  disrespect 
bad  not  been  set  by  him  when  Lord  Had> 
dington  was  the  represeDtative  oftlie  King 
in  Ireland.  They  had,  however,  attended 
to  the  registries,  and  he  would  state,  (ht 
results  for  the  delectation  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  For  Drt^heda,  they  woulc 
have  a  new  Member  in  the  next  Parlia- 
ment, and  in  Athlone  he  was  happy  to  say 
that  a  moat  satisfactory  return  would  be 
made.  He  would  not  interfere  with  the  dig- 

EDtewfaich  must  take  placebetwcen  the  hon. 
lembers  for  Belfast,  as  to  which  should 
retire;  one,  however,  would.  Longford 
he  considered  as  settled,  Sligo  tie  had 
great  hopes  of,  Carlow  they  were  now 
carrying  without  a  contest,  and  io  the 
county  of  Cork  they  would  return  one 
Member,  and  the  learned  Sergeant  might 
make  up  his  mind  about  Baodoo.  On  the 
whole,  they  would  gain  seven  in  towns, 
and  eight  in  counties,  making  fifteen  votes, 
which,  in  a  division,  were  equal  to  thirty. 
He  hoped  that  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
pleased  with  the  fruits  of  their  labours; 
let  them  continue  to  obstruct  the  course  of 
justice  in  its  progress  to  Ireland,  and  they 
would  next  year  reap  a  more  plenteous 
harvest  of  them. 

Mr,  Ltfroy  commenced  by  observing 
upon  the  extreme  inaccuracy  of  the  cal- 
culations made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down,  and  he  would  say, 
that  if  his  promises  wiih  respect  to  the  rest 
of  the  representalioa  of  Ireland  were  no 
better  founded  than  with  respect  to  Long- 
ford, he  would  have  a  very  small  account 
to  render  in  any  succeeding  Parliament  of 
a  gain  to  his  side  of  the  House.  The  hon. 
Member  had  appealed  to  him  to  slate  his 
opinion  as  to  the  legality  or  illegality  of 
the  Association.  If  he  could  huve  ever 
entertained  any  doubt  on  the.subject,  the 
argumentof  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sergeant 
Jackson^  was  enough  to  banish  any  such 
doubt  from  his  mind,  as,  without  question, 
it  had  banished  doubt  from  the  mind  of 
the  House.  In  his  opinion,  any  body  of 
men  uniting  their  efforts  and  applying 
their  funds  for  the  purpose  of  obstructing 
the  execution  of  the  law,  and  defeating 
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{J.  Russell)  had  impaled  to  a  lai^  body 
of  the  Irish  Members  that  they  had 
brought  forward  charges  against  the  Irish 
Government  out  of  the  House  which  they 
had  never  dared  to  bring  forward  in  Par- 
liament ;  and  they  had  made  these 
charges  without  evidence  to  support  tbem. 
Was  the  noble  Lord  now  of  that  opinion  ? 
Did  he  now  think  that  "  miserable,  mono- 
polising minority,"  as  he  had  designated 
them,  would  not  dare  to  bring  forward 
these  charges  in  that  House  ?  Did  he  now 
think  there  was  no  evidence  to  support 
them  ?  Did  the  noble  Lord  now  feel  that 
it  was  an  honour,  as  be  declared  a  lew 
nights  ego,  to  be  associated  with  Lord 
Muigrave  in  the  Government  of  Ireland — 
was  the  noble  Lord  willing  now  to  be  con- 
sidered as  a  pacificator  in  all  the  strange 
proceedings  which  had  been  now  estab- 
lished by  irrefragable  proof  since  the  com- 
mencement of  this  debate  ?  The  only  apo- 
logy which  he  could  find  for  the  conduct  of 
Lord  Muigrave  was,  that  the  noble  Lord 
was  said  to  be  extremely  fond  of  romance 
— and  hence  arose  these  wild  sports  of  the 
west.  Therefore  it  was,  as  he  charitably 
presumed,  that  the  noble  Lord,  on  his 
tour,  opened  all  the  jails  and  discharged 
the  prisoners,  substituted  the  opinion  of  the 
jailer  for  that  of  the  judge,  and  the 
authority  of  his  private  secretary  for  that 
of  the  Secretary  for  Ireland.  He  muat 
say,  that  if  lie  were  in  the  noble  Lord's 
place,  he  should  deem  it  no  honour  to  be 
associated  with  a  person  who  had  acted 
in  that  manner.  But  he  should  not  go 
over  the  whole  of  the  ground  which  had 
been  traversed  in  this  debate,  but  confine 
himself  to  a  charge  against  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant,  which  was  a  most  serious  one, 
and  which  he  was  the  person  who  brought 
forward  to  tlie  Dublin  meeting — a  charge, 
'hich,  if  he  could  not  bring  forward  evi- 
dence to  support,  ought  to  cover  him  with 
shame  and  disgrace.  He  repeated  that 
charge  to  the  House,  that  the  Lord 
'  ieutenant  had,  in  the  words  of  the  reso- 
ition,  "been  guilty  of  setting  aside,  in 
Ine  instances,  in  the  course  of  last  year, 
le  fit  end  competent  gentlemen  nomioa- 
d  to  the  office  of  high  sheriA'  in  the  con- 
stitutional and  legal  manner  by  the  twelve 
Judges  and  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  oT 
an  arbitrary  substitution  of  others  in  their 
stead."  He  admitted  all  the  seriousnew 
if  the  charge,  and  he  felt  the  full  weiKbt 


rights  of  property,  must  of  necessity    of  the  responsibility  of  the  proof.      About 
be  an  Ulegal  association.    The  noble  Lord  |  twenty  years  ago  the  sheriBs  uced  to  be 
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eppoinied  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
county  members,  or  if  they  hiippened  to 
be  adverse  to  the  Government,  the  sherifF 
owed  his  appointment  to  the  principal  po- 
litical inflaence  in  the  county.  No  syxtem 
could  be  more  mischievous  or  more  ob- 
jectionable than  this,  and  accordingly  it 
was  brought  beTore  the  House  by  Sir  John 
Newport,  in  the  year  1816,  upon  a  motion 
for  aCommiitee  to  inquire  into  the  stale 
of  Ireland.  He  described  it  as  a  radically 
vicious  system — one  which  went  to  poison 
justice  at  its  source.  His  right  hon.  Friend, 
ihe  Member  for  Tamworth,  was  ihen  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  and  at  once  yielded  to 
the  objection,  and  pledged  himself  to  in- 
troduce the  same  system  which  existed  in 
England.  The  present  Lord  Plunkett, 
then  in  this  House,  nnd  silling  at  the  same 
side  with  Sir  John  Newport,  declared  his 
opinion  that  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  was 
entitled  lothegrealcst  approbation  for  what 
had  fallen  from  him  upon  the  nomination 
of  sheriffs,  and  was  sure  it  would  be  of 
infinite  advantage  lo  Ireland.  The  prac- 
tice was  then  assimilated  to  that  of  Eng- 
land, and  three  names  for  each  county 
were  selected  by  the  going  judges  of  as- 
size. These  names  were  again  considered 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the  twelve 
Jndges;  and  if  any  objection  appeared,  a 
new  name  was  substituted,  and  from  this 
list,  thus  scrutinised,  three  names  were 
finally  returned  to  the  Lord- Lieutenant, 
from  which  to  select  a  sheriff  for  the  en- 
suing year.  A  system  belter  calculated 
to  obviate  the  vice  of  the  old  practice, 
to  secure  the  appointment  of  sheriffs 
against  the  influence  of  poliiical  inierrer- 
ence,  could  not  be  devised,  and  accord- 
ingly it  had  been  found  to  work  well,  s 
bad  been  approved  of  and  upheld  by 
administrations,  whether  Tory,  Whig, 
mixed,  which  had  since  taken  place  m 
Ireland.  He  could  not  find,  from  1816 
to  18^6,  more  than  one  exception  to  this 
rule,  and  in  this  case  the  Government  se- 
lected a  gentleman  of  opposite  interests 
to  the  Government  itself.  But  in  that 
instance  the  Government  acted  upon  a 
complaint  made  to  it  by  a  candidate  for  a 
county,  that  the  list  for  that  county  was 
composed  wholly  of  his  opponents.  The 
GovernmeDt  did  not  act  ex  men  meto. 
It  acted  upon  a  complaint,  and  only  in  the 
lingle  instance  ;  but  here  was  Lord  Mul- 
grave  acting  at  his  own  instance— setting 
aside  the  recommendation  of  the  twelve 
jndgea,  and  of  hU  own  Lord  Cbucelloi 
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counties — selecting,  upon  whose 
recommendation  did  not  appear,  nine 
gentlemen  for  the  oSice,  and  passing 
over  the  twenty-seven  names  returned  by 
the  Judges  and  the  Chancellor.  He 
should  not  stop  to  inquire  into  the  merits 
and  demerits  of  those  appointed  or  those 
passed  by,  though  he  was  prepared  lo 
shew  the  unexceptionable  character  of  the 
names  returned  by  the  Judges,  and  the 
extreme  political  partlianship  of  almost  all 
those  substituted  by  the  Lord-Lieutenant. 
He  arraigned  him  on  the  principle  of  his 
conduct — for  having  revived  a  system 
which  one  of  his  own  Whig  friends  had 
described  as  poisoning  jusiice  at  its  source, 
and  of  having  departed  from  one  which 
another  had  declared  would  beofinflnite 
good  to  Ireland.  The  noble  Lord,  last 
night,  acquitted  the  Judges  of  partiality 
in  the  discharge  of  their  duty;  then  why 
did  Lord  Mulgrave  set  aside  their  ap- 
pointments ?  The  Lord -Lieu  ten  ant  had 
departed  from  a  system  the  best  calcula- 
lea  to  secure  impartial  justice,  and  he  had 
taken  upon  himself  to  establish  a  pre- 
cedent, which,  if  it  did  not  originate  in 
corrupt  motives,  might  lead,  on  the  part 
of  other  Governments,  to  an  arbitrary  and 
capricious,  aye,  and  corrupt  mode  of  con- 
duct. He  arraigned  the  Lord-Lieutenant, 
therefore,  for  this  departure  from  a  great 
constitutional  principle.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  then  adverted  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  Leigh,  who  received  a  notifi- 
cation that  he  bad  been  appointed  sheriff, 
but  in  the  interim,  between  his  appoint- 
ment and  Mr.  Leigh's  coming  to  the 
Castle,  Lord  Mul^rave  was  told  that  Mr. 
Leigh  continued  to  belong  to  an  Orange 
lodge,  and  therefore  he  was  determined  lo 
revoke  his  appointment.  Lord  Mulgrave 
declared,  in  defence  of  this  act,  that  he 
was  determined  not  lo  appoint  any  person 
to  the  office  of  sheriff  who  belonged  to 
any  secret  exclusive  political  society, 
opening  the  door  wide  to  admit  all  ap- 
pointments to  gentlemen  belonging  to  the 
National  Association,  and  most  guardedly 
and  critically  expressing  himself  to  as  to 
exclude  none  of  the  latter  body.  Lord 
Mulgrave  subsequently  admitted  that  he 
had  been  misinformed,  and  therefore  he 
regretted  that  he  made  the  statement,  and 
accordingly  he  appointed  Mr.  Leigh  high 
sheriff  ihia  year.  But  did  not  this  show 
the  mischievous  principles  on  which  Lord 
Mulgrave'i  government  was  conducted? 
Ml.  Leigh  was  whirred  out  of  hii  offiH< 
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He  Was  condemned  on  secret  inrormftiion, 
aod  by  tlie  privaU  suggestiona  of  the  So- 
licitor-General. Why  not  refer  lo  the 
judges?  Why  WBB  not  Mr.  Leigh  bim< 
■elf  asked  the  qoeslion  ?  Then  alt  would 
have  been  cleared  up  at  once.  When 
Lord  Mulgrave  defended  himself  in  the 
HoDse  of  Lords  with  repect  to  the  rejec- 
tion of  Mr.  Leigh,  it  was  not  known  that 
be  had  acted  in  the  same  way  with  respect 
lo  eight  other  gentlemen.  He  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  wuuld  be 
able  to  exculpate  the  Lord- Lieu  tenant 
from  this  serious  charge.  But  the  practi- 
cal evil  of  this  system  was  yet  to  be  told. 
The  duties  of  the  office,  it  is  well  known, 
were  per  for  med  in  Ireland  by  the  sub- 
aheriff.  What  were  these  duties  3  Re- 
turning the  grand  and  petty  juries  at  (he 
assizes  and  sessions,  executing  all  writs, 
levying  ail  executions,  enforcing  distresses, 
presiding  at  elections,  directing  and  bead- 
ing the  force  of  the  county  for  the  pre- 
servation of  its  peace.  But  in  all  these 
instances,  except  in  presiding  at  eieclions 
the  sub-sheriff  was  the  acting  person.  He 
was  especially  the  person  on  whose  vigi- 
lance and  fairness  bo  much  depended  in 
the  clergy  obtaining  their  rights  in  cases 
of  executions  or  distresses.  They  knew 
also  that  these  individuals  were  not  of  that 
class  of  men,  nor  of  that  dignity  or  rank 
from  which  was  expected  that  delicacy  and 
strict  performance  of  duty,  which  was 
looked  for  in  the  high  sheriff.  In  many 
cases  they  were  known  to  have  abused  the 
powers  of  ihe  law  in  a  most  outrageous 
insnaer.  He  did  not  like  to  make  sweep- 
ing and  general  charges  unsupported  by 
proofs,  and  he  would  therefore  state  to  the 
House  aparlicular  instance,  which  was  but 
one  of  many,  and  the  truth  of  which  stood 
on  the  records  of  the  courts  of  justice  in 
Ireland.  The  gentleman  appointed  in 
room  of  Mr.  Leigh  was  Mr.  Derinsey,  and 
he  nominated  as  his  sub-sheriff  Mr.  Cor- 
coran, an  agitator  in  the  county  of  Wex- 
ford, An  execution,  issued  at  the  suit  of 
the  executors  of  the  Bishop.of  Ferns  for 
96/.,  due  for  arrears  of  tithes  from  a  per- 
son of  the  name  of  Sweetman,  and  the 
■herifTseiEed  under  the  writ  sixteen  cows, 
twenty-6ve  sheep,  aod  a  large  quantity  of 
other  vain  able  property.  The  sub-sheriff, 
however,  instead  of  proceeding  to  sell  the 
property  by  auction,  and  raise  the  paltry 
aum  of  2fl.,  returned  to  the  courts  that 
the  gooda  were  in  bis  hands,  bat  for  want 
«f  UddM  bf  M  set  wld  Htm,    H«  (bw 
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obliged  (be  executors  to  wait  until  tha 
next  term.and  to  obtain  an  order  upon  ths 
sub-sheriff  to  put  the  goods  up  by  auc- 
tion. The  plaintiffs  wished  the  sub- 
sheriff  to  bring  the  cattle  to  the  town 
of  Enniscorthy,  where  they  could  have  an 
effective  sale,  but  Mr.  Corcoran  refused  lo 
harass  the  cattle,  as  he  termed  it,  by  driv- 
ing them  there,  the  distance  being  fire 
miles,  but  promised  that  he  would  bold  a 
tale,  on  such  a  day,  on  the  premises.  The 
day  before  the  day  appointed  he  held  » 
mock  sale,  and  returned  to  the  court  that 
he  had  sold  the  cattle  and  the  sheep  for 
the  sum  of  \l.  An  application  was,  bow- 
ever,  made  to  the  court  against  the  sub- 
sheriff;  the  case  was  examined  into  oa 
.  affidavits :  the  sub-sheriff  was  heard  in  bis 
defence,  and  the  court  was  so  ■ali«6ed  of 
the  impropriety  and  collusiveness  of  his 
conduct,  that  they  ordered  him  to  pay  tbs 
debt  and  ell  the  costs.  This,  however,  is 
but  one  instance  amongst  many,  to.  prove 
the  mischiefs  resulting  from  the  appoint- 
ment of  high  sheriffs  under  Lord  Hul- 
grave's  system,  if  the  noble  Lord  will 
allow  a  Committee  to  be  appointed,  bta 
opjxjnenls  will  prove  in  detail  abundant 
more  instances,  and  shew  that  the  admin- 
istration of  the  law,  the  security  of  life  and 
property,  and  the  peace  of  the  counlrj, 
have  been. most  seriously  affected  by  tlie 
whole  system  of  the  Irish  executive  since 
.  Lord  Mulgrave  assumed  the  reins  of 
Government. 

Mr.  JVakley  complained  of  the  very 
irregular  nature  of  the  present  discussion. 
The  noble  Lord  on  bis  side  of  the  House, 
in  the  very  excellent  and  admirable  speech 
which  he  bad  made  but  night,  had  gone 
fully  Into  the  question  of  Irish  politics,  and 
had  challenged  the  fullest  discussbn  into 
it  from  the  other  side.  In  consequence, 
he  did  not  complain  so  much  of  what  had 
been  done  on  the  other  side  as  of  what 
had  been  done  on  his  side  of  the  House ; 
but  after  the  challenge  which  the  noble 
l^rd  had  thrown  out  last  night  to  the 
Gentlemen  apposite,  he  thought  (hat  if 
the  accusations  which  they  had  brought 
against  Lord  Mulgrave  were  troe,  or  If 
they  believed  them  to  be  true,  a  feeling  of 
justice  and  decorum  would  indicate  to 
them,  that  if  they  did  not  dare  to  impeach 
Lord  Mulgrave,  when  they  said  that  tbey 
had  in  their  possession  proofs  lo  sopport 
an  impeachment,  they  ought  not  to  pseter 
Ihe  Boute  again  with  soch  observations 
u  tboM  vbieh  tbajthidrMtoil;  niinm&i 


317 


Adjowtad 


{Feb.  8} 


Dtbatt. 


318 


to  it.  If  they  had  grounds  for  Iheiraccu- 
■alionifWhkb  be  belieTcd  to  be  unfauoded, 
but  whicli  tbey  auerted  to  be  lubBtantially 
weD-founded,  they  would  be  traicors  to 
their  country  if  they  did  not  bring  them 
Bpecifically  under  the  consideralioti  oT 
Partisment.  The  quetiioo  or  Irish  Muoi- 
cipal  Reform,  which  was  the  question 
really  before  the  Houie,  but  on  which 
scarce  a  word  had  been  said  since  ibe 
commencement  of  the  debate,  appeared  to 
him  to  lie  in  a  very  narrow  compa<a.  He 
should  not  have  said  a  word  upon  the 
•nbject,  had  it  not  been  for  an  expression 
which  had  fallen  from  the  lips  of  Ibe  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bradford.  That 
hon. and  learned  Gentleman  had  said,  that 
if  ihe  people  oF  Ireland  were  of  the  same 
description  with  the  people  of  England  and 
Scotland,  be  would  not  in  that  case  refuse 
to  gife  them  the  full  enjoyment  of  muni- 
cipal rights.  The  country  had  heard  many 
comments  upon  an  unfortunate  expression 
used  by  a  noble  Lord  in  another  place 
respecting  the  Irish  being  aliens  in  blood, 
in  language,  and' in  religion;  but  was  it 
possible  that  that  esprc^Gion  could  be 
more  offensive  to  the  Irtih  nation  than  that 
which  the  bon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bradford  had  that  night  applied  lo  it? 
He  asked  that  bon  and  learned  Member 
to  tell  him  what  he  menntby  the  word  "de- 
scription," as  he  had  applied  to  the  people 
of  Ireland.  Surely  (he  ban.  and  learned 
Uembei-  would  admit  that  in  physical 
constitution  and  in  moral  obligation  the 
people  of  Ireland  bora  some  resemblance  to 
the  people  of  England  and  the  people  of 
Scotland.  Surely  be  would  admit  that 
the  babes  of  Ireland  sucked  the  breasts  of 
women.     Surely  he  would  admit — 

Mr.  Hardy:  The  hon.  Member  has 
misunderstood  me.  I  said,  if  the  conduct 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  were  of  the  same 
detcription  with  that  of  the  people  of 
England.  I  did  not  say,  if  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  of  the  same  description  with 
the  people  of  England. 

Mr.  Wakley .-  As  the  hon. 
Member  denied  the  express 
bound,  of  course,  to  accept 
but  he  had  taken  down  the 
boa.  and  learned  Member  at 
he  was  happy  to  find  that 
learned  Member  did  not  m 
apply  in  the  sense  in  which 
them.  He  should  therefore 
fonlicr  remark  upon  them, 
sndleinied  Member  bad  m 


would  hare  only  done  that  which  his  hon. 
Friends  near  him  were  doing,  whenever 
they  declared  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  unfit  to  govern  themselves.  If  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  unfit  to  govern  them- 
selves, why  was  the  Catholic  Emancipation 
Bill  passed,  and  with  what  hopes  was  it 
recommended  to  the  fafourafale  considtid- 
tion  of  Pailiament  ?  Was  it  recommended 
as  a  measure  of  mere  speculative  legisla- 
tion, to  be  kept  and  exhibited  bb  a  curio- 
sity in  an  Irish  museum  1  Was  it  a  piece 
of  trickery,  devised  by  ibe  framers  of  it* 
to  keep  tbemselves  in  office,  or  was  it  a 
measure  which  they  realty  intended  for 
the  benefit  of  the  people  of  Ireland  ?  Ho 
would  read  the  preamble  to  that  Act,  as  it 
was  calculated  lo  throw  some  light  upon 
the  question  he  bad  just  raised.  That 
preamble  was  in  the  following  words:— 
"  Whereas,  by  various  Acts  of  Parliament, 
certain  restraints  and  disabilities  are  im- 
posed on  the  Roman  Galbolic  subjects  of 
his  Majesty,  to  which  other  subjects  of  his 
Majesty  are  not  liable,  and  whereas  it  is 
expedient  thatsuch  restraints  and  disabili- 
ties shallbe  from  benceforthdiscontinued," 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
cheered;  he  was  glad  to  hear  the  right 
hon.  Baronetcbeer  ihatsentiment.  Now, 
if  the  civil  restraints  and  disabilities  on 
the  Irish  Catholics  were  removed,  or  were 
10  be  removed,  why  did  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  and  his  party  refuse  to  them  the 
advantages  which  this  Bill  waa  calculated 
to  confer  upon  them?  That  was  a  plain 
question,  and  admitted,  if  they  had  the 
inclination,  of  a  very  plain  answer.  The 
Emancipation  Bill  indicated  that  all  re- 
straints and  disabilities  arising  from  reli- 
gious opinions  were  to  cease  as  soon  as  it 
became  law.  By  that  Bill  you  have  ad- 
mitted the  gentry  of  Ireland  to  take  their 
seats  in  this  House.  Will  you,  by  refusing 
your  assentto  this  Bill,  deny  to  the  middle 
classes,  who  inhabit  the  towns  of  Ireland, 
the   means  of  administering   their    local 
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why  it  was,  that  the  coarae  of  le^ialation 
wai  10  needlessly  iiiterrupied  id  both 
Huuses  or  Parliament?  They  were  also 
asking  why  ihese  daily  interruptions  were 
given  to  their  social  harmonies— why  the 
proceedings  of  Parliament  did  not  ndvaiice 
as  Tormerly  in  a  quiet,  a  regular,  and  a 
concordant  spirit?  His  answer  to  those 
questions  was  shortly  this:—"  The  reason 
is  hecause  we  have  one  branch  of  the  Legis- 
lature irresponsible  to  any  human  tribunal, 
and,  iherelbre,  determined  to  pursue  its 
own  paltry  objects  in  defiance  of  the 
wishes,  and  at  the  expeneof  the  best 
interests  of  the  nation.  Itwas  a  mistake 
to  assert  that  the  National  Association  was 
the  spawn  of  its  own  wrongs — it  was  the 
offspring,  the  natural  yet  legitimnte  ofT- 
spring  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  of  its 
mistaken  policy.  He  implored  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Tamworth  to  shake  off 
the  lethargy  which  had  oppressed  him 
during  the  hst  week,  and  repeat  the  same 
acknowledgmeat  which  he  had  manfully 
made  in  18'29.  "I  have  for  years,"  said 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  "  attempted  to 
maintain  the  exclusion  of  Roman  Catho- 
lics from  Parliament  and  the  high  offices 
of  the  state.  I  do  not  ihink  it  was  an 
unnatural  or  unreasonable  struggle.  1 
resign  it  in  consequence  of  the  conviction 
that  it  can  be  no  longer  advantageously 
maintained.  I  yield  to  a  moral  necessity 
which  I  cannot  control,  unwilling  to  push 
resittance  to  a  point  which  may  endanger 
the  establishments  that  I  wish  to  defend." 
Now,  with  great  humility,  he  begsed  leave 
to  inform  the  right  hoc.  Baronet  that  the 
same  moral  necessity  to  which  be  had 
yielded  before,  and  which  he  had  confessed 
bimselfunable  to  control,  had  arisen  again. 
The  will  of  the  people  of  England  pro- 
claimed that  fact  in  terms  which  could  not 
be  mistaken;  and  the  House  might  de- 
pend upon  it  that  they  were  ready  to  sup- 
port the  people  of  Ireland  in  their  demands 
for  justice.  If  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
denied  these  advantages  which  their  differ- 
•eot  Municipal  Bill  had  given  to  the  people 
of  England  and  Scotland,  they  would  act 
wisely  if  they  declared  that  ihe  union  of 
the  two  countries  was  a  mockery,  an  in- 
sult, and  a  reproach,  and  that  it  should 
exist  in  reality  or  not  at  all.  In  conclu- 
sion, he  observed  that  if  (be  noble  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Department  would  con- 
tinue to  pursue  the  high  and  noble  course 
on  which  he  had  entered  on  the  pra- 
GMting  eveaiiig,  be  mig;ht  dopend  upon 
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receiving  from   the    people  that   support 

'  ich  would  overwhelm  his  enemies  with 

ifusion  and  dismay,  and  which  would 

Bin  for  England,  and  Ireland  too, a  full 

of  justice. 
Mr.  West:  As  one  of  the  persons  who 
took  a  part  in  the  proceedings  of  the  Pro- 
testant meeting  in  Dublin,  and  who  en- 
lirely  concurred  in  every  resolution  passed 
at  that  meeting,  hoped  he  might  presume 
Id  address  some  observations  to  the 
House.  The  course  which  the  debate  had 
taken  had,  whether  intended  or  not,  in- 
volved him  in  some  difficulty.  The  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart, 
ment,  had  come  down  (o  the  House  a  few 
nights  ago,  and  in  announcing  his  inten* 
tion  to  introduce  a  very  important  mea- 
sure had  hIho  expressed  his  determination 
lo  enrer  upon  the  subject  of  the  resolutions 
passed  at  the  Dublin  meeting;  and  to  open 
and  discuss  the  whole  subject  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  Ireland.  The  noble 
Lord  kept  his  word.  Of  a  speech  of  great 
ability  and  considerable  length,  three- 
fourihs  were  devoted  to  the  motives  and 
insignificance  of  that  meeting,  challenging 
proofs,  and  demanding  contradiction  upon 
matters  which  had  little  relevancy  to  ths 
Bill  about  to  be  introduced,  but  which 
had  a  most  important  reference  to  ttia 
proceedings  of  that  meeting,  and  to  ths 
conduct  of  his  Majesty's  Government  in 
Ireland.  What  was  the  plain  object  of 
this?  The  noble  Lord,  either  in  a  confi- 
dence in  the  strength  of  his  own  case,  or 
in  ignorance  of  the  case  of  his  opponents, 
hoped  to  introduce  to  the  public  notice  a 
measure  of  very  great  importance,  accom- 

Eanied  with  such  a  popular  impression  as 
e  trusted  would  be  made  by  the  history 
of  his  administration  in  Ireland,  Then 
came  the  reply  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  He  knew  not  to  what  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  the  opposite  side  the  duty  of 
answering  that  speech  was  allotted — for 
that  duty  was  still  to  be  performed — that 
eloquent  and  admirable  speech,  which  the 
candour  even  of  his  adversaries  would 
admit  presented  a  powerful  case  in  defence 
of  his  friends,  and  a  strong  inculpation  of 
the  measures  of  bis  opponents.  In  tbil 
situation  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  came 
forward,  and  with  a  sincere,  or  at  all 
events  a  well -affected,  surprise  at  the 
irregularity  of  the  debate,  expressing  bit 
astonishment  that  it  was  not  strictly  con- 
fined to  ihe  question  of  the  Bill,  under- 
took  to  deliver  a  very  eloquent  lectnn  to 


..,h,  Google 


331 


Adjourned 


{Feb.  8} 


Debate, 


322 


the  RepresentatiTes  from  Ireland  at  both 
sides  of  the  House,  not  only  upon  the  un- 
fitness of  their  conduct  to  the  nsages  of 
ParUament,  but  also  upon  the  grace  and 
propriety  of  their  gesticulation.  And  he 
nould  say  that,  as  a  moral  teacher  or  an 
instructor  in  those  graces  that  ought  to 
accompany  public  speaking,  the  senti- 
ments and  manner  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
wera  quite  vorthy  of  the  character  he  had 
assumed.  He  had  heard  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber wilh  sincere  pleasure ;  and  as  th< 
best  proof  of  it,  although  he  could  take 
no  part  of  the  hon.  Member's  censure  to 
himself,  this  being  the  first  time  he  had 
ventured  to  address  the  House,  he  would 
most  cheerfully  pursue  the  course  recom- 
mended by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  avoid 
now,  as  he  had  ever  done,  those  personali- 
ties which  were  as  disagreeable  to  the 
Member  who  used  them,  as  prejudicial  (o 
the  character  of  that  House.  He  would 
with  great  sincerity  adopt  the  ad< 
readily  as  he  wished  he  could  adopt  the 
ability  and  the  manner,  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. But  the  hon.  Gentleman,  havine 
concluded  his  lecture  by  deprecating  all 
further  discussion  upon  extraneous  sub- 
jects, put  forth  all  his  power  in  an  effort 
to  seduce  the  House  from  the  true  ques- 
tion of  the  night,  in  a  speech  which  he 
should  consider,  if  not  intended,  at  least 
to  be  an  extremely  appropriate  one  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  But  he 
could  not  follow  the  hon.  Member,  He 
must  rather  endeavour  to  pursue  the  noble 
Lord;  and,  being  fully  aware  of  the  vital 
importance  of  the  measure  itself,  yet, 
feeling  that  another  opportunity  would 
arise  for  (he  discussion  of  that  subject,  he 
would  at  OQce  proceed  to  a  consideration 
of  the  charges  which  had  been  made 
against  the  Government  of  Ireland.  And 
first,  was  anything  ever  heard  like  the 
attempt  made  to  give  an  answer  to  the 
■peecn  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend? 
Of  all  the  chains  and  all  the  proofs  ad- 
duced by  him,  there  was  no  allusion  made 
in  the  reply  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny  except  upon  three 
points — the  appointment  of  Mr.  Caasidy, 
the  case  of  Carter,  and  the  conduct  of 
Lord  Mulgrave  in  dischai^ing  the  gaols  of 
Ireland,  and  what  was  the  answer  to  these 
cases  ?  That  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  not  been  aware  of  the  conviction 
of  Mr.  Cassidy  for  resisting  the  execution 
of  the  law,  and  suspected  it  was  not  (rue ; 
wbereas  an  hon.  Member,  the  son  of  the 
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;  Lord -Lieu  tenant  of  the  county,  was  pre- 
sent to  vouch  the  fact,  and  therefore  there 
was  no  doubt  upon  that  subject.  Thenoblo 
Lord,  the  Member  for  Leitrim,  made  a 
different  case,  and  one  not  consistent  with 
the  doubts  expressed  by  the  hon.  and 
teamed  Member  for  Kilkenny.  He  rested 
Mr.  Cassidy's  case  upon  a  sort  of  justifi- 
cation of  his  resistance  to  the  law,  on  the 
ground  of  the  unfair  pressure  of  the  lithe 
system  on  Mr.  Cassidy,  as  an  extensive 
grazier,  and  the  noble  Lord  seemed  to 
tliink  that  this  resistance  had  no  relation 
to  the  case  of  the  Protestant  clergy  ;  but 
the  noble  Lord  had  wholly  forgot  one  fact 
stated  by  the  hon,  and  learned  Sergeant — 
the  payment  by  Mr,  Cassidy  into  the 
National  Association  of  the  precise  amount 
of  his  disputed  tithes,  as  soon  as  he  was 
appointed  Magistrate,  and  this  as  the 
fitting  amount  and  the  fitting  fnnd  from 
which  his  contribution  to  that  Association 
was  to  be  made.  Then  as  to  Carter's 
case,  no  personal  attack  was  made  or 
intended  against  Mr,  O'Loghlen.  The 
inaccuracy  discovered  with  so  much  pro- 
fession of  triumph  in  the  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant's  speech  was,  that  in  a  case 
where  there  were  three  abortive  trials,  the 
first,  which  might  have  gone  olT,  as  it  did, 
by  an  accident,  took  place  when  Mr, 
Blackbnme,  not  Mr.  O'Loghlen,  was  At- 
torney-General. Now  he  was  assured  it 
was  neither,  that  it  was  Mr.  Perrin.  But 
was  it  of  the  slightest  consequence  to  the 
case  which  it  was  7  The  objection  was 
this  :  that  by  the  innovations,  in  doctrine 
and  practice,  by  the  present  Government, 
a  horrible  crime  had  escaped  detection 
and  punishment,  and  a  notorious  convict 
was  not  prevented  from  placing  himself 
upon  the  jury  at  the  second  trial,  and  by 
that  means  no  verdict  was  had.  It  was  a 
fact  not  yet  mentioned,  that  when  the 
jury,  some  of  them  Catholics,  stated  in 
open  Court  that  there  could  be  no  agree- 
ment, by  reason  of  the  conduct  of  that 
same  individual,  a  son  of  the  murdered 
man  applied  to  the  Judge  who  tried  the 
case  to  have  permission  to  appoint  his 
own  counsel,  to  protect  his  interests. 
The  Judge  had  no  power — he  referred  it 
to  the  counsel  who  conducted  the  case 
for  the  Crown — an  able  and  excellent 
man— but  (heir  rules  or  their  instructions 
left  them  no  discretion,  and  the  applica- 
tion of  the  poor  man's  son  was  refused. 
And  thus,  from  whatever  cause,  a  crime, 
which  had  struck  every  human  being  with 
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IrttioB  iA  joUice  as  well  ai  mercy— the 
keeper  of  the  oommon  gaol— to  be  the 
ntMtum  through  which  the  meriliof  these 
naiefactorB  were  to  be  ascertained,  and  the 
prerogatiTe  of  mere;  to  be  administered. 
Did  he  exaggerate  ?  Look  to  Colonel 
Yorke'i  letter,  t»  the  gaoler  of  LifTord — to 
another  letter  reipecting  Meath  gaol,  from 
which  twentj-one  persons  were  discharged. 
It  was  the  sama  at  Cork,  (he  same  at 
Tralee  ;  and  the  only  impartiality  and  jus- 
tice which  he  (Mr.  West)  could  see  in  the 
transaction  was,  that  ever;  county  was  (a 
have  its  due  proportion  of  vugabonds 
Kattered  over  it — and  that  ibere  should  be 
no  county  iu  which  the  Judges  should  not 
be  impartially  insulted.  But  if  the  true 
ob^ent  had  been  the  quiet  luxury  of  doing 
good,  and  enjoying  the  consciousness  of  a 
beoeTOIent  action,  could  it  not  have  been 
suggested,  if  it  did  not  surest  itself  to  bis 
Excellency,  that  he  might  at  all  events 
have  waitisd  until  his  return  to  Dublin, 
aadaent  down  those  warranli  for  the  dis- 
charge which  were  the  only  sufficient 
•vthoritytothekeepera  of  the  prisons?  And 
with  respect  to  the  prUoners  themselves,  if 
entilied  to  a  pardon  they  ought  to  hava 
had  it  properly.  There  was  no  man  who 
wai  not  bound  by  many  obligations  to 
•oeiety,  and  it  might  not  only  be  impor- 
tant to  the  prisoner  to  have  the  legal  con- 
■eqnances  of  hie  eonviotion  completely 
removed,  but  there  were  many  cases  in 
which  the  public  might  have  an  interest  in 
it.  Take  him  aa  a  witness  for  example.  The 
public  might  have  an  interest  in  his  testi- 
mony—the  conviction  rendered  him  in- 
competent. At  common  law,  his  pardon 
most  have  been  under  the  Great  Seal ;  but 
a  laic  statute  had  given  a  shorter  process 
of  restoring  the  cempelency  by  warrant, 
under  the  sign  manual  of  the  Lord-lieu- 
tenant,  backed  by  hissecratary.  Now,  he 
•bould  feel  exceedingly  glad  to  know  in 
what  manner  any  of  the  very  able  lawyers 
of  the  Association  would  set  about  plead- 
ing iDch  a  pardon  as  this,  given  in  the 
many  cases  of  feluny  and  misdemeanour 
with  which   the  several    lists  abounded. 


without  any  further  wanant.  Oo  the  ir- 
regularity of  such  a  mode  of  proceeding  he 
need  not  enlarge — it  had  been  confessed; 
for  warrants  were  subsequently  issued  to 
legalize  the  viva  voce  proceeding  under 
which  those  priaoners  had  been  discharged. 
The  necessity  for  its  being  so  legalized 
could  not  for  a  single  moment  be  disputed. 
If  it  were  he  was  prepared  with  authorities 
at  once  to  show  that  that  necessity  was  of 
the  highest  order.  He  hoped  that  the 
House  would  not  be  alarmed  at  seeing  a 
lawyer  come  before  them  with  an  author- 
ity, but  he  should  only  call  their  attention 
to  one.  The  ?th  and  8th  of  George  4lh 
rendered  it  absolutely  necessary  that,  in 
order  to  the  restoration  of  the  full  rights  of 
a  convict,  bis  pardon  should  he  made  out 
according  to  a  prescribed  form.  Anciently, 
by  the  common  law,  it  was  necessary  that 
the  pardon  should  be  passed  under  the 
Great  -Seal ;  at  present,  however,  the  Act 
to  which  he  referred,  permitted  it  to  he 
done  in  a  more  convenient  roaiiQer — it 
could  now  be  completed  by  receiving  the 
sign-manual  of  the  Lord-liautenant,  with 
the  eountei-signature  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. In  granting  pardons  to  any  person* 
convicted  of  any  species  of  ofTence  ther« 
could  be  no  doubt  that  conditions  might 
be  annexed  to  the  grant  of  such  pardon, 
as,  for  example,  that  the  offence  with 
which  the  prisoner  stood  charged,  ha 
should  give  security  not  to  repeat.  Ona 
of  the  GOQviclB  whom  the  noble  Lord  set  at 
liberty,  had  been  found  guilty  of  an  assault 
with  intent  to  commit  a  rape,  and  he  was 
dischai^d  unconditionally.  There  were 
precedents  enough  to  be  found  of  proper 
warrants  for  the  purpose.  One,  and  not  a 
very  distant  one  in  point  of  time,  would  ba 
mentioned  by  a  learned  and  boo.  Friend ; 
but  he  would  venture  to  furnish  anotbei 
to  the  official  and  hon.  Oentlatnen  at  the 
ot her sids,  which  might  be  useful  hereafter. 
In  the  list  of  malefactors  discharged  from 
Sligo  gaol,  be  perceived  the  name  of  on* 
who  had  been  sentenced  Xo  nine  months' 
imprisonment  for  an  assault,  with  intentto 
commit  a  rape.  Something  of  a  similar 
1  the  reign  of  Jamas  1st, 
I  granted,  and  the  form 
nveying  the  pardon  was 
aid  be  foand  in  the  Snd 
s,  739,  and  a  portion  of 
ma: — The  Paspoh  of 
RTE.  "  James  Re«.— 
.,  Sic.  aaluUm. — Sciatts, 
iA  nostrft  apeciali,  acM 
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o  intruat  to  me  inch  additional    CouDsel  who  had  signed  pleadings  in  tlie 


powers,  as  may  be  found  necessary  for 
controlling  and  punishing  the  distarbers 
of  the  public  peace,  and  for  preEerving 
and  strengthening  the  legislative  union 
between  the  two  countries,  which,  with 
your  support  and  the  blessing  of  Divine 
Providence,  I  am  determined  to  maintain 
by  all  the  means  in  my  power,  as  indtsso- 
lubly  connected  with  the  peace,  security, 
and  welfare  of  my  dominions."  And  did 
all  the  then  Ministers  concur  in  the  nomi- 
nation of  Hr.  O'Brien  and  other  proceed- 
ings of  the  same  nature  ?  No ;  not  at  all. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bath  pointed  to 
these  benches,  as  he  supposed  that  some 
hon.  Members  had  changed  theiropinions. 
Who  had  changed  their  opinions  ?  And 
it  was  with  sneers  like  this,  Uiat  hon. 
Members  endeavoured  to  console  them- 
selves  for  what  in  their  hearts  they  regret- 
ted. The  lossof  two  men,  who,  in  the 
universal  estimation  of  the  country,  had 
carried  with  them,  from  the  bench  which 
they  DO  longer  occupied,  a  great  part,  if 
not  the  whole,  of  its  genius,  and  a  very 
considerable  portion  of  its  integrity.  With 
respect  to  the  Assistant  Barristers,  he 
was  unwilling  to  say  anything  respecting 
the  gentlemen  whose  names  had  been 
mentioned;  and  the  more  so,  as  one  of 
them  had  been  in  some  degree  engaged 
against  himself.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  then  proceeded  to  notice  the 
appointments  confened  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland,  upon  Messrs.  Pigott, 
Hndson,  Gibson,  ana  Green,  censuring 
the  conduct  of  the  Administration,  but 
speaking  in  terms  of  the  highest  respect  of 
the  above-named  gentlemen.  With  Mr. 
Pigott,  end,  as  we  understood,  with  the 
other  gentlemen  he  had  the  pleasure  to  be 
acquainted.  Mr.  Pigott  was  a  member 
of  the  General  Association,  and  was  also 
distinguished  by  having  become  an  object 
of  the  patronage  of  the  Crown,  It  was 
therefore  to  be  inferred,  that  his  views  of 
Irish  politics  coincided  with  those  of  the 
King's  Government.  It  was  necessary 
that  the  Bills  for  the  recovery  of  tithe 
shonid  be  signed  bv  a  barrister.  It  hap- 
pened that  some  o^  those  Bills  bore  the 
name  of  Mr.  Pigott,  and  this  gave  rise  to 
some  proceedings  in  the  General  Associa- 
tion, a  report  of  which  appeared  in  the 
DmUm  Prteman't  Journal  of  the  6th  of 
January,  1837,  and  a  passage  from  that 
Z^ort  he  should,  with  the  permission  of 
Wk  #9«e,  now  read ;— ■<  On  the  list  of 


Court  of  Exchequer  being  read,  Mr.  Red- 
moot  said  he  felt  that  these  signatures  had 
been  affixed  itirough  want  of  thought  foe 
the  Monarch.  The  name  of  one  gentle- 
man appeared  on  the  faceof  the  list  which 
they  had  just  heard  read.  Now,  it  was  a 
fact,  that  at  the  commencement  of  this 
Association  that  gifted  individual  had 
given  all  the  aid  of  his  sensible  and  power- 
ful mind  in  its  formation,  and  in  advanc- 
ing it  to  that  proud  and  permanent  station 
which  it  holds  at  present.  He  bad  proved 
himself  one  of  the  most  useful,  the  most 
active,  and  most  zealous  supporters  it 
had ;  that  gentleman  was  Mr.  Pigott." 
The  Administration  of  the  country  was  th» 
same  when  Mr.  Pigott  had  the  fortune  to 
became  an  object  of  its  patronage  as  at 
the  present  moment.  Alter  what  he  had 
heard  from  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  on 
the  subject  of  perfect  unison  amongst 
those  connected  with  the  conduct  of  pub- 
lic afiairs,  after  the  censure  pronounced 
against  anything  like  disunion  or  discord- 
ance of  sentiment,  he  should  say  that  the 
strongest  ground  had  been  furnished  to 
presume  that  there  subsisted  no  diiferences 
between  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  and  that 
learned  "  individual  who  bad  given  the 
aid  of  his  powerful  mind  in  the  formation 
of  the  General  Association,"  who  was 
"  one  of  the  most  active  and  zealous  sup- 
porters it  had."  He  knew  it  to  be  extremely 
probable  that  if  that  question  were  put  in 
another  place,  the  present  head  of  the 
Government  would  deny  a  comtnunity  of 
feeling  with  Mr.  Pigott  on  the  subject  of 
the  General  Association ;  but  what  he 
desired  to  know  was,  did  the  sentiments 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  accord  with 
those  of  Mr.  Pigott  ?  Opinions  had  in  the 
course  of  the  present  discussion  been 
pronounced  on  the  legality  of  the  Associa- 
tion ;  on  (hat  subject  he  did  not  hesitate 
to  pronounce  his  view  of  the  question — 
namely,  that  it  was  an  illegal  body.  It 
was  the  illegitimate  successor  of  the 
Catholic  Association  ;  and  in  that  House 
Mr.  Canning  had  pronounced  an  opinion 
upon  that  body  well  worthy  of  being 
remembered.     His   words  were —         * 

"  Is  it  (asked  Mr.  Canning,)  possible 
(hat  any  man  loking  at  an  association  of 
this  nature  —  at  the  means,  tbepower,  the 
preponderance  of  which  that  association  is 
acknowledged — nay,  is  vaunted  to  be  in  pos- 
session—at the  authority  which  it  has  ar- 
rogated, and  at  the  acts  which  it  has  done— 
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of  ika  tri«))  Govemnient.  Tlie  hon.  Co- 
lonel should  be  iminediatelj  reinstated  in 
his  office ;  and  wme  broad  bints  stioultl 
be  giiieii  to  Lord  Plunkell,  wlio,  by  tiig 
DTesent  line  of  gonduct,  proved  himself  to 
he  an  incubm  on  I,ord  Mulgrave's  Admi- 
nistration-" Such  was  the  language, 
which  bad  been  received  with  shouts  of 
approbation  at  ths  Assocralion ;  and  he 
believed  he  was  right  in  saying  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  formed  the  sub- 

1'ect  of  those  comments,  was  reinstated  in 
lis  office  al^post  iinmediaiely  after.  Could 
it  be  denied,  that  jn  the  Naiionel  As- 
sociation that  re- appointment  bad  vit- 
taally  originated  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman 
then  quoted  from  a  newspaper,  which  he 
designated  as  a  Government  organ,  a 
passage  which  had  appeared  in  jt  a  few 
months  since,  and  which  described  Ire- 
land as  in  a  state  of  "  permanent  agitation 
over  six-Beventhsofits  supeiGcial  extent." 
He  next  adverted  to  the  Irish  Governnient 
Gaiette,  a  copy  of  which  for  the  year 
1836  was  in  his  possession.  From  this 
Gazette,  it  appeared  that  no  fewer  than 
290  proclamation  a,  respecting  outrages  of 
the  most  enormous  description,  had  been 
published  therein  during  ihe  twelve  months 
to  which  healiuded.  Nothing  butoutrages 
of  this  deBcriplion  found  Ineir  way  into 
llie  Irish  Ga£c(le.  Of  the  proclamations 
to  which  be  had  alluded,  seventy-one  were 
for  actual  mnrder.  Ofburnings  the  number 
was  nearly  equal.  The  catalogue  of 
crime  which  this  Gazette  contained  was 
allogplhei  frightful.  In  any  other  country 
of  the  earth  but  Ireland  such  a  catalogue 
would  be  alarming.  In  that  country  it 
was  but  a  matter  of  every  day  recurrence. 
Tbe  Gazette  of  the  last  month,  which  he 
(Ur.  West)  bad  at  thai  moment  in  his  band, 
contained  so  many  as  twenty-eight  procla- 
mations, respecting  outragesof  a  simibrde. 
scription.orthesetwelve  were  for  murders; 
sothatinateadofseTenty-one.asin  the  pre- 
ceding year,  if  the  average  of  that  month 
ware  taken  for  the  entire  year.the  number  of 
these  grievous  crimes  would  amount,  at 
the  expiration  of  the  year,  to  144.  And 
yet  Ireland  was  asserted  to  be  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  in  a  state  of  unparalleled 
tranquillity.  Vby,there  had  not  been  a 
Hsalter  mid  than  l£,000f.  offered  in  the 
Gueits  ibr  the  discovery  of  crimes  during 
the  past  year.  The  general  average  of 
these  sums  might  be  judged  from  the  fact 
^t,  io  tbe  case  of  James  Walsh,  of  Win- 
xMf  vliOr  vtiUe  staoding  peaceably  at  his 


door,  was  maliciously  shot  at,and  wounded 
in  Ibe  head  and  shoulder,  the  sum  of  30/. 
was  offered  for  the  discovery  of  the  of- 
fender. The  House  would  thus  be  en- 
abled to  judge  how  multifarious  must 
have  been  the  offences  with  reference  lo 
which  such  a  sum  as  15,0001.  had  been 
offered  in  the  shape  of  rewards.  But,  as 
a  set-off  to  the  30(.  offered  in  the  case  of 
Walsh,  it  was  right  he  should  observe  that 
a  sum  very  little  less  in  amount,  tbe  sum 
of  26f.,  had  been  offered  for  the  discovery 
of  the  perpetrators  of  the  serious  offence 
of  shooting  a  priest's  dog.  The  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  had  talked  of  imaginary  ma- 
ladies :  be  had  quoted  from  the  Speplator 
a  passage  about  a  man  who,  by  dint  of 
perusing  medical  treatises,  had  read  him- 
self into  the  conviction,  at  one  period, 
that  he  was  the  victim  of  gout,  and  at 
another  of  asthma.  He  had  further  said 
that  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  had  all 
the  apparent  symptoms  of  aggrievemeut 
without  any  of  Us  pain.  He  would  state 
a  case  which  would  afford  a  satisfactory 
comment  upon  Ibe  noble  Lord's  excessive 
jocularity.  For  the  accuracy  of  the 
statement  he  was  going  to  matte  he  could 
vouch,  for  it  bad  fallen  within  his  personal 
obaervalion.  In  Galway  county  there 
resided  a  clergyman  of  the  church  of  Hng- 
Innd,  named  Ayre.  With  Mr.  Ayre  be 
bad  the  honour  of  being  personally 
acquainted.  There  was  no  more  respect- 
able Gentleman  in  his  private  capacity; 
nor  could  any  clergyman  be  found  who  in 
his  character  was  more  totally  unex- 
ceptionable. The  family  to  which  he  be- 
longed, was,  moreover,  as  respectable  as 
any  in  Ireland.  That  clergyman  bad 
accepted  an  invitation  lo  dine  some  months 
since  with  a  friend  in  hi*  neighbourhood. 
Some  trivial  occurrence  providentially  pre- 
vented him  from  fulfilling  tbe  engagement. 
Upon  that  very  evening  a  genilemap, 
named  Doyle,  an  attorney,  was  returning 
by  tbe  same  road  which  tbe  clergyman 
would  have  taken,  had  he  accepted  the 
iovitatiou,  upon  returning  homeward.  Mr. 
Doyle  was  accompanied  by  his  wife  upon 
a  jaunting  car,  and  was  slopped  upon  bis 
journey  by  a  number  of  armed  ruffians, 
many  of  whom  were  mounted,  and  who 
demanded  of  him  whether  he  was  not  Mr. 
Ayre.  After  satisfying  themselves  that 
Mr,  Doyle  was  not  the  person  whom  tbey 
sought,  they  aiUtered  Iiim  to  proceed.  jSe 
had   not   proceeded  far,  vnen  he  wn 
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ti  compowd  of  men  wfao  dared  not  lake  up 
thoM  meuures  which  they  have  declared  caa 
'  alone  effect  perfect  justice  for  Ireland ' — 
vneasores  which  there  is  too  good  reason  to 
fear  woald  erenluaUy  put  an  end  to  the 
religious  and  civil  rights  of  the  Protestants  of 
this  country — rights  which  I  lament  to  see  the 
feeb)«  policy  of  the  present  Adminislratioo 
seems  '  ashamed  to  destroy,  but  afraid  to 
defend.' 

"  These  are  no  times  for  half  measures.  I 
liare  read  your  address  with  attention,  and 
Ibinb  the  unjust  and  nngeneroos  conduct  of 
Mr.  O'Connell  and  his  followers  towards  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland  folly  bears  out  the 
prayer  of  your  petition,  to  which  I  beg  you  will 
subscriba  my  name. 

"Faithfully  yours, 
"JAMES  L.  W.  NAPER. 
"The  Maiqness  of  Downshire,  Sec." 

The  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  sat  down 
vhea  he  had  finished  reading  the  letter. 
ViscDDot  Morpeth  addressed  the  House 
to  the  following  effect : — As  the  matters  of 
charge  alleged  against  the  conduct  of  his 
Majesty's  Qovernment  in  Ireland,  es- 
pecially in  the  coarse  of  the  present  debate, 
nave  not  been  freely  and  spontaneously 
brought  forward,  but  have  been  draped 
forth  by  the  apeech  of  my  noble  Friend, 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
parUnent;  as  my  noble  Friend  in  that 
speech  addressed  himself  to  the  conduct 
of  his  Majesty's  Government  in  Ireland, 
and  the  principle  on  which  that  conduct 
had  been  founded  ;  and  as  holding  the 
eituBtion  which  I  have  the  honour  to  hold 
I  may  not  be  considered  a  fair  and  impar- 
tial judge  upon  that  question,  I  would 
willingly  have  avoided  obtruding  myself  on 
the  attention  of  the  House  on  thepresent  oc- 
casion. But,atthesametime,so  many  things 
have  been  stated  here  and  elsewhere  (some 
of  which,  however,  I  shall  hardly  think  it 
wonh  my  while  to  stoop  to  notice),  that, 
placed  as  I  am  with  reference  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  Ireland,  I  cannot  permit 
myself  the  indulgence  of  complete  silence. 
I  mast  also  so  far  presume  on  the  patience 
of  the  House  as  to  observe,  that  whereas 
the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend  rested  upoi 
general  and  broad  principles,  and  dwelt oi 
rar^e  and  important  results,  and  wa 
mainly  encoanlered  by  isolated  cases  and 
minttte  details,  I  feel  that  in  the  situation 
whidi  I  have  the  honour  to  fill  I  may  be 
compelled  to  go  more  into  those  cases 
and  details  than  the  Honse  would  expect 
any  other  Member  to  do.  Sir,  Ihave  been 
'  twrited  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  DoUin  nidi  having  takea  tiau  since 


the  opening  of  the  debate  to  prosecnts 
ly  researches  into  the  nMlerials  which  I 
light  consider  it  necessary  to  use  in  the 
>urse  of  it.  It  is  surely  no  very  great 
novelty  that  a  person  whose  conduct,  and 
the  conduct  of  the  department  of  the 
Government  with  which  he  is  immediately 
coouected,  are  arraigned,  should  suspend 
his  observations  on  the  subject  until  he 
ascertaioed  the  bulk  of  the  accusations 
which  it  was  intended  to  prefer.  Indeed, 
if  I  had  spoken  last  night,  I  should  have 
missed  the  opportunity  of  adverting  to  the 
lucubrations  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  liimself.  At  all  events,  it  cannot 
be  alleged  that  I  have  taken  much  time  to 
prepare  my  reply  to  the  charges  which 
have  been  brought  against  me.  My  noble 
Friend  was  immediately  followed  by  the 
hoD.  and  learned  Sergeant,  the  Member 
for  Brandon,  in  a  speech  which  was  dd- 
doubted  ly  distin  fished  by  great  ability, 
coupled,  however,  with  an  acerbity  which 
is  but  too  common  in  the  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant's  efFusions,  and  which  prompts 
him  to  attack  the  character,  the  honour, 
and  even  the  religion,  of  those  who  are 
opposed  to  him.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  who  has  also  made  a 
speech  of  great  talent,  charges  this  side  of 
the  House  with  attempting  to  fasten  odium 
npon  individuals,  and  with  indulging  in 
personal  imputations.  But  does  not  the 
declaration  of  the  hon.  end  learned  Ser- 
geant, the  Member  for  Bandon,  that  no 
Member  of  the  same  profession  as  himself 
could  hold  o6Bce  under  his  Majesty's 
present  Government  witbout  degradatioa 
and  disgrace,  savour  somewhat  of  personal 
imputation  ?  Did  not  the  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant's  expression,  when  he  spoke  of 
the  Protestant  members  of  the  National 
Association,  that  they  were  persons  "  call- 
ing themselves  Protestants,"  seem  like  a 
personal  imputation  1  The  first  point  O 
the  attack  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Ser- 
geant was  directed  against  the  rule  estab- 
lished by  the  present  Master  of  the  Rolls 
in  Ireland  when  he  was  Attorney- General, 
respecting  the  setting  aside  of  jurors  on 
criminal  trials.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant  admitted  that  this  circnmstanee 
involved  no  imputation  on  the  characterof 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  but  maintained 
that  it  greatly  impngned  his  discretion. 
In  answer  to  this  charge  I  will  read  an 
extract  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  O'Loghleti 
written  soon  alter  the  estaUishmentof  the 
rule,  and  giving  ao  acconnt  of  its  openii 
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nntion  of  ctime,  and  (ha  inprOTemeDt  of  the 
tlaie  of  this  conoVT)  are  as  grstifjing  to  me 
U  tbe  facb  are  credilable  to  the  count;  itself. 
Since  I  bad  the  honour  to  be  appointed  chair- 
mii  of  this  coanty  I  have  had,  at  each  sac- 
ceedtng  Session,  to  congratulate  you  npon  a 
sensible  dimiDution  of  crime  and  the  improve- 
ment of  yoDr  social  condition.  On  the  last 
OCeasioD,  1  had  the  satisfaction  to  notice,  that 
allhongh  tlw  number  of  indiclmenta  nere 
apparently  large,  amooDling  to  139,  yet  the 
oflencei  were  in  point  of  qnalit;  very  trifial, 
and  might  for  the  most  part  have  been  dis- 
posed of  at  Petty  Sessions,  and  not,  unneces- 
sarily, sent  here  for  trial.  But  cheering  as 
the  condition  of  the  county  of  Kilkenny  then 
was,  its  present  state  is  still  more  so;  crime 
haring  not  only  been  diminished,  but  almost 
extiogniihed,  I  find,  at  present,  fifty-fonr 
cases  to  be  sent  before  you,  few,  if  any,  par- 
taking of  any  character  of  guilt  that  might  not 
be  found  to  exist  in  the  most  peaceful  and 
orderly  state  of  society,  and  roost  of  which 
might  have  been,  with  great  respect  to  the 
magisterial  anthorities,  as  I  before  stated, 
dended  at  Petty  Sessions.  Out  of  these  fifty- 
four,  there  are  nineteen  cases  of  assanlt,  all  of 
a  minor  character ;  the  rest  are  all  petty  lar- 
ceny and  trifling  cases,  which  also  ought  to 
have  been  disposed  of  at  Petty  Sessions,  In 
conclusion,  I  nave  again  to  congratulate  you, 
gentlemen,  on  the  peace&il  state  of  yonr 
county,  and  the  pleasing  prospects  which  that 
■late  presents.  It  is  a  subject  of  additional 
■alisfaction  to  me  to  state,  and  particularly 
worthy  of  remark,  that  there  is  not  one  case  of 
riot,  at  lair  or  market,  triable  at  these  Sessions. 
I  again  repeat,  with  the  most  pleasurable  feel- 
ings of  satisfaction,  that  this  county,  distin- 
gaished  heretofore  for  great  turbulence  and,  I 
may  add,  crime,  lias  become  one  of  the  most 
peaceable  counties  in  Ireland." 
It  was  during;  this  progress  of  improve- 
ment and  transition  that  the  Lord-Liea- 
tenant  visited  Tipperary  gaol,  and  after 
making  the  most  complete  and  diligent 
inquiry  from  the  Governor  and  Deputy- 
governor  of  the  prison,  by  whom  he  wa> 
attended,  with  reference  to  the  cases  of 
those  who  had  been  convicted  of  light 
oSeucei,  and  more  especially  of  those  who 
had  been  convicted  of  sharing  in  those 
long  feuds,  which  bore  best  their  con6ne- 
ment  j  as  to  the  case  of  those  whose  sen- 
tences were  nearest  expiration,  and  those 
who  came  from  that  part  of  the  country 
where  the  fewest  commotions  prevailed; 
to  these  cues  the  attention  of  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant,  I  say,  was  particularly  directed, 
he  acting  upon  the  charges  of  the  Judges 
in  passing  the  original  sentences,  and  with 
reference  to  the  effect  of  the  example  to 
be  shown,  and  his  judgment  being  always 
dspeodeot  upoa  the  consideration  of  what 
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lesttlt  a  vigoroiu  administration  of  jastioe 
might  have  on  the  improved  state  of  tlie 
country.  But  this  mode  of  proceeding  oo 
the  part  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Lord- 
lientenaDt  has  either  been  attended  snth 
success  or  it  has  not ;  and  let  the  Hook 
decide  that  point.  I  say,  bowerer,  do 
not  trust  to  my  representations  alone,  bnt 
allow  me  to  refer  you  to  documents.  I 
have  here  two  letters,  which  were  intended 
to  be  private,  but  they  are  addreued  Co 
me  in  my  official  capacity,  and,  therefore, 
1  consider  myself  at  perfect  liberty  to  pat 
the  House  in  possession  of  their  contents. 
One  of  these  letters  is  from  Mr,  Hovriey, 
bearing  date,  the  27tii  of  January,  and  I 
could  not  well  have  better  testimony  than 
this  docnment.     He  observes  : — 

"  The  civil  business  of  the  present  Session  I 
never  recollect  to  be  so  heavy,  nor  the  Crown 
business  so  light.  The  mercy  extended  by  hit 
Excellency,  during  his  visit  to  his  country,  btt 
lallen  with  a  softening  influence  upon  the 
popular  mind,  and  has  contributed  mnch  lo 
the  tranquillity  which  prevails.'' 
I  lately  chanced  to  receive  a  communica- 
tion on  another  subject  from  the  Comity- 
Sergeant  of  Tipperary,  dated,  Clonmell, 
Feb.  3rd,  1B37.     He  says  :— 

"  My  Lord — Having  lately  seen  some  altada 
on  the  Government,  in  consequence  of  the 
liberation  of  prisoners  by  his  Eicellencrf  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  last  snramer,  I  take  tbe 
liberty  of  informing  your  Lordship,  that  out 
of  fifty-seven  prisonets  discharged  from  our 
county  gaol,  by  the  Lord  Lieulenanl's  com> 
mands,  only  one  has  been  i'to)mmitted,  thon^ 
the  interval  that  has  elapsed  is  nearly  six 
months.     This  solitary  case    is  that  of  an 

I  certainly  thought  myself,  when  I  Gist 
read  this  preliminary  passage,  that  it  did 
not  tell  much  in  favour  of  the  selection  of 
cases  which  had  been  made.  Bnt  tbe 
writer  adds : — 

"This  iufbrmation  your  Lordship  may  rdy 
on,  as  I  have  taken  care  to  ascertaiu  its  accu- 
racy; aodfurlher,  it  has  scarcely  ever  occnned, 
that  any  such  number  of  persons  has  left  the 
gaol  without  some  of  them  having  been  reeeas- 
mitted,  even  within  a  much  shorter  period. 
It  it,  therefore,  quite  certain,  that  in  ^is 
county  his  Excellency's  olemency  has  been 
attended  with  the  best  effectf.  I  have  the 
honour  to  be, 

"  Your  Lordship's  very  obedient  bnmUe 
Servant, 

«  Dennis  PattAii, 

"  Sargeon  to  the  County  of  llpperalj  Oaol." 
Now,  I  do  not  say,  that  we  have  cared  the 
eviU  of  Inland,  bat,  I  cratend,  tbat  w« 


„C.ooqIc 


.^yv 


345  At^'ounud  {Feb.  8} 

have  verr  much  iroprond  her  social  con- 
dition. I  have  here,  too,  another  letter 
trom  a  person  at  Tipperary  (addreised  to 
the  head  Commissioner  of  the  Police), 
who,  it  seems,  had  made  an  application 
for  a  person  in  whose  fvelfare  he  ivas  in- 
terested, and,  be  ssys : — 

"That  the  sigoalDres  to  the  certificates  sent 
might  be  confirmed;  and  that  no  doubt  the 
partjr  ifould  prove  an  acquisition  to 
blislimeitt,  and  Ihat  Ihe  grievance  of  the  appli- 
cant was  of  a  new  character,  Tipperary  being 
BO  quiet  that  the  police  had  no  business  to  d( 
there." 

Now,  Sit,  the  same  causes  and  circnm- 
Btances  which  have  been  so  observable  ir 
Ihe  county  of  Tipperary  have  all  operated 
in  other  parts  of  Ireland,  and  have  led  to 
a  corresponding  exercise  of  the  prerogative 
of  mercy  on  the  part  of  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant. I  believe  I  might  appeal  to 
several  of  the  bon.  Members  who  represent 
counties  in  Ireland,  and  who  are  now 
present;  but  1  feel  I  need  not  trouble  the 
House  with  the  written  testimonials  of 
those  gentlemen  who  accompanied  his 
Excellency  the  Lord- Lieutenant,  to  bear 
witness  to  the  extreme  caution  which  he 
exercised  in  the  selection  of  the  proper 
objects  for  clemency.  I  am  apprised  by 
these  gentlemen,  that  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
uniformly  required  the  joint  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Governor  of  the  gaol  and  of 
the  local  Protestant  inspectors — that  he 
rejected  firmly,  and  in  spile  of  all  remon- 
strances, the  applications  of  those  who 
had  been  committed  for  civd  ofiences; 
and  almost  universally,  the  cases  of  those 
Ihe  greater  part  of  whose  sentences  had 
not  expired.  Sir,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant,  the  Member  for  Bandonbridge, 
quoted  a  case  from  Sligo,  in  which  the 
sentence  was  commuted  from  that  of 
death  to  nine  months'  imprisonment. 
This  fact  goes  to  show  the  circumstances 
under  which  that  commutation  of  punish- 
ment was  made,  or  it  speaks  little  for  the 
state  of  the  law  in  Ireland.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  University 
stated,  lhat  this  case  was  gone  through  in 
two  hours,  and  that  it  was  decided  upon 
instinct  of  course.  This  was,  certainly,  a 
very  candid  and  liberal  suggestion  on  the 
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ject  of  very  grave  deliberation.  The4on. 
and  learned  Sergeant  has  quoted  a  cor- 
respondence which  toolc  place  between  the 
Private  Secretary  of  tbe  Lord-Iieatenant 
and  the  local  Inspector  at  Liflbrd.  The 
learned  Sergeant  chose  to  put  me  down 
when  I  referred  to  this  part  of  the  subject 
on  a  former  occasion ;  but  1  hold  copies 
of  the  correspondence  in  my  hand,  namely, 
of  a  letter  from  Colonel  Yorke,  the  Private 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  to  the 
rev.  Mr.  Clarke,  the  local  Inspector  at 
LiSbrd.  And  I  must  here  declare  that, 
with  respect  to  the  discharge  of  tbe  dutiea 
of  local  Inspectors  by  the  Protestant 
cle^ — the  Protestant  clergy  discbarge 
them  with  perfect  fidelity,  with  great  dis- 
cretion, and  with  nnremitling  zeal.  Tbe 
learned  Sergeant  has  reflected  with  some 
asperity  on  the  circumstance  of  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  having  desired,  that  the  proper 
authorities  should  furnish  him  with  some 
of  the  names  of  the  persons  entitled  to 
mercy  in  Lifibrd  gaol — a  gaol  which  is 
much  celebrated  for  the  excellent  manage- 
ment which  pervades  its  internal  arrange- 
ments. In  passing  through  the  town  on 
his  tour,  it  did  happen  that  it  was  not  in 
the  power  of  the  Lord -Lieu  ten  ant  to  visit 
the  gaol,  but  he  thought  that  he  should 
be  wanting  in  respect  to  those  whose  skill 
was  BO  manifest  if  he  did  not  give  them 
some  opportunity  to  point  out  sach  per- 
sons as  they  might  think  proper  objects 
for  the  exercise  of  clemency.  Now  the 
learned  Sergeant  quoted  only  the  begin- 
ning of  the  correspondence  in  question, 
but  I  must  carry  his  attention,  and  that 
of  the  House,  a  little  further.  Mr.  Clarke 
says  : — 

"  Lifford,  August  13,  1836. 

"  Sin — Agreeable  to  jour  wish,  exprassed 

your  letter  to  the  Governor,  I  have  with 

him  selected  such  cases  as  we  feel  justified  in 

recommeDding  to    his  Excellency's  humane 

liileration. 

With  reference  to  those  coovieted  of 
BBsaoll,  I  hsTC  not  recomnended  any  case  in 
which  there  was  waylaying  proved,  or  any 
other  circumstance  of  an  aggravated  nature. 
In  all  cases  recommended  I  have  been  influ- 
enced by  a  feeling  of  commiseration  for  the 
>ol  families  of  those  confined. 
I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Ice.  tec. 
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Miava  that  ia  eitry  oue  ucMpt  one  the 
lilt  of  panoni  commitled  to  {^1  hat  been 
forwarmd  to  the  caatle  by  the  high  afaeriff. 
Thii,  however,  did  not  occur  in  the  case 
«r  Heath,  owing  to  a  miitake  on  the  part 
of  the  high  sheriff,  which  irregularity 
nevertheleas  haa  not  been  continned.  Col. 
Yorke  aaya  "That  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
felt  himaetf,  in  ctaea  where  indtviduala 
had  been  accuied  of  breachea  of  the 
Revenue-laws,  atrongljimpreued  with  the 
conviction  of  enforcing  the  full  ponith- 
ment."  Tbia  then  led  to  a  further  corre- 
ipondence,  which  Mr.  Clarke  thought  it 
better  ahould  be  publiahed  in  the  papera 
of  the  county,  and  this  waa  accordingly 
done,  and  the  letters  eo  publiahtd  lad  to 
■ome  aevere  tninadveraions  and  reBectiona 
m  T/u  Evmiii0  Mail.  I  will  now  only 
quote  one  mora  document,  ft  being  an 
answer  which  waa  writen  to  Tht  London- 
derry Sentinel,  in  consequence  of  what 
bad  appeared  in  the  Eotnmg  Mail,  which 
artiele  certainly  efibrded  aad  erinced  a 
good  lample  of  that  system  of  mie- 
repreaentaiion  which  haa  obtndad  itaelf 
inlo  the  Maniion-bonia  of  Dublin,  and 
has  even  fotind  its  way  Into  the  Comnions' 
HoQie  9f  PerllBRient.  The  article  to 
which  I  refer  la  ihia  :^ 

"  Copy  of  a  letter  from  the  Rev.  F,  M. 
Clarka  {Local  Inspector  of  the  Oaol  at 
LlBbrd,  couDtjr  Donegal,  to  the  editor  of 
ne  Londonderry  SaUinel  1— 

"  Sis  persons  eonvicled  of  assault,  seetencad 
aorae  to  ria  months,  one  to  fcur,  sod  four  to 
three  months'  inpriiORmenl,  with  ten  ceoTietad 
of  a  breach  of  the  reveaua  laws,  ware  recom- 
manded  on  the  ground  that  their  oSeacas  were 
not  of  an  aggravated  nature,  that  encli  had  a 
large  family  depending  on  him  Tor  support, 
which  in  no  degree  partieipaled  in  his  guilt ; 
and  his  abietiee  frara  which,  at  this  partieuUr 
season,  might  prora  ruinous.  Of  these  so 
recommended  his  BxceUeney  liberated  six  con. 
flned  for  aManU,  and   two  for  lUidt  distlll- 

"  Th*  eorrespondent  of  Tit  Ueil,  in  his 
letter  to  whirh  the  csualic  remarks  on  mine 
are  appended,  asks,  '  How  many  Prolesiuit* 
hi*  Eceellency  has  discharged  T'  and  aaswaTs 
his  owa  qeestlon  by  saying, '  not  one.' 

<<  On  this  point  1  have  to  observe  that,  of 
the  sixteen  reeomiBended  here,  three  were 
Members  of  the  Established  Church  thirteen 
were  Roman  Catholics. 

"  Of  the  nine  discharged,  four  wete  Mem. 
ben  of  the  eiUblished  Church,  five  were 
Koman  Catholics. 

"  I  remain  fce,, 
{Signed)  ■<  E.  M.  Cuwa. 

"  Utari,  Sept.  1«,  lase." 


Mow  tbia,  I  will  aay,  is  a  goo  \  lainplsa  of 
staling  foots  speciSoally  ;  and  with  aome 
truth  the  hon,  and  learned  Member  tot 
Dublin  declared  be  did  not  like  advertiag- 
to  facta.  1  am  now  about  to  apeak  to 
thi;  dearest  and  most  valuable  ezorcifle  of 
the  prerogative.  I  do  not  meaa  to  eoafni^ 
and  I  am  ^sure  no  hon.  Gentlemaa  would, 
that  the  exercise  of  this  privilege  wswld 
establish  a  good  system  for  peraaaooot 
practical  operation  :  but  under  tli*  pocoliar 
circumstances  of  time  and  cOMilry  I 
believe  it  to  be  perfectly  justifiable;  and 
I  believe  that  its  exercise  under  (he 
circumitances  which  pervaded  tbia  eaac 
was  of  considerable  use,  and  that  nveh 
benefit  haa  resulted  therefrom.  Bot,  Sir, 
severe  strictures  have  been  made  npon  tbe 
oae  which  the  noble  earl  the  Lord-IJe«- 
tenent  has  made  of  the  aame  pTerogative 
in  former  cases  which  have  been  broag^ht 
before  bim,  of  prisoners  who  hava  been 
aenteneed,  and  whoae  sentences  ba  iater- 
fered  with,  the  Lord' LieMen ant  not 
having  first  taken  the  opinion  of  the  jadgea. 
Now,  I  lake  upon  myself  to  aay,  tfaM  the 
present  Lord-Lieutenant  haa  not  been 
Burpaaied  by  any  of  his  predaeeaaors  In 
that  most  labDrious  consideration  which 
he  has  bestowed  on  all  the  criminal  tasoa 
which  have  been  brought  under  hta  notioe^ 
and  which  haa  formed  the  most  onowas 
part  of  his  duties.  J  will  also  Uks  npoH 
myself  to  say,  that  it  ■■,  and  alwayabM 
been,  his  rule  and  practice  to  refer  all 
eases  to  the  judge  who  may  have  preaidad 
at  the  trie)  of  the  prlaoners,  when  tbe 
point  turns  upon  the  circnmstaaoaa 
connected  with  the  trial  itself.  It  has 
always  been  the  custom  in  Ireland  (and  I 
believe  also  in  England),  that  where  spe- 
cial gmunda  are  put  forward,  or  vpon 
numerous  strong  loe«l  representations  belitg 
made,  where  the  offence  is  of  a  minor 
description,  the  judges  who  have  been 
referred  to,  have  allowed  the  Lord-UaB- 
tenant  to  exercise  the  prerogative  of  loaiey. 
And,  indeed,  when  some  mixed  caici 
have  been  referred  to  tbe  judgca,  tbaaa 
learned  personage*  have  leplied  to  eoiae 
parts  of  such  case,  end  have  slated  thM 
other  portions  of  it  reated  under  tbe 
peculiar  juiisdietion  of  the  Lord  IJentenaat. 
As  an  iostanceoftheirayin  which  the  Lord- 
LieuUnant  of  Ireland  haa  shown  his  watM  of 
respect  for  iheaothority  of  the  jodgea— (1 
should  be  the  lest  man  to  impngn  the 
respect  due  to  the  ehavaeler  of  a  j*dga 
bat  I  oBoat  btnt  that  that  lesyet  oa^  to 
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bs  Ttdproal  to  tfae  mptct  due  io  tlie 
iifitiifiitniiin  <tf  the  Sorereiga)— ibe 
learned  Sergeant  has  brougbt  totviud  a 
can  trhicfa  wu  tried  before  tlie  Chief 
Baniu,  and  I  owe  an  apology,  perhaps,  to 
the  leaiiKd  GeDUeman  for  the  eiLClaina- 
lioa  I  made  on  that  ocouion,  when  1  said 
the  caae  bad  occurred  last  year.  I  did 
not,  however,  do  justice  to  my  exclamation 
becau»e  I  should  have  said  the  year  before 
last,  though  I  do  not  mean  to  saj^,  that 
this  irould  be  a  justification  if  it  had 
occumd  three  year*  ago.  But,  Sir,  what 
led  to  my  exclamation  was  the  fact  tliat 
this  chame  had  been  already  served  up  to 
US  in  July,  1835,  on  the  motion  of  the 
hoo.  Member  &r  Londonderry,  and  I 
thought  the  matter  had  been  fully  disposed 
of,  I  mutt  say,  that  when  I  found  the 
learned  Sergeant  bad  botlJed  up  this  slory 
of  the  Chief  Baron  I  was  surprised.  The 
opinioa  of  the  Lord-Lie  uleoant  had 
beengireo  to  the  Earl  of  Haddington. 
The  ProtesUnts,  who  were  supposed  to  be 
the  parties  aggrieved,  had  iha  lighter 
niMsbment  allotted  to  them,  whilst  the 
Roman  Catholics  had  the  heavier.  But 
it  was  after  the  eKpiratton  of  the  period  of 
coKfinemeot  exleoded  to  the  Protestants 
that  the  jary  unanimously  came  forward 
to  petition  that  a  limilar  exercise  of  mercy 
night  be  manifested  to  the  Roman 
Ci^olics,  they  having  been  already  a 
lODgerlima  imprisoned  than  the  Protestants. 
Hia  Excellency  took  an  opportunity  of 
(•okiog  at  the  original  notes  of  the  case, 
■Dd  of  considering  the  Judge's  opinion, 
and  thinking  that  a  safficient  period  ot 
confinement  had  been  allotted  lo  both 
parties,  be  assented  to  the  enlargement  of 
the  Soman Calbolics.  Uponthatoccasion, 
in  the  year  1835,  I  remember  tiie  name 
of  the  Countess  of  Mulgrav e  was  brought 
forward  for  having  obeyed  the  impulse  of 
her  gentle  and  charitable  nature,  and 
expressed  a  wish  in  favour  of  a  prisoner 
from  whose  wife  she  had  received  a  letter ; 
and  I  really  had  hoped  that  her  name 
woulduotsgainbavebeen  brought  forward, 
even  to  appease  the  dignity  of  my  Lord 
Chief  Baron.  But  we  have  not  yet  done 
wjU)  the  misconduct  of  the  Ooveroment 
in  the  last  year.  The  hon.  and  gallaot 
Member  for  Donegal  says  that  the 
liberatioa  of  Mr.  Reynolds  was  a  most 
nnJMtifiable  step.  Ha  stated  further, 
that  not  only  bad  we  committed  tfae 
eoormity  of  acting  upon  that  occasion 
wtlbMt  the  concurrence  of  the  learned 
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Judge  by  whom  Mr.  Reynolds  was  triad* 
but  that  we  acted  in  direct  opposition  to 
his  opinion,  after  it  bad  been  asked  aod 
obtained.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
is  mistaken.  We  did  not  ask  tfae  learned 
Chief  Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas  for 
his  opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of  mitigating 
the  sentence  passed  upon  Mr,  Reynolds  ; 
but  from  what  transpired  through  the 
ordinary  channels  of  information  the  Lord* 
Lieutenant  felt  birnself  called  upon  to  ask 
for  the  notes  of  the  trial,  for  the  evideoca 
taken  upon  the  trial,  and  for  the  charge 
delivered  by  ihe  learned  Chief  Justice  to 
the  jury.  These  documents,  when  obtained, 
he  immediately  subroilted  to  the  legtA 
advisers  of  tfae  Crown,  to  the  Attornew- 
General,  tbe  Solicitor- Gea«!Tal,  and  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  and  it  was  in  consequence 
of  (heir  unanimous  opinion,  as  expressed 
after  an  inspection  of  these  documents, 
that  the  Loid- Lieu  tenant  ordered  the 
immediate  liberation  of  Mr.  Reyntdds. 
Tbis  happened  in  November,  or,  at  the 
latest,  Ceoember,  1835;  yet  upon  thi* 
grossly  unjustiGable  step  until  last  night 
not  one  word  has  been  said  in  either  House 
of  Parliament,  either  in  the  way  of  reproach 
to  the  Government,  or  vindication  of  the 
offended  dignity  of  the  Lord  Chier  Justice 
of  the  Common  Pleas. 

Colonel  ConoUy  :  I  beg  (be  noble 
Lord's  pardon.  I  alluded  to  tbe  subject 
myself  not  long  after  tbe  transactioD  took 
place. 

Viscount  Morpeth :  I  am  reminded  ^ 
what  I  had  certainly  at  the  moment  for- 
gotten, I  remember  that  the  subject  was 
mentioned  in  ibis  House,  but  only  men- 
tioned, I  believe,  because  we  on  tbis  side 
of  tbe  House  had  dared  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  (o  bring  the  case  forward  if  they 
had  any  complaint  to  make  upon  it.  Thus 
it  certainly  happened  (hat  the  subject  was 
mentioned,  but  no  motion  or  sabseqaeot 
proceeding  was  founded  upon  it.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  has,  in  the  present 
debate,  applied  himself  chiefly  to  the  sub- 
ject which  also  engaged  his  eloquence  at 
the  meeting  at  the  Mansion-house  in 
Dublin,  namely  the  selection  of  sheriffs 
for  the  year  1636,  This  likewise  appears 
to  me  to  be  a  matter  of  last  year.  My 
nobleFriendVLordJohnRuesefl's)  charge 
against  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  on 
tbe  opposite  side  of  Ihe  House  was,  that 
they  shrunk  from  bringing  forward  in 
Parliament  those  charge*  which  they  urged 
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tidy,  which  has  been  made  the  subject  of 
much  Bcvere  comment  in  the  course  of  the 
present  debate.  It  is  a  complaint  very 
general  throughout  Ireland,  and  no  nhere 
more  prevalent  than  in  Queen's  County, 
that  there  are  to  be  found  upon  the  bench 
terv  few  magistrates  who  profess  the  same 
faith  or  sympathise  with  the  opinions  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  population.  I 
do  not  mean  to  say,  that  this  should  stand 
as  a  reason  for  appointing  or  rejecting  any 
particular  person,  but  it  was  undoubtedly 
a  fact  much  to  be  lamented.  Several 
namcB  were  forwarded  to  Lord  de  Vesey, 
the  Lord- Lieutenant  of  the  county — 
against  whose  integrity  or  honour  I  should 
be  the  last  person  in  the  world  to  say  a 
word — as  fit  and  proper  persons  to  fill  the 
office  of  sub-Sheriff.  Lord  de  Vesey  did 
not  think  fit  to  approve  of  those  names, 
and  an  appeal  was  in  consequence  made 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  to  the  Irish 
Government.  An  inquiry  took  place. 
Lord  de  Vesey  stated  his  objectJODS  to  the 
names  forwarded,  and  the  grounds  upon 
which  those  objections  were  founded.  In 
the  instance  of  Mr.  Cassidy  it  appeared 
that  his  objection  rested  upon  certam  pro- 
ceedings before  the  court  of  quarter  ses- 
sions, with  which  that  gentleman  had  been 
connected.  The  case  arose,  I  believe,  out 
of  a  demand  for  county  cess,  which  Mr. 
Cassidy  contended  was  improperly  levied 
upon  him.  It  turned  out  that  ntieu  the 
demand  was  about  to  be  enforced,  some 
persons  in  Mr.  Cassidy's  employment 
offered  a  forcible  resistance,  and  a  dis- 
turbance ensued.  1  am  told  that  Mr. 
Cassidy  unequivocally  expressed  his  dis- 
approval of  the  conduct  of  his  servants, 
Blthoogh  of  course  he  was  compelled  to 
bear  the  weight  of  the  damages  incurred 
ID  consequence  of  it.  Mr.  Cassidy  was 
recommended  to  the  Government  by  se- 
veral gentlemen  in  the  county  cff  high  sta- 
tion and  great  respectability.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  shakes  his  head  as  if 
that  statement  were  not  true.  [Mr.  Veset/: 
Will  the  noble  Lord  name  one  ?]  I  am  in 
possession  of  the  names  of  several,  and 
conid  mention  them,  if  I  oleased  :  but  I 
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in  the  King's  and  Queen's  counties.  His 
younger  brother  is  a  magistrate  and  sheriff 
for  Kildare,  and  he  himself  holds  the 
commission  of  the  peace  for  King's  county, 
to  which  he  was  appointed  by  Lord  Ox- 
mantown,  no  great  advocate  of  agitation 
or  repeal.  But  the  utmost  thunders  of 
the  opposition  seem  to  have  been  re- 
served for  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Pigott. 
Now  there  is  no  nomination  upon  which, 
both  on  public  and  private  grounds,  I 
take  more  cordial  pleasure.  I  do  not 
know  a  person  of  whom  I  have  a  higher 
opinion,  or  for  whom  I  anticipate  a  more 
successful  career,  whether  in  the  estima- 
tion of  his  fellow-citizens,  or  in  the  first 
walks  of  his  profession.  He  is  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Association,  That  he  has 
often  appeared  there  or  taken  any  pro- 
minent part  in  their  discussions,  or  de- 
livered any  of  his  sentiments  there,  I 
am  not  aware.  The  last  time  in  which 
I  saw  his  name  mentioned  as  connected 
with  Ihe  proceedings  of  the  Association 
was  when  that  body  was  very  near  passing 
a  vote  of  censure  upon  him,  'But,  un- 
doubtedly, I  do  not  disguise  that  there 
are  many  members  of  the  Association 
who  entertain  or  profess  opinions  widely 
at  variance  with  those  of  the  Govern- 
ment under  whom  I  have  the  honour  to 
serve.  But  I  apprehend  that  in  avail- 
ing ourselves  of  any  beneSt  which  may 
be  received  from  the  advice  of  Mr.  Pigott, 
we  in  no  way  remove  any  responsibility 
which  his  appointment  may  impose  either 
upon  the  Lord- Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  the 
chief  law  o£Gcers,  or  myself.  For  my  own 
part  I  can  only  say  that  I  shall  most 
willingly  share  in  any  responsibility 
which  may  be  supposed  to  result  from  his 
appointment.  With  respect  to  the  Asso- 
ciation, it  is  impossible  to  maintain  that 
the  existence  of  such  a  body,  and  the  ex.- 
tent  to  which  it  carries  its  functions, 
can  be  said  to  indicate  a  perfectly 
healthy  state  of  society,  or  that  we  coula 
contemplate  its  permanent  establishment 
without  giving  rise  to  serious  uneasiness 
and  jealousy  on  the  part  of  the  local 
Government.  I  am,  therefore,  the  mor^ 
o  bewail  that  mistaken  and  per- 
irse  of  policy  which  made  ita 
lent  and  its  wide-spread  and 
easing  influence  a  natural  and, 
n's  natures  continue  what  they 
eritable  consequence  of  the  pro- 
ihat  had  been  offered.  I  have 
iarn   from   the  opinivn  of  any 
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between  than  at  ill.  I  have  many  papen 
in  ray  Kand  nl&Uvc  to  the  cases  tried  be- 
tatt  thoae  Asiistant  Barriiters,  I  will  not 
go  into  them  here ;  not  only  because  I  do 
not  tbtnkthUHoaiethefit  arena  for  a  dis- 
cussion of  the  kind,  but  because  a  Com- 
mittee has  been  recently  appointed  berore 
which  it  might  very  properly  be  broaght, 
if  to  any  hon.  Member  there  should  appear 
to  be  a  necessity  Tor  Turther  invcstigalion. 
But  three  names — I  omit  all  the  others — 
have  been  specially  signalled  out  as  sub- 
jects of  reproach  and  suspicion — the  names 
of  Messrs.  Hudson,  Gibson,  and  Fogerty, 
In  the  case  of  Mr.  Hudson,  I  beg  to  stale 
these  facts  in  reply  to  the  insinoaiions  that 
have  been  made  agninst  him.  In  June 
last  he  rejected  seventeen  Liberal  claim- 
ants who  were  tenants  to  Mr.  Vigors,  and 
subsequently  nine  others,  all  of  whom 
were  admitted  to  the  franchise  upon 
appeal  to  Judge  Johnson,  at  ihe  last  sum- 
tnerassizes.  Similar  claimants  had  been  be- 
fore admitted  by  Mr.  HuUtonge  Robinson, 
the  Conservative  assistant  barrister,  and 
also  by  Mr.  Moody,  but  Mr.  Hudson  re- 
jected them.  There  has  been  only  one 
appeal  by  the  Conservatives  from  his  de- 
cisions, upon  the  question  of  value.  Fully 
one-lhird  of  the  Liberal  claimants  have 
been  rejected  by  him  at  the  sessions.  The 
average  number  of  notices  served  was  four 
hundred  at  each  sessions.  With  respect 
to  Mr.  Gibson,  I  will  only  say,  that  in  The 
Leintter  Exprets.aa  Orange  local  journal, 
there  is  an  article,  published  in  the  be- 
ginoiog  of  last  November,  attacking  tlie 
apathy  of  the  Conservatives  in  the  county, 
for  not  coming  forward  and  stating  that 
Gibson  registered  fairlv  and  impartially, 
upon  the  principle  of  the  lieneficial  value, 
and  that  the  Conservatives  had  thus  an 
equal  chance  with  the  Liberals,  if  they 
would  come  forward  to  the  registry.  I 
find,  too,  this  practical  result  of  the  legis- 
tration  ia  Leinster,  fur  the  years  1 835  and 
IS3S.  At  the  winter  assizes,  of  ten  Con- 
,  lervalivs  claimants,  nine  were  admitted, 
whilst  of  ninety-six  Reform  claimants, 
twenty-seven  ooly  were  admitted;  and 
■itain,  in  the  spring  assiiies  of  1836,  out  of 
eight  Conservative  claims,  seven  were 
admitted,  whilstof  103  Reform  clainianls, 
only  four  were  admitted.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  city  of  Dublin, 
who  spoke  last,  alluded  to  the  course  pur- 
'  '  If  the  magistrates  of  King's  county 
~  "  r.  Gibson,  the  assistant  barrig- 
I  iirciinabsnoe    has  aheady 


been  fully  gone  into  by  my  noble  Friend 
who  opened  the  debate,  by  whom  the  rea- 
~~  of  that  proceeding  was  amplyexpoaed. 
ill  merely  eay,  that  at  all  events,  tlie 
msgistrates  made  a  speedy  atonement  to 
the  assistant  barrister ;  because,  aflec 
having  removed  him  from  the  chair,  they 
found  themselves  coustrained  to  call  upon 
for  his  assistance  in  making  the  charge 
le  grand  jury.  Another  part  of  the 
resolution  which  I  have  read  embraces  iht 
officers  of  the  constabulary  and  police. 
With  respect  to  those  persons  who  have 
been  appointed  officers  in  the  coastdaalarj 
end  police,  I,  of  course,  have  not  had  the 
i  means  of  making  a  personal  acquaint- 
ance with  any  of  them  as  I  have  had  the 
pleasure  of  doing  with^the  assistant  baN 
ristcrs.  I  can  only  say,  that  they  were 
recommended  to  us  from  quarters  on 
hich  we  thought  we  could  place  the  fill- 
lest  reliance, and  that  the  qualifications  of 
ill  of  them  were  submitted  to  the  personal 
scrutiny  of  the  distinguished  officer  at  the 
head  of  the  establishments.  One  qualifi- 
cation I  admit  they  have  not  possesaed| 
they  have  not  been  recommended  by  the 
hon,  Members  opposite,  nor  by  their 
friends  end  supporters.  We  admit  that 
they  are  ia  no  hurry  of  attack.  In  this  we 
admit  that  they  are  eminently  defective. 
They  are  eminently  defective  also  in  per- 
secuting Protestantism.  Talking  of  per- 
secuting Protestantism,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Donegal  had  attempted 
to  be  witty  at  the  expense  of  my  nobl« 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Leitrim  (Lord 
Clements),  because  be  was  not  at  that 
meeting;  but  my  noble  Friend  wanted  one 
requisite  qualification;  for,  in  the  first 
place,  it  was  necessary  that  all  must  be 
Protestantswho  were  admitted, but,  further 
than  that,  they  must  all  be  aggrieved, 
Protestants.  Now  my  noble  Friend  did 
not  admit  that  he  was  aggrieved,  although 
he  was  quite  ready  to  go  to  the  meeting, 
and  most  worthily  might  he  have  been 
admitted,  for  a  more  honourable,  a  tnois 
upright,  impartial  roan  does  not  exist  than 
my  noble  Friend.  I  think  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer  will  feel  that  my  noble 
Friend  has  satisfactorily  proved  that  he  was 
not  entitled  to  be  present  or  to  be  heard 
at  that  meeting.  Now,  with  respect  to 
the  exercise  of  patronage,  whatever  the 
requisite  qualifications  have  been,  and  the 
selection  has  been  necessarily  confined  to 
a  few  persons— as,  for  instance,  to  the 
(uperintendeott  of  hospitals,  or  to   the 
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union  which  prevails  on  the  bench  vhere  I 
h*Te  the  honour  of  sitting.  No  effort  on 
my  put  has  been  wanting  to  effect  it ;  none 
■hall  be  wanting  to  cement  and  perpetuate 
it.  And  I  dedarc  that  after  contemplating 
the  dangers  which  sunound  this  country, 
uid  in  the  face  of  the  combination,  dan- 
gennu  as  I  think  and  unnatural,  which  I 
Bce  on  the  benches  oppodte,  the  vindication 
of  my  conduct  is  easy.  If  I  wanted  a  de- 
ftnce,  I  would  refer,  in  the  presence  of  my 
country,  to  this  single  fact,  that  when  the 
Government  of  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land was  charged  last  night  distinctly,  in  a 
speech  of  great  force  and  of  detail,  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  learned  Sergeant  behind 
me,  the  defence  of  that  Administiation  was 
not  intrusted  to  any  of  the  Colleagues  of 
the  Lord- Lieu  tenant — the  charge  was  not 
answered  by  his  Secretary ;  but  it  devolved 
very  natUTAll^  upon  the  recent  guest  and 
favoured  liiend  of  the  I^rd- Lieuten- 
ant, the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny. 
Sir,  I  really  address  yon  with  some  difB- 
culty }  I  see  so  much  agitation  on  the 
benches  before  me.  I  have  also  in  my  eye 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  BaUi, 
who  read  us  last  evening  so  pointed  and 
useful  a  lecture  on  the  mode  and  manner 
in  which  we  should  deliver  our  sentimenta. 
Tbe  hon.  Member  appeared  almost  in  the 
character  of  the  master  of  the  ceremonies  on 
the  occasion,  a  very  appropriate  character 
for  him  to  assume,  representing  as  he  does 
the  ancient  subjects  of  Beau  Nash,  But 
notwithstanding  all  his  agitation,  and  not- 
withstanding the  criticisms  of  this  arinier 
tkgaHtiamm,  ccmfining  myself  to  the  rules 
<rf  the  House,  which  you.  Sir,  will  always 
he  found  ready  to  enforce,  and  which  eveiT 
Gentleman  on  this  side  of  the  House  will 
always  be  found  anxious  to  maintain,  I 
will  endeavour,  with  all  the  frankness  and 
idainnesg  which  becomes  a  commoner  of 
£nglnnd,  lo  express  my  sentiments  on  tbe 
present  occa^n.  Very  early  in  the  course 
of  the  discussion  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
introduced  the  authority  of  Mr.  Fos,  who 
contended  that  the  real  system  of  governing 
Ireland  was  to  meet  each  succeeding  demand 
of  the  people  of  that  country  by  succesdve 
concessions,  and  that  while  they  remained 
unweary  in  demanding  we  were  to  be  un- 
tired  in  granting.  Toe  noble  Lord,  I  say, 
ated  the  authority  of  Mr.  Fox,  and  he  ap- 
peared to  me  to  cite  it  as  if  be  thought  it 
would  be  treated  with  disrespect  on  this 
dde  of  the  House.  I  speak  not  for  others, 
I  fOQ  only  answer  for  myself;  hut  that 
JuUiQ fUiaevcr  he  mmtioned  without  ex. 


citing  my  attention,  and  denua^ag  my 
most  profound  respect.  Mr.  Fox,  as  I 
humbly  conceive,  was  really  a  great  slates* 
man.  His  was  the  capacious  mind  to 
grasp  and  comprehend  the  great  first 
principles  of  Government' — his  was  tbe 
Godlike  gift  of  eloquence,  with  power 
and  perspicuity  to  enforce  them ;  but  his 
was  also  tbe  no  leas  important  and  necessary 
gift  of  applying  those  great  first  prindplei 
of  Government  to  the  circumstances  of  tbe 
country,  and  tbe  times  in  wbicb  he  lived 
and  acted.  There  is  a  relative  of  Mr.  Fox 
tbe  present  Administration,  Lord  Hol- 
land, his  nephew.  I  once  was  favoured 
with  the  friendship  of  that  noble  Lord.  It 
impossible  ever  to  have  known  and  not  to 
intinuc  to  remember  the  superior  nature 
id  tbe  high  intellectual  attainments 
of  tbat  noble  Lord,  and  not  to  retain  for 
a  permanent  attachment.  That  noble 
Lord  has  told  us,  in  a  pentameter  verse 
of  old  monastic  I^tin,  what  was  the  poh'cy 
of  tbe  present  Administration  :^ 

"  Quo  perpatQo  iddI  ■g;itit&  maneiit." 
Now,  T  will  translate  "  Quceperpavo  tunt 
agitata,"  thus — those  who  perpetually  yield 
to  adtation ;  but  "  manent,"  how  shall  I 
translate  that?  why  they  remain  in 
Downing-strcet,  and  contrive  to  keep 
their  places.  The  noble  Lord  opposite 
talks  of  all  the  symptoms  of  the  gout 
without  tbe  pain.  I  would  ask  the  noble 
Lord  if  he  ever  heard  of  an  Administration 
with  all  the  functicms  of  Government 
without  the  power.  It  is  vain  for  him  to 
cite  to  me  the  authority  of  Mr.  Fox  in 
defence  of  such  policy  and  sucb  proceedings. 
Idemurtobisauthority  on  that  point.  Icon- 
tend  that  if  Mr.  Fox  had  lived  to  see  the  day 
when  the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts  bad 
been  repealed — when  Catholic  Emancipa- 
tion had  been  granted — when  a  Deform  Bill 
had  passed,  extending  tbe  suffrage  both  in 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  —  when  the 
Protestant  hierarchy  of  Ireland  had  been 
greatly  reduced,  one  half  of  its  bishoprics 
being  annihilated — when  the  cburch-cess 
had  been  cast  upon  the  property  of  the 
Church,  to  tbe  relief  of  the  occupiers  of 
the  soil— if  Mr.  Fox  had  lived  to  see  these 
things  granted,  if  also  he  bad  lived  to  see 
proposed  on  the  part  of  that  "exclusive 
minoritv"  to  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
referred,  the  free  and  complete  surrender 
of  their  "  exclusive  corporations,"  attocLing 
only  one  condition  to  that  proposal,  and 
the  power  which  it  is  proposed  to  abolish 
should  not  be  transferred  from  one  exclusive 
body  to  the  other — if  be  bad  seen  th«  frank 
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fMk€  mjnd  in  intend.  Tbea,  Sv.  m  to 
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it  Mt  trae  that  Mr.  Coou,  the  iumabeni 
of  a  rectory  io  UiKrick,  retnrnmg  from 
aw  frfenaaoceof  Jtmc  wenite,  wm  fitcJ 
•poabytw«aMa«iiMinBnd.dn?  IiKnot 
tme  tiutt  sootber  cletgynisii  bTinp  in  a 
Aatebtd  Ewnae,  bad  hteton  &c.  and  on 
mifcias  oat  to  obtain  aasntance  had  two 
ritotj  nted  at  htm  ?  I  will  not  lire  the  Hook 
bj  goifl^  into  the  moltipticit;  orcrimci  that 
hare  been  committed ;  it  vootd  be  dia- 
rufttng  to  mTielf;  hot  I  have  mentioned 
uutanccf,  and  I  will  rentore  to  lay,  that 
whatever  crimef  may  be  committed  in 
England  and  Scotland ,  there  are  no  crimei 
committed  in  either  of  theie  conntries  of 
the  peculiar  dye  of  Irish  crime,  or  of  a 
character  connected  in  the  same  waj  with 
Tiolent  popnlar  animositiei.  Neit,  Sir,  I 
$ak,  ha>  the  noble  Lord  met  the  charge 
mpecting  Mr.  Cauidy  ?  h  it  not  trae 
that  that  Gentleman  had  been,  as  wa> 
staled,  remarkable  for  Ihe  share  he  look 
ia  anti-tithe  agitation — is  it  not  admitted 
that  io  the  first  instance,  when  the  Liberal 
Club  proposed  him  to  tbe  Lord- Lieutenant 
of  the  county  as  a  Magistrate,  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  assigned  as  his  reason  for  re- 
rasing  tbe  application,  the  circumstance  of 
Mr.  Cassid/s  having  been  couTicted  of 
bein^  prominently  mixed  up  in  an  illegal 
act  in  a  riotous  resistance  to  the  payment 
of  a  leeal  impost,  the  county  cess?  The 
Lord-Lieutenant's  6rst  refiunl,  however, 
was  not  accepted,  and  the  Lord  Cban- 
eellor  of  Ireluid  made  a  second  application 
in  behalf  of  Mr.  Casndy,  nhich  was  refused 
for  tbe  reason  before  oisiffnetl.  Shortly 
after,  bowuver,  the  Lord-Lieutenant  in 
question  went  abroad,  and  when  bis  hack 
was  turned,  Mr.  Cussiily  was  appointed  a 
magistrate.  Now,  let  mo  cull  to  the  recol- 
Iscdon  of  the  Houie  whot  was  the  lint  set 
vf  this  favourite  and  ohoson  magistrate  of 
tho  Vlooroy — clioson  in  duilsnco  of  the 
I^cd-Ueutanant  of  the  county.  Why,  Sir, 
hli  flnl  ael  wss  to  go  to  tho  National  As- 
•oolntlon  and  tenilsr,  as  hU  contribution 
to  Ilia  Anoolatlon,  tho  nmouut  of  the 
montFy  whloh  hod  boon  olalmod  of  him  for 
tltha  I  and  ynt,  In  the  hte  of  ult  tboio 
tkoti,  Ilia  noolo  Nocrelarv  prot(>nilod  thnt  it 
was  the  flm  ilatarmlnntlon  of  llie  Giiverti- 
nent  hora  anil  In  Iralnnil  to  upliotil  the 
ndesty  and  niilhurlty  «f  tho  law.  Aunlti, 
Hrioiii  iiimplntnts  liav?  bwn  nnito  ol  tlip 
ptoulMUOui  mannpr  tn  wkli'li  the  dotm  of 
iwb  ^vti  bMB  thtowo  »p»n  l^y  Uia  Vtv«- 


rfyyihrity  h—tiwg 
the  tnaimj  t£  a^- 
Hoo.  "  Ofc !  tat,"  miyu 
the  nable  SecretHy  far  Iidnd,  **Lard 
Mnlgfave  ms  wws^  pe^nevriy  nviHttm 
the  fwmendtiMH  of  the  gBeler,  die  in- 
spector, Bid  ^  na^ibaanag  ymirnr*." 
Sr,  I  wiD  amply  adt,  aiK,  oc  an  aok,  Ac 
facts  rdated  by  my  bon.  and  kaincd  Fnead 
the  Member  far  DabGn  tne  ?    If  di^  sb^ 


it  can  be  made  out  that  tbe  ezeFose  at  die 
praogative  has  not  been  greatly  HiBaoed  ? 
Sir,  it  wouU  appear  as  if  the  Vkcny  in  Ua 
laugiLsstj,  whUe  fail  horses  are  dmamn^ 
mstead  cf  taking  a  nndwidt  at  tUs  ^c«, 
and  a  glas  of  sherry  at  anotber,  nms  off  to 
the  gaoi  of  the  town,  and  witboot  iiMjuiiy 
of  any  s«t,  or  of  any  poson,  pmeeeds  to 
set  at  Uherty  seven  or  seveutecn  pmusMU^ 
as  tbe  case  may  he-  Sii,  where,  in  tbe 
many  instances  which  have  been  mentioiied, 
where  are  tbe  constitutioaal  cfae^  to  the 
exercise  of  the  prerogative  ?  Where  is  the 
Privy  Council,  where  the  Lord-Lientenaot'e 
law  adviser,  where  fab  'secretary  ?  Sr,  I 
protest  that  if  I  had  tbe  faonmir  of  Ul- 
ing  tfae  office  of  secretary  or  coofidentinl 
adviser  of  a  Viceroy  who  so  acted,  who 
exercised  the  prerogative  of  mercy  in  sod 
a  manner — giving  me  tfae  go-l^  entirely, 
without  in  the  £gfatest  de^ee  cotmlting 
me  or  asking  my  opinion — I  would  not 
condescend  to  hold  office  under  him  not  for 
one  day,  no,  not  for  a  nngle  hour.  But 
are  the  offences  of  these  liberated  individoals 
of  a  light  character?  Sir,  in  SUgo,  where 
the  persons  liberated  are  desoibed  aa 
slight  offenders,  and  where  it  is  pre- 
tended on  tbe  other  side  that  there  were 
no  offenders  against  the  revenue  laws,  in 
this  very  instance  it  appears  that  nineleen 
out  of  twenty-two  persons  liberated  were 
persons  convicted  previously  of  ounces 
against  the  revenue  laws,  one  of  them,  in- 
deed, having  &red  a  shot  at  a  rerenne  offi- 
cer. But,  Sir,  I  conceive  all  these  cases  to 
he  secondary  in  importance  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Pigott:  it  is  on  this  case  that 
I  relr.    What  are  the  facts?    Hero  it  a 


'aitlc  i  10  create  the  vacancy,  a  gentkman 
In  no  great  practice,  or  pre-eminent  at  the 
bar,  is  appointed  to  the  nave  and  responnble 
situation  of  Solicitor- General  for  Ireland. 
Rlr,  I  do  not  personally  know  Mr.  Pigott, 
but  I  havo  raaa  the  debaiei  of  tbe  Assod^ 
tlon  in  which  his  merits  are  set  fottb,  is 
wliloli  lio  li  Uudcd  u  Itanng  been  unit  ah 
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tive  in  the  formadon  of  that  Association, 
and  in  which  it  is  admitted  that  the  Associa- 
tion is  under  the  srealeBt  obligation  to  him ; 
and  if  the  vote  of  thanks  is  not  accorded  to 
him,  at  leait  a  proposed  vote  of  censure 
upon  him  is  unanimoualj  set  aude.  This, 
then,  is  a  gentleman  possesung  in  the  high- 
est degree  the  confidence  of  the  Association, 
and  TOho  has  taten  a  most  active  share  in 
Ha  formation.  Now  let  not  the  House  for- 
get the  boast  of  the  noble  Lord,  of  ihe  per- 
Kct  accordance  between  everj  branch  and 
d^Mrtment  in  the  Government,  and  let  the 
Houae  attend  to  this  case.  The  important 
and  responsible  situation  of  law  adviser  to 
the  Castle  is  vacant ',  the  whole  bar  is  open 
for  selection  ;  and  the  bead  of  the  Govem- 
nient  in  England  has  declared  that  the  As- 
sociation appeared  to  him  unnecessary  and 
objecdonaUe,  that  be  disliked  its  proceed- 
ings, and,  on  the  whole,  regretted  its  exist- 
ence, liie  whole  bar,  I  repeat,  is  open  for 
the  selection  of  a  proper  person  to  fill  the 
vacant  situation,  yet  the  Viceroy  and  Se- 
cretary of  Ireland  select  as  the  man  most 
deserving  of  their  confidence  the  very  per- 
son who,  a  month  before,  was  declared  to 
have  been  most  active  and  useful  in  form- 
ing the  Assooation  repudiated  by  the  Prime 
Minister.  It  has  been  said,  that  the  being 
a  member  of  an  Orange  Lodge  was  a  just 
disqualification  for  office.  1  never,  for  my 
part,  advocated  Orange  Lodges;  I  was 
always  much  opposed  to  tbem,  and  rejoiced 
to  see  the  loyalty  and  good  conduct  of  the 
members  of  those  Lodges  in  attending 
to  the  wishes  of  their  Sovereign,  and 
ceasing  to  hold  secret  meetings  without 
the  intervention  of  any  prohibitory 
enactment;  hut.  Sir,  what  I  wi^ 
to  remark  upon  is  the  extraordinary 
drcumstance  that  while  the  being  a  mem- 
ber of  an  Orange  Lodg^— which  I  consider 
not  half  so  dangerous  as  this  Association- 
while,  I  say,  the  being  a  member  of  an 
Orange  Lodge  is  universally  declared  by 
lion.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  by  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  be  a  just  disqualifi- 
cation for  office,  the  being  a  member  of  this 
Amociation—heing  most  active  in  its  for- 
matim  and  zealous  in  carrying  out  its  ob- 
jects— so  far  from  disqualifying  for  office, 
qipears  to  be  consideied  by  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment as  a  ground  for  investing  the 
party  with  an  office  of  the  highest  trust 
and  resp(mshility.  There  is  required  no- 
thing more  than  this  to  identify  the  Irish 
Government  with  this  Association.  Sir,  I 
rest  the  cose  with  confidence  on  this  Pigott 
limfc  ■«  lisk  which  cannot  be  broken — a  unk 


which  cannot  be1oo8ened,and  vAuch,  bcTond 
all  cavil,  identifies  the  Irish  Govenimeat 
with  the  General  Associatian.  Tha  Mini^. 
try  may  disclaim  as  long  as  they  tUnk  fit ; 
Lord  MelEMume  may  say  be  does  not  lika 
the  Association  at  all ;  the  noble  Secretary 
oppodte  may  say  he  likes  it  little  better 
than  Lord  Melbourne ;  nothins  can  break 
this  bond  of  identification  j  it  u  clear  and 
palpable  as  anything  ever  was,  that  the  As- 
sociation enjoys  the  confidence  of  the  King's 
Government,  and  the  efiect  which  tui 
must  produce  cannot  be  dissembled.  Having 
thus  identified  his  Majesty's  Government 
with  the  Association,  I  will  now  shortly 
quote  to  the  House  the  sort  of  language 
that  has  been  used  at  this  Association,  and 
state  what  its  proceedings  have  been — an 
exposition  not  at  all  inapposite  to  the  sub- 
ject matter  of  debate,  the  introduction  of  a 
Municipal  Bill  for  Ireland.  I  will  not 
weary  the  House,  or  pain  myself  by  going 
through  the  various  statements  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  at  this 
Association  respecting  the  voluntary  prin- 
ciple, but  will  mention  to  the  House  what 
language  was  held  by  that  hon.  and  learned 
Gentieman  with  respect  to  his  views  of 
what  would  be  the  conduct  of 'bis  Majesty's 
Government  if  he  could  induce  them  to  go 
a  certain  length  with  him.  I  be^  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  following  words 
used  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
They  were  remarkably  frank,  perfectiy  in. 
telligible,  and  explicit,  and  if  they  did  not 
warn  the  noble  Lord  and  his  Colleaguea  io 
the  Government  of  the  danger  of  their  p(^ 
rition,  he  at  least  hoped  they  would  worn 
the  House  and  the  country  what  were  the 
dangers  of  which  they  were  about  to  bo- 
come  the  instrument,  if  led  by  that  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  said,  "  I  am 
for  a  reform  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  as 
a  means  for  attaining  it,  I  am  for  houieliold 
sufirage,  I  am  for  the  ballot,  I  am  for  doing 
away  with  a  property  qualification,  I  dislika 
the  Tories  as  much  as  the  ultra-Radicals  in 
England,  I  am  the  very  antipodes  of  them, 
I  am  for  the  Whigs;"  but  there  was  a  con- 
dition attached  to  it.  What  was  that  con- 
dition ?  "  They  do  not  go  the  whola  way 
with  me,  but  when  I  get  them  to  a  certain 
point  I  will  brin^  them  tiie  rest  of  the  way." 
That  quotation  is  surely  pretty  strong,  but 
it  is  as  nothing  to  what  I  am  about  to  read, 
and  which  bears  directly  on  the  question  ef 
Municipal  Reform.  I  may  deceive  myself, 
but  1  am  prepared  to  take  my  stand  on  th« 
following  quoMtioa,  not  agair-'  -*-'-'-*■■ — 
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^99  Mttnieipai  Cei^»ratumt 
file  ezclu^ra  Frotccuat  Corpoimtioiu  u 
Hmj  now  exist  with  all  their  a&isei  in  Ire- 
bud,  bat  against  the  niMiure  ai  proposed  by 
the  naUe  Lord,  vhtcb  I  hold  to  be  a  direct 
transfer  of  power  from  the  minority  to  the 
overwhelming  majority.  The  bon.  Member 
for  Bath  cannot  state  that  I  ur^  it  unbirly. 
I  maintain  as  a  matter  of  opinion,  that  if  I 
were  to  rest  my  opposition  to  this  measure 
on  any  one  single  ground,  I  am  prepared  to 
rest  it  on  the  declaiution  I  will  read  to  the 
House,  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny,  recollecting  the  extent  of 
his  influence,  and  the  nbsolute  dictatorship 
he  exerdsea  in  Ireland.  Wbat  was  that 
declaration  ?  Always  bearing  in  mind  and 
applying  what  was  alleged  to  be  Mr.  Fox's 
doctrine  of  making  concession  on  concession, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 
■aid  "  My  opinion  is,  that  the  people  will 
never  rest  satislied  till  tithes  are  abolished 
—that  is  my  opinion.  That  opinion  I  gave 
in  the  House  <k  Commons  during  the  course 
of  the  last  Session.  I  said  then  as  I  say  now, 
rive  us  this  instalment."  There  was  the 
declamtion  of  the  instalment  principle. 
"  There  is  no  danger,  I  say,  of  coaxing  the 
people  from  their  intercMi  by  giving  then 
«  taite  of  a  few  agreeable  Instalments." 
Where  now,  let  me  adt,  is  the  Appropriation 
Clause?  Will  that  satisfy  the  people  of 
Ireland  t  "  Let  them  have  a  little  pap, 
and  depend  upon  It  they  will  acquire  a  re- 
lish for  solid  food.  But  to  obtain  CorTwra- 
tion  Reform  will  he  a  pretty  good  instal- 
nent."  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  in 
one  of  his  speeches  talks  of  a  fable  of  a  man 
who,  having  had  a  favour  bestowed  on  Um 
by  Satan,  raakes  a  bargain  -very  much 
such  a  bargain  as  that  netween  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  and  the  Ministiy— 
with  Satan  in  return  by  way  of  paying  for 
the  favour,  and  Satan  gives  him  the  choice 
of  paying  his  debt  by  doing  one  of  three 
things,  namely,  either  killing  his  father, 
beatinz  his  mother,  or  getting  drunk ;  the 
man  selects  the  latter  alternative,  and  gets 
drunk,  and  being  drunk,  proceeds,  as  Satan 
clearly  foresaw,  to  do  both  the  other 
mentioned  matters, — beats  bis  mother 
and  kills  his  father.  I  trust  this  fsl)le 
will  be  adopted  by  the  noble  Lord  ai  a 
warning  to  him.  Beware,  my  Lord,  of 
draokenneu;  beware  of  giving  Corpora, 
tioas  to  Ireland,  or  all  the  other  things 
will  follow.  "  Give  me,"  said  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  "  Corporatioa  Reform, 
and  then  I  shall  be  able  to  carry  all 
the  rest."  Here  the  aecKt  wm  told — 
the  trulli  tmupiied.  The  htm.  and  learned 
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Member  for  Kilkenny — he  who  waa  to  Im 
considered  as  the  most  competent  wifviw 
we  have  it  fnm  him  in  evidence  what  will 
be  the  effect  of  Corporation  Reform.  I  ven- 
tured last  yeftr  to  predict  at  much,  and  I 
have  the  nilfilment  of  tliat  prediction  in  tfae 
words  and  evidence  of  tlie  hon.  and  leaned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  himself.  I  said  than 
that  the  Protestant  establishment  of  Ireland 
the  very  verge  of  ruin.  But  I  have 
already  trespassed  too  long  on  the  Hooaej 
I  will  therefore  conclude  with  the  few  simple 
pathetic  words  of  Lord  Russell,  the  enceator 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  the  word*  of 
on  whose  heart,  even  on  the  sca&bld, 
additional  pang  would  have  been  in- 
flicted, if  he  had  teen  told  and  could  have 
believed  that  in  these  latter  days  a  de- 
scendant of  his  own^-one  who  Inherited  all 
his  courage,  and  many  of  his  virtues,  who 
was  blessed  by  Providence  with  superior 
talent,  and  high  in  the  confidence  c^  his 
Sovereign,  might  have  rescued  the  PitHca- 
tant  Church  of  Ireland  In  its  utmost  need 
from  the  extremity  of  danger,  yet  dtdibet" 
alely  preferred  its  overthrow.  The  words 
usedby  Lord  Russell  were  these  :"Ididbe- 
lieve,  and  do  still,  that  Popery  is  breaking 
In  upon  this  nation ;  and  that  those  who 
advance  it  will  stop  at  nothing  to  carry 
on  tbeir  design.  I  am  heartily  sorry  that 
so    many  Protestants  give  their  Itelping 


d  to  it." 

Sir  John  Hobkouse:  The  applanses 
which  proceed  from  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  are  very  natural 
upon  the  conclusion  of.  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Will  the  House 
now  allow  me  to  make  a  few  corameotA 
upon  the  remarks  which  he  has  made  ?  I 
mean  to  do  so  not  altogether  in  the  tone 
adopted  by  my  right  lion.  Friend,  if  he 
will  permit  me  still  so  to  call  him,  I  mean 
to  attempt  recalling  the  House  of  CoiQ'- 
mons  to  that  which  in  fact  is  the  subject 
matter  of  debate.  But  in  doing  so  I  think 
that  it  is  due  in  the  first  place  to  myself, 
as  to  others,  to  the  noble  and  hon. 
persons  with  whom  I  have  the  faonoar  to 
be  connected,  to  make  one  or  two  com- 
ment* upon  that  which  formed,  in  my 
opinion,  the  spirit  of  the  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman's speech,  and  which  was  directed 
against  a  noble.Lord  who  holds  a  place  at 
present  in  his  Majesty's  .Administration. 
And  why  was  this?  Because  that  noble 
Lord  happened  to  have  used  an  ingenious 
quotation  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment.    For  this  be  has  been  lubjacted  by 
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has  omitted  no  occasion  on  which  he  did 
not  bring  Torirard,  not  poliiical,  but  per- 


mj  right  hon.  Friend  to  what  I  must  take 
the  liberty  tt  caltiag;  a  very  nnjtist  Im- 

Eutation,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  hai 
een  pleased  to  say  in  reference  to  the 
quotation  made  by  Lord  Holland  in  the 
House  of  Lords — a  fjiiotalion,  I  believe, 
from  some  monlctsh  historian — I  can  help 
him  to  the  name,  although  I  suppose  he 
docs  not  require  it  from  me— the  quota- 
tion is  from  Janus  Vitanus,  and  it  is  this  : 
"Qum  perpeluo  sunt  agitata  manent." 
And  my  right  hon.  Friend  says,  that  the 
trae  interpretation  of  this  is,  that  "by 
perpetual  agitation*  my  noble  Friend,  the 
noble  Lnrd,  and  we  "are  to  remain  in 
office." 

Sir  James  OTakam  was  understood  to 
disclaim  applying  it  to  the  noble  Lord  in 
the  manner  described  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet. 

Sir  /.  Hohhouse:  Did  not  the  ri|rht 
hOn.  Baronet  mean  to  apply  it  to  the  Ad- 
ministration of  which  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net was  a  Member?  By  so  applying  it,  I 
hope  I  am  not  guilty  of  an<r  discourtesy  in 
throwing  back  the  imputation,  and  telling 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  no  such 
motive  influences  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
in  the  conduct  they  pursue;  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  can  find  for  his 
charge  no  greater  proof  than  that  which 
he  has  brought  forward  to-night,  I  am 
quite  confident  that  the  country  will  not 
pass  such  a  sentence  as  he  has  pronounced 
upon  ni.  My  right  hon.  Friend  seems  to 
think  that  it  is  for  some  base  objects  we 
are  now  silting  here — that  it  is  for  the 
mere  emoluments,  the  mere  power,  that 
office  confers  that  we  condescend  to  sit 
here,  and  to  be  bailed  by  him  every  night. 
I  trust  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlemanlias 
had  too  much  experience  of  the  personal 
honour  if  not  of  the  political  conduct  of 
hit  former  Friends,  to  believe  that  they 
are  capable  of  acting  in  a  manner  so  com- 
pletely incompatible  with  the  honour  of 
English  Gentlemen.  I  do  not  know  what 
pleasure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can 
find  in  thus  perpetually  putting  forward 
such  charges.  But  1  wish  to  call  this  to 
his  recollection,  that  when  a  man  changes 
his  opinions  (I  do  not  mean  to  say  the 
righthon. Gentleman  hasdoneso);  but  when 
a  men  changes  to  another  side  of  the 
House  (and  no  one  has  a  right  to  object 
to  that):  bat  this  I  say,  that  a  man  may  act 
magnanimonsty  without  carrying  into  his 
new  position  a  perpetual  bitterness  against 
h)i  ancient  iHiei.  The  rtght  hon.OeoiTeman 


sonal  charges  against  us.  Allow  tne  to 
say,  that  he  has  repeated  this  practice  over 

id  over  again  ;  and  after  having  tried  to 
create  some  division  amongst  the  Friends 
behind  me,  he  now  tries  to  create  di- 
visions amongst  those  who  supported  the 
illustrious  man  who  was  at  the  head  of 
the  Administration  to  which  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  belonged.  I  have  seen 
his  motives,  and  I  have  traced  over  and 
over  again  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 

Sir  /.  Graham  rose  to  order.  There 
was  no  person  less  disposed  than  he  was 
to  interrupt  the  course  of  the  debate:  but 
he  appealed  to  the  Speaker  whether,  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proceeded  to 
impute  motives,  he  did  not  exceed  the 
order  of  debate. 

Sir/.  C.  Hothouse:  I  do  not  think  I 
am  open  to  the  reprehension  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  I  certainly  said  I  could 
Irace  the  motives;  perhaps  I  ought  to 
have  said  the  intention.  Ido  not  mean  to 
say  anything  whatever  which  can  be  con- 
strued into  a  want  of  courtesy  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman;  but  what  T  meant  to 
say  was  this,  that  I  thought  I  could  trace 
repeatedly  the  hand  of  the  right  hon. Gen- 
tleman in  an  attempt  to  disconnect  Lord 
Grey  and  those  Friends  of  his  who  fbrm 
the  present  Government,  and  those  who 
happen  to  think  with  him.  I  had  not  the 
honour  of  being  a  member  of  the  Cabinet 
of  Lord  Grey ;  hut  I  had  the  honour  of 
holding  two  h\%h  official  situations  under 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  under  the 
noble  Lord ;  and  I  had  the  honour  of 
having  the  office  of  the  Irish  Secretary- 
ship handed  over  to  me.  But  this  I  can 
say,  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thmks  to  discredit  us  with  some  of  the 
followers  or  Friends  of  I/ird  Grey  who 
happen  not  to  agree  with  those  now  con- 
nected with  the  Government — I  must  tell 
him  this,  that  I  have  the  best  authority  for 
saying  that  the  noble  and  illustrious  per- 
son referred  to  never  has  accused  the  Go- 
vernment of  Lord  Melbourne,  and  never 
had  the  right  to  complain,  that  thdv  acted 
in  anv  wav  that  he  could  comnlain  of.   I  do 
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■leal  force  which  tlio^  caannand,  and  lo  to 
compel  acqulewence  in  thair  wiihea  f  And 
for  wbtt  purpnna  were  theae  meeting*  to  be 
held,  and  «mt  thia  diaplay  of  phyncal  force 
to  bi  organised  t  The  resolution  explainB 
the  whole  matter,  for  it  concludes  ihu« — 
"  To  petition  In  favour  of  Corporate  Re- 
ibrta,  Vote  hy  Ballot,  the  total  Abolition 
of  Tithes,  and  to  appoint  Pacificaton." 
When  the  downcast  deny  of  the  Estab- 
liiihed  Church  in  Ireland  are  Been  daily 
■tmggling  for  the  maintenance  of  their  legal 
rights— and  daily  driven  down  also  by 
famine  and  privations  of  every  description, 
because  thvf  can  not  get  what  is  their 
right  by  law^when  the  noble  Lord  opposit< 
tells  us  that  that  country  is  in  a  state  ol 
perfect  quietude,  and  o&rs  these  injured 
tnen  a  rnte  of  a  modem  song  as  an  only 
consolation,  while  the  more  eloquent  prose 
of  the  iiiMi  ranee  ofBoes  informs  them  pithily 
that  their  lives  cannot  be  insured — v  ' 
such  men  as  Mr,  Pigott  arc  put  into  ol 
of  high  trust,  without  relinquiahing  their 
connexion  with  an  association  wbicli  cries 
aloud  for  the  abolition  of  the  "  blooii- stained 
Impost,  tithes,"  then  is  all  confidence  in 
the  integrity  of  the  Government  destroyed, 
and  every  honest  man  will  begin  to  think 
It  his  duty  to  take  care  of  himself.  Such 
i*  the  stale  of  Ireland  at  pment  With 
respect  tu  the  exercise  of  the  Roval  prero- 

f stive  of  mercy  by  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
reland,  the  nohle  Lord  oppo^Ec  adraits 
that  several  prisoners  were  discharged  by 
that  Nobleman,  on  liis  visitation  of  the 
kingdom — some  of  tbem  accotdiug  to  the 
regular  forms  used  in  such  cases,  others 
Without  attending  to  those  forms.  When 
the  subject  was  Hrst  mooted,  it  was  said  to 
U>,  "  Oh,  you  object  to  clemency — you 
lack  mercy."  We  answer,  that  we  do 
not  object  to  clemency,  and  we  hope 
that  we  do  not  lack  mercy.  We  do  not 
object  to  clemency,  but  we  do  to  its  inju- 
rious exercise.  Clemency,  well-timed  and 
applietl  properly,  is  a  blessing ;  but  to  give 
it  a  good  eH«ct,  it  should  be  extended  with 
doe  regard  to  the  claim  of  thoM  praying 
for  it— with  a  due  regard  to  the  public 
interest,  including  the  respect  owing  to 
Justice,  and  with  a  careful  attention  to  the 
ebaraclcr  of  the  judges  who  tried  the 
convict,  and  who,  tn  administer  mercjr 
wisely  and  rightly,  ought,  in  all  cases  of 
the  kind,  to  be  consulted  by  the  person 
having  the  power  of  extending  it.  Wo  do 
not  object  to  clemency ;  but  we  object  to 
Ibat  which,  under  its  sacred  name,  would 
make  the  admfaiiitralion  of  justice  odious ; 


and,   by  giving  one  party  Ae 
privilege   of  indiscriminate  meiey,    w«dU 
render  another  the  object  of  bUnd   mmi 
fear.    Such  an  use  of  this  Hoynl  pi»wi|Mlivi. 
is  only  calculated  to  make  merer  edjov^ 
and  clemency  ridiculons.     The  Lord  UiH- 
tenant  had  dealt  with  ckmency,  in  raomi 
numbers,  merely  on  the  report  o€  sa  is- 
spector  of  prisons.     Now,  I  would  aslc,  k 
there  any  precedent  for  >uch  on  iiMliwij 
minate  application  of  the  great  attribute  of 
mercy  ?    Certainly  not,  upon  any  princsiilh 
or  on  any  known  authority,     i  recollect  I 
bad  the  honour  of  accompanying  his  lata 
Majesty  on  his  visit  to  Scotland— «  vixit  of 
peculiar  interest,  as  it  was  the  first  occuoa 
on  which  that  portion  of  the  emfnie  had 
been  visited    by  a  Prince  of  the  Houae  of 
Hanover,  as  the  Sovereign  of  the   cova- 
try.    Now  I   doubt  very   much   that,  em 
that  occasion,  any   person   confined  on  s 
criminal  chaise,  was  liberated,  to  do  hcauwr 
to  the  visit  of  the  Chief  Governor — atid  I 
think   I   do   recollect,   that  some  pemaia 
confined  fur  breaches  of  the  excise  law*, 
were  discharged  from  prison  ;  but  even  this 
was  not  done    until  the   cases   bad   beta 
referred  to  the  Excise-office,  and  a  idection 
made  nf  the  cases  that  were  moat  deserving 
of  the  Royal  clemency.     This  is  the  only 
instance  that  I  know  of,  in  which  mercy 
was  extended   to  persons  confined  for  of- 
feores  against  the  law,  on  the  visit  of  a 
Chief  Governor.     OKI  yes,  there   is  omt 
other  instance  that  occurs  to  my  mind,  bm 
it  is  of  a  poetical  nature.     It  is  recorded 
in  a  farce— a  farce  known,  I  believe,  by  the 
name  of  Tom  Thuab.     If  I  recollect  righ^ 
and  I  refer  to  the  classical    nuthorilv  nt 
the    hon.    Gentleman   opposite,    the  Kuq 
and   Lord   Griixle   appear  upon  the  stage, 
i'he  King  says,  '•  Rebellion  ii  dead---fll 
to  breakfast."     And   to   celebrate  the 
auspieiousevent,  heaays,  "  Open  the  prlsonB 
— turn   the   captives  looee  —  and   let   oor 
treasurer  advance  a  guinea  from  our  rayttl 
treasury  tu  pay  their  several  debts."    I'hen 
are  the  only  two  instances  of  mercy  «t. 
tended  to  pHsonem  on  the  viats  of  (^jof 
Governors  to  particular  towns  with  which 
I  am  acquainted  —  one  is  from  real    life, 
and  the  other  from  fiction.     On  the  visit 
of  his  Majesty,  to  which  I  have  alluded, 
some  offenders  were  certainly  pardoned,  but 
visit  of  the  Lord- Lieu  tenant  to  the 
prisons,    the    governors  are  called  on  to 
sacrifice  a  hecatomb  of  victims  to  grace  Ae 
majesty  of  a  Chief  (Tovemw.     But  now 
with  reaped  to  subordinate  pohitaf   ttt, 
■fler  the  overwhelndng  debate  wU^  IIh 
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nobl*  Lord  had  opened  on  the  1 1th  Re«o> 
liltion  piNcd  at  th<  Duhltn  meeting,  one 
ii  almost  intUned  to  forget  tliat  such 
mattafi  bN  a  Municipal  Bill,  a  Poor  Law 
BiU,  a  Chureb  fiiU.  and  a  Tithe  Bill, 
rainaia  to  be  diecuned.  With  regard  to  the 
Municipal  Bill,  1  was  glad  tu  hear  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  had 
on  that  point  reserved  to  them  the  right 
of  freedlseuMioa;  and  1  will  therefore  state 
my  opinioni  on  ihat  subject  with  as  much 
abaence  of  personality  as  the  hon.  iMcniber 
can  desirei  and  with  as  much  mildness  or  is 
conuRtent  with  the  very  utrong  objections 
1  entertain  to  it.  In  the  address  of  (he 
twble  Lord  to  the  Houne,  he  said,  that 
because  Engliihmen  inhnbited  England,  and 
Scotchmen  inhabited  ScoClandi  we  consi. 
dered  them  deserving  of  municipal  govern- 
Tnent.but  beciiuiie  Ireland  was  inhabited  bj 
Irishmen,  we  considered  them  not  to  be 
entitled  (o  the  same  advantage,  and  were 
determined  to  withhold  them  ;  and  we  are 
told,  that  because  we  withhold  these  privi- 
leges,  we  offer  an  insult  to  the  Irish  people. 
Now,  Sir,  1  utterly  diHclaim  intcndinc  to 
offer  any  insult  to  the  Irish  people.  It  ia 
not  because  they  are  Irishmen  that  I  do  not 
think  it  politic  to  extend  to  them  the  same 
corporate  righu  that  England  and  Scotland 
enjoy.  No,  Sir,  it  is  on  far  different 
grounds.  It  is  because  I  entertain  great 
doubts  of  the  goodness  of  Ihat  policy  wliich 
would  destroy  one  set  of  corporate  bodies, 
and  establish  another  description  or  corporate 
bodies  in  their  stead,  which  would  be  liable 
to  the  same  objection  as  the  old.  It  is 
contended  that,  according  to  the  Act  of 
Union,  and  after  the  Catholic  Relief  Bill 
had  passed,  there  ought  to  be  on  equality  of 
rights  and  privileges  extended  to  Ireland, 
and  the  other  branches  of  the  Empire.  I 
fully  grant  that,  under  those  Acts,  the 
peofde  of  Ireland  have  a  perfect  right  to 
the  enjoyment  of  all  civil  privileges ;  but 
1  utterly  deny  that  corporations  ^rni  any 
portion  of  tlioae  civil  rights.  Will  any 
man  say  that  injus^ce  is  done  to  Man- 
chaster  or  Birmingham,  because  they  have 
nut  had  charters  of  incorporation  granted 
to  th«rB ;  or,  if  tlioae  towns  have  been 
unjustly  excluded,  I  ask,  why  have  not 
those  privileges  been  extended  to  them? 
It  is  not  the  principle  of  self-government 
thnt  ia  nt  all  tnTolved  ia  this  question,  hut 
whether  or  no  corporate  iuBtitutions  shall 
becontinuad  in  Ireland.  1  am  bound  to 
admit,  that  the  ]we«umption  is  in  favour  of 
tlw  ooatinuance  of  those  institution!  be- 
fMiw  oC  their  antiqtuty,  and  beoauw  ntni* 
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lar  inatitulionS  exist  In  England  j  but  I  do 
say,  notwithstanding,  that  if  the  continuing 
of  these  institutions  in  their  renewed  shape 
appear  dangerous  to  the  safety  of  other 
institutions  which  we  are  still  more  strongly 
bound  to  preserve — >[  say,  if  they  endanger 
the  free  eiipreision  of  opinion  by  the  minor- 
ity, and  expose  some  of  the  best  interest! 
of  society  to  great  haaard,  then  1  say  there 
are  reasons,  and  reasons  which  go  far  with 
me  in  countervailing  the  other  argument! 
in  favour  uf  the  continuance  of  those  Coiy 
porations.  J  linow  we  are  accused  of  en- 
tertaining a  prejudiced  and  lugoted  feeling 
against  the  Boumn  Catholics.  For  myself 
1  can  only  meet  such  an  accusation  with 
(he  most  direct  and  positive  denial.  No 
such  feeling  exists  with  me.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  asks  me  what  I 
mean  to  do  with  the  municipal  question  in 
Ireland  when  I  come  into  office.  Now  h* 
is  in  office,  and  let  me  ask  him,  in  return, 
wliBt  he  means  to  do  with  the  Church  of 
Ireland?  Does  he  mean  to  disturb  it  or 
not  ?  He  Is  hound  to  answer  that  question. 
I  say,  that  when  I  see  an  Auociation  eata- 
bllshed  in  Ireland  arrayed  against  the 
Established  Church,  and  I  am  told  that 
that  Association  will  be  continued  while 
the  Church  is  suffered  to  exist— when  I 
know  the  power  which  the  re'eatablish- 
mcnt  of  Municipal  Corporations  would  givo 
to  that  Association— can  I  doubt  that  the 
Cliurch  would  be  endangered  by  their  ex- 
istence, when  the  main  object  and  effort*  of 
the  Association  to  which  1  allude,  are 
avowed  to  be  the  destruction  of  the  Estft- 
blithcd  Church  in  Ireland?  When  we  are 
told,  that  we  on  this  side  of  the  House  are 
influenced  by  hostility  to  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics in  our  opposition  to  this  meaHire,  have 
we  not  something  to  complain  of?  Have 
we  not  some  right  to  entertain  a  feeling  of 
jealousy  ?  In  the  year  1 829  we  passed  the 
Act  for  therelief  of  the  Roman  Catholics.  I 
never  took  any  praise  to  myielf  for  the  part 
I  had  in  passing  that  nteasure,  because  I 
own  it  was  forced  upon  me.  1  leave  to 
others  the  sole  credit  of  having  passed  It ) 
but  to  charge  me  with  having  joined  in 
passing  it  for  the  purpose  of  retaining 
office  is  altogether  unjust  and  groundleiB. 
What  would  they  say  if  the  fact  were,  el- 
though  it  might  not  be  known,  that  I  wai 
out  of  c^ce  the  rery  night  b^ore  1  pro. 
posed  the  Bill  to  the  Huusa  I  It  was  said, 
(hat  if  that  Bill  passed  it  would  restore  ■ 
perfect  civil  equality  In  Ireland,  and  the 
question  was  asked  in  every  way,  what 
would  be  the  feelings  of  the  AomaB  Catb«- 
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pie  but  by  allowing  them  to  bave  their  own 
yny.  But  tbe  noble  Lord  roust  know,  for 
he  has  had  fair  notire,  that  while  the  Pro- 
testant Church  remains,  the  National  As- 
sociation will  a^tate  for  concession.  The 
noble  Lord  by  adopting  the  principle  con- 
cedes every  thing— for  if  he  aclR  on  the 
doctrine  that  tbe  people  must  have  every 
thing  they  demand,  he  must  not  only  con- 
cede till  municipal  reform  la  granted,  but 
siso  till  tbe  Protestant  Church  is  destroyed. 
I  beard  that  declaration  from  the  noble 
Lord  with  the  utmost  regret.  There  is  only 
one  other  point  to  nbirh  1  wish  to  refer, 
and  OS  the  best  reward  for  the  patience  with 
which  the  House  has  done  me  the  honour 
to  listen  to  me,  I  will  confine  myself  to 
that,  and  ask  how  l^  granting  of  munici- 
pal reform  will  interfere  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  ?  These  corporations  are 
to  have  the  appointment  of  the  sheriff's,  and 
consequently  the  chief  influence  in  tbe  ad- 
ministration of  justice;  and  let  me  ask 
what  will  be  the  consequences  of  such  a 
concesMOn  in  tbe  present  heated  and  feveriuh 
state  of  Ireland  !  What  will  be  its  effect 
on  tbe  minority,  hut  to  deprive  them  of  that 
free  and  independent  action  which  is  neces- 
sary for  tbe  administration  of  justice  f  And 
let  me  appeal  again  to  that  same  Fox  who 
warned  his  audience  against  mistaking 
paper  regulations  for  practical  institutions 
—against  attempting  to  establish  any  identity 
of  institutions  in  countries  of  different  ha- 
bits and  different  manners,  and  distracted 
bv  religious  jealousy,  thereby  interfering 
with  the  administration  of  justice  and  tbe 
protection  of  equal  laws,  and  not  giving 
that  justice  which  it  wag  the  duty  of  every 
Legislature  to  give,  to  the  minority  as  well 
as  the  majority. 

Lord  JcAn  RuiseU,  in  reply,  said,  in  bring, 
ing  forward  tbe  motion  be  had  endeavoured 
to  avoid  topics  which  could  be  more  conveni- 
ently discussed  on  the  second  reading, 
confine  himself  strictly  to  the  topics  which 
belonged  to  tbe  introduction  of  the  Bill. 
Tbe  Tight  hon.  Gentleman  had  complained 
of  the  course  which  he  had  adopted,  and 
had  expressed  his  surprise  that  the  th 
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had  advisedly  adverted  to  the  government 
of  Lord  Mulgrave  in  Ireland,  ^cause  that 
seemed  to  him,  after  what  bad  been  said,  a 
prouer  subject  in  order  to  hear  tbe  opinions 
of  Members  on  the  opposite  ude  of  the 
House.  He  should  not  therefore  have  ex- 
pected from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
when  an  objection  was  made  to  that  part  of 
the  discussion  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath,  that  that  interruption  should  have 
been  attributed  to  him  as  if  hehad  interfered, 
only  say,  that  the  hon.  Member 
[id  not  speak  from  any  prompting 
of  his,  and  yet  it  had  been  thrown  out,  that 
he  had  in  that  way  attempted  to  control 
the  debate.  With  respect  to  the  resolutions 
passed  at  the  Meeting  at  Dublin,  he  had 
not  read  anything  in  them  that  induced  hira 
to  suppose  that  a  petition  was  tbe  object  of 
the  meeting.  It  might,  indeed,  have  been 
an  oversight — if  he  bad  perceived  it  he 
should  have  deferred  bis  remarks  for  another 
opportunity.  As  for  the  notice  for  pre- 
senting the  petition,  it  had  not  met  his  eye. 
He  was  not  aware  how  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  expect  Goveniraent  to  propose 
a  Committee.  As  for  the  allegations  re- 
specting the  Lord- Lieutenant,  aCommittee 
had  been  proposed  to  inquire  into  them,  but 
he  was  sure  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
concur  with  him  in  thinking  that  the 
charges  made  against  Lord  Mulgrave  could 
not  he  referred  to  a  Committee,  and  that 
the  only  way  to  bring  the  question  regularly" 
before  the  House  was  in  the  shape  of  im- 
peachment. For  himself,  he  bad  seen  no 
ground  for  inquiry  into  the  disputes  be- 
tween Mr.  Cassidy  and  his  neighbours,  and 
he  thought  that  no  one  had  been  able  to  at- 
tach any  blame  to  the  transaction.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  at  the 
close  of  the  debate  had  pointed  out  two 
principal  grounds  of  accusation  against  the 
Government  of  Ireland,  the  first  of  which 
was  the  appointment  of  Mr,  Pigott  to  an 
office  of  great  importance  under  the  Crown, 
and  one  in  which  great  confidence  was  re- 
posed. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  made 
that  accusation  on  the  ground  of  that  gen- 
tleman's belonging  to  the  General  Ass    *' 


inled 


o  what  had  taken  place 
lin  secret  lodges  and 
01  with  thb  associa- 
ght  there  was  avery 
asecret  society  meet- 
snd  a  society  which 
ily,  and  wasacoesii> 
jblic  But  without 
it,  he  would  ask  the 
whether,  when  lit 
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garda  the  Church  of  Englaud,  1  am  dis- 
posed [0  agree  ;  but  no  man  can  lay  that 
the  remark  appliei  lo  the  Church  of 
land.  It  ii  this  eituation  which  makes  it 
not  a  matter  for  mere  parly  debate  end 
taunt,  but  a  matter  of  great  difficulty  and 
importance,  to  consider  how,  in  such  a 
»UuBtion,  the  Church  of  Ireland  can 
be  maintained.  I  think  the  circum- 
■taocei  of  this  country,  and  the  circum- 
atance  of  ite  union  with  Ireland,  and  the 
great  mass  of  property  in  Iieland  connected 
with  the  church,  and  interwoven  with  our 
lawa,  make  it  a  matter,  not  of  choice,  but 
of  duty  with  the  Ministry  of  this  country, 
to  do  their  utmost  to  support  that  church  ; 
but  it  is  not  a  matter  of  mere  debate,  but  a 
anbject  which  requires  great  previous  at- 
tention and  deUberale  consideration. 
That  deliberate  consideration  I  am  dis- 
posed to  give  to  the  subject :  I  should  not 
wish  to  introduce  a  measure  which  woald 
not  have  at  feast  a  chance  of  passing 
through  Parliament,  and  that  would  not 
be  likely  to  produce  some  degree  of  salis- 
faction  and  content  in  Ireland;  and  I 
think  that  will  be  a  task  of  some  difHcuJty, 
considering  the  objections  to  the  Bill  of  a 
former  year.  I  do  not  intend,  therefore, 
to  bring  it  forward  early  in  the  session, 
but  rather  to  postpone  it  till  a  later 
period  ;  but  I  say  again,  that  no  personal 
feeling  of  mine,  no  false  pride  on  my  part, 
•hall  stand  in  the  way  of  a  settlement  of 
this  great  question." 

Lrave  wu  then  eianted  to  bring  in  the 
Bill. 


HOUSE    OF    CUMMONS, 
Friday,  February  10,  1837. 

yrnvnc]    BUM.    Rad  ■  mtota  tln>:-«td1UM  (iMt- 


Ludlow  Corforatiob  ~  Ma.  L. 
CuARLTow,]  Mr.B/aci&iimebad  to  present 
a  petition,  signed  by  the  Mayor,  Aldermen, 
and  Common  Council  of  Ludlow,  which 
he  considered  worthy  of  some  degree  of 
attention  from  the  House.  The  petitioners 
prayed  that  some  remedy  might  be  afforded 
for  the  very  serious  grievance  to  which 
they  had  been  subjected  by  the  conduct 
of  their  predecessors  in  office,  the  coun* 
cillors,  under  the  old  law.  It  was  pro- 
vided by  a  clause  in  the  Municipal  Coi*- 
porations'  Act,  that  immediately  upon  the 
election  of  the  new  council,  all  papera, 
deeds,  and  documents  of  every  description 
which  had  belonged  to  the  old  council 
should  be  delivered  into  the  custody  of 
tke  new ;  and  by  another  clause,  it  was 
enacted,  that  no  disposition  of  properly 
on  the  part  of  the  old  corporation  should 
be  valid  if  made  after  June  5, 1835,  unless 

-' reviouB  valid  cove- 

ow  the  old  corpo- 
,ead  of  giving  ap 
,  into  the  hands  of 
lougbt  fit  to  make 
'  December,  a  few 
<ut  of  office,  to  put 
a  bankets  all  their 
papers,  u  security 
lunt,  amounting  to 
f  them  to  theM 
IS,  the  new  council 
king  possetaion  of 
nted  applications 
which  had  bean 
I  effect.  The  new 
qnetue,  unable  lo 
of  the  acts  of  the 
son  to  think  that 
ight  be,  wbich  wu 
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the  inquiry  now  before  the  Committee  of 
the  House,  it  was  proper  that  the  petition 
be  referred  to  them,  the  belter  to  enable 


there  to  come  to  a  correct  decision  on  the 
subject. 

S\{  Edward KnatehhuU  w\A,\\ic  inquiry 
before  the  Committee  bad  nothing  to  do 
with  the  subject  of  this  petition  ;  ihe  con- 
tempt of  court  had  no  reference  to  ihe 
retention  of  these  documents  and  deeds, 
but  to  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  L.  Charlton. 
He  should  suggest  to  the  hon.  Mi 


Mr.  Blackburne  moved,  that  Ihepetitioa 
be  laid  on  the  table. 
Agreed  to. 

Fisheries  ow  the  Coast  or 
Frakcb.]  Captain  Pechell  presented  a 
Petition  numerously  signed  fcy  the  ownen 
and  masters  of  vesaels  at  Brighton,  com- 
plaining of  numerous  grievances,  which  he 
hop«d  he  might  be  excused  for  stating  to 
ihe  House.  The  petitioners  set  forth  that 
tliey  had  invested  properly  to  the  amount 


lake  the  advice  of  Ihe  hon.  Member  for  I  oflO.OOOI.in  the  fisheries,' and  that  o 
Surrey.  l  nights  of  ihe  3rd  and  4th  instant  their  pro- 

Mr.  Edward  CUve  said,  that  although  j  perty  had  been  damaged  by  the  French 
the  names  of  two  noble  relatives  of  his  .  fishermen  to  the  extent  of  several  hundred 
were  mentioned  in  the  petition,  he  would  ;  pounds;  that  remonstrances  had  been  made 
content  himself  wiih  declaring,  for  ihem  |  in  varinusquarterson  ihissubjectiBincethe 
and  for  himself,  that,  so  far  from  shrinking  i  year  1829,  but  no  relief  had  been  obtained, 
from  inqniry,  ihey  courted  inquiry  as  fiir  i  The  consequence  was,  that  a  very  large 
as  it  could  be  carried.  He  had  seen  the  j  body  of  men,  were,  at  this  moment,  totally 
hon.  Member  for  Ludlow,  and  had  shortly  ,  out  of  employment.     The  Duke  of  Wei- 


tated  to  him  the  nature  of  this  petitioo, 
and  it  was  but  justice  to  him  to  state  that 
he  professed  himself  perfectly  ready  to 
meet  all  inquiry.  With  these  observations, 
he  should  tit  down.  The  C|Uestion  as  to 
liow  far  the  bon.  Member  was  correct  in 
bringing  forward  this  pelit'on  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  hoQ.  Member  for  Ludlow  was 
for  the  House  to  decide;  he  would  only 
repeat,  that  he,  as  well  as  his  noble  re!a~ 
lives,  courted  inquiry  to  the  fullest  extent. 

Mr.  Blackburne  moved,  that  the  petition 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Privileges 

Sir  George  Clerk  fell  great  objections 
to  encumbering  the  inquiry  before  the 
Committee  with  this  subject.  They  hoped 
at  preseui,  to  be  enabled  to  present  their 
Report  to  the  House  by  Monday;  lit; 
should  resist  any  reference  of  this  sort, 
which  must  unavoidably  have  the  effect  of 
prolonging  iheir  deliberations. 

The  Speaker  said,  that  the  only  ground 
for  referring  this  petition  lo  the  Committee 
of  Privileges  would  be,  that  inquiries  had 
been  entered  into  before  that  Committee 
with  reference  to  the  subject  of  this  peti- 
tion ;  but  from  the  staiements  of  this 
petition,  it  was  clear  that  it  had  no  bearing 
upon  the  matters  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Committee,  and  as  it  seemed  most 
c^Jeclionable  lo  refer  to  a  Committee 
petitions  which  had  little  or  no  connexion 
with  the  subject  of  the  deliberations  of 
the  Committee,  he  would  suggest,  that  it 
would  be  better  for  the  hon.  Member  10 
take  some  other  course. 


had  answered  to  a  memorial  laid 
before  his  Government  on  the  subjecti 
tiiat  the  British  fishermen  might  take  the 
law  into  their  own  hands.  But  retaliation 
icas  out  of  the  question  ;  for  the  French 
boats  were  beller  built  and  better  manned 
than  the  English.  He  should  only  at 
present  remark,  that  it  was  extraordinary, 
that  whilst  the  French  suffered  no  fishing 
vessels  of  any  nation  to  approach  within 
nine  miles  of  their  coast,  their  vessels  were 
in  the  habit  of  coming  within  boat-hook'i 
length  of  the  British  shore.  He  ihonld 
shortly  call  the  attention  of  ihe  Houte 
more  i'lilly  lo  this  luliject. 

Mr.  Labouehere  felt  it  was  necessary  lo 
trouble  the  House  with  a  few  remarki  in 
consequence  of  what  had  fdllen  from  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member,  otherwise,  thoM 
who  were  uninformed  on  this  subject 
might  receive  an  impression  that  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  been  guilty  of 
great  negligence  in  not  providing  a  speedy 
remedy  for  such  grievances.  Now,  be 
would  engage  to  say,  that  if  the  facta 
staled  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
were  embodied  in  the  shape  of  a  memorial, 
and  laid  before  the  Board  of  Trade,  no 
lime  would  be  lost  in  comraunicaliogwith 
the  Board  of  Admiralty,  and,  in  case  the 
facts  upon  inquiry  were  made  out,  no 
time  would  be  lost  in  affording  the  proper 
naval  protection.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  terms  of  the  treaty  with 
France  were  complained  of;  that  was  S 
very  different  matter;  if  any  infraction  of 
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the  boianghs  to  which  thejr  had  b«en  ap- 
pointed, but  it  sMmef]  that  there  was  to 
be  not  merely  «  deputy  Recorder ;  there 
was  also  to  be  a  deputy  town-clerk,  anil 
a  deputy  town-crier ;  the  whole  expenses 
of  which  were  to  be  thrown  upon  tlie 
town.  Then,  let  him  c«H  the  altention  of 
the  House  to  this  fiicl,  that  the  Recorder 
was  a  judge,  nnt  only  in  civil,  but  in 
criminal  cases  also;  having,  in  some 
pinces,  a  jurisdiction  commenaurBte  with 
that  of  the  judges  in  the  superior  courts 
■t  Westminster,  holding  picas  of  any  ex- 
tent, and  taking  cogniinnce  of  matters 
of  life  and  death.  He  wns  to  be  allowed 
to  name  b  depnty ;  well,  was  it  ri^ht 
that  such  on  officer  should  be  paid  by 
the  day  >  Was  he  to  hare  a  sort  of 
flying  interest  in  the  protraction  of  the 
cases  he  had  to  try  f  He  was  to  have 
his  three  guineas  or  his  five  guineas  n-day, 
he  (Mr.  Harvey)  supposed  ;  but  surely 
that  never  coald  be  the  mode  in  which 
the  judges  of  the  land  should  be  paid. 
Then  let  him  ask  who  these  deputies  were 
tobe  f  Soine  small  Barristers,  who  were 
one  day  without  a  brief,  and  tlie  next  de- 
ciding upon  evidence,  and  awarding  sen- 
tences. Was  that  seemly  or  proper  in  any 
point  of  view  ?  He  trusted  that  before 
the  Bill  was  suffered  to  pass,  (he  severiil 
poiols  to  which  he  had  adverted  would 
receive  due  attention,  and  thsit  the  whole 
measure  wonld  he  rendered  less  exccplion- 
abte  than  he  could  not  but  feci  it  now 
was.  While  he  was  up,  he  would  take 
ihe  opportnttily  of  Mating  that  when  the 


4U 

Mr.  O'ConntU  ihowpht  It  wonM  be 
against  (he  {irinctples  of  law  nnd  jiMtka 
to  altow  the  Bill  to  bo  passed  Into  a  law. 
It  mijrlit  be  well  enough  to  allow  the 
councils  to  appoint  a  lottim  Imfna  for  the 
Recorder,  but  to  allow  the  judg«  to  ap- 
point his  own  deputy  was  a  power  whii-li 
would  never  be  iillnwed  in  superior  cnuri^. 
Let  hiiM  suppose  that  I^rd  Denman  wns 
to  appoint  a  Deputy  Chief  Justice  of 
Kngland,  he  would  he  very  apt  to  lose 
whatever  glory  he  had  acipiired  by  pro- 
scribing that  House  ns  a  publisher  of 
libels.  He  must  ccrlninly  vote  against 
tbe  Bill. 

Lord  JoliTt  Rusn^llAia  not  object  to  the 
^neral  objects  of  the  Bill.  He  thought 
that,  in  such  cases  ns  that  of  Leeds  It  was 
like)]'  enough  that  a  deputy  might  he  re- 
quired— but  he  trusted  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  had  charge  of  the 
Bill  would  take  time  to  relieve  it  from 
some  of  the  objections  which  now  seemed 
to  lie  against  it. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Education  im  faBLANu.}  Upon  he 
motion  that  the  Sheriffs'  County  Court 
Bill  he  read  D  second  lime, 

Lonl  Slnnley  rose,  and  snid  ho  wns 
anxious  to  nscerlnln  from  his  noble  Friend, 
the  Secretary  of  State,  whether  there  was 
any  intention  on  the  part  of  his  Mnjesty's 
Government  to  apjioint  n  (Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  working  of  the  system  of 
National  Kducation  in  Ireland  7  That 
measure  had  bfvn  introduced  o*  an  ennerl. 
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tnn  tb»  laU  diTisioni  6f  countiM  by  the 
Lonl-UeUtaDint,  the  uiiitBiit  barritUr  wai 
obligfld  to  sptnd  almost  his  entire  time  Ja 
the  aiKfaarge  of  hH  dutiea.  Hs  believed 
it  Would  M  of  great  advantage  to  the 
peobla  of  EnglsDd  to  have  a  penea 
qualified  to  aot  atid  educated  for  the  ad- 
in  ID  i  strati  on  of  ths  Iftws.  He  did  not 
kDOW  (hat  the  conduct  of  the  magialraoy 
of  Middlesex  was  m  |)ure  aa  to  be  above  all 
■uipieion  [  for  he  hod  read  in  the  news- 
paptra  some  molutioni  paned  by  the 
veitry  of  St.  GeorgOt  Haa aver-square,  in 
which  thiy  intioiattd  that  the  magiitraoy 
of  that  eonnty  had  misapplied  some 
1 1,000/.  of  the  GDuntv  monev.  The  hon. 
Baronet  seemed  lo  think  that  ^f  magistrates 
ware'seleolcd  by  the  people,  tbe  Dharacter  of 
die  office  would  not  beexalted.  Now  he  was 
afadifTerentopinioiiiBiidhewassuretbebad 
would  btomtltedandlhegoodonly  returned. 
He  went,  however,  on  higher  ground,  and 
he  Would  state  that  it  was  only  a  return  lo 
the  old  constitutionel  principle  of  taxation 
by  representation  and  of  alvetion  by  tho 
people.  It  appeared  that  magistrates, 
nowarer  pare,  were  not,  like  CeeMr'inife, 
above  luspioion.  The  Bill  before  the 
Honee  propoaed  a  return  to  the  oommoti 
law  practice  prior  to  the  tine  of  the  statute 
of  Edward  3rd,  which  was  enacted  pro 
hac  tiice  to  vest  in  the  Crown  the  appoint- 
ment of  magiatrates.  The  gallant  Mem- 
ber Ibr  Lincoln  was  afraid  that  this  was  of 
a  democratic  principle.  If  the  word  demo- 
cratic were  translated  for  his  benefit,  it 
would  be  seen  that  it  only  meant  popular, 
and  he  did  not  think  it  lo  fearful  a  thing 
lo  give  to  the  people  of  England  a  popular 
control  over  the  expenditure  of  money 
raised  from  themselves.  The  appointment 
of  tbe  Lord  Lieutenant  was  objectionable 
— he  night  be  a  Whig,  and  then  he  prob- 
ably would  appoint  what  the  gallant 
Member  for  Lincoln  might  call  improper 
ma^strttea.  He  might  be  a  Tory,  and 
(he  odda  were  that  be  was  to,  and  then 
he  would  nominate  persons  in  whom  the 
people  could  not  have  confidence.  It  was 
well  known  that  tbe  comroiiiion  was  given 
away  as  a  matter  of  favour ;  no  one  denied 
it,  and  it  was  a  fearful  thing  that  persons 
•tionid  be  selected,  not  for  their  fitness  or 
capability,  but  for  their  having  found  favour 
in  (he  eyei  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the 
county. 

Mr.  Show  admitted  the  system  of  as- 
Mslant-faarriiters  had  worked  well  in  Ire- 
ludr  bat  doubted  wbetber  it  would  work 


equally  well  in  England.  He  nut,  like 
ths  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwidcsbiret 
protest  agaiust  any  measure  which  would 
destroy  the  golden  link  between  the  middle 
classes  and  poor,  by  depriving  the  latter 
of  (heir   natural  friends   and    protectors. 

Mr.  Jikhardt  asked,  was  not  tbe  Bill 
intended  to  give  power  to  the  democracy  7 
He  would  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex to  point  out  to  him  any  petitions 
hiL-h  had  been  presented  from  the 
ounties  of  England,  complaining  of  (he 
conduct  of  the  magistracy,  or  praying  fur 
the  proposed  alterstions.  He  was  not 
aware  of  any  lucb  having  been  presented. 
And  looking  at  the  slate  of  the  great  com- 
mercial interest  in  that  great  city,  where 
there  was  nothing  but  doubt,  perplexity, 
and  alarm,  he  could  not  attribute  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex's  allowing  his  mind 
to  be  perverted  to  so  trivial  an  aftur  at 
this  or  to  any  other  causa  than  to  the 
spirit  of  party. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trtwr  could  not  allow  the 
introduction  of  the  present  Bill,  without 
eiprestinghia  opposition  to  it.  He  oon- 
sidered  it  a  measure,  than  wbieh,  he  bad 
never  seen  anything  more  essential ly 
dangerous.  There  were  already,  as  he 
thought, enough  electionsof  one  kind  orlha 
other  without  introducing  any  fresh  i  and 
from  whst  he  bad  seen  of  those  eleotioni, 
he  had  liltiecausetobepleased  with  them  i 
he  thought  that  they  did  not  tend  to  the 
good  harmony  of  society,  or  the  good  order 
of  the  community,  but  that  they  wete 
productive  of  much  ill  will.  He  could  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln, 
that  he  did  not  like  to  act  on  a  bench  of 
magistrates  along  with  the  clergy;  wheu 
he  (Mr.  Trevor)  had  seen  thooe  rev. 
gentlemen  on  the  bench,  he  had  never 
seen  any  conduct  from  them  but  such  aa 
would  do  honour  to  their  SBcred  character. 
In  many  parts  of  the  country  the  gentry 
were  very  few,  and  in  those  parts  if  the 
clei^  did  not  act  as  magistrates  much 
inconvenience  woald  be  experienced.  He 
objected  also  to  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny,  as  to  the  con- 
duct of  Lords-LieuUnant  in  the  appoint- 
ment of  magistrates.  He  (Mr.  Trevor) 
did  not  think  that  tbe  Lords- Lieu  ten  ant 
acted  from  political  moiivei.  He  thought 
no  one  would  object  to  sit  on  the  same 
bench,  or  act  as  a  magistrate  with  a  pnile- 
man,   because  their  political  creeds  hap- 

Gned  to  differ.    The  hon.  Member  for 
iddleaex  had  oo  ligbt  to  throw  out  any 
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competent  for  the  task  of  acting  as  chair- 
men St  quarter  leaiiona.  No  one  kaew 
belter  than  tbe  bon.  Member  for  North 
Warwicltshire  that  it  required  considerable 
t&lent,  great  knowledge  of  law,  and  no 
■mall  Bscrifice  of  time,  to  perform  that 
task  in  an  adequate  manner.  With  the 
great  increase  of  civil  and  criminal  business 
which  had  arisen  of  late  years,  and  with 
the  still  greater  increase  which  might  be 
expected  froro  the  Prisoners'  Counsel  Bill 
passed  last  session,  that  task  would  become 
every  year  more  arduous  and  laborious, 
and  he  therefore  anticipated  that  from 
year  to  year  it  would  become  more  difficult 
to  find  a  competent  chairman  for  tbe  quarter 
sessions.  If  his  anticipation  should  be 
correct,  and  if  it  shoald  in  consequence 
become  necessary  to  appoint  recorders  of 
counties,  that  would  form  no  reason  for 
not  separating  the  financial  from  tbe 
criminal  business  of  the  county.  He  would 
not  venture  at  present  any  opinion  upon 
the  details  of  this  measure.  He  hoped, 
however,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex would  bring  them  forward  in  such  a 
shape  as  would  enable  the  Bill  to  pass  the 
Legislature,  and  that  he  would  take  care 
not  to  create  any  expensive  ofiiceB  in  the 
machinery  he  might  devise  for  carrying  it 
into  effect.  He  did  not  mean  to  assert 
that  there  were  not  objections  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  business  was  now 
conducted — he  admitted  that  there  were 
objections,  and  he  hoped  t^t  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  would  find  means 
to  obviate  them.  He  thought  that  the 
connty  council  ought  to  be  kept  together 
as  short  a  time  as  possible,  and  that  there 
should  be  as  few  permanent  paid  officers 
as  possible.  With  regard  to  the  claose 
for  the  appointment  of  magistrates,  he 
must  say,  that  in  his  opinion,  it  did  not 
stand  at  present  in  a  very  satisfactory  state. 
He  was  free  to  admit,  that  there  was  at 
preeent  a  want  of  system  and  of  regularity 
in  tbe  mode  of  appointing  the  county 
magistracy.  The  appointments  depended 
too  much  on  the  opinions,  and  he  might 
even  say,  the  prejudices,  of  individuals. 
There  was  no  general  rule  bv  which  the 
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a  different  rule,  and  recommended  a 
greater  number  of  clergymen  than  of  any 
other  class  to  the  bench.  Though  he  did 
not  think  much  of  the  patronage  exercised 
by  tbe  Lord-Lieutenants,  he  must  say,  that 
a  practice  had  grown  up  amongst  them, 
on  which  it  was  incumbent  to  place  a 
check.  It  was  the  practice  of  most  of  the 
Lord 'Lieu  ten  ants,  when  e  gentleman  was 
recommended  to  them  as  a  fit  person  to  tie 
inserted  in  the  commission  of  the  peace, 
to  refer  his  name  to  the  magistrates  of  the 
district,  and  to  determine,  upon  their 
answer,  whether  he  would  insert  his  name 
or  not.  This  gave  the  magistrates  the 
power  of  electing  as  their  colleagues  on 
the  bench  men  of  their  own  party,  and  of 
rejecting  those,  who  though  objectionable 
to  them  on  private  grounds  might  not  be 
objectionable  on  any  public  grounds.  He 
thought  that  there  should  be  greater  uni. 
formitythan  that  which  now  existed  in  the 
rules  for  determining  the  eligibility  of  indi- 
viduals to  the  magistracy,  but  he  was  uot 
prepared  to  go  the  length  of  saying  that  tbe 
Crown  ought  not  to  have  the  power  of 
appointing  as  magistrates  other  individuals 
besides  whose  who  were  recommended  to 
it  by  the  county  council. 

Sir  Eardly  Wilmot  had  only  meant  to 
say  that  the  chairman  of  quarter  sessions 
executed  almost  all  tbe  duties  of  the 
magistrates,  whilst  the  others  sat  merely 
to  make  a  court.  They  were  merely  wanted 
to  make  up  a  court  and  it  could  not  be 
expected  that  many  Gentlemen  could  be 
induced  to  attend,  when  they  had  nothing 
to  do  but  to  sit  with  their  hands  before 
them. 

Mr.  Palmer  had  been  Chairman  of  the 
Sessions  in  Berkshire  for  several  years, 
and  had  experienced  no  difficulty  from 
the  non-attendance  of  magistrates  to  as- 
sist in  the  criminal  business,  but  this  be 
attributed  to  the  fact,  that  the  criminal 
business  was  transacted  before  the  civil. 
He  believed  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  had  brought  in  the  Bill  in  order 
to  save  espence  to  the  counties,  and  he 
(Mr.  P.]  was  not  disposed  to  offer  any 
ohiectton  to  the  general  principle,  that 
who  pay  the  rates  should  have  some 
in  tbe  expenditure,  [hougli  he 
lit  there  was  a  ronsiderable  differ- 
between  the  county-raie  and  ihe 
taxes,   because  the  counly   magis- 


had  I 


>r  to  make  t 


noney    except  so  far  s 

rized  by  the  Legislature,  pud  tbey 


4$7 


CmnI]/  Board*. 


{COUHONS} 


Caiwfy  Boards. 


bad  little  dUcretioD  pvea  to  them  except 
u  to  the  lalariei  which  they  should  giTc 
to  theit  officers.  The  hoo.  Member  for 
HiddleMX  had  complained  that  he  had 
DOtreceired  any  anitrer  from  any  couoty 
muutrale  (o  whom  liii  circular  had  been 
ndifresfed,  but  he  wonid  take  the  liberty 
of  infonnidg  the  hon.  Member,  that  in  the 
County  or  Berks,  this  did  not  proceed  from 
taj  disrespect.  The  letter  was  taken  iotc 
conaideration  by  the  Magistrates,  they  ex- 

iireiaed  their  thanks  to  the  hon.  Membei 
or  his  courtesy,  but  they  thought  it  nc 
part  or  their  duty  to  give  an  eiplicil 
answer,  they  had,  however,  instructed  the 
Clerk  of  the  Peace  to  write  to  the  hon, 
Member,  thanking  him  for  his  attention  ; 
and,  as  far  as  he  (Mr.  Palmer)  could  col- 
lect, the  general  impression  Wl.s,  that 
although  it  was  desirable  to  gi?e  a  contri 
to  the  people,  yet  that  a  greater  expens 
than  at  oresent  would  be  created  by  thi 
Bill,  witbout  presenting  any  counteivail 
ing  benefits  from  its  theoretical  advan- 
tages. 

Mr.Pryme  would  recommend  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  and  the  other  Members  opposite 
|o  follow  the  example  of  the  Magistrates 
of  Cambridge,  who  highly  approved  of  th( 
principle  of  the  Bill.  It  was  most  esien. 
tial,  in  hit  opinion,  that  the  financial  and 
civil  business  should  be  separated,  a 
present  the  system  was  productive  of  n 
inconvenience. 

Mr.    Potter  complained  of  the  lavish 

manner    in  which  the  public   money  was 

expended  by  the  Magistrates,  thouch  the 

hoa.  Member  for  Berkshire  had  said  they 

had  no  discretion. 

Hr.  Paimer  explained.  What  he  meant 

'    ■  little  of  the  county 

under  the  actual  con- 

i,  except  the  salaries 

that  moment  iu  his 

k,  to  whiph  the  walls 

ing.    That  had  bceti 

expense,  and  was  a 

monument  of  folly  to  the  country.    There 

vas  also  the  gaofof  Leicester,  which  was 

unfortunately  too  large  for  the  wants  of  the 

people  of  that  county — and  in  Lancashire 

the  Magistrates  had  persisted  iu  laying  out 

large  sums  upon  the  gaol,  although  they 

were  well  aware  that  for  some  years  it  was 

the  general  opinion  that  the  assizes  for  the 

southern  division  of  the  county  should  be 

held  et  Liverpool  or  Manchester.    That 

gaol  was  now  much  too  (arge,  and  he  wm 


glad  thai  some  check  wai  likely  to  he  pu 
to  this  lavish  and  injudicious  expenditure 
Mr.  Montagut  Chapman  did  sol  Utink 
it  right  to  enter  into  the  detail*  of  the  mea- 
sure at  that  early  stage,  bitt  he  tboHght  it 
right  to  direct  the  attention  of  (be  Hqhk 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  qnd  one  poie 
obnoxious  in  principle,  or  more  objection- 
able in  delail,  he  had  never  read.  Ife 
could  not  suppose  the  House  would  pas*  a 
BUI  BO  degrading  to  the  Magistracy,  and  ao 
derogaloff  to  the  privileges  of  ^be  Crown 
itself.  Were  not  the  Magistrates  selected 
from  those  who  had  the  tartest  property  (d 
the  county? — and  would  it  be  now  said, 
that  they  should  lake  from  them  the  ni*- 
oagement  of  their  own  property?  He 
meant  the  property  of  the  county,  in  \!ae 
disbursement  of  which  they  had  so  large  a 
stake.  Would  not  any  man  wbo  came  \f> 
taken  farm  inquire  what  the  amount  of 
poor-rates  and  county- rates,  &a.,  wai.  be- 
fore he  fixed  upon  the  value  of  [he  fqroi, 
and  was  not  the  landlord  therefore  the 
person  most  deeply  interested  in  t\te 
amount  and  application  of  thoge  rates? 
The  Bill  not  only  prevented  that,  but  it 
prevented  the  Magistrates  jnlerrering  with 
the  police  force  of  the  county,  although 
no  class  of  men  were  so  6t  to  arrange  thqt 
portion  of  the  local  business  of  the  coun- 
try. He  had  taken  some  pains  to^seerlqin 
where  lliose  rate-payers  wiip  would  h^ve  s 
vote  were  to  be  found,  and  be  had  ascer- 
taiued  that  in  the  agricultural  districts 
the  sum  total  of  the  rates  paid  did  not  ex- 
ceed one- twentieth  of  the  whule.  In  short, 
the  3f.  tenants,  men  who  had  no  interest 
whatever  in  the  land,  would  have  a  Tojce 
in  the  election  of  that  council  which  was  to 
nominate  the  Magistrates;  and  be  jt  ob- 
served, that  tiiere  was  no  security  a^  to 
qualification  of  the  persons  (hey  were  to 
elect.  He  thought  it  would  be  necessary 
for  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  to  jo 
what  he  had  recommended  to  his  hoo. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bath — to  pat 
Ministers  a  little  oftener  on  the  back,  be- 
fore he  could  expect  to  carry  that  iqait 
objectionable  measure,  which  he  was  cop- 
fident  would  be  rejected  by  the  Huuie. 

Captain  Peckell  thouglit  it  must  be 
satisfactory  to  the  hoa.  Member  for  Mi4- 
dlesei,  to  know  that  no  objectioa  had  been 
taken  to  the  principle  of  the  Billi  l|e 
believed  it  would  always  be  found  that 
where  hospitality  wu  extended  to  ttie 
Magistrates  hy  the  gentry  pf  the  apigh 
bgurhood,  there  wai  alwt>ya_B  TuU  M^ui- 
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Utpf  at  a«iioQs.  In  tl^e  cqnnty  of  Sui- 
IM,  wit))  wliict)  he  )iad  tbe  honoui  to  be 
C(ifi|iscte4ihe  HBB  tia[ipy  to  aaji  ilipt  the 
{ierd  ^le^Unant  had  broken  [lirQugh  thp 
mle  of  appQiplimt  Magistrates  Eotely  on 
ti)p  tecgmpeniJBtiDn  o(  the  Bench,  i|  ihiqg 
ffltitb  lifl  thought  higl(Iy  objectionable. 
Ofle  iq convenience  of  tne  present  mode  of 
oflitduotipig  the  buiiness  at  Quarter  Ses? 
fjonf,  ffBt,  (hat  tlie  Magisirates  were  often 
oblige<)  to  reiire  into  anather  room,  to 
look  over  the  cdudI;  rates,  instead  of 
being  able  to  attend  to  the  trial  of  prison- 
er(  committed  by  themselves.  Another 
ai^sction  was,  that  atl  information  as  to 
the  purpose  to  which  the  rate  was  luvicd, 
was  i|t  man;  i)istanccs  withheld  from  the 
Tate^payers.  The  Bill  was  on  these 
grounds  most  Ijlcely  to  give  great  satisfac' 
tion  to  the  cpuntry,  and  would  receive  his 
(Capt.  Pechcil's)  strenuous  support. 

jflT,  Wakley  expressed  the  warmest  ap- 
probation of  bQih  the  principle  and  details 
of  the  Bill,  aa  the  present  system  of  levy- 
ing county-rates  had  been  productive  of 
ErefttiDiuiticeandincoiivenience.  It  had 
been  asked  what  petitions  had  been  pre- 
sented in  favourof  the  Bill.  Many  would 
have  been  presented  if  the  mode  of  pre- 
senting Ihepi  in  that  House  were  more 
satisfactory.  Thousands  would  have  been 
presented  if  it  were  not  known  that  peti- 
tions which  had  cost  weekd  of  preparation 
were  presented  without  discussion  or  ob> 
letfaMon,  and  with  the  formality  of  merely 
volking  from  that  place  to  the  table. 
With  respect  to  the  election  of  a  county 
board  by  the  rate-payers,  there  was 
nothing  objectionable ;  they  had  ao  elec- 
tion e^ery  seven  years  for  Members  of 
Parliament,  and  yet  here  was  a  case  in 
which  the  interestRof  every  working  man 
io  England  were  concerned,  in  which  the 
applipation  and  levy  of  the  surplus  of  his 
labour  were  concerned,  and  what  did  they 
see  on  the  other  side  of  ihe  House  which 
had  exhibited  so  laudable  an  anxiety  to 
establish  Conservative  Operative  Asso- 
ciations? Why,  that  not  twenty  Members 
could  Iw  brought  together  upon  a  question 
to  fitally  important  tq  the  working  classes, 
(q  deeply  afTecling  the  security  of  iheir 
property,  the  welfare  of  their  persons,  and 
the  happiness  of  their  children.  Herewasan 
illustration  ofthedemocratic  principle,  the 
ol^ject  of  which  was  to  give  life  and  energy 
to  the  country,  to  protect  the  interests  of 
all  duiea ;  and  great  as  were  the  obsta- 
clw  vbub  it  bad  to  eocounttr,  it  was  sure 
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tq  succeed.  In  the  struggle  it  was  liQfr 
making  against  tyranny  and  despollsm,  |C 
would  eventually  prostrate  every  foa  aqd 
secure  to  the  people  the  greatest  share  pf 
happiness  ana  enjoyment  they  coulj  ac- 
quire. No  honest  magistrate  could  ohject 
to  the  Bill — it  would  confer  a  greats 
power  upon  the  good  magistrates  and  r<- 
move  it  from  those  who  had  hitherto  only 
abused  it.  A  better  Bill,  in  his  opinio^, 
had  never  been  introduced.  It  had  beep 
proposed  (o  conRne  its  aperalioo  to  Mid- 
dlesex, and  he(Mr.  Wakley)  for  one  Mid- 
dlesex rate-payer,  was  most  anxious  ft 
should  be  applied  to  that  county.  If  the 
other  parts  of  England  were  awarp  pf  the 
advantages  it  would  confer,  it  would  soon 
be  very  generally  established.  What,  he 
would  ask,  was  there  objectionable  in  it? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Essex  had  said  that 
those  who  would  have  the  right  of  voting 
paid  only  one-twentieth  part  of  the  rates. 
He  would  be  glad  to  know  where  or  |)ow 
he  had  made  such  a  calculation.  In  spme 
counties  in  England  the  county  ^nd  poor- 
rates  were  combined,  yet  in  others  they 
were  very  properly  separated.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers said  no,  but  he  would  satisfy  th^fp 
that  such  was  the  case  in  the  county  of 
Middlesex  and  elsewhere,  and  he  hoped  jt 
would  soon  be  very  generally  established 
throughout  the  country. 

Mr.  Oeorge  F.  Young  would  merely 
oifer  one  observation  to  the  fiouse.  Tha 
principle  of  the  Bil|  was,  in  his  opinion, 
short  and  comprehensive — it  was,  th^t 
thoseonwhom  the  burthen  fell  should  have 
some  voice  in  the  nomination  of  those  by 
whom  it  was  to  be  imposed.  To  that  he 
expressed  his  unqualified  assent,  and  t|e 
regretted  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Essex 
should  have  so  inappropriately  directed  his 
arguments  to  that  point.  If  any  objection 
was  hereafter  made  to  the  details  of  the 
measure  they  would  see  how  they  could 
be  amended  in  Committee.  As  a  magis- 
trate of  the  county  of  Middlesex,  he  V9S 
glad  to  see  the  principle  put  forward,  and 
he  hoped  it  would  receive  the  sanction  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  Goring  would  ask  the  hon  Member 
for  Middlesex,  whether  any  demand  had 
been  made  by  the  middle  or  higher  classes 
for  a  stricter  inquiry  into  the  expenditure 
of  the  county-rates  7  No  such  thing,  and 
until  that  was  done,  he  saw  no  necessity 
for  the  present  measure. 

Mr.  Wyse  said,  the  principle  on  which 
this  Bill  was  founded  was  that  on  whtch 
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tlie  Hcmie  at  Commons  was  constitated, 
and  on  which  the  Mnnicipal  Corporation 
Bill  passed  the  year  before  lait  was  framed, 
snd  the  ailments  o(  hon.  Oentlemen 
opposite  (if  good  for  anything-)  against  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  would  equally  tend 
to  dettioy  both  the  one  and  the  other. 
The  bon.  Qentleroan  opposite  had  not 
proved  that  magistrates  had  snfiiciently 
attended  to  the  discharee  of  their  public 
duties.  He  contended  for  this  ^at  prin- 
ciple that  a  free  people  ought  to  have 
control  over  the  money  which  they  tbem- 
seWes  raised.  The  Bill  was  called  popular 
and  democratical.  It  ought  to  be  es  much 
so  as  the  Municipal  Corporation  Bill,  or 
the  Reform  of  Parliament  Bill.  The  fre- 
quency of  elections  which  had  been  com- 
plained of  would,  he  considered,  along 
with  elections  for  vestries,  or  municipal 
councils,  tend  to  educate  and  prepare  the 
people  for  the  exercise  of  the  more 
important  franchise — the  Parliamentary. 
What  right  had  that  House  to  set  up  two 
kinds  of  constitutions,  one  for  the  towns 
and  the  other  for  the  counties?  He  saw 
no  reason  wh^  the  people  of  Englaud 
•hould  be  deprived  of  the  benefit  of  those 
institutions,  which  were  established  in 
almost  every  civilised  country  in  the  world. 

Sir  Love  Parry  said,  that,  as  chairman 
of  quarter  sessions  for  his  county,  he  had 
entered  into  the  details  of  this  Bill  to  a 
full  attendance  of  his  brother  magistrates, 
and  they  agreed  it  contained  maay  excel- 
lent provisions,  though  some  of  the  details 
might  be  improved.  He  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Warwick, 
and  the  hon.  end  learned  Member  for 
Kilkenny,  as  to  the  propriety  of  establish- 
ing a  county  recorder,  or  judge.  Not 
having  been  regularly  educated  for  the 
law,  he  did  not  feel  himself  competent  to 
discharge  the  duties  of  the  situation  he 
was  called  on  to  occupy. 

Mr.  Hume  replied.  Three  separate 
Committees  had  sat  and  reported  upon 
the  subject  with  which  this  Bill  purposed 
to  deal,  and  a  commission  had  issued 
which  had  presented  a  very  comprehensive 
report.  He  had  presented  on  one  occasion 
eight  petitions  from  eightdifierentcounties 
in  favour  of  the  Bill.  Hon.  Members 
Opposite  had  termed  the  Bill  mischievous. 
Now,  if  by  that  they  meant  that  it  was 
popnlar,  and  tended  to  increase  popular 
control,  it  was  perfectly  consistent  in  those 
Members  who  had  steadily  reiisled  all 
adTBocement  of  the  popular  cauH  to  make 


that  objection.  Bat  just  on  that  ground 
that  it  was  popular,  and  did  extend 
popular  control,  did  he  (Mr.  Hume)  sup- 
port the  Bill.  The  Bill  vras  also  called 
an  innovation.  Now,  let  hon,  Hemben 
recollect  that  he  was  not  the  innovator ; 
that  he  was  merely  ptoposiog  a  return  to 
the  ancient  system.  Lord  Denman  had 
lately  decided,  after  elaborate  argument, 
that  the  rate-payers  had  no  right  to  apply 
to  see  the  vouchers  of  county  expenditure; 
that  it  was  sufficient  for  the  magistrates  to 
see  them,  and  the  magistrates  were  irre- 
sponsible to  the  rate-payers,  The  details 
of  the  Bill  might  be  doubtless  improved, 
but  he  would  not  give  up  the  principle  of 
popular  control,  and  he  trusted  that  the 
House  of  Commons  wonld  not  reject  it. 
He  had  been  accused  of  not  attending 
the  meetings  of  the  Middlesex  bench  of 
magistrates,  but  the  reason  was,  that  he 
could  not,  by  reason  of  other  and  more 
important  duties,  6nd  time  to  dischai^ 
properly  the  functions  of  a  county  magis- 
trate. 

Leave  given.  Bill  brought  in  and  read 
a  first  time. 

Expenses  AT  Electioiib.3  Mt.UttHU 
rose  to  ask  for  leave  to  bring  in  e  Bill 
similar  to  the  Bill  of  lest  Session,  and 
which  arose  out  of  a  recommendation  of 
the  Committee  which  sat  lest  year  to  con- 
eider  the  manner  in  which  Members  of 
that  House  were  put  to  very  considerable 
and  irregular  expenses  on  their  elections. 
That  Committee  had  laid  on  the  table 
many  lengthened  and  precise  details  of  the 
evils  of  the  present  system,  and  the  Report 
rscommended  the  Bill  which  he  now  moved 
for  leave  to  bring  in,  the  object  of  it  being 
to  deGne  what  were  legal  charges,  and 
what  not.  The  Bill,  however,  as  com- 
pared  with  that  of  last  Session,  was  very 
much  improved.  Many  clauses  had  been 
left  out,  and  the  Bill  was  now  limited  ex- 
pressly to  the  expenses  of  elections.  As 
the  Bill  was  not  yet  before  the  House,  he 
considered  it  unnecessary  to  say  more. 
He  hoped  he  wonld  be  allowed  to  introduce 
it,  as  by  that  means  hon.  Members  might 
have  the  Bill,  and  make  themselves  masters 
of  its  contents,  and  see  whether  or  not  it 
deserved  support. 

Colonel  SibthoTp  said,  that  whatever 
might  be  the  democratic  tendency  of  the 
last  Bill  introduced  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Member  for  Middlesex,  this  Bill  was 
certainly  not  democntic.    He  bad  himielf 


r  at  te 

IUh  niLTwnld  3 

to7  s»  ifiK  lum.  Kcob^i  im.  Act    «'  iK  Tvat:    vcun.    ■nncA    hK 

He  loMd  »  te  srnnnsK:  liiK  izniMttaeatk.  -bei3»Mr-:«-3a*liBt  TCur.k  :u.aig^ 

sad  Ik;  law(£  ta  Sk  mth  sua.-    if  ttiK  u—tawitiw^*tnefa:  .m^masamiawtttwtmir 

boa.  MmActr  &r  JHfafiSbBCwnnld  tn  .nm.  i<tMUHMtt,'*MiJ*WTtmuit<  cwrtlwhxt. 

phee,W«M» 

opiakM  as  to  Ae  BecaBtv  if  dh*  Sill  ibq^ .^cniDKttiAii  Inv.  be.  aal'otf'-teL 
wo«M  be  ■hmy.lhtii-  tflM^tfc- 

Lcsie  p«cs.    191  liuiBi^  la.  sni  mut 

BfinttBM.  lAr:   J-^ 

or  3-mimn'j  at.  lioH  ? 

Gkatb  jTmH»:IzxiU-.7^  /    ''n  iiK  wn!amMWi^rl«MiHii|''< 

motn  at  TmaoMOi  llbrgBli.    lia  Tu»i«^  h.  a  bcL  i 

wntMl»CH^MgKiiii.lWiisnd  Zbno^  be  ue  .Ijm.    o  arMCt   v  »«.  .uimwil 

BOL  veil  «  xqntnR^  bti  nr  yt    tHua*  0' 

Om  Ckmae  &,  mfoSs^  jia'im>  ■£  iac  ' 

of  iMt  jar.  vUdk  yodibiaRfl  «i»  ;|iBM)«i- 
meat  for  graets  to  Jayanweig  ji  laK   r 

■ImmU  appcv  Ibc  was;  4f  -tie  nwticai  ua'  Mo-  wm    hhk  tte   taww^  ''  1^ 

mill  ml    aHMMtod    to    «n&{iai0    -te  ti«t  d    mutSt    t:  •««    uwnmrint.  mM-   « 

amoaat  of  Ifce  wfaiii,niiiii  ant  ^mem'  liir::  tosue*  otik  .i-  Lm-  mmwm-  «  im-- 

fwil  rifto irf»wmi|i)wa  r  II   liii  mwii  u    iit   iatniiMKl<'-'i. -      I^h   mm-    >iw>inr 

of  tkii  lanrMO.    Bm  laiD  mk  ■ommtoar  ti»^  I«rt««lr  toMWMwniMU    urtt    mi    iMh*. 

■iiit  ^woi-     fe  J  wetrt 

I  «ai9«»i  -to  w.  «*fl  I'  It 

fortbetriiac*cmec<f-vMi^at.btofH'  tt*pWB«ar-fiiianr-tf  tMr  MM•['tfMwlc>' 
ta)  twice  a  week.  lleti»^bitiK«nyw-  ««..  I-w  ii*  »•«  i»fi.  «•*««>  ttt««»Mt»i 
oagbt  BMn  |»operij  to  lie  luuvouow  nrK>  tuai  iMvlcuxMia  fa>jJ  «i>i-  iMxliua.  mwu.- 
the  Poor-lav  huL  Tbr  esjieMe  tt'  tut  auv  mkiia  uutvctHJi;  tiniMi^MMc  W- 
ooMtjwto  Mtvfaitbe  «i9«eiMl  t^.  itm  imt-.U  fMwxMC  tv  Utt  f«M>tMUi>.aM: 
the  optHoa  be  lalinwiififl  nT  Ibt  iuatiliu  tuat  ta*i  ««ic  itmfiM,  wajWKWJtUw^  kUttiuc 
of  ibeae  estaUM^Beato.  W  KeuMC  u.  tut  i^immu  u«*«Uu^  bu 

Mr.  CrCtm^U  bmtf  &e  daair  «mii(i  tuue  an^  audiuw  ic  tuw  mmimim.    'iW: 

be   iiiiialiiariil       Tbe  pnaw   would    t«  t<Mi  JOnaftW  &^  1i.i1mu>u,%  u^w:  altutiad  lo 

foond  to  act  meom»tmmbj,  «iipecia%  iu  Mm.  <!■•(««««>»>'  mi  jmf  iumwrtaii    i  f  jjli 

lliiiai  iliiliiiHiiffiilil  ■iiili  la  lia  Ti  n.  Mxmmmi,  ajud  vUMd  tLat  iWaMMirtB  ^ 

t  wnW  il«'  paMMit  Hvoic  i*  <i«^t««l  «<'  pra&MMwal 

\  tnm  iwaaiTiiiri    if  tiu>  cImik  wse  i^aeMd.M 

itinta  pfwl«e.  tbe  atwljcaJ  atMcdaaKoaid  ootoiimtinar 

Mr.  WmUef  ^s  bMed  4bat  ihe  claaae  il*  lut  asWv  wm  nduoed.   Tbe  diipwary 

Trniildlii  iiCawii      Il« bad  mctrnwl maD;  mw  all  Im' liad  to  dsfMod  on.    {■<»lti« 

coBsnicatioM,  ibovjw  «be  mat  iBOoa-  fxraroeM  of  tie  dutcMt.  noUH«taia«in» 
veobDce«bkfckadnai£edli«BiibepK>-.itee««t«>t«>>^^^'<'*>^**^.*"  ><•"»«' 

Ti».  lliecanykT«/»c«p«raoiii««bt  becakatat<rfwifai»  «J«lh«  i|ii«^ 
leadtWH  tOBadnwc<hcined>c«lai*per- I  Now.  dtboagb  b«  (Mr.  rmiah)  war  •>»• 


il  ai*per'  ' 

1,  wbicb 

d«t  tbej  1  cnlar  dapttuarj,  1 


«  dwUict,  wbicb  I  aware  of  tbe  circumiUiKitt  (if  thai  fMi< 
dapttuarj,  fron  liii  |«uwal  hmH' 


415  GrmdJuriH'nr^a^}-  {CQMMOWS} 
Ifldgi  OD  tbe  iitlQHt,  bs  wwibl  MPtore  to 
uurt  the  isbry  of  Iks  medical  altendapt 
did  not  exceed  70^.  or  80/.  atvear.  [Mr- 
O'Onmll  •Uttd  wniH  ib«  lfoiiMT-7fiA] 
Wu  75i.,  be  would  Mk,  a  uim  tulScient 
10  MMMnante  *  gflRtlsaw  or  ■kill  «nd 
■d—Hian  t  or  opuld  it  U  flupwud  for 
uylking  w  ptllvy,  penoni  competent  to 
dtMbarge  the  duiiaa  oould  be  round  X  The 
ItMWBt  lyilem  cottid  pot  ba  rendered 
afiwtive,  nor  under  a  aalary  of  3001.  a- year 
could  aualifled  penona  be  found  in  all 
naedical  appoinlaienta,  whether  to  ho«pi- 
tala,  infinaariei,  or  diapeniaFiei  i  all  fa- 
?(Miriti>n)  sad  jobbery  snould  be  guarded 
againit  i  an  examination  (hould  take  place 
before  tlia  Board  of  tbe  College  of  Sur- 
gSMa  in  Dublin,  ^nd  tbe  beat  <iualifie|l 
ibould  be  the  paraon  appointed  to  each 
Hoan^.  At  ba  waa  on  b's  legs,  he  would 
wiah  to  call  the  etuntion  of  tbe  noble 
Lard,  the  Seerelar;  for  Ireland,  to  the 
Neltarvilla  Diipenaary,  in  order  to  induce 
bim  to  adept  aome  measure  to  render  that 
institution  useful  to  a  very  poor  and  im- 
pofefished  district  jn  tbe  oltf  of  Dublin- 
Two  of  the  truitsea  appointed  under  l^rd 
Kettervilie'i  will  had.  he  understoqd,  de- 
clined ^kiflg  any  abare  of  the  duties  on 
ihemseWea,  and  tbe  third  only  troubled 
bjvialf  xa  tbe  extent  of  nominating  the 
offioara  and  discharging  the  accouots- 
The  institution  ogght  not  to  be  considered 
■  ptivalBone  \  the  parishioners  were  called 
SB  to  contribute  to  its  support;  a  coo)- 
nittee  of  management  ought  to  be  ap- 
pointed, and  the  advantage  of  a  parochial 
dispensary  afforded  to  the  poor- 
Viscount  Morpeth  said,  that  he  should 
eeitainly  retaia  the  clause.  There  bad 
ariseo  under  the  old  system  an  abuse 
which  the  Act  of  Ust  year  had  been  in- 
tended to  removal  but  it  had  beeo  found 
that  the  proviso  intefted  for  that  purpose 
vu  Dot  the  proper  means  of  remedying 
that  abuse,  and  that  it  had  the  effect  of 
wndering  tbe  remuneration  of  a  medical 
Attpodaot  most  scanty  in  districts  whjcb 
did  not  bappei)  to  be  opulent.     He  re- 

SsUed,  that  the  dispensary  W4S  beyond 
»  power  of  Go?arDnieqt,  as  it  wfU  in  tbe 
Court  of  Chancery. 
Clause  agreed  to. 
The  other  clftitiea  were  Dgreed  to. 
Vm  House  resumed. 

HOUSE    OF    LOaDS, 
Monday,  Faiamri/  13,  U37. 


AmsidweDt  AeL— Bf  ibt  Earl  sTW  i  kchi  i^ii  JMn  Vnfc- 
WhUit  1^  Buloa  Sc^m,  Uul  the  H 


H0U8&   QF   CQUtlQVS, 
Monday,  FehrMory  18,  1839. 

L«v  ImL—Bj  UoHi-  CaiBLH  Bnuu.  WiUi<4« 
■nd  Lord  DlLMitrit,  tmai  Uikwd,  SUrlbig,  iDd  Nc 
Ui  BpCB  Tjtt,  to  Repid  sf  DMf 


Hi. 
*«* 

tht  Alulicion  dT  TLIhi*  liiel«Dd)_Bi  H(.  Wninb 
a  LongTord  and  othtr  pUw,  for  Uupicrpal  Corpon- 
11  (liduuU  BiH—Bi  Vt.  SusMu  md  Mt  Poa 
nu,  bum  fatti  tai  (IdubMh,  la  BajHd  «  lUduo- 
I  of  the  Duty  on  So>p.~By  Ui.  F°i  SltULi,  fion 
-tb,  Eomplaiiisg  of  tbe  Citttkn  of  nctitimu  Von* 


Da,  MiiLHOLLAND.]  Mr.  Jlfsc^Mfis 
said,  that  pursuant  to  the  notice  be  bad 
giyen,  he  qpw  ro»e  to  cgll  the  Bttffltiofi  of 
the  House  to  a  Petition  which  he  iw 
about  (o  present.  It  )vu  the  petition  of 
a  Roman  Catholic  clergyman,  the  Rev.  pr. 
MulhoUand,  who  complained  of  a  series 
flf  injuries  which  be  had  sustained  at  the 
hands  of  tbe  Roman  Catholic  hieraroby  of 
Ireland,  and  prayed  that  means  might  be 
found  Cot  the  protection  of  the  second 
order  of  clergy  in  that  couritry  from  the 
grievous  and  unjustifiable  interferenop 
wi^  ibair  temporal  coqcerni,  ^  which 
they  had  long  been  subjected.  As  this 
petition  was  lyell  worth;  of  the  coniider- 
ation  of  the  House,  he  felt  that  be  should 
best  discharge  his  duty  to  the  petUloner, 
if  lie  read  as  shortly  as  possible  the  peti- 
tioner's statement  in  explanation  oi  b>a 
case.  The  peliLionerbumblv  prayed,  that 
that  honourable  House  would  be  pleased 
to  cause  inquiry  tp  be  made  into  the  situr 
ation  of  the  st^oood  order  of  Roman  Ca> 
tholic  clergy  in  Ireland.  The  petitioner 
was  anxious  that  an  opportunity  should  be 
given  faim  of  proving  tbe  nature  of  thp 
evils  and  inconveniences  under  whic^ 
those  clergy  laboured,  and  which  be  stated 
to  be  of  such  extent  that  it  was  spprep 
bended  by  many  of  his  reverend  brethren, 
and  by  himself,  that  a  continuance  of  the 
preient  system  must  ba  attended  with  the 
extinction  of  religious  feeling  in  Ireland. 
Such  was  the  prayer  of  Dr.  Mulholl^nd  i 
petition ;  and  be  did  think,  that  praying 
as  that  petition  did,  not  for  the  Houie  to 
interfeM  betwa«n  a  clergyman  and  his 
diocesan  (for  in  that  case  be  would  admit, 
tlw  patiiioa  wubt  Qi>(  hitvi  b^»R  rec«ive4Jk 
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b»t  for  inquirr  toto  the  coadilMB  of  Ute  ]  uktm   to    eulmoe   a   MUnaid  tf  Ac 

tecond  order  of  Roman  Ctlbo&c  doQ-  in  c^uje  aJfin;ii£  tii  cAmracagt;  kM  &■ 

Irflaad,  vilb  «  view  lo  iketi  beUo  (ao-  hailuf  vac^  u  iBfti.utt  »'i.&aHt  den*- 

iMtlan  and  uipport  against  tke  oppresuca  iag  aa;  s-cii^rnv^:  irf  liic  rttaiy,  bt  Ul 

of  their  supenon,  he  did  tbtok  a  peuna»  '_  ai  l»gi^  msLnL-ttg  iaw  |tifgwfiingfc,  «ad 

qf  tbi?  nature  wat  arell  amnky  iW  atlfs-  Mtsveiad  ilii— ^.i  i  afmkiK  iut  ^aiion^ 

tioB  of  the  Hoaic,  and  ke  bo|B4,  l^en-  ux;  bat  ti>ii,  fi£nidiiif  uuih  jiimiiiiiiiiji, 

fore,  he  shoold  be  allowed  to  eatO'  mmK  kr  bad  bccK  fcit^M^wmn  irav  tac  jii   ti^ 

9t  teugth  ipto  the  Kaieumts  of —  •««  cf  bu  cannciL  fiifTica.  auc  'Jiuii^ 

Tbe   Speaker    saaj,    that  if  tbe   lot.  ndaoed  is  a  Kaie  cf  aucr  OStsanaa; 

Member  tneaot  lo  fcsnd  a  nabcm  afMs  tbu  W  bad  affriJrf  u  3ic  aK  Jif  Bni  . 

|he  cofiteots  of  the  pethka,  it  was  ibcs  ibai  tvc  ^TiB'tw^  iar  tui  Hatub^  &■■ 

campeteot  for  htni  to  opea  it  ta  tbe  Hmk  :  ibenee  bad  beex  aa  anfif  b«  Qa.  CiaBy; 

but  (hat  to  argue  on  a  petitioa  wben  iben  ihai  be  bad  f     * 

was  no  intenlian  of  paraiiag  the  bsuct  oem  fram  Rai 

further  was  cootrary  to   the  |<nctKc  a/  fciu^ ;  and  :^.ia  be  ■ 

that  House.  ieje^wd  c^  aL  BKau 

Mr,  Sfocleoa  had  not  ialeaded  to  man  m^   ia   Iratuid.     ruo-  iboB    joau^ 

for  an;  inqairy ,  to  which  he  did  aot  at  aH  isicxn^iawa^  :b£  ppii^a 

feel  himaelf  [d^gn].  iW  H:«ie.   n   iiini.:iK   i 

The  Spader  said,  the  rale  of  ibe  HoMe  Hoe   le^j   mipa. 

WU,  that  when  an  boo-  Meaber  ialeMbd  aagElai  {ixvaaeta  i 

to  found  any  farther  proceediags  vpam  a  iistA. 
petition,  then  be  ought  lo  give  vvlioe  td       Mr.  C^ay  Tjaaa 

the  coune  he  meant  to  pwawe,  ■  acder  lhwi|,1a  cae  (eaeaL   i 

that  the  Honie  might  be  i«  a  ewdiiio*  l»  d«  baaL  Gaewa^  «ac  aat  »  «^a 

decide  whether  tb^  vonid  iSlam  the  «a>-  ■«  ih^  kag  a^aaiaai  aa  ^*  yaaHaK- 

tei  to  go  farther  or  itot.  atica  tl  f*"'--— *     Be  mvmc  at^eal  •• 

Mr.   Afoc^eoM   begged   to    stale,   with  tbe  Spei«4s  aa  it-  wheoa  k  ■■««  as  bs 

great  aubmission,  Ihat  ihb  petiuca  bad  ffu.  if  nc  h^  Ci 

beef)  brought  forward  both  in  the  Hotok  lnvtA  b  Lueiw  lia  c 

of  Lords  iid  m  tbal  House,  oa  a  finer  A— id  W*e  ii«  vaa 

occasiooi  when  its  merits  bad  faeea  dia-  la 
cussed  at  considerable  length.     He  mh*  __, 

Spy,  tbererore,  be  tboB^t  il  bard  that  be  Titmhtt  u^t  las  «m  i  caas  stf  : 

ihould  be  denied  tbe  tibertj  of  safciag  a  f^t^'^r  maemm.     8c   aaped  ta* 

remark  on  tbe  subject.  wsaid   aat    caaMaa   M   a  aimm 

11)6  Speaker;  or  ctMiie,. it  IB  Mt  fai  woaud  m  cCm  mk  am  tae  fiaUfa 

me,  f>ut  for  tbe  House,  to  delevwac  this  tbe  eaeacrte  cf  ibe  ngie  af  yfra—i 
poinf.  Mr.  J&f!?  ITaMa  ti.^  tiaa  :■« 

Ur.  Macleaa  pmcttdtd :  It  wu  acres-  waa.  ibx  aaj  »:s^  Mivtet  aras  i 

sary,  in  order  lo  pot  tbe  House  h'-ly  ia  w  te^«g  iW  aasgea  mtoa  <<  a  p 

poisewion  of  tbii  case,   that   be  AoM  aadca   the   caaa^tnama    td   m*  ssaave 

detail    the   particulars    of    tbe    petiocts-  sboaid  pfaca  a  aotie*  la  6al  ttttl  •■  :ac 

er's  complaint.       The  petitioaeT  «ausl,  bea^a.  womm.  abscb  ha  easid  a«  cai« 

th»t,  in  1836,  he  had  been  appoialal  lo  a  lata  tfe  dctaSs  «/  a  pAuaa. 
parish  in  the  cooniy  of  Loatb,  the  datica       IW  i^«aier  aad,  Aot  fv  vasf  9W* 

gf  which  be  cootiuued  to  ditdiarge  aatd  dariag  wbeb  W  barf  iud  tb*  beaeaf  arf  s 

tbe  year  1833,  when  be  was  deprired  by  a  teat  ■  tfcst  ITiwai.  it  aaed  la  t*  ta*  foe- 

naodale  of  bis  dioceaao,  ibe  right  rer.  tiee  tbsC  baa.  HsBtna,  aa  laeacaiftqf 

pr.CrolW,  tbe  ground  brtbai  prncttdi:^  pctitisaa,  sboaid  Bca^  Mate  Aa fnyeas 

b^ing,    VSi%\  be  bad  broDg^  aa  actioa  of  iboae  fnttam.     Ttsal  mokc,  ba«- 

(wainst  a  brother-clergyman,    who    bad  ere*,  bai  bcca  laatsly  fcfwiad   fcan, 

daildpred  him  in  public ;  that  be  bad,  aad  mwiiag  Baiap  had  Wm  seaartad  (a, 

bawever,  previously  to  bringiog  tbia  aciioB,  vnb  a  view  af  rtfirsiag  A*  psaaMa  iif 

appealed,  a*  was  his  duly,  to  the  propes  peutioaa.    A  Ci—inis  bal  ibea  baaa 

ecclesiastical  tribunal ;    that  be  bad  re-  appoiasad  aa  (ha  aatject,  whscfc  had  ■•' 

ceiTe4  a  promise  from  tbe  ArchbiAop's  '  ported,  bat   its  ■■efWU  had  aa*t*  beta 
Vi^Wi&eDenl,  tbtt  ntMBia  ffaosld  bctacud  ^m\  v^  K  M  hc«  <mi^ 
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thaMhe  deciiron  of  the  Chief  Justice  iri  find  their  way  into  general  ebcnktioD  ; 
carried  to  lU  full  extent,  woold  have  the  j  bat  the  number  could  not  be  limited  by 


effect  of  placing  them  in  this  very  peculii 
aituatioD,  thatsapposing  an;  hon.  Member 
■honld  think  proper  to  lay  on  the  table 
articles  of  impeachment  against  some 
officer  of  the  Crown,  whom  he  might  deem 
worthy  of  impeachment,  then  these  pspers 
might  furnish  matter  for  an  action  for  libel 
to  the  parties  against  whom  they  were 
presented,  and  the  jury,  guided  by  the 
former  decision,  that  the  privileges  of  the 
House  of  Commons  could  not  be  pleaded 
in  juitificaEioD,  might  decide  upon  the 
merits  of  the  case  as  to  the  guilt  or 
innocence  of  the  hon.  Member  with  respect 
to  the  libel.  He  had  only  put  this  as  an 
extreme  case,  but  there  was  no  saying  to 
what  extent  this  doctrine,  if  fully  carried 
out,  might  reach ;  for  papers  were  con- 
tinually laid  upon  the  table  of  that  House 
containing  statements  which  materially 
affected  the  characters  of  individuals. 
He  was  in  doubt  whether  it  would  be  more 
proper  that  this  question  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Privileges,  or  that  a  Com- 
mittee of  a  limited  number  of  Members 
should  be  appointed  to  investigate  the  facts 
relating  lo  it ;  at  present,  however,  he 
merely  made  these  remarks  by  way  of 
bringing  thesubject  under  the  consideratioD 
of  the  House,  for  it  wss  desirable  that 
their  decisioti,  whatever  it  were,  should  be 
as  nearly  unanimous  as  possible. 

The  Speaker  hoped  he  might  be  allowed 
to  state  shortly,  not  the  opinions  which  he 
held  on  this  very  important  question,  but 
the  peculiar  nature  of  the  situation  in 
which  he  was  placed,  with  a  view  of  eliciting 
gome  directions  from  the  House  by  which 
he  might  shape  his  future  course  with 
respect  to  this  matter.  He  had  felt  it  bis 
duty  to  pay  as  much  attention  as  was  in 
bis  power  to  the  progress  of  the  trial  in 
question,  and  from  the  short-  hand  writers' 
notes  of  its  more  important  parts,  which 
he  had  procured,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  doctrine  there  laid  down  extended  to 
an  interference  with  the  privileges  of 
the  House,  and  in  consequence  he  was 
placed  in  a  difficulty  which  he  would  state 
to  the  House.  He  bad  been  applied  to  that 
taoming  to  decide  what  number  of  copies  of 
the  Report  of  the  Church  Commission  for 
Scotland  itwould  be  proper  to  have  printed. 
Now  if  he  directed  that  the  number  of 
copies  printed  should  be  precisely  the 
nnmbet  of  Memhen  of  that  House,  still 
^  my.  sbi'm  }piei  would 


the  numbers  of  that  House,  for  it  wu 
indispensable  that  copies  be  supplied  lo 
certam  public  offices,  and  in  other  quarters. 
Indeed,  it  bad  been  usual,  in  most  casea 
to  print  as  many  as  from  2,000  to  2,500 
copies.  Now,  if  an  order  or  resolution  of 
the  House  were  passed  directing  him  to 
have  a  certain  number  of  copies  of  their 
papers  printed,  that  would  not  only  not 
tend  to  relieve  the  difficulty  he  felt,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  would  very  materially 
increase  it ;  because  he  fonnd,  from  the 
charge  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  that  by 
the  construction  which  that  learned  judge 
was  disposed  to  put  upon  the  privileges 
of  that  House,  the  copies  printed  must  be 
limited  exclusively  to  the  use  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  that  House.  If  to  exceed  the 
number  required  for  the  House  were  to  be 
adjudged  to  be  a  publication  of  papen 
printed  by  order  of  the  House,  then  it 
became  a  question  whether,  in  signing  an 
order  which  should  have  such  an  effect,  he 
should  be  subject  to  an  action  for  libel. 
This,  then,  being,  as  it  appeared  the  state 
of  the  taw,  that  he  was  called  upon  to 
-hold  himself  responsible,  not  to  that  House 
alone,  but  to  the  courts  of  Westminster- 
ball,  for  what  he  did  in  pursuance  of 
his  duty,  be  must  say  he  did  feel  extremely 
anxious  to  receive  some  instructions  from 
the  House,  by  which  he  might  learn  what 
was  the  proper  coarse  for  bim  to  pursue. 

Mr.  WUUanu  Wynn  said,  it  was 
impossible  not  to  agree  with  tba  noble 
Lord  that  this  was  a  most  important 
question.  It  struck  at  the  root  of  every 
privilege  belonging  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons :  it  came  to  this  point,  whether 
was  the  House  amenable  or  not  amenable 
to  the  Conrt  of  King's  Bench— whether 
the  Acts  of  that  House  lay  within  the 
cognizance  of  any  other  tribunal  than  that 
House.  He  was  extremely  astonished  that 
the  question  had  been  mooted  at  all — the 
practice  of  printing  for  circulation  [npera 
relating  to  that  House  not  being,  as  the 
noble  Lord  seemed  to  suppose,  a  new 
practice,  but,  on  the  contrary,  for  abnadred 
and  fifty  years  these  publications  had  been 
cootiDualfy  made  under  the  orders  of  the 
House.  The  orders  of  that  House  had 
been  ordered  to  be  printed,  not  for  the  use 
of  Members  merely,  but  of  the  public ; 
and  not  only  these  papers  but  also  infor* 
malion  which  had  been  given  at  the  bar 
of  the  Hotue,  bad  been  directed  to  &• 
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{inpreu  of  ntind  tense  than  tliat  vltich 
conitituted  the  law  of  libel.  He  va*  eatis- 
Atd  that  the  law  of  libel  fthould  be  made 
defliiite  and  intelligible,  and  founded  on 
tome  principle  of  common  Kense,  The 
quntlon  then  would  be,  whether  the  House 
■hould  teKrve  to  itielf  the  rtght  of  riolatin^ 
that  law  which  it  should  be  the  flnt  to 
uphold  and  obey  t  If  it  were  to  do  id,  the 
character  of  every  man  In  the  country 
would  be  at  the  mercy  of  the  House.  It 
had  bwn  observed,  by  an  hon.  Qen- 
tleman,  that  in  case  of  injury  let  there  be 
compensation,  but  who  was  to  determine 
the  amount  of  it  t  Was  there  to  be  an 
iDquisitorial  tribunal  appointed  by  the 
House  for  that  purpose?  This  was  a  moat 
important  subject,  and  he  could  not  brin^ 
himselfto  believe  that  those  who  were  law 
makers  should  be  allowed  to  be  the  first 
to  set  the  law  at  defiance. 

Mr.  O'ConneU  observed,  in  explanation, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark  was 
qaUe  mistaken  on  the  subject.  The.quet- 
tHHi  was,  whether  such  a  law  as  had  been 
nferred  to  by  him  was  in  existence.  Hiere 
was  no  atatute  regarding;  this  part  of  the 
law  of  libel,  it  was  the  eomtuon  law  of  the 
land. 

The  l^eahr  suggested  that  it  v/ould  be 
more  convenient,  if  the  House  did  not  at 
present  proceed  further  with  the  diicus- 
■ioD. 

Mr.  Charlei  Butler  wished  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, to  state  what  course  he  intended  to 
purine  with  regard  to  this  subject. 

Lord  John  RmseU  replied,  that  he 
would  give  notice  to-morrow  evening  on 
the  subject,  and  state  what  he  intended  to 
pTOpflie. 

STAtPoitD — Niw  Writ.}  -Captain 
Chetwynd  moved,  that  Mr.  Speaker  do 
issue  his  warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown 
to  make  out  a  new  writ  for  the  electing  of 
a  burgess  to  serve  iu  this  present  Pariia- 
ment  for  the  borough  of  Stafford,  in  the 
room  of  Sir  Francis  Holyoake  Goodrlcke, 
now  on*  of  the  Members  for  the  southern 
dirision  of  that  county. 

Mr.  DiveU  saM,  that  befbrtt  he  moved 
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he  recollected  that  some  yean  ago,  in 
consequence  of  the  notoriously  corrupt 
practices  in  this  place,  a  Committee  was 
appointed  to  mase  inquiry  into  the  cir- 
cumstances. The  Chairman  uf  that  Com- 
mittee was  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
tbr  Buckingham  (Sir  Thomas  Fremantte) ; 
andaFter  a  patient  investigation,  they  came 
to  the  resolution  that  the  whole  system 
was  one  of  systematic  corruption.  The 
resolution  was,  that  it  appeared,  from  the 
evidence  taken  before  them,  that  a  system 
of  open  and  undisguised  bribery  existed 
in  the  borough  of  Stafford,  and  that  tliere- 
fore,  it  should  cease  to  return  Members 
to  Pariiament ;  and  the  cbalnnan  was 
ordered  to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
bill  to  disfranchise  the  borough.  A  bill  for 
that  purpose  was,  therefore,  brought  in, 
but  in  consequence  of  the  late  period  of 
the  Session  the  Bill  was  not  proceeded 
with,  but  in  the  following  one  it  passed 
that  House,  and  was  sent  up  to  the  House 
of  Lords,  who,  he  supposed,  could  not 
find  time  to  consider  it.  Next  year,  the 
Bill  was  carried  a  second  time,  almost 
without  opposition,  in  that  House,  but  it 
was  again  consigned  to  oblivion  In  that 
place,  where  so  many  other  good  measurei 
met  with  the  same  fate.  Before  the  next 
meeting  of  Parliament,  a  change  in  the 
Oovemment  took  place,  which  was  follow- 
ed by  a  dissolution  of  Parliament.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Buckingham  havine;  ac- 
cepted office  under  the  new  Administra- 
tion, gave  up  the  Bill,  upon  which  he  (Mr, 
Dlvetl)  took  charge  of  It.  He  introduced 
it,  and  a  third  time  it  passed  that  House, 
and  was  sentup  to  the  House  of  Lords,  end 
then  a  discussion  was  had  on  it.  In  the 
following  year,  they  called  evidence  on  its 
merits,  but  the  evidence  their  Lordships 
called,  referred  not  to  the  election  at  which 
the  corrupt  practices  were  proved  to  have 
taken  place,  but  they  went  into  an  inquiry 
respecting  several  previous  elections  tot 
the  borough.  The  Bill,  however,  was 
again  rejected — with  what  motives  he 
would  not  stop  to  inquire;  but  he  vronid 
remark,  that  all  the  allegations  stated  in 
this  House  had  been  fully  borne  out. 
They  admitted  the  necessity  of  a  remedy, 
Out  they  refused  the  means.  One  bill 
was  rejected,  because  it  disfVaochised  fl»e- 
nen,  burgesses,  and  householders;  and 
mother,  becanae  it  disfranchised  the  bur- 
gesses only.  All  remedy  for  the  acknow- 
ledged corruption  was  positively  refused.  It 
appeared  in  evidence,  that  St  one  election 
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B  only  104 
_  !  of  purity 
Obm  aignment  that 
M(kt  b«  warf  WIS,  that,  u  the  R^ortn 
KSI^  iafawil  a  *vt  mnber  of  honse- 
m  tkc  ckdnnl  body,  ihu  prob- 
•  Mon  parity  might  now  be 
bat  tha  i^ae  Rtam  showed 
IB  huaMhaldtri'  list,  eighty-fire 
had  Mxatxwi  bnbes.  «ui  only  eigfaty-two 
w<i— A  tiMik  While  (Iwn  was  such  an 
iairiiaafa  to  pratact  aach  connptioii  ia 
MiiihH  plan,  ha  rhoa^ht  it  was  the  dnty 
ai  UM  Haaoa  id  laka  tha  nraogeat  nea- 
«aMa  ite  pwawhiw;  :l  wiihin  iheir  power ; 
W  thnn{hl  ihal.  in  iti«  enat  ol  a  diiODlti- 


coantry  amt  at  the  bar,  or  the  poor  iia^ 
ton  of  Sta&rd?  Wboi  the  yttaifirifMa 
acctmpaiiyiiiz  the  ailvancft  of  tnia  ^hb 
were  consideTcd,  tboa  CTald  he  no  ^^C 
that  it  was  not  to  be  eEpradad  &r  ifae 
legjtim^e  expesMS  of  the  efactiap.  Be 
did  not  wi^  to  ny  anything  inndiaBa  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  fiac  tfae 
course  he  had  panned — thtt  the  boB.  xai 
learned  Gentt«nan  htul  been  ptomtttai  to 
the  higheat  legal  office  which  a  frMimnafT 
could  enjoy ;  ai^  nxne  than  that,  allhowgfc 
no  peerage  had  coaaoled  him,  in  tfaewonfe 
that  had  once  been  applied  to  a  cuuBlrj- 
man  of  his  own,  it  ra^ht  bs  sid  to  hin, 
' '  Thon  ahalt  beget  peen,  though  tbo«  rfialt 
.  lloaaa  woakl  be  juMificd  in  ;  not  be  peer  thyseir."  [Cnesof  "  Orriar-I 
withheld  the  If  bewaa  notspeaking  facU,}iewoakLan^ 
mit  to  the  decaion  of  the  Chair.  Ia  «■- 
cIa«on,  be  woold  only  ay,  that  if  the  ban. 
Member  for  Exeter  wonld  Jnclndg  to.  his 
Bill  those  who  were  the  gi«^  of  hiibaa, 
and  exempt  the  300  votera  who  iMie  aoC 
bribed  on  any  former  election,  hot  had 
since  been  created,  he  afaoold  have  hn 
sappoit.  Bat  if  he  would  viHt  widt  tM- 
geaace  the  conatitaency  of  the  bafaB|;h 
who  had  not  beat  bribed,  he  wmtld  atetA 
out  one  meaaure  of  jostlcG  for  the  biibtf, 
and  another  for  the  poor  penona  who  had 
accepted  bribes. 

Captain  Chehoynd  was    satisfied   that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  ^loke  laat,  coald 


wiit  to  Stadbid — at  all 
■a^aata,  it  waa  their  hoonden  duty  to  with- 
hold the  writ  m  long  as  this  Parliament 
Isaisd.  in  onlor  to  show  to  the  country 
tku  that  Hoaae  was  determined  to  punish 
coRaptxia  as  sevoely  as  passible.  He 
was  awan,  that  it  nught  be  objected  to 
his  proposition,  that  then  was  do  pieco- 
dent  for  the  course  he  proposed  to  fallow ; 
bat  he  woold  tmly  say  io  refdy,  that, 
while  than  was  audi  a  manifest  disincli- 
nation in  another  place  to  punish  corrupt 
voters,  that  House  was  bound  to  show  that 
it  was  determined,  by  the  exercise  of  any 
BU^rity  it  possessed,  to  endeavour  to 
efiect  that  object.  He  concluded  with 
moving,  as  an  ameDclment,  that  no  writ  be 
issued  for  the  election  of  a  Member  for 
Stafibrd,  until  tea  days  after  the  com- 
mencement of  the  next  Session. 

Mr.  Hodgsott  Hmde  did  not  believe 
that  an;  ^reat  advanta^  would  result 
from  longer  withholding  the  issuing  the 
writ  for  Stadbrd.  More  than  half  of  the 
prcseut  coastiCueQcy  of  Stafford  had  never 
bvea  gu:Ity  of  the  charges  laid  to  then, 
and  he  should,  therefore,  support  the  mo- 
tioo  of  the  hon.  Member  for  that  borough 
for  the  issuing  of  the  writ.  It  was  tiue, 
the  results  of  the  investigation  before  the 
House  of  Lords  was,  that  a  very  serious 
number  of  cases  of  bribery  and  corruption 
existed  ia  Stafford ;  but,  he  believed  the 
House  would  aot  go  the  length  of  di^'ran- 
chisiug  the  borough  on  that  ground.  Look 
to  the  case  of  his  Majesty's  present  Attor- 
ney-Geoeial  in  that  borough:  the  sum  of 
2.000^  in  that  instance  was  to  ba  p«id, 
provided  his  election  was  secured.  Who 
n«  the  gtetter  criuiiul  in  thii  caM,  the 


,v  Google 


449  Slaford  {Feb.  I3> 

■ix  weeks,  their  Lordshipi  came  to  the 
concluiion,  that  the  allegations  contained 
in  the  Bill  had  not  been  sapported,  and 
that  the  acciustionB  a|^inst  the  borough 
could  not  be  aubttantiated,  and  were  not 
borne  out  by  the  evidence.  Under  such 
circumstances,  he  submitted  to  the  Houae, 
and  he  did  this  with  some  degree  or  con- 
fidence, that  the  borough  of  Stafford  stood 
fall;  acquitted  of  the  charges  brouglil 
against  it.  It  stood  in  the  same  position 
as  a  penon  accused  of  crimes  or  misde- 
neanours,  who  was  taken  before  a  magis- 
trate, committed,  put  upon  his  trial,  had 
the  case  fully  and  fairly  inquired  into,  and 
was  acquitted  by  a  jury  of  hisconntrymei 
Under  such  circumstances,  such  a  person 
would  be  entitled  to  have  all  the  privileges 
and  adrantages  of  an  innocent  man.  In 
such  a  situation  stood  the  borough  of 
Stafford.  There  was  no  Bccusalion  against 
the  borough  at  present —there  was  no 
accuser  even.  There  was  no  Bill  of  Pains 
or  Penalties  brought  forward.  What  was 
the  House  called  upon  to  do?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Exeter  said,  that  not  being 
satisfied  with  the  evidence  given  elsewhere, 
he  would  still  continue  to  punish  the 
borough.  Nothing  could  be  more  unjust, 
and  he  was  astoniebed  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Exeter,  professing;,  as  he  did,  libe- 
ral principles,  should  still  wish  to  perse- 
cute (for  he  could  not  use  a  milder  term) 
the  burgesses  of  the  borough  of  Stafford. 
He  trusted  the  House  would,  by  its  vote, 
prove  distinctly  that  it  never  would  be 
their  practice  to  punish  the  innocent,  but 
that  they  would  show  that  that  justice 
which  ought  to  be  dealt  out  with  an  equal 
hand  to  every  body  should  be  afforded  to 
the  borough  of  Stafford. 

Mr.  Hall  slated,  that  he  bad  listened  to 
the  facts  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle,  and  had  upon 
those  facts  come  to  a  directly  contrary 
conclusion  from  the  one  adopted  by  that 
hon.  Member.  He  thought  that  the 
House  would  abandon  its  duty  if  it  issued 
a  writ  to  such  a  notoriously  corrupt  place 
as  that  borough  was  proved  to  be.  The 
question  was  not  whether  the  Attorney. 
General  or  some  Tory  Member  had  been 
guilty  of  corruption,  but  whether  the 
electors  of  Stafford  should  be  enabled  to 
receive  bribes!  If  a  Bill  were  again 
brought  fonvanl  for  the  disfranchisement 
of  the  borough,  he  was  certain  it  would 
meet  with  the  support  of  the  House,  and 
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be  seriously  trusted  that   the   borongh 
would  be  ultimately  disfranchised. 

Sir  Thomai  FremaiUle  said,  that  u  he 
had  devoted  some  attention  to  the  par- 
ticulars of  the  StaEEbrd  case,  perhaps  he 
might  be  allowed  to  state  shortly  to  the 
House  the  reasons  which  led  him  to  give 
the  vote  which  it  was  his  intenlion  to 
give  on  the  present  occasion.  It  was  ex- 
tremely grating  to  his  feelings  to  be  ob- 
liged to  differ  from  other  hon.  Members, 
but  he  felt  that  he  could  not  vote  for  the 
amendment.  The  evidence  which  had 
been  delivered  before  the  House  of  Lords 
did  not  in  the  slightest  degree  alter  the 
opinion  which  he  had  formerly  cntertuned 
with  respect  to  the  corruption  of  the 
electors  of  Stafford,  and  he  was  prepared 
to  say  that  he  very  much  regretted  that  a 
measure  for  the  disfraDchtsement  of  the 
borough  had  not  passed  into  a  law.  It 
was  unfortunate  that  various  circumstan- 
ces should  have  interposed  in  the  way  of 
the  success  of  such  a  measure.  A  Bill 
for  the  disfranchisement  of  Stafford  was 
taken  up  to  the  House  of  Lords  more 
than  two  years  ago,  along  with  two  other 
Bills — a  Bill  for  the  dis^anchisement  of 
Warwick,  and  another  for  the  disfran- 
chisement of  Hertford.  These  Bills  were 
considered  by  some  parties  os  of  more 
political  importance  than  the  Bill  for  the 
disfranchisement  of  Stafford,  and  there- 
fore they  were  taken  up  first )  but  if  he 
had  been  permitted  to  deal  with  the  Staf- 
ford Bill  at  once,  be  had  no  doubt  that 
it  would  have  passed  into  a  law.  At  the 
same  time,  he  must  say  that  the  case  was 
now  very  much  altered.  A  great  change 
had  taken  place  in  the  constituency  of  the 
borough.  He  was  sattsSed  that  a  large 
proportion  of  the  freemen  had  ceased  to 
be  on  the  register.  New  buildings  had 
been  erected,  and  a  new  constituency  had 
grown  up.  But  the  question  of  time 
formed  an  element  in  the  consideration  of 
the  subject,  which  was  of  very  great  im- 
portance. He  particularly  insisted  on 
this  point,  because  the  other  evening, 
when  a  letter  of  the  hon,  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  was  being  read,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  said,  "  Oh  1 
but  that  was  in  1830."  It  was  admitted, 
therefore,  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
that  the  question  of  time  was  one  of  con- 
sequence. The  real  subject  matter  for 
their  deliberation  was,  whether  if  a  Bill 
bronght  forward  for  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  Stafford  there  was  a  reasonable 
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bouies,  which  would  quRlify  them  foi 
votings :— io  that  while  at  fint  only  a  por- 
tion of  the  inhabitantB  were  guilty,  that 
portion  has  been  legseaed  every  year,  and 
the  number  of  the  innocent  coming  to  the 
etate  fit  for  exercising  the  franchise  lias 
been  Increasing.  Now,  if  the  House  eus- 
pends  the  writ  still  further,  it  wilt  in 
effect  be  saying,  that  because  some  few 
electors  some  years  ago  accepted  bribes 
from  candidates,  therefore,  we  (vill  punish, 
by  (he  deprivation  of  their  franchise,  nil 
those  who  were  not  guilty  of  bribery  then, 
all  those  who  have  arrived  at  the  posses- 
sion of  a  good  qualification  since,  and  all 
those  who  may  in  every  succeeding  }-eiir, 
become  possessed  of  an  elector's  qunlifiga- 
tion  in  the  town  of  Stafford  in  all  time  to 
come— an  injustice  so  i^alpable  that  no 
roan  of  reflection  could  fail  to  perceive  it. 
l«t  the  House  punish  those  who  guve  the 
bribes  and  those  who  received  them— but 
let  not  Iheinnoeent  suffer  for  the  guilty. 
Let  ibe  franchise  be  extended,  and  (he 
ballot  intruduced,  and  bribery  will  soon 
cease.  But  as  an  unjust  vote  is  as  bad  as 
a  bribe,  he  would  condemn  them  both, 
and  never  be  induced  either  to  give  the 
one  or  receive  the  other ;  nor  would  he 
consent  to  punish  the  innocent  for  the 
guilty,  however  much  bis  motives  mjf;ht 
be  called  in  question  :  because  he  who  had 
not  (he  courage  to  act  as  he  thought  right, 
without  reference  to  party,  was  unworthy 
the  honour  of  being  a  representative  in  a 
free  assembly. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original  mo- 
lion  :— Ayes  1S2  ;  Noes  1.51  :  Majority  I. 
The  writ  ordered  to  be  issued.  " 
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wiedgflof  ih« 

His   Majesty 

into  your  liandi 

«\\\    be  able  t< 


abuse  as  your  experience  and  knc 
lubjecl  flnablfd  you  lo  suggest, 
commili  ihese  great  inrei 
in  Ihe  confidence  that  i 
pamB  laws  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of 
Ins  Majesty  and  the  eipectaiion  of  his  people. 
His  Majfsty  ,g  persuaded  lha(,  should  ibis 
hope  be  fulfilled,  you  will  aol  only  coalribule 
'elfare   of  Ireland,   but  slrengihen  the 


and  c( 


beuefli 


sliluUonoflhese  realms  by  securing 
ts  lo   all   clMses  of  his  Majesty? 


Poor  Laws  (Irelakp).]  Lord  Jb^n 
Russell !  I  beg  to  move  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  House  resolving  itself  into  a 
Commitiee  of  the  whole  House  on  so  much 
of  the  King's  Speech  as  relates  to  the 
eitablishingofPoor-lana  in  Ireland. 

The  House  in  Committee.  The  followinE 

Eflssages  in  the  King's  speech  were  read 
J  the  clerk  : — 

"  My  Lords  anil  GeniUmen,  his  Majesty  has 
more  especiallycommandeduito  bring  under 
yonr  noiiee  the  state  of  Ireland,  apd  Iha 
•iidom  of  Hdopiinn  all  such  iceasures  ni  may 
mprove  the  condition  ofthatpart  oftheUniied 
Kingdom.  His  Majesty  recommends  to  your 
tirly  consideration  ihe  nresenl  conttimiinn  .^r 


Lord  John  Puuell  then  rose  and  spoke 
to  Ihe  following  effect :  1  feel.  Sir,  the 
extreme  importance  of  the  subject  which 
I  amabout  to  bring  uniler  the  consideraiiori 
of  ihe  House  ;  at  tlie  same  time  I  feel  it 
is  one  which,  while  it  has  received  much 
discussion,  while  it  has  been  the  subject 
of  a  report  made  by  Commissioners  ap- 
poimed  by  his  Majesty,  who  collected  a 
great  deal  of  information  in  relation  to  it, 
is  likewise  a  matter  which  I  can  rely  con- 
fidently the  House  thus  prepared  will  come 
to  the  consideration  of,  not  only  with  (he 
necessary  inrormalion  at  its  command, 
but  wiih  a  desire  to  form  a  safe  and 
dispassionate  conclusion.  1  will  preface 
what  I  have  to  say  on  iha  subject  of  Poor. 
laws  for  Ireland  with  tome  few  observations 
as  lo  the     '  '  " 

from 


may  be  derived 

poor  laws  in  general,  the  manner  in 

1   a  poor-law  should  he  applied,  and 

the  abuses  lo  which    it  is  subject.     These 

are  matiers  which  are  illiislr-iied,  I  think 

very  fuliy  and  sufficienlly  in  the  hiaiorv  of 

country.     U  appears  from  the  test!- 

y  both  of  theory  und  of  experienre 

that  when  a  country  is  in  such  a  state  that 

it  is  overrun  by  numbers  both  of  murau- 

ders  and   of  mendicants  having  no  proper 

"""»   of    subsistence,    a    prey  on    the 

try   of  the   country,   and  relying  on 

indulgent     charity    of    olhers.     the 

introduction  of  Poor-laws  ier^es  several 

very  important  objects.     In  the  first  place 

a   Poor-law  Acta  as  a  measure  of  peace, 

enabling  the  country  to  prohihii  vagrancy 

and  10  prohibit  those  vagrani  occupaiioin 

which  are  so  often  coiinecied  with  ouirfige. 

It  acit  in  this    way    by   the  very  simply 

process  of  offering  a  subterfuge   lo  tliosa 

who  rely   on   outrage  as  a  meanj  of  sub- 

sistence.     It  is  an  injustice  to  the  commoo 

sense  of  mankind  when  a  single  person  or 

mily  are  unable  to  obtain  the  means  of 

bsistence,  when  they  are  altogether  wiili. 

It  the  means  of  livelihood  from  day  to  day 

•ay  they  shall  not  go  about  the  counUy 

endouFour  to  obtoiu  from  lbs  charity  of 
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tbose  who  are  affluent  that  which  circum- 
■tances  have  denied  to  them.  But  when 
once  you  can  say  to  such  persons — here 
BrethemeansnrGubsislence  as  Tar  as  subsis- 
tence is  concerned— that  is  offered  to  you  ; 
when  you  can  say  this  on  one  hand  you  can 
■ay  on  the  other  hand, you  are  not  en  tided  Co 
demand  charity,  you  shall  no  longer  infest 
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peace,  and  which  is  favourable  to  imposition 
and  outrage.  Another  way  in  which  a 
poor-law  ia  beneficial  is,  that  it  is  of  iiselT 
a  f;realpromoterof  £ocialconcord,sho' 


a  disi 


nthe 


1  the  c 


munity  at  large  to  attend  to  the  welfare  of 
all  classes.  It  is  of  use,  also,  inasm  ' 
as  it  interests  more  especially  the  h 
owner  and  persons  of  property  in 
country  in  the  welfare  of  their  tenants 
their  neighbours.  A  person  possessed  of 
considerable  property,  who  looks  only 
to  receive  ihe  rents  of  his  estate,  may  be 
careless  as  to  the  number  of  persons 
who  may  be  found  in  a  state  of  destitution, 
in  a  state  of  mendicancy,  or  ready  to 
commit  crime  and  act  as  marauders 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  his  estates  ;  but 
if  he  is  compelled  to  furnish  means  for  the 
subsistence  of  those  who  are  destitute,  it 
then  becomes  as  well  hta  interest  as  his 
natural  occupation  to  see  that  all  persons 
around  him  are  well  provided  for,  that 
they  are  not  in  want  of  employment,  and 
that  his  immediate  tenants  can  live  in  a 
State  of  comfort.  1  conceive  that  those 
objects,  and  several  others  which  are 
collateral  to  those,  were  obtained  by  this 
country  by  the  Acta  passed  iu  the  reign  of 
Elizabeth.  When  we  look  to  the  state 
of  the  country  immediately  preceding 
and  during  the  greater  portion  of  that  reign 
we  should  be  inclined  to  think,  if  we 
viewed  it  as  a  matter  of  not  so  remote  a 
time,  but  nearer  to  our  own  time  and  to 
our  own  neighbourhood,  that  it  must  be 
very  difficult  to  bring  the  country  into  that 
condition  of  peace,  order,  and  civilisation 
which  it  now  enjoys.  We  are  told  with 
respect  to  crime  in  the  reign  of  Henry  8th, 
that  no  less  than  70,000  persons  were 
executed  in  this  country  for  theft  and 
various  crimes.  We  are  also  told  by  a 
magistrate  of  the  county  of  Somerset,  who 
wrote  in  the  reign  of  Elizabeth,  that  in 
that  county  alone  forty  persons  were 
executed  in  the  year  for  theft  and  other 
lawless  practices  ;  and  the  county  was  in 
•nchaBlBteofinsecurily  that  the  cultivators 
Of  Iheaoil  found  greatdifficultyio  protect- 


ing their  herds  and  flocks  and  crop!  from 
robbery.  Gangs,  comprising  no  less  than 
sixty  persons,  sometimes  attacked  them, 
such  was  the  state — not  of  that  county 
alone — but  of  most  of  the  counties  in  Eng. 
land.  The  writer  adds,  that  the  forty 
persons  who  were  executed  in  one  year 
did  not  constitute  more  than  a  fifth  of  all 
those  who  were  guilty  of  similar  offences, 
but  the  remainder  escaped  prosecution 
allogether.  A  number  of  other  instan- 
ces might  be  furnished  of  the  deplorable 
state  of  the  country  at  that  period.  Even 
in  London,  such  was  the  extent  of  crime, 
that  a  commission  was  issued  empowering 
a  certain  high  officer  (o  execute  martini 
law  in  the  streets,  and  persons  found  com- 
mitting depredations  in  the  street  were 
taken  up  under  that  commission,  and 
hanged  without  trial.  Now,  that  was  a 
barbarous  state  of  society,  which  it  was 
most  difficult  to  remodel;  but  the  means 
taken  were  many  combined  together. 
Various  changes  were  made,  both  with 
respect  to  the  law  and  the  police,  into 
which  I  need  not  enter  on  the  present 
occasion  ;  but  there  was  one  in  particular, 
which,  I  think,  tended  to  the  improve- 
ment of  the  country,  to  the  establishment 
of  peace,  and  to  (he  creation  of  that  which 
I  consider  almost  the  greatest  benefit  that 
can  be  conferred  on  any  country,  namely, 
a  high  standard  of  comfortable  subsistence 
for  the  labouring  classes — that  one  was 
tlie  establishment  of  poor-laws.  That 
much  was  effected  by  the  Act  of  the  14ih 
of  Elizabeth,  and  by  other  Acts,  cannot 
be  denied,  bat  the  improvement  was 
effected  chiefly  .by  the  great  Act  of  the 
43rd  of  Elizabeth.  The  principle  of  that 
Act  was,  that  Ihe  infirm,  the  cripples,  the 
orphans,  and  impotent  persons,  should  be 
relieved  by  the  public,  and  that  able- 
bodied  persona,  unable  to  procure  employ- 
ment, whereby  they  might  obtain  their 
living,  should  be  set  to  work.  The  Act 
in  question  was  founded  on  principles 
adapted  to  that  time,  and  v\hich,  1  have 
no  doubt,  were  applied  with  great  eSect. 
That,  then,  I  conceive  to  be  the  use  of  a 
poor-law.  I  may  here  mention  that 
■A  short  lime  after  tlie  passing  of  the  14tli 
of  Elizabeth,  an  Act  was  passed  in  Scot- 
land enacting  a  system  of  relief  for  the 
poor,  but  leaving  out  that  part  of  the  law 
which  provided  thai  able-bodied  persons 
should  be  set  to  work.  The  Scotch  Act 
provided  compulsory  relief  for  (hose  who 
were  unable  or  incompetent  to  work.    |t 
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was  a  lonf  time  before  any  considerable 
mischief  was  foand  to  arise  from  the  Eng- 
lish poor-law.  No  doubt  many  abuses 
arose  in  particular  parts  of  the  country. 
There  were  abuses  stated  by  a  writer  at 
the  beginning  of  tbe  last  century,  but  it 
was  not  till  towards  the  end  of  the  century 
that  some  very  futat  abuses  prevailed.  I 
conceive  it  was  the  object  of  the  poor-law 
of  Elizabeth  to  provide,  in  the  flist  place, 
for  the  relief  of  those  persons  who  were 
in6rm  and  unable  to  work  ;  and  in  the 
next  place,  by  compulsory  measures,  to  set 
able-bodied  persons  to  work— to  set  them 
to  hard  labour,  which  was  distasteful  lo 
them,  and,  in  fact,  to  place  them  in  a 
situation  inferior  to  that  of  the  able-bodied 
independent  labourer.  But  there  arose, 
about  the  end  of  the  last  century,  from  cir- 
cumstances which  occasioned  a  greal 
scarcity  of  provisions,  the  cause  of  which 
I  need  not  go  into  now — there  arose  a 
notion  that  the  jtrinciple  of  the  poor.law 
was,  that  all  persons,  whether  industrious 
or  idle,  whether  deserving  or  undeserving, 
were  entitled  to  be  maintained  by  the 
parish  funds.  The  evil  of  (his  system  soon 
began  lobe  felt,  [t  was  impossible  that 
such  an  opinion  of  the  law  could  be  carried 
into  effect  without  occasioning  the  greatest 
evils.  For  a  long  time  the  idle  and  pro- 
fligate found  it  more  to  their  interest  to 
live  on  the  parish  funds,  than  to  obtain 
their  livelihood  by  the  regular  course  of 
employment;  they  found  that  they  pos- 
sessed greater  advantages,  living  in  that 
way,  than  if  they  had  sought  regular  em- 
ployment, and  had  relied  for  the  means 
of  subsistence  on  their  character  and  in- 
dustry. I  am  alluding  now  to  facts  that 
are  so  notorious,  that  I  need  not  go  into 
them.  I  will  only  refer  to  one  case,  which 
is  mentioned  in  the  repoit  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. It  is  the  case  of  Soulbury,  where 
the  poor  increased  to  such  an  ement,  that 
(he  landlords  gave  up  their  land,  the 
farmers  gave  up  the  occupation  of  their 
farms,  the  clergyman  gave  up  his  tithes, 
and  the  whole  parish  was  left  in  (he  un- 
disputed possession  of  the  panpers.  It 
was,  after  many  inquiries  into  these  abuses, 
that  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act  was 
introduced  into  Parliament,  and  became 
law.  The  principle  of  (hat  Bill,  as  I 
conceive,  is  to  act  fully  and  fairly  on  the 
principle  of  the  43d  of  Elizabeth;  is  to 
place  the  pauper  labourer,  the  pauper  who 
cannot  find  work,  and  the  infirm  who 
apply  fot  BuppOTt  *  in  a  Bituation  more 
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irksome  than  that  of  the  independent,  in- 
dustrious, and  successful  labourer.  Now 
the  means  by  which  this  is  accomplished 
are,  by  offering  all  such  persons  a  residence 
in  the  workhouse;  by  giving  them,  as  the 
Poor-law  Commissioners  state — and  1  will 
not  enter  into  the  dispute  whether  that  is 
the  case  or  not — a  sufficiency  of  food, 
warm  clothing,  and  a  corofortahle  warm 
residence;  but,  at  the  same  time,  placing 
them  under  a  certain  degree  of  confine- 
ment ;  so  (hat,  white  they  have  the  neces- 
sary clothing,  the  means  of  subsistence, 
andonen  a  warmer  residence  in  the  winter, 
than  the  independent  labourer  possesses, 
yet  the  restraint  is  so  irksome  to  ihem, 
that  they  are  not  willing  to  subject  them- 
selves to  it,  except  when  really  in  a  state 
of  destitution.  This  has  been  proved 
clearly  by  the  Assistant  Commissioners  to 
be  the  manner  in  which  the  new  Poor-law 
works.  I  have  consulted  two  of  the  Com- 
missioners, with  whom  I  happen  to  be  ac- 
quainted, on  the  subject,  and  they  both 
say  the  food  is  wholesome,  and  the  work- 
house accommodation  is  belter  than  that 
possessed  by  the  independent  poor,  but 
the  confinement  renders  it  irksome,  and, 
in  that  way,  the  workhouse  becomes  a 
place  that  the  poor  would  gladly  avoid 
the  necessity  of  having  recourse  to.  It 
is  to  these  principles,  and  to  this  ci'- 
perience,  that  we  must  look  very  much 
as  a  guide,  in  forming  any  Poor-law 
whichwe  wish  to  introduce  for  Ireland.  We 
ought  to  be  nnwiiting,  on  the  one  hand, 
to  introduce  a  system  which  will  generate 
(he  abuses  which  have  resulted  from  the 
English  Poor-law;  we  ought  to  be  very 
wiliing,  on  the  other  hand,  if  we  can, 
to  introduce  some  of  tho^e  good  effects 
which  have  resulted  to  England  from  her 
system,  while  we  avoid  the  injuiious  con- 
sequences I  have  adverted  to.  The  Poor- 
law  Commissioners  for  Ireland,  in  the 
course  of  last  Session,  made  a  report  which 
was  laid  before  this  House,  in  which  they 
recommended  many  measures  of  improve- 
ment for  Ireland,  and  in  which  they  sug- 
gested certain  measures  with  regard  to  the 
indigent.  It  is  this  measure  with  regard  to 
the  relief  of  the  indigent,  to  which  I  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  House,  as  the 
principal  object  of  iheBill  I  am  now  about 
to  introduce.  The  other  suggestions  for 
thegeneral  improvement  of  Ireland,  (hough 
I  may  touch'on  them  this  evening,  I  pro- 
pose to  leave  for  future  consideration.  The 
Poor-law  Commissioners,  with  regard 
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Uiit  qDrnioB  of  immnliaU  relief  of  Uk  '  Aoott  of  om  of  iboM  pablie  iMdtatioM 
(ici'tiiuif,  propow,  I'a  ifae  fint  pl'c,  that  lUtriof,  in  «ant  cf  sapport.uid  «bo  wm 
s  ItrprlaiiofpetcontihoDld  bepiOTidetl  ^  l-kelj,  if  not  reliered,  u  die  in  ■  lew  day*, 
for,  Bi  lb«  public  FXpcaw,  bj  oiran*  or  a  '  I  canoct  vadeniand  ibc  principle  lb«t 
naiional  and  local  rate.  They  adviK  al«o  '  wontd  diiiii^gnith  •  person  in  tbai  cacc,M 
thdt  there  ahonid  tie  mone;  affurtled  for  one  to  «bcm  yoa  would  not  gtrc  idief. 
cii'izraiioa,  and  (hat  dipdu  ihould  be  wfirn  joa  ^iie  relief  to  the  fooog  mod  the 
pf ofided  Tor  prriont  prrparing  to  emigrate.  '  itifirm.  The  real  principle  to  be  adopied 
In  roniidering  that  fi-pit,  g'Cdt  il  'ub's  .  on  tliit  tubject  ia,  to  aflbrd  relief  to  the 
o'C'imd  to  h  t  .M'jetty  i  Mioi>icrt,  uhe-  deatilute— iind  to  the  destitute  only;  tnd 
tlier  it  were  a  good  principle  lo  provide  '  it  would,  in  my  i  pinion,  becjuite  aavroog 
rmlt  fur  tc'iain  cl  ■•«»,  and  whether  iliMe  to  n  Tuie  relief  to  the  able-bodied  peraoD 
de^jfli*  fur  emigration  rould  be  t-ifely  and  iu  that  lituaiion,  aa  to  afibrd  leltef  to  (be 
adv4ntaf{fouBiy  adofiied.  It  appe^iri  from  :  cripple,  to  ihe  widow,  to  a  dear  or  a  dumb 
every  rtfleciiun  on  the  t'll'jeci,  lh»t  there  -  perton,  who  wai  in  a  itate  of  affluence, 
C'ln  be  no  reii>on  for  a^ijiiig  why  there  are  ^  dnd  had  other  means  of  support.  It  ie 
(o  be  only  ceri'iin  clatx-s  to  whii-lt  relief' not, then, (liGpeculiarcircuni*taDce*  which 
i*  to  be  cKlraded,  that  i«,  provided  w^  are  '  eaclie  public  or  individual  compaiMoa 
"■  '  *"  '"'  ihal  we  are  to  regard  ;  Ltit.  if  we  hmv*  a 
Poor  hiw  ni  all,  it  ought  to  be  groanded 
on  desiilution,  aa  affording  a  plain  |tuide 
lo  relief.  Then,  with  respect  to  the  other 
propoailion.  th.it  there  naght  to  be  a  peni- 
teniiary,  to  which  the  paupers  ought  to 
lie  x^nt,  and  that  there  ought  to  be  dftpAta 
for  those  inteniliiig  to  emigrate ;  if  jou 
arc  willing;  lo  adopt  a  plan  to  (hat  extent, 
of  having  a  penitentiary  for  vagrants,  and 
dep6i£  for  emigrants,  il  is,  1  say,  far 
belter  for  you  to  adopt  the  workhoaae 
system  at  once;  because,  if  you  liore 
a  <lep6[  fur  emigranis,  it  will  aflbtd,  at  it 
appears  lo  me,  great  ground  for  abusee. 
Suppose  you  si:^  AOO  or  600  persons  in  a 
dl:|jdt  for'cmigraiion,  it  will  be  difticult  to 
apply  to  ihein  that  restriction,  and  enforce 
ihjt  discipline,  which  you  could  do  if  they 
were  in  a  uoikliouse.  Itmay  be  said,  that 
they  are  merely  passengers— that  they  ate 
in  a  sort  of  public  inn  or  holel,  until  they 
take  their  passage,  and  they  are  not, 
therefore,  to  be  treated  as  paupers  entirely 
dependent  for  support  upon  the  public. 
Thus,  then,  ibey  cannot  be  reatricied,  nor 
placed  under  the  same  discipline  as  if 
liiey  Ufie  in  a  workhouse;  and  besides, 
there  is  no  security  ihat  they  will  avail 
themselves  of  cinigralion;  for,  supposing 
300  out  of  600,  who  have  been  for  two  or 
three  months  in  one  of  those  workhouses, 
arc  told  that  the  ship  is  ready  in  which 
they  were  to  have  embarked,  and  they 
refuse  to  go,  what  tneaus  have  you  to 
compel  them,  unless  yoQ  resort  to  that 
which  would  be  so  odious  as  to  be  impos- 
sible to  bo  carried  into  effect,  that  is, 
oblige  meu  to  emigrate?  Thus,  then, 
after  supporting  them  in  the  dip6t,  yoa 
must  let  them  go  at  Idt'ge,  and  they  woittd 


The  dif- 
ferent ctnltes  to  whom   it  t*    proposed    lo 
give    rrlief   uie    here    eniimeiated  : — The 
noble  Lord  here  read  an  esiraci  fiom  the 
Iriil    report  of  the  Cumniissioncrs    for 
quiring  into  the  siHte  of  Ireland,  and  ei 
iiig  that,  in  their  opinion,  relief  ought 
be  givi'n  (o  lunalics,  to  persona  who  w 
de»r,  blind,    and   all   the  labouring  poor 
thai  were  infirm;  that  they  should  be  si 
poited  wiihin  the  walls  of  public  insiii 
tioiis ;  that  for  ilic  sick  who  remained 
home,  there  ought  also  lo   be   instituiif 
to    supply    them    wilh    mediiines;    i1 
helpless  widows,  wiih  children,  ought  (o 
be  supplied,  as  well  as  other  persons  simi- 
larly   silualed  ;  ami    also   su;;gesting   the 
support  of  persons  intinding  to  emigrate. 
The  noble  Lord  then  continued  bysayin^', 
Now  Ihta  enumeration   cantnins  so  many 
pertons,  ihere  are  so  many  classes  ofprr- 
ions  embraced   in   it,  that  you  could   not, 
If  you  undertook  to  provide  for  so  nmny 
cltiMea,  exclude  others.     Including  tlicsc, 
I  certainly  cannot  see  what  objection  there 
ran   bo   lo  provide   for   the  destitute  and 
able-bodied  man.    There  are  some  persons 
in  this  lilt,  such  as  the  incurable  lunatic, 
the  helpless  widow  with  young  children, 
or  the  lick  man  — now  these  are  persons  in 
such  circumstances  as   it  is  recommended 
that   relief  should    be   afforded    to;   and 
which  circumalances  seem  loui  calculiiled 
lo  excite  individual  compassion,  and  not 
circumstaneei  to  which  exclusive  national 
regard   ought  to  be  had.     If  a  person  in 
the  fire-and-twenlieth  year  of  his  age,  in 
the   Aill    possession    of     his     health  and 
(irength,  be  unable  by  his  industry  to  ob- 
tain  a   livelihoo'  have  not  the 
mciM  of  sapr  irid  at  the 


hu  prenilfd  ■■  Ireluid  Bkit  o«tn(M 
coEMqucct  upon  r-jgiaocj  and  d<*lit*in*, 
ind  the  [miiiebe^ng  Icfi  ailtioal  •  RMcdv 
or  rel  ef.  Il  t.>*  bdpp«Ded  in  IkIbmI  0 
dj  not  no  A  iotju'iv  »t  :«  ih«  nuMt,  Imt 
lie  t'.ct  ctonoi  be  dUpulevi),  tkftt  «hil* 
tbe  ptopld  thin.Mlvcs — uuliLe  the  popuU- 
liiMi  h«re — )i«te  not  improved  in  their 
ciiDditioD,  th^t  the  populaitoo  hu  >■' 
crcaied  ve(5  much  in  Dua>b«r*  i  that  lli«ie 
h.it  b«i:n  thii  increuc  in  populaiioa,  while 
there  hxs  srarrel)  be«u  to  JncreuM  in  the 
meiDs  of  suhsMlcDce,  and  a  loirennil  of 
['  e  ttandari]  o{  tubtistence.  Sg  that, 
aC\ei  a  \itng  period,  it  ij  found  Itiat  there 
prtvaiU  in  lit Un J,  according  tothrRepMt 
t  C  the  Poor-Uw  CunimiMioner*  of  IrrUud, 
«ucb  an  i  virplus  ol'  labour,  that  Tour  ay ri- 
Culiur.-iUabounrtin  Iceland  oulv  productd 
as  much  as  one  ai^riiulluitil  laboiirrr  pro* 
ilucei  in  England.  That,  it  ia  10  b* 
ob^ert-ed.  cannot  Uirly  be  aitributed  10  a 
want  or  induslry  amoii^si  ihe  I(i»h  people; 
oti  ihe contrary,  wo  hitve  it  in  the  •videni'v 
orthosp  eiaiiiincd  by  Mr.  Lewit,  and  parw 
litulailf  from  one  (fenilernan  of  Birmin^ 
h>iiii,  thut  he  never  found  the  Irish  Ubouier 
la  refuse  work,  or  fail  to  perform  it  to 
the  utmost  of  his  indu*u;  and  capabilitj. 
'  There  is  not,  then,  a  want  of  induilrj 
I  amon^t  the  jicople.  It  i*  the  COuiitif 
I  that  lias  been  alloived  to  be  to  tuvh  a 
statP,  thai  industry  cannot  auccevd  in  il, 
Il  is  admitted,  ihat  ihe  only  ■ubaialence  of 
ihe  peasiint  i*  derived  from  lli«  land  which 
he  bus — it  is  uken  from  his  imall  holding 
— it  is  not  from  ihe  gain  of  regnlitr  wh^i  ; 
and  where  there  are  regular  WHgei  received 
in  particular  districts,  lhe»e  wages  are 
received  only  by  a  part,  and  not  by  the 
whole,  of  the  lubourinf:  populrttion.  The 
peusaol  eeta  his  »ubsittence  out  of  bia 
small  holding;  the  laboiiiers  live  upon 
the  potatoes  raised    hv  ibemselvea  out  of 


•■Ij  go  lo  peneteie  ia  their  «ta«l  babitt 
of  «agraocv.  Ii  appears,  therefore,  lo  us, 
Ikai  jam  coald  not  adopt  th^t  part  of  tbe 
nvom&eiMlalioo  of  the  Co(umiu^-ner«. 
■hboot  a  great  deel  more  of  cciiiMle»li>jn 
thaa  the  plan  propMtd  bv  Ihe  Comicis- 
■ioacrsappcers  lo  ttslohaveicceived.  And 
deeply  impt«ucd  aa  we  have  beifo,  wiih 
ibc  respooiibility  that  atucbea  to  a 
GoveranwDi  which  proposes  a  taw  upon 
ibit  subject,  ti  occurrxd  to  u$,  that  ihe 
bcatBcthod  of  fanning  a  judgweolon  the 
sahjccl  «a«,  to  see  whether  that  law 
which,  as  sDieaded,  has  been  appliid  to 
England, could  be  enforced  in  Ireland  with 
advanla^c  lo  that  countrr.  For  this  pur- 
pose. Mr.  Nicholls  one' of  the  Poor-iau 
Commistiontrs,  and  who  is  so  well  known 
for  his  voilb,  abiliiies,  and  inleiii^ence,  I 
rrqnested  to  go  over  to  Ireland,  and  n^cer- 
lain  oa  the  spot,  whelhir  anyliiing  re- 
sembliag  the  luachinery  of  ihe  English 
PoorJaw  could  be  applied  lh«re.  I  thould 
mention  here,  that  itlr.  Nicholls,  nho  has 
bad  great  eaperiencc  upon  this  suI'J^ct, 
bad.  in  one  district  in  this  country,  aduptcd 
en  improved  method  in  ihe  worUiii^c  uf 
those  lavs,  even  before  ihc  air.endcd 
law  was  carried  ;  but  this  aUo  ou^'lit  to 
be  Slated,  ihat  in  ihe  early  pait  of  last 
year,  he  drew  my  atieniion  to  ihe  subject 
of  a  Poor-law  lor  Ireland,  and  I  have 
been  in  uonsUnt  communis  uliun  wiih  him 
oo  ibis  mfltter,  since  i)>e  commencement 
oflhe  Session  of  1836.  As  1  was  sure  that 
be  was  qualified  by  nihilities  andeiperience. 
•o  wes  1  also  aware  that  he  would  carry 
into  Ihe  examination  of  this  subject  cquii 
cnulion  and  leal.  Mr.  Nicholis,  then, 
proceeded  to  Ireland,  and  ihe  result  of  his 
inquiiies  is,  that,  supposing  it  was  expe- 
dient lo  extend  a  Poi>r-law  to  Iielani), 
there  was  no  efTeclunl  obstacle,  no. «uSi- 
cient  olijection  to  ihc  e$tab1ishmenl  of  a 
Poor-law,  io  many  respects  resembling  ihi 
amended  Puor-law  in  England.  The  rca- 
■ons  of  ihat  opinion  are  given  at  conBider 
able  length  in  llie  Report  ivhich  I  havebai 
ibc  honour  of  laying  this  day  upon  tht 
table)  and  I  will  now  state  generally  uha' 
are  the  reasons  given  in  that  Reporl,  anc 
why  I  think  it  is  expedient  to  establish  i 
Poor-law  in  Ireland,  and  to  describe  whal 
is  the  nature  of  the  Poor-law  ibat  I  mear 
to  propose.  I  think  there  can  be  no  doubl 
of  its  expediency,  if  ihe  House  will  beai 
in  mind  the  description  which  I  gave  ol 
this  country  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Elizu- 
beth'^tben  can  be  do  doubt  (bat  there 
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regular  lav  of  KUlement  in  Ireland. 
I  am  quite  convinced  that  the  taw  of 
tetllement  is  one  of  the  gteateit  erili  of 
the  Poor-lawB  of  England.  It  circum- 
icribeB  the  market  for  industry,  itconfinea 
it,  owing  to  divi«ioii8  in  parishes,  in  many 
cases  lo  a  imall  extent  of  coiinir;  ;  it  con- 
fines the  market  for  industry  lo  a  very 
great  and  injurious  extent.  It  likewise 
led  to  immense  litigation  ;  and  any  penon 
wlio  had  attended  tlie  quarter  seasions  and 
teen  the  disputes  that  arise  there  between 
one  patijh  and  another  as  to  whether  a 
person  had  been  hired  for  a  year  and  a 
day,  whether  he  had  been  ordered  to  go 
home  on  the  day  before  the  expiration  of 
that  term,  ao  as  to  destroy  the  seltlement, 
orwhaher  he  had  served  a  full  year  and 
■  day,  and  various  oihcr  similar  questions 
— any  person  who  had  attended  to  this 
litigation  and  those  disputes  will  not  have 
any  wish  that  I  should  in  this  bill  Intro- 
duce the  question  of  seltlement.  If  I 
were  lo  introduce  the  question  of  setlte- 
Dient  I  think  it  would  have  these  two  con- 
sequences— one  because  we  cannot  imme- 
diately say  that  we  will  give  relief,  or  in- 
directly  a  claim  to  relief  at  all  to  ihe  des- 
liiuie  poor  of  Ireland  ;  neither  can  we  say 
in    the  second    place,   what   is  certtiiuly 


ha*a  the  first  sleciion,  and  afisrwartlt,  iha 
rate  being  imposed,  any  person  properly 
described  as  a  rate-payer  ahull  have  the 
power  of  roling  in  (he  election  of  the 
board  of  guardians.  Mr.  Nicholli  has 
entered  very  minutely  into  the  questiw) 
whether  or  not  we  ought  lo  have  tx-<ffficio 
guardians  in  the  same  manner  as  in  Eng- 
land. The  opinion  I  have  come  to  is, 
that  ills  not  advisable  lo  introduce  a  si. 
milar  provision.  In  the  6rat  place,  by  the 
proportion  which  the  ex  tf^cio  guazxiians 
hear  to  the  number  elected,  the  character  of 
the  bo  d  of  guardians  is  altogether  des- 
troyed. 1  therefore  propose  that  there  Shall 
be  a  smaller  number  of  ex-officio  guardians, 
and  that  they  shall  not  exceed  one-third 
of  Ihe  number  of  elected  guardidns.  Mr. 
Njcholls  has  likewise  examined  another 
question,  viz.,  whether  clergymen  should 
be  admitted  as  membrts  of  the  board  of 
guardians?  He  stales,  and,  as  1  think, 
truly,  that  you  cannot  have  the  ministers 
of  one  profession  without  the  ministers  of 
Ihe  other;  and,  in  the  present  state  of 
Ireland,  the  presence  of  different  ministers 
of  religion  on  the  board  of  guardians  might 
raise  many  questions  of  dispute;  and  I 
think,  therefore  it  would  be  better  if  the 
board  of  guardians  were  confined  altogether 

■"' '"nustiudeedberemaiked  that 

n  of  all  denominations,  from 
Oman  Catholics,  and  Preaby. 
jchols  received  assurances  of 
Bs  and  anxiety  to  co-operate 
,  while  some  of  ihem  stated 
d  rather  be  in  the  position 
between  the  board  of  guar- 
destitute  poor,  between  the 
of  the  law  and  those  whom 
CI,  where  their  exetiions 
i  efEcacious  in  reconciling 
he  law,  and  lo  those  who 
sed  to  their  angry  denuncia- 
ihe  memberi  of  the  Board, 
that  for  these  reasons  it 
•.T  that  they  should  not  be 
ne  board,  but  rather  remain 
n  in  which  they  would  be 
to  use  all  fair  exertion  in 
aw  than  if  ihey  aided  in  its 
.  Now,  Sir,  with  respect  to 
'  rating,  it  is  proposed  that 
j;uBrdians  being  once  con- 
under  the  direction  of  the 
whom  I  shall  afterwards 
impose  rales  according  to 
value  of  the  hereditament, 
then  ariacf|  and  it  will  \>ft 
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found  fully  treated  by  the  Poor-law  Com- 
miHionen,  how  much  of  this  rate  shall  be 
imposed  oo  the  owner,  and  how  much  on 
the  occupier  ?  It  is  proposed  by  tlie  Bill 
which  I  hope  to  be  allowed  to  introduce, 
that  of  the  rate  levied  on  full  net  annual 
value,  one  half  shall  be  paid  by  the  tenant 
■nd  the  other  half  by  the  owner  oTllieland, 
that  this  provision  shall  be  carried  through 
in  all  gradations,  and  that  when  there  are 
many  tenants  holding,  some  under  others, 
nch  tenant  who  is  the  lowest  occupier  shall 
deduct  one-half,  and  the  person  to  whom 
he  pays  it  shall  have  the  power  ofdeducting 
K  certain  proportion  of  the  half  as  rate, 
and  shall  pay  the  rate  on  what  he  receives 
from  the  occupier.  So  that,  in  point  of 
fact)  all  owners  liable  to  be  rated,  and 
payings  sufficient  amount,  shall  be  entitled 
to  vole  for  the  board  of  guardian?.  But 
with  respect  to  others  who  holl  property 
under  St.,  it  is  proposed  that  tliey  shall  not 
be  liable  to  the  rate,  and  shall  not  have  the 

rower  of  voting  for  the  board  of  guardians, 
t  is  proposed  likewise,  according  to  the 
report,  that  owners  and  occupiers  shall 
have  a  plurality  ofvotes  in  cases  where  the 
property  exceeds  a  certain  amount.  With 
respect  to  the  other  questions  which  are 
treated  of  in  the  English  Poor-laws,  it 
is  not  necessary  in  any  Poor-law  for  Ireland 
lo  introduce  provisions  on  these  subjects. 
For  instance,  regulations  as  to  bastardy 
need  not  be  introduced,  and  apprenticeship 
is  not  proposed  to  form  part  of  the  law 
as  in  England.  With  respect  to  the  cases 
of  the  Mendicity  Institution  and  other 
charitable  institutions  it  is  proposed  (hat 
tbey  shall  be  under  (he  direction  of  ihe 
Commissioners,  who  are  to  have  the  con- 
duct and  management  of  the  whole  ad- 
ministration of  the  law.  With  respect  (o 
the  Commissioners,  I  think  that  the  safest 
tnanneT  of  introducing  such  a  law  as  I  have 
described  is  the  simple  machinery  which 
has  been  found  so  advantageous  in  Eng- 
land, and  through  the  sid  of  persons  fully 
acquainted  with  the  principles  of  the  law 
ofEngland,  and  who  have  been  employed 
in  carrying  it  into  operation.  We  therefore 
propose  that,  instead  of  forming  a  separate 
Commission  for  Ireland,  the  Poor-law 
Commissioners  for  England  shall  have 
the  power  of  intrusting  to  one  or  two  of 
the  Com  mission  ers,  and  if  there  is  only 
one,  to  any  of  the  assistant-commissioners, 
the  power  of  sitting  in  Ireland  as  a  board 
of  Commissioners,  in  order  to  carry  the 
law  into  operation  there-    II  is  proposed 


.  should  be  necessary  to  add 
to  the  strength  of  ihc  present  Board  of 
Commissioners,  if  the  present  nnmber  shall 
not  be  found  equal  to  the  task,  then  the 
board  shall  have  an  addition  of  one 
Comroissioner,  thus  making  four.  When 
there  are  four  Commissioners  there  will  be 
found  very  probably  one  or  two  in  Ireland 
and  the  others  in  England.  I  think  this 
a  better  mode  of  proceeding  than  by  esta- 
blishing a  new  Board  of  Commissiooers. 
tt  is  fdr  safer  that  we  should  have  persons 
already  intimately  acquainted  with  theope- 
ralion  of  the  law.  It  is  far  belter  that  they 
should  form  a  part  of,  and  have  thepower  of 
communicating  from  time  to  time  with,  the 
Board  in  England,  because  if  we  establish 
a  separate  Board  of  Commissioners  in  Ire- 
land, a  totally  separate  Board,  we  shall 
probably,  in  the  course  of  a  few  years, 
Bnd  the  Commissioners  of  England  and 
Ireland  acling  upon  totally  different  prin- 
ciples. According  to  the  testimony  of  the 
gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Commission 
in  England,  In;  believes  that  three  Com- 
missioners only  will  be  able  to  conduct  all 
the  operations  required  both  here  and  in 
Ireland.  These  Commissioners  will  be 
intrusted  with  the  power  of  putting  the 
law  into  operation  from  time  to  time,  ac- 
cording as  they  may  see  opportunity,  in 
the  different  districts  which  they  may 
think  most  favourable,  and  then  they  will 
proceed  to  other  districts.  They  will  form 
unions,  either  of  parishes  or  of  districts, 
or,  without  attending  to  the  present  divi- 
sions, they  may  form  unions,  and  having 
formed  an  union,  they  will  prolteed  to  adapt 
any  building  that  may  be  standing  for  the 
purpose  of  a  workhouse,  or  tbey  may  build 
a  new  workhouse  if  necessary.  There  is  a 
considerable  difference  of  opinion  between 
some  of  the  persons  who  have  considered 
this  subject  with  respect  to  the  size  of  the 
workhouses  and  the  unions.  A  gentleman 
who  has  published  a  pamphlet  on  the  sub- 
ject, written  with  very  great  talent,  pro- 
posed that  there  should  be  500  unions, 
and  that  the  number  of  inmates  in  the 
workhouses  should  be  limited  to  SOO  in 
each  workhouse.  Mr.  Nicholls  proposes 
that  the  unions  should  be  more  extensive, 
that  there  should  not  be  above  1 00  unions, 
and  that  each  shonld  be  capable  of  con- 
taining 800  inmates.  This  calculation  is 
made  according  to  the  circuits  of  Kent, 
Sussex,  Oxford,  and  Bath.  Theamountof 
pauperism  in  Suffolk  is  one  per  cent,  of  the 
populatioD.    I  can  mention  an  instance  in 
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I  will  not  discuss  now.  It  appean  to  ma 
that  ihere  are  various  means  open  for  the 
appiication  of  t)ie  labour  of  the  poorer 
classes  which  might  lead  to  the  happiest 
result;  but  at  the  same  time  they  should 
be  adopted  with  great  judgment  and 
sound  discretion.  I  think  that  with  care 
and  attention  we  may  find  materials  for 
public  works  of  such  a  nature,  which, 
whilst  they  serve  the  temporary  purpose  of 
employing  the  lime  of  the  indigent,  may 
be  (he  means  of  opening  new  sources  of  in- 
dustry, and  for  ihe  profitable  investment  of 
capilal  in  Ireland.  The  opening  of  im- 
proved communications  between  diSerent 
districts,  for  instance,  and  the  improving 
of  bogs  and  ditches,  are  questions  wefl 
worthy  of  the  application  of  labour  and 
the  investment  of  capital.  This,  however, 
as  I  said  before,  is  a  branch  of  the  subject 
upon  which  I  will  not  enter  at  present. 
It  may  be  remarked  that  there  is  do  great 
quantity  of  capital  in  Ireland  available  for 
such  purposes  as  1  have  mentioned,  but  it 
should  be  recollected  that  if  we  provide 
means  by  which  a  feeling  of  security, 
which  does  not  exist  at  present,  may  be 
promoted  amongst  the  owners  of  property, 
capilal  will  immediately  begin  to  flow  in 
for  investment.  I  have  now  to  say  a  few 
words  in  reference  to  emigration,  in  con- 
neition  with  the  subject  before  the  House, 
I  know  there  are  some  who  entertain 
notions  upon  this  subject  far  beyond  those 
which  I  am  inclined  to  adopt,  in  favour  of 
an  enlarged  system  of  emigration.  It  is  a 
scheme  entertained  by  some,  that  one  or 
I  wo  millions  of  our  poor  population  might  be 
exported  Co  our  colonies,  and  immediately 
find  means  of  support  in  the  new  field  of 
employment  there  opened  tothem.  Now, 
putting  aside  all  other  diGBculties  which 
may  be  in  the  way  of  this  desired  result, 
and  viewing  the  attempt  merely  in  respect 
to  the  effect  of  such  a  proceeding  upon 
the  colonists,  I  think  that  the  ferment 
created  amongst  them  would  be  so  great  &■ 
to  throw  hopeless  impediments  in  the  way. 
It  would  at  once  be  supposed  by  them  that 
we  were  sending  in  amongst  them  a  vast 
quantity  of  our  useless  population,  paupers 
who  conferred  no  benefit  upon  the  country 
they  were  exported  from,  and,  therefore, 
as  they  would  argue,  likely  to  prove  an 
ef  il  instead  of  a  source  of  benefit  and  pro- 
ductiveness lo  the  new  soil  in  which  they 
were  to  be  placed.  I  know  that  there  Is  ft 
very  great  feeling  of  this  kind  already  pre- 
vent in  ou  r  colontea,  and  in  some  even  U 


ist  Kent  of  a  place  where  the  able-bodied 
nons  are  16,000,  but  there  are  not  more 
tn  twenty-four  in  the  workhouse.  But 
ppo?e  in  Ireland  the  workhouses  are  to 
1  fully  occupied,  Mr.  Nicbolls  calculates 
^t  the  whole  expense  for  each  person, 
Eluding  lodging,  fuel,  clothing,  and  diet. 
Is.  Gd.  per  week.  We  have  calcula- 
)>13  made  by  various  persons,  and  several 
ilculations  made  by  order  of  the  Poor- 
.w  Commissioners,  and  the  calculation  of 
le  expense  of  the  workhouses  in  England 
(  Dr.  Way,  and  they  all  come  to  very 
mch  the  same  conclusion  on  the  subject, 
it.,  that  Is.  6rf.  per  week  is  quite 
Efficient.  If,  then,  you  take  100  unions, 
le  whole  expense  will  be  £312,000.  Of 
Inrse,  as  an  original  outlay,  we  must 
■Iculale  the  expense  of  workhouses  at 
500,000,  This  would  be  the  amount  of 
he  whole  expense  according  to  this  plan. 
)ut,  .Sir,  while  I  consider  that  this  plan  is 
»ne  of  great  importance,  while  1  consider 
liat  it  will  in  many  respects  improve  the 
jlDndition  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  while  I 
iDnsider  that  it  will  have  many  cotlaieral 
jdvantages,  as,  for  instance,  accustoming 
me  people  to  see  examples  of  cleanliness 
Ind  regularity,  order  and  peace  in  the 
Workhouse?,  and  likewise,  if  the  board  of 
guardians  are  well  formed,  of  seeing  the 
different  classes  of  the  people  acting 
together  with  cordiality  and  confidence, 
from  the  magistrate  to  ihe  lowest  of  the, 
rate-payers.  While  I  calculate  that  this' 
plan  will  have  these  advantages,  I  must 
flay  that  to  suppose  that  merely  by  ma- 
chinery of  this  sort  the  people  are  to  be 
saved  at  once  from  the  state  of  destitution 
in  which  they  now  are,  is  quite  unreason- 
able. In  order  to  cifecC  this,  we  must 
look  forward  to  having  the  means  of  em- 
ployment in  Ireland,  and  having  some 
vent  in  emigration,  in  order  to  relieve  the 
country  during  the  state  of  transition. 
Let  it  not  be  supposed  that  I  believe,  when 
I  speak  of  emigration,  that  the  present 
eight  millions  of  inhabitants  living  in  Ire- 
land may  not  be  very  well  sustained,  and 
sustained  with  good  and  sufficient  means, 
by  the  soil  of  Ireland,  but  I  belive  that 
hitherto,  with  the  means  of  so  doing,  a 
practice  has  prevailed,  and  still  prevails, 
which  will  render  it  unlikely  that  this 
operation  should  have  a  successful  result 
without  some  collateral  sources  for  easing 
the  country  of  her  superabundant  popula- 
tion. As  to  the  nature  of  the  public  works 
^0  be  engaged  upon,  that  is  a  point  which 
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must  look  upon  thete  two  lubjecta— pnblie 
works  and  eroigrBtion — »  meant  for  co- 
operating  with,  and  perfecting  any,  >ucb 
ail  enactment.  We  should  look  also  is 
the  general  improvement  which,  we  are  in- 
formed  on  all  hands,  is  going  on  in  Ireland 
and  we  shall  find  much  to  hope  for  In  the 
accomplishment  of  these  objects.  If,  on 
ihe  olher  hand,  the  whole  stale  and  con- 
dition of  llie  country  were  going  backward 
—  if  the  whole  revenues  of  the  couarrj 
were  diminishing  —  there  would  then,  in- 
deed, be  some  difficulty  in  such  a  plan  ■■ 
that  I  now  suggest;  but  considering,  at  I 
do,  the  whole  country  to  be  in  the  way  of 
improvemeni,  1  ihink  there  is  much  to 
hope  for  from  the  plan,  and  every  reason 
for  its  adoption.  It  is  proper,  however, 
that  the  House  should  understand,  that 
what  I  have  stated  in  regard  to  public 
works  and  emigration,  bears  no  direct 
reference  to  the  measure  which  I  now 
hope  to  introduce.  These  subjects  torto 
no  part  of  my  present  object,  which  ia 
strictly  to  carry  a  Poor-law  Act  for  Ireland. 
They  are  subjects,  therefore,  which  I 
merely  touch  upon  now  as  worthy  of  con- 
sideration as  future  resources,  in  co-opera- 
tion with  the  measure  t  now  propose,  f 
would  observe  also,  that  I  do  not  consider 
that  these  are  branches  of  the  subject  in 
which  the  Poor-law  guardians  could  pro- 
perly be  employed.     I   do   not  think  It 


has  been  thought  desirable  to 
sort  of  control  as  to  the  clsss  of  emigrants 
which  should  be  admitted.  Such  a  plan 
b«a  recently  been  recommended  to  the 
Colonial -office,  and  i  hope  it  will  be  per- 
severed in,  particularly  not  to  give  large 
tracts  of  land  indiscriminately  to  parties 
proposing  to  emigrate,  at  the  eminent  risk 
of  their  not  \x\a^  properly  cultivated,  nnd 
the  parties  themselves  not  benefitted  by 
their  posscEision;  but  to  sell  the  land  at 
what  might  be  considered  a  fair  and  good 
price  to  persons  who,  by  showing  thi 
selves  ready  to  advance  a  little  money  upon 
it,  gave  the  best  possible  earnest  of  the! 
intention  and  ability  to  improve  end 
render  it  productive.  In  one  colony  alone, 
that  of  New  South  Wales,  the  Kale  oi 
lands  in  this  way,  during  the  past  year,  has 
amounted  to  100,000/.  and  this  sum  might 
be  employed  with  success  in  the  convey- 
ance of  emigrants.  1  am  aware  also  that 
a  notion  used  to  be  prevalent  that  persons 
tent  out  in  this  way  from  amongst  the 
poorer  classes  of  Irish  were  not  of 
description  to  be  very  desirable  or  nseful 
to  employers;  but  I  am  convinced  that 
this  feeling  of  prejudice  or  jealousy  will 
not  long  interfere  in  Ihe  way  of  there  em- 
ployment when  it  is  found  that  their 
many  emierantt  from  Ireland  willing  and 
able  to  coTiivate  the  lands  of  those  who 
may  hire  them.  With  regard  to  thi: 
ject  I  may  state,  therefore,  that  it  will  be 
proposed  that  there  shall  be  an  emigration 
■tation  at  the  differeotsea-ports  of  Ireland, 
and  that  the  persons  proposing  to  emigrate, 
having  raised  a  sufficient  sum  for  that  pur- 
pose, should  inform  the  agent,  who  would 
aend  them  to  the  tea  port,  wliere  a  ship,  to 
be  providt'dby  the  agent,  should  be  ready 
to  convey  them.  The  Government  will  pay 
theexpensesof  the  agent,  and  also  provide 
tome  proper  officer  for  the  command  of 
the  emigrants.  By  means  of  these  precau- 
tions the  colonials  will  be  ceniRed  that  tht 
persons  brought  amongst  them  are  proper 
persons  for  ihe  purpose,  and  not  merely 
paupers  driven  away  to  prevent  them  from 
Starving  in  their  native  Innd.  T 
plan  which,  if  adopted,  does  of  course  not 
contemplate  any  vast  number  of  persons 
being  sent  away  together;  but  it  will  at 
the  same  time  alTord  a  vent  by  which  a 
redundant  populauon— and  particularly 
those  who  cannot  find  adequate  employ- 
ment at  home  may  seek  it  with  facility  else- 
where. In  establishing  a  system  of  Poor- 
Itvt  fbr  Ireland  it  appeiira  to  na  that  we 


would  be  sale  to  intrust  them  with  iha 
management  of  public  works  and  emigra- 
tion, in  addition  to  the  labour  and  dulie* 
of  their  immediate  department,  although, 
at  the  seme  time,  1  think  they  may  bo 
made  very  useful  in  diffusing  informatioB 
on  the  subject.  There  is  one  other  ques- 
tion collateral  to  this  matter,  which,  befora 
I  sit  down,  I  wish  very  briefly  to  touch 
upon.  The  Poor-law  Commissioners  for 
England,  in  the  end  of  their  Report,  make 
uie  of  the  following  observatbns  ;— 

"  Ii  wilt  \m  observed  that  the  measure*  which 
wa  have  suggested  ara  intended  lo  product 
rather  negative  thiin  positive  effects;  rather 
to  remove  tlie  debasing  inHuences  to  which  a 
large  pnction  of  the  labourinf;  population  is  now 
subject,  than  lo  afTurd  new  means  of  prosperity 
and  virtue.  We  are  perfectly  awai-e  that  for 
ihs  general  diffusion  of  right  principles  and 
habits,  we  are  (o  look,  not  so  much  to  any 
economic  arrangement  and  regulations,  as  In 
the  influence  of  a  moral  and  religious  educa- 
tion; and  imporlani  evidence  on  llie  subjeol 
will  be  found  ibroughout  our  appendix.  But  one 
great  advantage  of  aov  measure  T»hlch  shall 
r«moTe  or  diminish  ua  tvib  of  4b«  prasent' 
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^•lera  if,  that  il  will  in  the  aanie  Aegtet  re- 
a)0?e  ths  obttaclRi  nhich  now  inipeds  t)ie 
progr«H  of  iniLniclioD  and  inlarcept  iu  remits, 
tnd  will  ftffurd  a.  great  (copa  to  the  apsmiion 
ofereryiiiatrumeot  which 'may  beemplojedfor 
elevaling  the  Inlelleclual  mJ  moral  camlilion 
of  the  poorer  classea.  We  believe  that  if  llie 
Ainda  now  destined  to  Ihepnrpoie)  of  educe- 
lioD,  mfttiy  of  which  are  applied  in  a  manner 
uniuiled  to  Ihe  preient  wants  of  society,  were 
wiaelj  and  economically  employed,  they  would 
be  lufficienl  to  give  all  the  a«3i$lance  which 
can  be  prudently  afforded  by  Ihe  Stale.  As 
ihe  subject  is  not  wiihin  our  commission  we 
will  not  dwell  on  it  further,  and  we  have  »en- 
tored  on  these  few  reroarkaonly  for  the  porpoie 
ftf  recording  our  conviclion,  that  as  soon  as 
K  good  ad  mi  nisi  rati  on  of  the  Poor-law*  shall 
have  nodered  further  improvenienl  possiblt?, 
tba  roott  Important  duly  of  the  Legislature  i* 
to  take  measure*  lo  promote  Ihe  religious  and 
moral  educalian  of  the  labouring  classes." 

These  are  the  norila  with  which  (he 
fiiihop  of  London,  the  Bishop  of  Chester, 
ind  Mr.  Sturges  Bourne,  conchide  their 
TBluabte  obiervBlioni  on  the  Poor-lews  of 
England  and  Wales)  and  if  the  remark  i« 
Itu*  in  regard  to  England,  it  is  doubly  so, 
in  my  opinion,  in  respect  lo  Ireland.  I  do 
not  wjib  to  enter  now  upon  disputed  points 
connected  with  this  otibject,  but  I  have 
always  heard  it  admitted,  even  by  those 
wbo  disapprove  in  general  of  the  present 
■yitem  of  national  education  pursued  in 
Ireland,  that  it  is  proper  and  expedient  that 
the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  should  be 
tducated  ;  and  whatever  tneans  are  to  be 
adopted  for  so  doing,  I  think  it  should  be 
such  a  system  of  education  that  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  may  look  to  it  for  im- 
provement and  instruction.  In  adminis- 
tering Poor-laws  lo  Ireland,  Parliament 
•hould  keep  this  in  view,  (hat  whatever  is 
good  for  the  moral  condition  of  that 
eountry  they  should  endeavour  to  promote, 
lo  extend,  and  lo  mature.  Not  only 
should  we  employ  ourselves  in  relievingthe 
indigent,  in  repressing  outrage,  anc' 
eilahlishing  a  feeling  of  general  eoulidi 
in  rich  and  poor  l>y  to  doing,  but  we  should 
endeavour  also  to  sow  the  future  seeds  o' 
virtuous  habits,  and  heighten  the  charaetei 
of  (be  poorer  classes  of  Ireland.  Wf 
■bould  endeavour  to  give  them  ihal  whole' 
Mme  education  which  will  enable  iheui  ic 
do  their  duty  lo  ibeir  Ood  and  to  man  ; 
which  thnll  furnish  ihem  n'ilh  motives  and 
incitements  lo  do  so;  which  shall  eradicate 
and  destroy  the  false  notions  and  views  ol 
moraliiy  whieh  ihey  bad  fcrmerly  enter- 
tt)n«d,.a«  retpvcta  (beir  Mate  as  sub}acts 
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to  the  state,  and  as  responsible  and  )m. 
nortat  creatures.  Provided  we  are  all 
igreed  upon  the  advantages  of  such  an 
■ducalioM,  and  that  all  should  have  the 
benefit  of  it,  let  us  endeavour  to  afford  it 
by  such  means  as  shall  not  interfere  with 
iheir  religious  opinions.  1  shall  concludi-, 
therefore,  by  observing,  that  whilst  I  look 
upon  the  law  which  [  now  propose  to 
inlroditce  as  one  likely  to  effect  very  great 
benefits  fur  Ireland,  I  look  still  more 
strongly  hereafter  to  the  fruits  of  such  a 
system  of  legislation  as  thit  I  have  briefly 
hinted  at ;  and  I  am  confident  that  legis- 
lators who  shall  accomplish  such  good  for 
Ireland,  will  receive  tiie  reword  of  their 
own  good  opinion,  and  of  the  good  opinion 
of  the  whole  of  the  inhabitants  of  that 
country, 

Mr.  Smilh  O'Brien  said,  that  B«  he 
had  for  many  years  paid  some  attention 
to  the  measure  then  before  the  House,  he 
thought  Ihe  House  would  permit  him  to 
make  a  few  remarks.  He  would  begin  by 
congratulating  the  country  on  a  time  be- 
ing at  length  arrived  when  the  subject 
was  formally  considered.  He  concurred 
in  much  of  the  voluminous  statement  of 
the  noble  Lord,  but  there  were  some  nar- 
liculars  on  which  he  found  himseif  obliged 
to  differ  from  him.  He  thought,  a  pre- 
ferable system  might  be  adopted.  The 
first  point  on  which  he  differed  from  the 
noble  Lord  was,  the  mode  of  giving  assist- 
ance in  classes.  It  appeared  lo  him,  that 
two  classes  liad  been  designated  who  were 
to  receive  relief;  those  were  the  impotent, 
and  those  who  might  be  called  able-bodied 
men,  and  that  a  different  system  was  Id  be 
applied  to  each  case.  He  thought  it 
would  be  a  great  mistake  to  consider  the 
aged  widow,  the  helpless  orphan,  or  the 
father  of  a  family,  who  was  reduced  by 
circumstances  over  which  he  had  no  con- 
trol, as  guilty  of  a  crime,  and  treated 
accordingly.  '  The  system  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  seem  to  admit  any 
of  the  kindlier  feelings  of  human  nature. 
There  was  not  the  least  doubt  that  a  small 
aisistanca  at  their  homes  would  be  more 
agreeable  to  the  poor  than  a  laiger  aid  in 
a  public  establtthment.  In  towns,  ha 
thought,  asylums,  or  mendicity  associa- 
tiona,  would'  prove  effectual ;  bul,  in  the 
country,  domiciliary  relief  would  be  mast 
effectual  and  grateful.  He  conaidered 
the  number  of  persons  stated  by  the  noble 
Lord  as  requiring  relief  far  too  ainall. 
He  ihougfat,  that  lo  name  160,000  penona 
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would  not  be  fixing  the  number  too  bigh, 
which  wag  double  the  computation  or  the 
noble  Lord.  The  number  of  notlchouses 
also  TBI  (00  small.  He  considered  that 
330  was  the  least  which  could  suffice  to 
afford  relief  to  the  impotent  poor  of  Ire- 
land. As  to  the  surplus  labourers,  he 
thought  that  the  number  had  been  much 
overrated  by  the  Poor-law  Coaimisijiuncrs, 
He  thought,  that  where  a  population  of 
surplus  labourers  was  found  burdensome, 
the  best  mode  of  affording  relief  would  be 
by  racililallng  the  means  of  emigration. 
The  hon.   Member  for  St.  Alban's  had 

Eublithed  an  able  pamphlet  on  the  subject 
J  the  principle  of  which,  if  well  followed 
out,  plenty  of  funds  would  be  found  from 
the  sale  of  waste  lands  to  supply  all  th^t 
was  wanling  to  enable  emigration  lo  be 
carried  out  to  a  great  extent.  By  that 
means  able-bodied  men  could  be  disposed 
of.  As  to  public  works,  there  were  waste 
lands  enough  in  Ireland  which  required 
cultivation.  On  these,  at  all  events,  the 
poor  could  be  employed.  He  doubted  if 
that  part  of  the  measure  would  prove 
acceptable  which  made  the  whole  of  the 
admmistration  to  emanate  from  the  Board 
of  Comcnissioneri  in  England,  and  not 
from  a  body  fixed  in  Dublin,  The  Board 
in  England  could  scarcely  know  the 
details  on  which  they  were  to  act,  and 
they  would  be  so  fully  occupied  with  their 
Other  functions,  that  they  could  not  spare 
time  to  make  minute  inquiries.  As  to  the 
rate^  he  did  not  think  the  noble  Lord  had 
fixed  on  the  best  plan.  In  the  Bill  which 
he  had  bad  the  honour  of  proposing  to  the 
House  last  Session,  he  had  fixed,  that 
one-third  was  to  be  paid  by  the  landlords, 
and  that,  he  thought,  would  be  nearer  the 
mark  than  the  noble  Lord's  plan.  As  to 
the  plurality  of  votes.  He  would  reserve 
his  judgment  until  he  was  fully  acquainted 
with  the  details  of  the  noble  Lord's  pro- 
posed scheme.  There  was  one  point 
which  he  recommended  earnestly  to  the 
consideration  of  the  noble  Lord.  He 
meant  the  subject  of  medical  charities. 
It  wai  quite  a  matter  of  chance,  at  pre- 
■ent,  if  medical  relief  was  afforded  to  the 
poor  in  Ireland,  They  might  or  might 
not  be  esUblished  in  different  parts  of 
Ireland.  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would 
make  them  an  integral  part  of  the  Bill. 
He  was  sorry  to  detain  the  House,  but 
the  hints  he  bad  thrown  out  might  not  be 
found  altogether  useless. 
Mr.  SAaw    had   listened   with    much 
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attention  (o  the  statement  of  th«  nobis 
Lord.  He  would  reserve  for  a  futnre  and 
more  fitting  occasion  any  lengthened  ob- 
servations he  might  think  it  necessary  to 
make  on  the  details  of  the  measure ;  but 
he  entirely  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord, 
that  the  subject  was  one  both  important 
and  difScult,  and,  at  the  same  lime,  in 
the  language  of  the  Commissioner's  speech, 
"pressing."  Indeed,  it  was  plain,  that 
it  could  be  no  longer  shrunk  from ;  and 
all  he  could  say  was,  and,  he  believed,  ia 
saying  so,  he  represented  the  senlimenta 
of  the  great  body  of  the  gentry  and  landed 
proprietors  in  Ireland,  whom  he  had  the 
honour  to  rank  amongst  his  constituents, 
that  he  desired  to  approach  this  aU-im- 
portant  and  difficult  question  with  a  view 
to  the  malureat  and  most  deliberate  con- 
sideration of  it,  and  without  the  least 
mixture  of  party  animosity  or  political  or 
personal  prejudice.  He  thought  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  scarcely  appreciated  the 
difficulties,  either  in  principle  or  practice, 
of  the  application  of  the  measure  be  pro- 
posed to  the  existing  condition  of  Ireland. 
There  was,  undoubtedly,  a  danger  ia 
attempting  to  substitute  charity  by  law 
for  wnat  might  be  called  the  law  of 
charity,  and  superseding  by  legal  enact- 
ment the  kindlier  feelings  of  benevolence 
— a  risk  of  weakening  the  soorcea  of 
human  compaMioo,  at  Uie  same  time  that 
we  increased,  rather  than  diminished,  the 
claims  of  destitution  and  distress ;  hot 
while  he  felt  that  there  was  much  of 
abstract  truth  in  these  considerations,  the 
extent  and  the  intensity  of  existing  misery 
in  Ireland,  and  the  peculiar  relation  be- 
tween that  country  and  this  were  such, 
that  he  considered  the  extension  of  some 
system  of  Poor-laws  to  Ireland  could  be 
no  longer  avoided  ;  and  that  the  principle 
question  now  was,  how  best  to  guaid 
against  abuse,  and  practically  to  admu 
nister  the  system  in  its  most  improved 
form  in  Ireland,  In  following  the  noble 
Lord  Ihrougli  his  opening  speech,  he  felt 
disposed  to  concur  with  the  noble  Lord  in 
thinking,  that  under  the  difficulties  of  the 
case,  he  bad  chosen  the  safest  crjteriou  of 
the  objects  of  relief,  when  he  decided  that 
it  should  be  extended  to  all  the  destilate, 
and  to  none  but  the  destitute — so  as  to 
the  workhouse  system,  that  it  could  alone 
be  attempted  on  the  principle  of  in-door 
relief,  for  that  the  out-door  system  would 
inevitably  absorb  the  whole  source  of  in- 
dependent labour.    He  was  of  opintooj 
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a  loiiDd,  inonJ,  and  idigiom  edncadoii 
woaM  be  tbe  best  aid  to  anj  lystem  of 
Poor-laws  in  Ireland.  He  feared  that  be 
and  tbe  noUe  Lord  differed  rery  largdj 
as  to  tbe  best  neans  of  pnimodng  tbat; 
bnt  he  was  persuaded,  thai  a  soand  reli- 
gioas  edacatioD  coald  alooe  afibid  the 
necesaary  moral  checks  to  a  rednndaat 
popalauoo,  and  lead  to  a  real  and  lastiw 
iniproTeiiient  in  the  prudential  habits  and 
genera!  character  of  the  people.  He 
rejoiced,  howerer.  tbat  the  noUe  Laid 
(Lord  John  Rnssen)  had  acceded  to  the 
proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  (lord  Stao- 
ley)  of  getting  a  Committee  to  iaqswe 
into  "  the  working  of  the  system  of  the 
National  Edocatioa  Board  in  Ireland  ^ 
and  be  trusted  nocfa  ^ood  wonld  resnlt 
from  that  ioqniry.  Finally,  be  agreed 
with  ihe  noUe  Lord,  tbat  every  pn^ect 
for  the  impnivaaeat  of  Irdaod  mmA  bO, 
onless  first  yoa  coeld  obtais  aeciiiitj  far 
penoQ  and  property  in  that  eovntry ;  and 
if  the  ooUe  Lard  and  lui  Majert/'a  Mtiri»- 
ten  woold  diiKt  their  attention  to  wiA- 
coMidend  Bcaaarea  for  the  iapwreiat 
of  Irelaiid,  instead  of  dircrtiof  the  poMie 
miod  from  the  mA  exaaa  t4  ita  erUa  aad 
iu  miaefiea  by  abatract  qocstiooa  of  «m- 
existing  nrplnses,  and  snppoaed  identity 
of  priiwipfes  of  Oovemmenr,  wilbont  re- 
gard to  UK  actual  ciiOHuaUncea  of  dtot 
conntry,  they  wonld  fiod  the  Iririi  Meai- 
bers  at  his  tide  of  the  Hooae  a«  well 
inclined  to  lead  iheat  ihetr  beat  awjanaoi 
as  be  bad  no  doabt  they  would  prove  on 
Ihe  preaent  occasioa.  He  wvald  aot  Acn 
allnde  to  the  anedlary  weawwea  (Mched 
npon  by  the  ncble  Lord,  soch  M  the 
draio!^  of  bogs,  the  reclamttMB  of  waau 
land*,  and  other  worb  of  pabfie  and 
national  'nttenat,  inefndiwg:  the  very  m- 
portant  object  of  a  well>fezalac«d  earign- 
tion — hetmatedtheaeiro«Mall(»b«»di« 
band  with  the  preKot  oMasnre ;  b*t,  and 
withotTt  Ireapawiiq;  fnrtber  on  (he  Howe, 
bew<ooldeoadndeaabebadei»t»eaeed,lrf 
expressing  bra  trmmctton  that  the  land«d 
^tmitXatj  of  Irelaad  woofd  be  fo«nd 
wilting  to  bear  their  jaM  ibare  both  c4  the 
cxpCDse  and  the  labosr,  **  tepadwl  ha 
local  machinery,  of  pf'mg  «  fnlt  ami  > 
fair  trial  to  that  great  taperrmenf,  wbieh 
in  all  linecrrty,  be  trvtted  woald  imm  )n 
the  rmproTM  peace,  nooA  ordar,  and 
cinlriatHm,  of  that  portion  of  ^  miied 
kingdom, 

Mr.  Denis  ffCcmnnr  tr%prtmt6  M§  tnti- 
cnrreiKe  tn  ifae  obwrvHiom  <il  Urn  right 


too,  with  tbfl  noble  Lord,  that,  if  poasible, 
the  law  of  settlement,  with  all  its  iod- 
dental  intricaciea  and  endless  fit^ation, 
■honld  be  altogether  aToided ;  and  with 
respect  to  the  department  under  which 
the  management  of  the  whole  sboold  be 
placed,  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  thongfat  the  EngUsb 
Poor-law  Commissioners  the  best,  not 
only  becBDse  the  dbtingaished  genlleraan 
at  the  bead  of  that  fiwd  was  well  ac- 
quainted with  (he  circumstances  of  Ire- 
land, aod  Mr.  Nicbob,  another  of  the 
CommissioDera,  had  recently  raited  that 
conntry,  in  connexion  with  the  particular 
measure — bat  on  more  general  grouoda; 
the  practical  experience  of  the  present 
Board — the  unity  of  action  tbraDghoot  the 
entire  system  more  likely  to  prevail— and 
the  greater  probability  of  freedom  from 
local  partialities  and  local  iuflneoces, 
justly,  he  tbou^t,  recommended  tbat 
arrangement  to  the  GoTemmeDt.  On 
other  point*,  be  fonod  it  not  so  easy  to  go 
with  Ihe  noble  Lord ;  he  feared  that  the 
noble  Lord  underraled  the  deneitd  wbidi 
woold  immediately  ariae  upon  the  foitds 
on  the  score  of  pauperism ;  also,  that  of 
finding  gnaidians  to  be  elected  (7  the 
rate-payers,  and  well  qualified  tor  the 
important  duties  which  wonld  devolve 
npon  them,  and  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible lo  diminish,  as  compared  wnh  the 
English  system,  the  proportion  otex-o^do 
guardiani.  Wth  regard  to  the  Umons, 
he  anticipated  much  incoovenieoee,  and 
wme  objection  upon  principle,  to  reroor- 
ing  the  old  ecclesiastical  and  parish  boan- 
daries ;  these,  however,  were  matters  of 
detail,  which  would  be  more  properly  re- 
ferred to  in  a  future  stage  of  the  Bill ;  bat 
there  was  one  more  which  be  conld  not 
pass  by,  where  be  apprehended  the  noUe 
Lord  would  find  his  greatest  difl&cnlty,  he 
meant  that  which  related  to  tbe  rating. 
The  noble  Lord,  as  he  nrileded  from  bis 
remarks,  intended  that  one-half  of  the 
rate  was  to  be  paid  br  the  occnpier,  and 
the  other  half  by  all  that  were  in  the 
character  of  landlords,  from  the  occmier 
up  to  what  in  the  Tithe  Bill  waa  called, 
the  first  estate  of  inheritance— according 
to  their  respective  interests;  bat,  from 
what  little  experience  be  bad  had  on  that 
sul^ect,  be  conld  assure  tbe  noUe  Lord, 
that  the  scale  was  one  with  a  great  num- 
ber of,  and  very  ttneqoal  gradations— and 
that  it  was  no  easy  mailer  to  arrive  at  Ihe 
top  of  it.  He  perfectly  cooeorred  in  the 
principle  asserted  by  the  ooUe  Lord,  ibat 
VOL.  XXXVI. !««» 
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l»ad,  pnUie  woriu,  stnignthia,  die.,  had 
(Men  tituded  to,  bat  ducnstiaa  on  tbem 
dspraoktad.  He  would  doI  now  comment 
on  thun,  but  he  fett  their  kbaolate  necM- 
■Ity.  He  also  ■iiicerely  concurred  in  the 
neceuit;  or  elevating  the  moral  character 
of  the  people  b;  education.  He  thanked 
the  Government  Tor  turning;  their  attention 
to  these  lubjects,  and  trualed  that  ihi 
salt  would  be  the  amelioration  of  the  < 
dilion  of  the  Irish  people. 

Mr.  0' Coitnell  wiihed  to  know  from  the 
Doble  Lord  what  were  the  regiilationa 
which  he  proprwed  with  regard  to  work, 
houses,  end  the  maintenance  of  their  in- 
mates. If  he  understood  the  noble  Lord 
rightly,  tliere  was  to  be  a  certain  number, 
four  or  five,  poorbouses  at  (he  commence- 
ment, but  he  did  not  understand  precisely 
how  the  funds  were  to  be  raised  forerecting 
and  maintaining  tbein,  and  who  were  to 
have  clnims  for  admission. 

I^rd  John  RutstU  said,  it  was  proposed 
that  at  (he  commencement  there  should  be 
from  ten  to  fifteen  poor-bouses,  and  that 
all  person*  applying  for  relief  in  the  dis- 
trict (hould  be  admitted,  but  the  conimis- 
sionera  and  s  board  of  guardian)  were  to 
direct  how  far  the  relief  was  to  be  ex. 
tended.  There  was  to  be  no  exclusion  of 
any  persons,  and  the  poor  were  to  be 
supported  in  the  workhouses  from  rates 
levied  on  the  occupiers  and  landlords  in 
the  district. 

Mr.  CConie/i  was  to  understand,  then, 
that  certain  persons  in  a  district  were  to 
be  exclusively  taxed  or  rated,  and  that  poor 
persons  coming  from  any  part  of  Ireland 
were  to  have  the  right  of  damming  relief 
from  the  exclusively  taxed.  Next,  what 
was  the  fund  from  which  the  700,000/. 
was  to  be  raised  ? 

Lord  John  Ruttell  said,  the  sum  was  to 
be  raised  by  loan  on  the  general  taxes, 
and  paid  by  instalments. 

Mr,  (yCmtnell  next  inqnired  If,  after 
100  workhouses  had  been  erected,  there 
were  to  be  any  law  of  settlement ;  and  if 
that  were  (o  be  a  parochial  or  district 
KtllementF 

Lord  John  Rutttll  said,  that  was  a 
paint  to  be  discussed  at  a  futare  stage  of 
the  meosure. 

Mr.  O'Connell  asked,  (f  he  were  to  un- 
derstand that  a  certain  diatrict  was  to  be 
taken,  and  all  persons  coming  into  that 
district  were  to  have  the  power  of  clain- 
iMtKUcf} 
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periment  would  be  commenced  in  centia 
districts,  leaving  to  all  thai  might  cone  (o 
them  the  power  of  claiming  relief.  He 
confessed  he  could  not  yield  to  the  hopes 
whieh  the  noble  Lord  had  (brown  out  as 
(o  the  good  results  that  might  arise  from 
that  principle ;  but  he,  at  the  same  time, 
felt  it  to  be  the  duty  of  every  Member  in 
the  House  to  assist  in  carrying  the  noble 
Lard's  plan  into  effect.  The  Government 
having  once  announced  their  plan,  he  con- 
ceived it  would  be  impotsible,  and  be 
was  sure  it  would  be  improper,  to  impede 
the  course  of  experiment  nhich  they  pro> 
posed  (o  make.  He,  therefore,  cheerfully 
acceded  to  the  proposed  plan,  and  wouM 
assist  in  any  way  he  could  in  working  out 
its  details,  so  as  (o  make  them,  if  possible, 
practically  useful.  He  was  very  much 
afraid,  however,  (hat  such  attempt  would 
be  attended  with  great  difficulty.  The 
noble  Lord  knew  this,  that  if  Ireland  were 
to  be  divided  into  100  districts,  to  have  a 
similar  number  of  poor-houses  established, 
and  that  in  each  of  these  poor-bouses  the 
maximum  number  of  inmates  was  to  be  800, 
that  for  the  entire  country  that  would  only 
givereliefto  80,000  destitute  persons.  Upon 
what  foundation  was  it,  he  would  ask,  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  calcuUted  they  would 
be  so  few  in  number?  The  nobis  Lord 
had  gone  od  to  state,  that  ha  expected  he 
would  hava  but  one-half,  or  probably  oae- 
third,  that  number.  For  his  own  part,  he 
looked  upon  it  as  utterly  im))ostible  that 
(here  would  be  so  few  a  number  of  clflim- 
anU  for  relief.  As  to  (he  300,00(t/. 
year,  H  it  were  but  to  afford  the  smallest 
prospect  of  making  a  provision  fur  the 
poor  of  Ireland,  he  would  not  hesitate  one 
moment  in  voting  that  it  should  be  levied  ; 
but  the  sum  was  so  comparatively  small 
with  reference  to  the  amount  of  pauperism, 
that  he  considered  it  totally  iuadeauaie 
to  meet  the  evil.     Ii  had  been  calculaiad 


that  £65,000  heads  of  families  ware  ii 
state  of  destitution  in  Ireland.  That  was 
!xactlyBca]coiation,it  waaasDmminc- 
up  from  each  locality.  In  each  locnlily 
tbey  bad  evidence  of  the  quantity  of  desti- 
tution that  enisled  in  it.  And  now  let 
ny  man  look  over  that  evidence,  end  see 
'heiher  it  were  probable  (hat  theCommis- 
ioneri  had  macle  exaK<erared  slaiementa 
in  their  report.  He  had  seen  il,  and  found 
that  it  eontaioed  the  evidence  of  clergy- 
men of  both  persuasions,  of  farmefs,  of 
country  gentlemen,  and  of  th«  paapm 
thamselves,  all  ef  vben  tvmtimi  tk^ 
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drive  them  to  seek  for  emplo^rmeni.  Bat 
■ee  how  that  principle  would  act  in  Ire* 
land,  llie  laboriona  classes  there  were 
anzioas  to  procure  employment  They 
never  refnied  it;  they,  in  fact,  woilced 
for  id.  and  id.  a-day  rather  than  be  idle. 
He  was  lure  he  need  not  appeal  to  English 
Oeotleroen  to  prove  that  Irishmen  were 
always  ready  for  labour,  when  they  found 
ihem  coming  from  the  remoteBt  parts  of 
Iceland,  from  Mayo  and  Sligo,  in  some 
hundreds  of  thoasandE,  and  making  their 
way  through  Dublin  and  Liverpool  on  to 
Kent  in  order  to  procure  the  earnings  of 
five  or  six  weeks'  labour.  There  was  no 
nectiifity,  therefore,  for  poor-houses  in 
Ireland  in  order  to  stimutate  its  labouring 
population  to  look  for  work ;  but  there 
would  be  that  necessity  when  once  they 
became  the  only  disposers  of  Irish  charity 
and  turned  the  sources  of  Irish  bene- 
volence into  the  public  channel.  That 
would  be  an  additional  way  of  getting  rid 
of  the  plough,  while  they  could  not  leave 
at  la^e  those  persons  hitherto  supported 
by  private  contiibutions.  It  was  utterly 
impossible,  however,  to  prevent  the  ex- 
periment being  made,  andlhey  should  see 
what  were  the  best  terms  upon  which 
to  make  it.  The  noble  Lord  had  talked 
ofarateto  be  levied  on  persons  having 
houses  or  land  above  the  value  of  51. 
a-year.  It  was  to  go  down  to  that— 5/. 
a-year  was  to  be  exempt ;  but  he  should 
like  to  know  what  exemption  that  would 
be  to  the  tenant.  If  he  possessed  a  lease 
he  might  have,  but  if  he  did  not,  he 
certainly  would  not  have,  any  great  secu- 
rity that  he  would  not  have  to  pay  the 
rate.  He  would  submit  to  the  noble  Lord 
that  it  would  be  infinitely  better  to  sim- 
plify the  rate  and  make  it  upon  the  rent. 
However  the  proposition  might  be  received 
there,  it  certainly^  was  not  likely  to  be  re- 
ceived in  what  was  called  *'  another 
place";  but  he  would  nevertheless  propose 
that  those  who  held  property  without 
residence  in  the  country  should  pay  a 
doable  rate.  There  was  no  resident  gen- 
tiemao  in  Ireland  who  did  not  employ  a 
numberof  the  peopleon  wages.  Their  per- 
■onal  occopatton   of  the  land  rendered 
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held  estates  in  Ireland  and  tliought  fif 
to  have  his  place  of  residence  elsewhere,' 
and  thus  took  away  his  moral  influence 
from  over  the  minds  of  the  people,  and 
the  advantage  to  be  derived  from  his  pre- 
sence, ought  to  pay  a  higher  rate  than 
those  who  by  residing  on  their  estates 
necessarily  gave  employment  to  a  portion 
of  the  labouring  population.  They  should 
not  forget  either,  that  by  that  very  em- 
ployment, they  paid  an  additional  rate, 
masmuch  as  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten  it 
was  not  productive  of  an  equivalent 
amount  of  benefit.  That  was  another 
reason  why  the  absentee  should  be  made 
to  pay  a  higher  rate.  He  would  instance 
the  case  of  Mr.  Smith,  a  gentleman 
residing  near  Youghat,  who  differed  from 
him  in  politics,  but  lo  whose  good  qua- 
lities he  readily  bore  testimony :  that 
gentleman  gave  continual  employment  to 
700  or  800  persons  on  his  estate,  although 
it  could  not  be  said  he  required  the 
labour  of  anything  like  so  many.  He 
was  thus  virtually  paying  a  heavy  poor- 
rate  at  present.  Indeed,  he  could  safely 
say,  there  was  not  a  resident  gentleman 
in  Ireland  who  did  not  expend  a  very 
substantial  portion  of  his  income  on  la- 
bour ;  so  that  if  n  poor-rate  were  to  be 
levied,  they  would  be  paying  both  ways. 
Lord  Clare,  when  speaking  of  Ireland, 
had  said,  that  it  bad  been  three  times 
forfeited,  and  he  did  not  know  of  an 
estate  which  bad  not  been  originally  de- 
rived in  that  way.  The  successful  con- 
querors of  the  country  bad,  in  three 
distinct  conquests,  dispossessed  the  oc- 
cupiers of  the  soil,  and  having  done  so, 
repaired  lo  their  estates  in  England,  upon 
which  they  resided,  but  had  continued 
owners  of  nine-tenths  of  the  soil  of 
Ireland  eversince.  The  destitution  which 
existed  there  was  mainly  owing  to  that 
circumstance.  The  income  "of  the  country 
had  never  accumulated,  and  could  not, 
under  the  present  order  of  things.  When 
the  question  of  rate  should  be  brought 
forward,  he  should,  therefore,  divide  the 
House,  if  necessary,  upon  his  proposition 
for  laying  a  higher  rate  on  al»eatees. 
Many  were  of  opinion  that  a  poor-rate 
in  Ireland  would  relieve  the  English  la- 
bourer, by  keeping  the  Irish  labourer  at 
home.  There  never  wasa  greater  mistake. 
The  firat  thing  they  would  do  in  Ireland 
would  be  to  send  as  many  unmarried 
men  to  England  as  they  could  ;  and  if  a 
man  had  a  family,  would  it  not  be  much 
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HoDie.  If  tlM  principh  li«  ipeltt  tt  v«« 
put  into  ciceaiion  it  onct,  it  would  iScKd 
gnn  rtiM,  aod  then  would  b*  bo  diS* 
culty  in  it  if  an  Act  oT  PMltMnent  wn 
paucd  TCiling  ihoM  Undi— b*  did  Mt 
ipcak  of  iheCaoadu.baiottwr  caloaiB(>« 
in  a  boiTd  of  managcmeat.  Thfra  itauU 
mil  be  ilie  lean  diSiculi;  in  raiiiog  monty. 
I'he  Government  should  ccrtamtjr  gift 
Kcuriiy,  but  then  the;  could  rery  aafdj 
do  10.  If  the;  could  in  thi«  way  craiM 
eniigraiion  to  the  extent  of  5'j,000  or 
100,000  perwini  now  in  a  it  ate  of  deitJ> 
tulioD,  and  at  the  same  lime  build  worit- 
lioiises  at  proposed,  ihej  would  give  • 
siimulut  to  ihe  people  to  relieve  iIk  tiwit 
inHM  of  panperiim  at  prasrnt  exiiliiig  Ok 
Iidsnd,  and  ihey  would  alio  aflbrd  « 
proipect  uf  entering  upoo  «  Poar-l»w  with 
a  Iteiter  hope  of  it«  being  efficicntt  bat 
tfficient  ornol,  a  Poor-law  the;  aiuat  have, 
and  he  would,  in  al!  ita  itagea,  tuppott  ibe 


bttur  for  bin  to  fo  then  alw,  when  his 
finiilj  rould  be  auaiiy  lupporied  it  homt 
by  the  poor-rale  T  He  would  thui  under- 
work the  Enjiliih  labourer:  >o  that  in* 
■lead  of  keeping  the  lri*b  labourer  at 
home,  ■  poor  taw,  he  comenileiJ,  would 
have  the  oppoiiile  effect,  The  noble  Lord 
bad  a^iid,  ihut  it  wai  piiuperitiii  that 
cieaitd  ihe  competition  for  land.  Thnt 
lie  denied  :  it  wb«  cre>iied  by  a  clust  of 
pctMiii*  much  lieyond  them.  The  only 
1)11111  ufiiciu re  in  Ireland  (for  to  he  culled 
itt  waa  ihiit  of  ibe  land,  b«iiig  the  mo*t 
proalucliveofindutiry  ;  Hie  cuiiBeqiirnceot* 
which  WM,  that  wlmlcver  loral  rapiiul 
thrie  ckUied  wax  el  ouce  pliced  in  the 
erquiaition  of  Innd ;  end  if  ibev  nere  to 
Ukr  away  ibe  2,300  000  puupe'ra  out  oC 
the  niHikel.  he  would  wairatit  it  there 
woiihl  not  be  the  ulightett  diminuliun  in 
Ihe  competition  for  lund.  The  bun.  Mem- 
ber for  Rotcommoii  had  recommended 
thai  tliey  abould  not  proceed  quickly 
wiih  this  measure.  Now  bin  opinion 
WBi,  thai  ibe  tooner  they  carried  it  into 
effect  the  litiifr.  Thpy  had  now  opened 
the  qiieiilon— if  It  could  be  realised,  ibey 
■hould  realiie  it  ns  soon  and  an  extensively 
aa  poaiible.  for  by  only  holding  out  a  hope 
they  would  deprive  those  whom  they 
sought  to  benefit  of  that  support  which 
ihey  ai  present  depended  on  and  received 
fiom  the  tynipaihy,  ibe  affection,  and  the 
kindnena  of  their  friends  and  relatives. 
Hadid  implore  of  them  to  put  their  hands 
to  work  at  once  and  completely.  Let 
Ihem  work  from  d^  to  day,  and  have 
some  acheme  carried  inio  effect  without 
delay;  let  them  not  talk  to  him  of  tenor 
flfieen  workhouses,  but  lei  them  build  one 
hundred  at  once.  He  would  also  implore 
of  them  to  think  again  upon  the  subject 
of  emigration.  The  coloniea,  it  was  »id, 
liked  it.  To  be  aura  Ibey  did,  because 
there  was  no  man  amongst  ibem  who  had 
not  jobbed  to  advantage  upon  the  labour 
of  the  emigrants;  kud  why  could  not 
they,  themselves,  aucceedf  In  ibe  sale 
of  landi  this  year  in  New  South  Wales 
(bey  had  realised  100,000/.  U  wes  the 
capital  of  labour  upon  which  the  jobbing 
be  alluded  to  had  been  carried  on.  Now, 
they  could  produce  a  labouring  population 
who  by  their  own  indutiry  arould  soon 
have  t  capital  to  purchase  land.  It  waa 
only  in  this  way  be  would  recommend  the 
principle  of  emigraiion.  He  ihooght  th« 
TtWTi  of  last  vear  on  (be  subject  ought 
t9  be  Bof  '-  ooMidered  by  tfa* 


Viscount  Hotcick  whs  eiceedingly  happy 
to  find,  upon  a  subject  of  this  kind,  sa 
complete  an  avoidance  of  all  irritation  of 
parly  politics.  He  cordially  concarred 
in  this  great  attempt  to  miiigale  Ute 
evils  with  which  Ireland  was  at  preaeM 
afflicted,  and  be  rejoiced,  that  the  bon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down,  like  those  who  preceded  him,  had 
expressed  his  intention  of  contributing  b« 
I'ur  aa  lay  in  bis  power  to  the  success  of 
this  measure ;  at  the  same  time  he  was 
anxious  to  remove  from  tbe  mind  of  that 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  and  if  he  conid 
from  tbe  minds  of  other  hon.  Members, 
the  npprehension  which  tfaey  entertained, 
that  this  proposed  attempt  was  one  of 
creater  difficulty,  and  one  wbtcb  held  d«K 
less  prospecifl  of  succeiis  than  his  nobla 
Friend  (Lord  John  Russell)  bad  anti- 
cipaied.  He  was  aware,  that  at  the  fint 
sight  of  the  evils  they  had  to  contend  with, 
ihey  seemed  of  so  very  rash  a  kind,  (bat 
the  remedies  (hey  proposed  to  meet  ihom 
might  not  unnaturally  appear  diaprmor* 
lioned  to  thetn.  He  agreed  with  the  oon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny,  that 
supposing  the  amount  of  deititution  wbkb 
now  prevailed  in  Ireland  were. to  con-' 
tioue,  the  workhouses  proposed  would  ba 
utterly  inefficient  for  tbe  purposes  prt^ 
fcssed.  But  whet  were  the  cauaa  of  iha 
destitution  and  distress  now  nnhappiljr 
preTailing  in  Irelaad !  Tha  bon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  uid,  and  ttSA. 
truly,  tb*t  tfaa  Irish  an  an  i  ~ 


<>■" 


iH  )>Mr  £mi  {ft*. 

(Mfte.  It  wtt  nell  koOttft  10  tU  tM 
HottM)  UlM  irit«n  labtHir,  which  (klM 
l»  lu  *uppl!r  in  IrFtthd,  wat  otkwi  them 
in  thil  coHiftry,  ihe;^  eame  over  in  timth, 
mtnirNiing  the  ittongnt  deitr«  to  main* 
ts)H  themsvlvci  by  honnl  iBiIusIt;.  It 
htd  bnn  provfed  bcfbn  the  Emi^atioit 
Cvnmluee,  whith  «at  in  1899,  that  the 
Meodicitir  Socieiy  Id  this  towo  had  given 
Dp  allowing  6d.  a-day  for  Irish  lnoour, 
liiHffluch  M  eren  Ihi*  low  amouflt  of 
mpi  was  feund  to  bring  over  to  this 
country  peraona  deiinui  of  employmetit. 
This  wat  a  sinking  pTijof  of  tli«  \iv\us- 
triouft  babiti  of  the  Irish  population. 
TkH,  tbererora,  being  indisputably  estub- 
Iwhtdt  what  was  the  next  point  for  the 
tniMlderaiion  of  the  Legislalure  ?  Was 
Ireland  wanting  In  natursl  resources  ? 
Far  hum  It.  The  hon.  nnd  learned  Gen- 
DcDiBh  had  told  the  House,  thst  there 
was  nooflit  part  of  Ireland  whieh  could 
not  be  improved  by  skill,  liibour,  and  the 
amplication  of  capital,  and  be  tnsde  ten 
times  ai  produeiive  as  it  was  at  present ; 
and  further,  that  onefounh  a(  the  whole 
■nrfaoe  of  the  country  remsined  unim- 
proved. Thus,  lh«n,  were  estsblished  two 
important  poinla — first,  that  there  was  in 
Ireland  an  abundance  uf  bbour;  and, 
ffecondly,  an  ample  field  for  iu  beneficial 
•Mployment.  It  was  true,  that  in  Ire- 
land there  was  a  deScrency  of  cspilnl. 
On  that  liriqect  be  could  not  help  ob- 
serving, that  in  this  country  there  ei- 
ifltad  nosHChdeflciency;  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, wbenr  any  schema  presenting  even 
a  plauaible  chance  of  SHccesa  was  started, 
niilions  of  English  capital  were  ready  to 
be  invested ;  indeed,  no  doubt  could  be 
•Rtanalitad,  that  millions  of  English  capi- 
tal had  lavishly  been  applied  to  ipeco- 
httions,  both  at  home  and  abroad,  pre- 
aanting  very  remote  chances  of  benefit  or 
•access.  Why,  then,  was  it  that  Ireland, 
poBsesaing  natural  resources,  a  wide  field 
Ibr  improvement,  and  an  abundance  of 
laboor,  should  still  be  without  the  means 
of  improvement  and  employment  ?  It  was 
aabia  ooble  Friend  (Lord  John  Russell) 
bad  tieted,  from  the  very  able  report  of 
Mr.  Nicfaols,  to  be  attributed  to  a  vicious 
ayateai  having  been  established  in  that 
country,  a  disposition  in  the  people  to 
twbulcttoe  and  violence  from  existing 
oMMoa,  which  ll  was  the  duty  of  the 
Lafislatare  to  mdcavaur  to  remove.  Any 
IMA  Who  had  tnqiiired  into  Cbe  labject 
itm  kMw,  tbM  (h«  gmt  mut  of  the 
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dUtttrbftfiCtl  lit  trclftbd  arftH  rr«n  trtel 
properly  Might  be  eilled  the  insitntn  tt 
selF-preservation.  There  existed  ih  ln>> 
land  a  permanent  conspiracy  on  the  part 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  to  enlbrde  certafb 
regulations  for  Ihelt  self-preservation-^ 
ihey  refused  to  perOiit  the  landtord*  tt 
dispossess  their  tenants,  the  masters  to 
digmiss  their  aervants,  '^  and  lliey  ett^ 
forced  these  prohibltiona  in  a  mantter 
which  led  to  dreailful  and  not  unflvi- 
quently  sangulnarr  results.  Now,  tho4e 
hon.  Memliets  who  had  read  a  very 
able  work,  published  last  year,  by  Mr, 
George  Lewis,  on  the  subject  of  Irish  dtt- 
tiirbances,  will  have  seen  a  most  able 
analysis  of  the  csuses  of  this  staie  of 
things;  they  will  have  found,  that  it  wai 
the  ilresd  of  Absolute  starvation,  of  perish- 
ing fVom  hunger,  was  the  main  cause  froni 
which  prevailing  disturbances  in  Ireland 
arose.  If  that  were  so,  he  would  ssk  (he 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
whether  it  did  not  follow,  that  what  the 
Qovernment  and  the  Legislature  ought  to 
do  was,  not  pcihapa  permanently  to  pro- 
vide for  the  poor,  but  at  Irast  to  step  Is 
and  arrest  the  chanres  of  the  causes  of 
disturbance,  which,  in  continued  succes- 
sion, hnve  perpetuated  each  other.  They 
had,  then,  to  take  sway  from  the  peopla 
of  Ireland  the  prcVailinK  feeling  of  inse- 
curity in  the  means  of  subsistence,  and  by 
remavir.g  these  feetinge  they  would  put  an 
end  to  the  disposition  to  turbulence  and 
outrage.  That  done,  no  man  could  doubt 
but  that  the  result  would  be  that  Bngliah 
capital  would  flow  with  abundance  into 
Ireland  to  take  advantage  of  the  cheap 
labour  and  other  tneans  of  improvement, 
and  the  employment  of  capital  which  that 
country  so  amply  aflbrded.  This  being 
the  case,  he  contended,  that  they  might 
calculate  upon  good  effects  even  by  the 
erection  of  a  comparatively  small  number 
of  workhousss,  because  it  was  not  the 
actual  relief  given  that  would  keep  the 
people  in  a  state  of  tranquillity,  but  It 
would  be  the  certainty  they  would  feel, 
that  if  a  necessity  should  unforiunateW 
arise,  relief  was  there  to  be  obtained. 
Some  proof,  that  such  would  be  the  case 
was  afforded  by  the  state  of  things 
now  existing  in  some  of  the  most  pauper- 
ised districts  of  the  southern  counties  of 
England,  that  under  the  new  system  the 
number  of  In-door  paupers  was  less  than 
one  per  cent  on  the  whole  population  of 
thoae  pwisfaea.  The  hon.  and  learned  Men- 
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ber  Tor  ^kenny  htd  uid,thtt  workhonwB 
in  thn  coDDtry  were  of  aie,  became,  by 
maim  of  tbeni,  tbe  idle  BDd  indolent  were 
■tiaskted  to  bkbits  of  indDitry.  Bat,  it 
wttmti  to  biro,  that  (be  boo.  and  learned 
H«Mber  fiw  Kilkenny  had  overlooked  one 
Other  resalt,  aroiog  from  tbe  system  of 
woricbooie  relief  as  now  establisbed — 
BSBcly,  the  secnrity  it  aSbrded  to  those 
wbo  really  wanted  and  stood  in  need  of 
nlief.  The  adrantagei  of  the  system 
wen  twofold — first,  the  certainty  of  relief 
to  thote  wbo  had  real  daims ;  and,  on  tbe 
other  famod,  there  waa  the  moral  certainty, 
that  unless  relief  were  really  wanted,  it 
would  not  be  claimed.  He  thonght,  then, 
that  in  creating  workhoases  in  Ireland, 
that  the  Hoaae  need  not  look  to  the  re- 
ception of  any  considerable  number  of  in- 
mates ;  in  his  opinion,  it  would  nltimately 
be  found,  that  the  number  received  into 
them  wontd  be  considerably  smaller  Ihan 
the  numbers  in  the  workhouses  of  this 
country;  because  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  had  truly  said  the 
sAections  of  parent  to  child,  and  child  to 
parent,  were  remarkably  strong  amongst 
tbe  poor  classes  of  the  Irish  population. 
Unlike  the  southern  districts  of  England, 
where  a  vicious  system  of  relief  formerly 
prevailed,  the  misery  and  destitution  to 
which  the  Irish  peasantry  had  long  been 
exposed  had  not  interrered  with  or  de- 
stroyed their  natural  affections,  and  he 
felt  confident,  that  in  Ireland,  where  those 
feelings  and  affections  remained  in  all  their 
original  force  and  vigour,  a  great  dispo- 
sition would  prevail  amongst  its  laboaring 
population  to  prevent  their  relations  and 
conuexions  from  taking  refuge,  unless  in 
sometime  of  great  distress  and  destitution, 
intheproposeoasylums;  indeed  he  felt  satis- 
fied the  Irish  people  would  mske  consider- 
ablepersoDalsacnficesto  exem  pttheirneedy 
and  distressed  coaneiions  from  so  painful 
a  necessity,  and  he  was  sanguine  in  the 
belief,  that  eventually  a  much  smaller  pro- 
portion of  poor  would  be  found  in  the 
workhouses  of  Ireland  than  were  to  be 
found  in  those  of  some  of  the  southern 
counties  of  England.  His  own  firm  con- 
viction further  was,  that  on  the  passing 
the  proposed  Bill  it  wonld  be  necessary  to 
assist  its  originally  coming  into  operation 
in  the  manner  which  had  been  mentioned 
and  pointed  out  by  his  noble  Friend  near 
him  (Lord  J.  Russell).     On  the  subject  of 


every  facility  for  affecting  and  i 
should  be  afforded,  but  he  was  equally 
convinced,  that  the  Government  and  the 
Legislature  would  do  well  to  keep  that  sub- 
ject perfectly  distinct  and  separate  iron 
tha  Bill  now  proposed.  He  was  satisfied, 
that  if  the  course  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  S.  O'Brien) 
were  adopted,  and  that  emigration  was 
made  a  part  of  the  present  measure,  ex- 
pectalions  wonld  be  raised  in  the  minds  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  that  Government 
was  prepared  to  take  that  efasrge  upon 
themselves ;  and  such  a  coarse,  so  far 
from  doing  any  good,  would  be  prodactive 
of  very  serious  injury.  Emigrationwasnow 
going  on  to  a  very  considerable  extent,  as 
would  be  seen  from  tbe  returns  which  he 
had  obtained  of  the  emigration  from  Ire- 
land, during  the  last  year.  From  those 
returns  he  found  there  had  emigrated  from 
the  ports  of  Ireland  during  tbe  last  year, 
no  less  than  23,867  persons.  He  found 
also,  that,  exclusive  of  minor  porta  in 
England,  there  had  sailed  from  the  port 
of  Liverpool,  29,100  emigrants;  from  the 
port  of  Bristol,  1,034.  Of  these,  from  all 
the  accounts  which  had  reached  hiin  from 
Glasgow  and  other  minor  ports  of  Great 
Britain,  he  might  safely  assume,  tbat 
nearly  one  half  were  Irish  emigrants,  and 
therefore  it  might  be  supposed,  that  laat 
year  not  less  than  39,000  Irish  leil  the 
land  of  their  birth  and  emigrated  to 
America, 

Mr.  O'Cmitell  was  understood  lo  re- 
mark, that  these  great  numbers  might  be 
attributed  to  the  demand  for  labour, 
which  was  created  by  the  destructive  fire 
at  New  York. 

Viscount  ffmoick,  such  might  have  been 
the  case,  bnt  then  it  could  not  be  lost 
sight  of,  that  in  the  previous  year  the  ex- 
istence of  the  cholera  at  Quebec  and  Mon- 
treal in  1632  created  a  panic  which  had 
tended  much  to  diminish  the  extent  of 
emigration,  and  thererore  tbe  state  of 
things  which  existed  prior  to  1833  wisonly 
returned  to  in  1836.  Now,  if  under  this 
Bill  the  public  should  take  upon  them- 
selves the  task  and  chaise  of  removing 
emigrants  to  the  colonies,  he  believed  diat 
all  tliose  who  now  emigrated  voluntarilv 
and  at  their  own  expense,  would  immedi- 
ately throw  themselves  on  the  public.  It 
would,  in  short,  be  a  species  of  outndoor 
relief,  which  wonld  give  occasion  to  all 


emigration  be  quite  agreed  with  the  lion. '  sorts  of  abuses.    He  was  sura  that  the 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny,  that  |  hon,  and  learned  Member  for  KiUcenar 


PoorLawt  {Feb, 

ently  heard  of  the  fact,  ibat  od 
._.i  of  Irish  labouren  Tisitingthis 
Hitrj  during  the  harvest,  one  of  the  parly 
Sid  carry  back  all  the  earnings  of 
(jfe  rett,  vbo  then  required  to  be  and 
irere  passed  home  as  panpers  at  the 
expense  of  this  country.  In  like  man- 
ner would  they  claim  the  means  of  emigra- 
tioD,  if  the  proposition  suggested  was 
adopted.  He  nad  only  one  further  ob- 
serration  to  make,  and  that  referred  to 
vhat  had  fatlen  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  KilkeDny  with  reference  to 
the  gradual  introduction  of  the  proposed 
measure.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
did  QOt  seem  to  have  understood  the  obser- 
Tations  which  had  been  made  on  the  point 
by  his  noble  Friend  who  had  this  night 
Inonght  forward  the  subject.  He  begged 
to  say  that  the  Bill  was  a  complete  and 
entire  measure,  and  its  introduction  into 
Irelaod  would  be  gradual  in  the  same  man- 
ner as  the  recent  change  in  the  Poor-law 
SBtem  had  been  brought  into  operation  in 
is  coantry — namely,  that  they  would 
begin  by  the  creation  of  a  certain  number 
of  unioaa  and  the  erection  of  a  certain 
number  of  workhouses,  and  then  proceed 
in  tiie  remaining  districts  of  the  country. 
By  these  means  he  certainly  thought  a  fair 
trial  of  the  measure  would  be  obuined, 
and  a  favourable  test  of  the  sonndiieBB  of 
the  [Hiooiptes  of  the  measure  would  be 
thus  uSbrded.  With  regard  to  the  law  of 
•ettlemeots,  it  would  be  impossible  now  to 
ntablisb  it ;  still  he  had  no  doubt  but  that 
practically  the  boards  of  guardians  would, 
ui  the  exercise  of  the  discretion  with  which 
they  under  this  Bill  would  be  invested, 
give  relief  to  all  those  claimants  who  were 
really  and  bond  Jide  inhabitants  of  their 
districts,  without  reference  to  the  nice  legal 
definitions  of  what  constituted  a  strict  set- 
tlement. If  bis  anticipations  of  the  effects 
of  this  measure  were  correct,  he  was  enti- 
tled confidently  to  look  forward  to  find  at 
no  very  distant  period,  that  in  an^  part  of 
Ireland  a  really  destitate  and  distressed 
person  would  be  entitled  to  relief.  In  con- 
clusion be  wouldsay,  that  by  removing  the 
cauaet  of  turbulence,  Ireland  would  be 
brought  to  a  sUte  of  peace,  happiness,  and 
prosperity,  from  one  of  want,  distress,  and 
deatitntion. 

Sir  RobtTt  Pal  said,  it  was  exceedingly 
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there  was  no  party  feeling  present, 
tboiigbt  tbe  UoQH  vid  the  ctnuttry  wete 


under  great  obligations  to  his  Hqaty^ 
Government  for  makmg  a  definite  propo* 
So  much  time,  indeed,  had  been  ex- 
pended in  inquiry  into  the  snbject,  that  a 
proposal  for  any  new  inquiry  would  he 
tantamount  to  the  admission  that  that 
inquiry  was  of  no  avail,  and  that  the  pro* 
secution  of  a  scheme  of  Poor-laws  for 
Ireland  was  hopeless.  He  believed  that 
the  extent  of  public  feeling  with  respect  to 
the  justice  and  expediency  of  inlrodocJDjf 
a  system  of  poor-laws  into  Ireland,  without 
entailing  upon  them  the  evils  wbidi  had 
pervaded  our  own  system,  hot  introducing 
a  modified  code,  was  so  strong,  that  it  was 
impossible  for  the  Ifgislatnre  to  refose  to 
consider  the  question.  He  thought,  there- 
fore, that  they  were  bonnd  tolabonr  for 
this  purpose.  At  the  same  time,  if  they 
did  feel  an  interest,  as  he  believed  all  did, 
in  the  welfare  of  Ireland,  they  were  eqnaOy 
bound  to  take  every  precaution  that,  in 
acting  on  a  principle  of  benevolence,  th^ 
^ould  not  vint  Ireland  with  the  grievances 
which  they  had  originally  suffered  fh>m 
the  former  system  of  Poor-laws  in  this 
country.  The  noble  Lord  had  referred  to 
those  measures  which  he  constdered  aux- 
iliary to  the  iotrodnction  of  a  system  of 
Poor-laws  in  Ireland,  and  from  which  he 
anticipated  considerable  aid ;  snch,  for 
instance,  as  the  affording  facilities  lo  emt- 
gralion,  and  the  undertaking  of  pnblie 
works  by  means  advanced  from  the  public 
funds,  for  the  pnrpose  of  creating  employ- 
ment for  the  able-bodied  pow.  He  waa 
bound  to  tay,  that  he  thoagbt  they  ought 
not  to  be  too  sanguine  in  their  expectations 
of  relief  to  be  otn^ned  from  these  sources. 
He  entirely  concurred  wilh  the  noble  Lord 
in  the  opinion  that  every  facility  ought  to 
be  given  to  volnntary  emigration;  hut,  at 
the  same  time,  he  thought  it  of  the  ntmost 
importance,  that  the  disposal  of  lands  in 
Uie  colonies  should  be  put  on  a  totally  new 
footing;  and  that  the  Government  ought 
not  so  much  to  seek  a  revenue  from  the 
disposal  of  those  lands,  as  to  enable  parties 
disposed  to  purchase,  to  do  so  on  very 
reasonable  terms.  In  the  next  place,  at 
thought  that,  considering  that  the  lands  to 
be  disposed  of  were  situated  witUn  some 
particular  colony,  the  first  and  chief  ol^ect 
the  Government  should  have  in  view,  sboald 
be  the  benefit  of  that  colony.  When  that 
wasiecnred,they  might  adopt  any  meatara 
that  seemed  most  expedient  or  moM  pnc- 
ticable  to  produce  improvement  at  bone. 
But  he  very  mocb  doubted  whetber  nf 
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bw«fit  derived  from  tb*  ben  Mnduetad 
•jnUin  of  Mofcntioa  would  ntBUiially  miA 


is  tb«  gmt  obgKt  of  findinf  wnploymMt 
for  tbe  poor  of  IraUnd,  or  of  dinintthing, 
m  aay  womUo  dtgiM,  the  escea  of  tM 
•upply  onr  tho  dmtuDd  foi  labour,  Tbt 
boa.  and  Ivamed  QanUcman,  tbc  Hcmbar 
for  Dublio,  had  uked  in  the  course  of  hii 
•peccb,  wb;  the  Government,  in  the  ca»e 
of  Ireland,  did  not  follow  the  exam^ils  of 
tbe  United  Sutee?  "  See,"  taid  the  boo. 
and  learned  Gentleiuant  "  bow  widely  ex- 
teotive  and  wonderfully  beneficial  U  the 
syatein  oF  emigratiin)  acted  upon  in  ibe 
llaited  Statea  of  Amertca."  No  doubi 
many  and  great  benetiti  resulted  ftom  tbe 
syiten)  in  that  country ;  but  it  muit  never 
be  fo^otten,  that  the  queition  of  emigra- 
tion was  lk«re  vastly  different  to  what  il 
was  in  AmoriCB.  There  the  emigration 
consiUed  only  of  a  removnl  from  one  part 
of  a  great  conlineut  to  another  ;  here  no 
araifration  could  laLe  place  except  by  a 
long  passage  over  sea,  attended  with  many 
expenses,  much  inconvenience,  and  the  de- 
pressing notion  of  a  complete  separation 
and  alienatio  from  the  land  of  one's  fa- 
(hers.  Observe,  too,  in  our  colonies  tbe 
difieteocc  of  languwe,  oiannrat,  climate, 
and  quality  of  the  sou.  Ail  these  afforded, 
in  England  and  Ireland,  obstroctions  to 
extensive  emigration  —  obstructioos  not 
known  in  the  United  States.  At  tbe  seme 
time,  h«  thought  that  every  encouragement 
■honld  be  given  to  voluntary  emigration ; 
be  did  not  believe  that  any  forced  eraigra- 
tion  would  be  Ibuod  of  service.  Forced 
emigration,  to  be  advantageous,  could  only 
be  applied  on  this  principle — thai  no  man 
Aould  fktMia  relief  or  Mssistuce  unless  he 
fioaseuted  to  leave  bis  country  and  to  asttle 
in  one  of  tbe  colonies.  He  did  not  think 
that  a  Gt  principle  to  be  adopted.  At  the 
tame  liiue,  he  entirely  concurred  with  those 
who  were  for  giving  every  facility  to  vo- 
kintary  eeoigratioD.  lie  came  next  to  tbe 
iuliject  of  public  worlu.  It  was  cuBtomiVT 
for  them  all  in  that  House  to  hail  with  the 
stmeat  aatisfaction  aoy  proposal  fat  the 
lUkdertaking  of  public  works  in  Ireland; 
and  yet  the  boo.  Gentlemtm  who  spoke  ao 
UHCh  ifl  favour  of  public  works  was  one  of 
tbooew^  in  tba  eourse  of  the  aana  speech, 
•mDtM  protest  against  providing  in  any  w^ 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor  b]r  the  introduction 
of  t  •ratam  of  poor>kwa,  lo  both  casea, 
what WMtLe MUD pMOpls involved?  The 
ptiaei^  of  n  in  Mrteaiwo  "ilii  tbo  natoid 
dMMsd  for  l«bot»»..die  sdaeipi*  of  taki^ 
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moarr  out  ot  t,  ■un'i  p*ek«t  h»  tke  mvs 
po«e  of  •iapto<fing  tt  i»  k  nantia^  iH  fbr 


obJKU  in  which  u  Mt  no  iawrMt,  ittAtad 
of  leaving  ii  in  hia  poektt  to  ba  amployad 
in  luch  a  manner  ••  to  hltn  ikoBid  aaem  t» 
be  moat  advaotageous,  and  for  tfajetM  i« 
which  he  fell  a  direct  iateteaL  Ho,  th«M* 
fore,  was  not  much  ditpoaad  to  vote  mWiMit 
of  the  public  money  for  the  mere  purpoat 
of  giving  employment  in  public  woritai 
because  in  a  tranquil  cooniij,  and  rn  a 
well -orgs  Dised  state  of  society,  he  believed 
all  the  employment  Ibat  could  beuseAitJv 
applied,  would  be  given  by  meana  of  pri- 
vate  enterprise  and  eiertion.  At  tbc  awa* 
time,  if  it  could  beehown,  thatby  the  MB- 
ployment  of  public  money  in  public  wetin, 
the  foundation  of  great  puUJc  ImpiMt- 
menti  would  be  laid,  which  could  oevar  Im 
obtained  without  it,  then  he  admitted  that 
a  case  would  be  made  oat  for  tiu  hitaH^ 
rence  of  the  Oovemment,  and  fartariag 
the  people  to  give  employment  to  tbe  poor. 
But  he  was  of  opinion  that  paMio  wwk^ 
ondenaken  only  for  tbe  purpose  of  afiiird- 
ing  temporary  relief  to  a  people  ii)fibriii|f 
from  general  want  of  employment,  tended 
only  to  aggravate  the  evil  they  were  hitewl- 
ed  to  obviate.  It  waa,  besidM,  unfair  t* 
■he  people  employed,  because  ii  bnhl  oat 
to  them  a  hope  that  tba  empleymeot 
would  be  permanent,  while  il  waa  only  ta* 
tended  that  it  should  be  temporary.  Upoa 
the  question  of  public  works,  there  war* 
always  two  important  points  to  be  ooo- 
sidered— first,  that  the  work  prspoaed  to 
be  underukeo  could  not  be  ncconpticbsil 
by  individual  euterpriso—second,  that  gmt 
public  benefit  would  be  derived  fr*m  it. 
Any  aid  that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Rusaeil)  expected  to  derive  from  the  nnder- 
taking  of  public  wotka  ought  to  rest  npoii 
those  considerstiona.  With  reaped  tolba 
measure  at  large,  u  propoacd  to  belauo- 
duced  by  the  noble  Lord,  ba  abould  ba 
sorry  to  say  a  word  that  could  iaiply  aat 
objection  to  it,  bacauae,  ttpon  the  iiat 
st^e  of  a  neasorc  as  important  aa  any 
ever  sobmitted  to  Parliameat,  aa  rrgmhtai 
iu  nliimata  resalts  on  the  ineieat  and  hap- 
piness of  Irelaod,  ootbiog,  be  coocaived, 
Doald  bo  ao  anwise,  p«haps  ao  mpavdov 
aUe,  aa  for  any  man  to  ptedn  hiasMAf 
precipitately  as  to  the  course  M  ««ald 
poraoe.  If,  therefore,  be  laid  a  word  apoa 
the  autMBct  on  tbai  occarion,  be  mated  tfa« 
DoMe  Leid  and  ifa«  OwnrnMMt  would 
britevettant  it  wu  aot  with  tho  cIirImM 
hoHility  ■gaiott  tlMBf  «r  ttawMit  ittfi* 
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ritbn  to  eppoaa  iha  meatun  but  merely  a 
K  friend  heviiig  every  wlih  to  facilitate  the 
CiTryiog  of  a  meaiuie  of  the  kind,  end  lo 
meke  it  in  every  teipect  aa  perfect  ai  pot- 
aibte.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Kilkenny  had  stated,  that  tha  Legitlature 
loid  now  no  option  upon  the  lubject — thi ' 
baving  once  been  introduced,  the  meaiui 
nuit  of  necetsity  be  carried.  He  certainly 
thought  that  the  LegtslRlure  wat  bound  to 
coniider  ibequeitioD  of  Poor-la wa  for  Ire- 
laud  j  hut  ir  he  were  told  because  the 
matter  bad  been  broached,  that  therefore 
it  muit  at  once  be  proceeded  with,  and 
that  the  exercise  of  no  diacreiion  was  to 
be  left  to  the  Houae,  he  begged  to  reply, 
that  he  totally  diseented  froro  lliat  doctrine. 
He  did  not  believe  that  by  the  mere  pro- 
poial  of  the  meuure  any  euch  expectation 
of  undoubted  relief  would  beexciied  in  iha 
ntindi  of  the  people  of  Ireland  at  to  take 
from  the  Legislation  all  diicretioa  npon 
the  lubJect.  A  part  of  the  noble  Lord's 
Bropoaal  vraa  the  building  of  workhousei. 
If  a  hundred  workhouses  were  built,  he 
begged  to  ask  what  would  be  the  average 
area  of  tquare  miles  over  which  each 
district  in  which  tuch  workhouse  was 
situated  would  extend  f  [Vi»counLtfowici  .* 
Each  district  will  be  twenty  miles  square.^] 
There  is  a  vast  difference  between  twent^ 
square  miles  and  twenty  miles  square  :  let 
me  underatand  distinctly  what  is  intended? 
TLord  J.  RvatU :  Twenty  miles  square] 
That  would  comprise  a  space  of  four  hun- 
dred aquare  miles.  Then,  again, did  the 
Doble  Lord  propoie  that  one  portion  jof  a 
family  seeking  relief  should  be  admitted 
into  tbe  workhouse,  and  that  other  portions 
ehouJd  be  permitted  to  work,  or  beg,  or  do 
as  they  pleased ;  or,  as  a  condition  to 
relief,  mast  the  whole  of  tbe  family  be 
admitted  at  once  ? 

Lord  J.  Euitell:  It  is  proposed  that  no 
relief  shall  be  afforded  to  one  member  of  a 
family  unless  the  whole  be  at  the  same 
time  admitted  to  the  workhouse. 

Sir  Robart  Peel  thought  the  noble  Lord 
WOuM  flnd  that  that  system  would  not 
adapt  itself  to  the  other  provisions  of  tha 
Bill.  This  proposition,  of  course,  was 
fttaadad  on  the  success  which  was  sup. 
poiad  to  have  attended  the  workhouse 
tyten  in  England.  He  felt  that  in  tha 
present  condition  of  Ireland  there  was  no 
liasfl  for  dday ;  bnt  he  thought  it  macb 
to  be  Ttsietted,  that  greater  experience  of 
the  pnetical  working  of  the  system  in 
JBaglMl  bad  wt  bani  ebtainad.    Ai  re- 
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{carded  the  introduction  of  Poor<lem  into 
Ireland,  too,  it  mutt  be  remembered  tbft 
the  situation  of  that  country,  as  compared 
with  England,  was  widely  ditferent.  Eng- 
land bad  been  under  a  system  ofPoor^ 
laws  for  300  ^aars,  in  tbe  course  of  wbioh 
time  many  grievous  abuses  had  crept  in« 
and  much  difSculty  had  existed  in  re* 
moving  them.  Ireland  was  a  country  in 
which,  as  yet,  no  system  of  Poor-laws  bad 
ever  existed.  It  was  inferred  from  the 
partial  exper  nee  of  the  last  two  yeart 
that  the  new  workhouse  system  bad 
worked  well  in  England  ;  but  he  did  not 
think  tbe  last  two  years  a  fair  test  by 
which  to  judge  of  tbe  operation  of  tha 
system.  During  the  whole  of  that  tiraa 
there  had  been  a  great  demand  for  labour 
in  consequence  of  the  great  works  under- 
taken in  this  country  by  the  enterprise  of 
private  individuals.  The  system,  there- 
fore, had  come  into  opetation  under  veir 
great  advantages.  The  noble  Lord  ataled 
that  he  would  make  no  distinction  ia 
Ireland  between  claims  that  arose 
fiom  impotency  and  those  which  arose 
from  destitution,  and  he  added  that  he 
thought  no  valid  distinction  could  be 
drawn  between  the  two.  He  was  willing 
10  give  the  point  every  consideration  i  but, 
speaking  from  tbe  present  impression  of 
his  mind,  he  must  say  that  he  ibougbt 
there  was  a  most  material  distinction  lo 
be  drawn  between  claims  arising  from 
lameness,  blindness,  dieesse,  and  extreme 
old  age,  where  it  was  evident  there  were 
few  opportunities  of  fraud,  and  claims 
arising  from  destitution,  which  in  many 
cases  might  be  real,  but  in  others  m^ht 
be  feigned,  or  the  result  of  indolence  or 
improvidence.  If  the  system  of  an  ex* 
tensive  dispensary  were  established,  at 
which  the  blind,  the  lame,  and  the  ex- 
tremely old  should  be  the  only  claimanu 
for  relief,  there  would  be  no  risk  of  falsa 
claims ;  and  any  system  adopted  in  Ire- 
land ought,  undoubtedly,  to  afford  instant 
and  substantial  relief  to  all  that  clasa  of 
persons.  But  the  moment  |be  claims  of 
the  able-bodied  man  were  admitted  aa 
account  of  destitution,  from  inability  to 
find  work,  from  that  instant  all  test  wae 
abandoned  by  which  to  ascertain  whether 
the  claims  were  valid  or  not.  Tbe  nobla 
Lord  was  very  confidatit  that  the  work- 
bouse  lyatem  would  afford  an  effectual 
check  to  false  claim*  g  and  upcm  tbtl 
point  ha  bed  quoted  the  teatiatooy  and 
opinion  of   Mr.  Mkbob.      He  im  w 
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IWy  diipoMd  u  tW  nobte  Lord  to  attadi '  were  adopUd,  be  fnred  Aat  the  pRMmc 
{KM  wngitt  to  tbe  opioioB  of  thttt  gen-  of  char^j  wootd  faD  most  hearttjr  oa  Iboae 
denn  ;  bol  at  tbe  nBe  tise  be  tlraogfat  wbo  were  leait  capaMe  of  bearing  it. 
1^  eaiwiiaice  of  tbe  woriniig>  of  the  Eng-  '  Bat  at  thai  tkae,  and  in  that  tx&f  itage 
Bib  Bin  mMt  be  too  brief  to  enable  bin  '  of  tbe  proceedingt,  be  vonid  not  extend 
his  obaerrationa.  He  gare  every  enttit  to 
tbe  GoTcniBwiit  (or  bringing  tlie  matter 
rorwaid.  Ai  &r  as  be  was  peraooaQf 
concerned,  he  was  disposed  in  vmj  way 
to  labour  towards,  be  wonid  not  say  the 
literal  adoption  of  the  meanire  as  it  was 
then  proposed  to  tbem,  bat  towards  tbe 
'  itrodoction  of  a  sound  system  of  Poor- 


[  with  any  certainty  as  to  what 
tte  probable  operation  of  a  similar  system 
WOoM  be  in  Inland.  But  consider  what 
dieae  workhooaea  woold  be  in  tbe  centre 
of  an  area  of  400  aqoare  miles.  The  ad- 
vantage of  tbe  workhouse  system  in  Eog. 
bnd  was,  tbat  it  afforded  an  immediate 
tot  of   the  validity  of   the   clmmants. 

How,  embracing  so  vast  a  district,  conld  |  laws  into  Ireland,  by  which  the  toBamg 
it  afiferd  a  similar  test  in  Ireland  ?  He  ;  poor  of  that  coant^  m^t  be  relie*ed, 
feared,  too,  if  tbe  workboutet  should  be-  j  without  entailing  npon  them  and  upoa  the 
come  popular  in  Ireland,  that  those  who  richer  classes  such  heavy  evils  as  hod 
lived  in  tbe  immediate  ne^bourbood  arisen  in  England  from  an  indiscriminate 
would  have  the  prior  claim,  so  as  to  I  application  of  relief.  With  that  feeling 
prevent  those  who  lived  at  tbe  greater  I  he  should  address  himself  to  this  mea- 
oistance  of  ten  or  twenty  mites,  from  any '  sore  with  exactly  tbe  same  zeal  as  if  it 
*    '    '    ■         -■■'-"       -       ,r  [,gj  [jgg^  introduced  by  bis  own  PHencb:. 


ebance  of  admission  at  all.  Therefore  if 
a  rigid  law  were  laid  down  that  no  relief 
sboold  be  given  except  sn  admission  to 
the  workhouse,  he  was  afraid  the  remedy 
proposed  would  be  found  in  practice  to  be 
a  very  partial  one.  The  noble  Lord  bad 
stated  that  all  those  wbo  could  not  obtain 
relief  vrilhin  the  workhouses  would  be  at 
liberty  to  wander  about  and  beg.  Had 
the  Oovemment  determined  that  it  was 
irapoisible  to  unite  with  the  workbonse 
nstem  some  system  of  domiciliary  relief? 
The  great  disadvantage  of  the  workhouse 

Sitem  was  its  inflexibility.  Might  not 
at  disadvantage  be  obviated  to  some 
degree  by  the  establishment  of  a  system 
of  domiciliary  relief  combined  with  tt  ? 
As  he  had  stated  before,  he  wished  to  give 
this  measure  his  cordial  support,  which  he 
sbould  undoubtedly  do,  if,  in  the  course 
of  the  further  discussion,  he  should  feel 
convinced  that  the  workhouse  system  was 
inseparabls  from  the  introduction  of  Poor- 
laws  into  Ireland.  All  tbat  he  was  afraid 
of  was,  that  by  the  rigid  rule  of  excluding 
every  claim  to  relief  unless  administered 
within  tbe  walls  of  the  workhonse,  and  of 
allowing  vagrancy  to  be  sanctioned  by  the 
low,  very  little  practical  good  would  be  ef- 
fected. The  noble  Lord  stated,  that  the 
workhoases  would  not  be  filled,  because  the 
natural  affection  of  the  Irish  people  would 
iadace  them  to  support  their  poor  and 
more  destitute  relatives.  In  that  case,  he 
(Sir  Robert  Peel)  thought  they  would  not 
relieve  the  class  of  persons  who  stood  most 
in  need  of  iL  If  that  feeling  obtained 
generally  in  Ireland,  and  if  this  systsnf 


Mr.  JoMet  Orailan  was  understood  to 
say  that  the  Act  of  tbe  1 1th  and  12th  of 
George  3rd,  was  nothing  buta  wotUKNne 
Act,  and  that  a  workhonse  system  was  not 
BO  new  or  so  objectionable  as  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  seemed  to  think.  He  thanked 
the  noble  Lord  most  sincerely  for  having 
brought  forward  his  present  proposition. 
For  twelve  or  fourteen  years  be  had  been 
most  anxious  for  the  introdnctton  of  Poor- 
laws  into  Ireland,  and  he  conceived  that 
the  proposed  measure  woold  work  well ; 
at  all  events,  he  was  convinced  tbatsotne 
system  of  Poor-laws  for  Ireland  was  called 
for,  and  that  the  longer  tbe  qneation  was 
delayed,  the  worse  it  would  be  fbr  that 
country.  Every  man  who  had  read  the 
reports  of  the  misery  that  existed  in  his 
unhappy  country,  which  indeed  was  so  ex- 
treme as  scarcely  to  be  equalled  in  any  othep 
country  on  the  face  of  the  globe,  must 
agree  with  him  in  that  opinion ;  and  it  was 
equally  true  that  the  operation  of  Poor- 
laws  m  Ireland  would  be  exceedingly 
beneficial  to  England,  inasmuch  as  ft 
would  prevent  the  Iri^  labourers  from 
coming  hither  to  obtain  tbat  employment 
which  they  could  not  get  in  Ijieir  own 
country.  With  respect  to  what  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  had 
said  with  regard  to  absentees  being  com- 
pelled to  pay  a  double  rate  for  the  relief 
of  the  poor  in  Ireland,  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  go  BO  far,  but  he  certainly 
thought  that  every  absentee  ought  to 
pay  as  much  as  the  resident  laodloid. 
Lord  Sbaiky  mnteoidnlly  igieed  in* 
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tbe  last  obaervatian  vhich  had  Tallen  from 
the  hon.  GentleinaD  who  bad  JDnt  sat 
down— namely,  that  it  was  most  impor- 
tant OD  this  occasion,  and  on  all  other 
occasions,  when  questions  relating  to 
Ireland  were  discussed,  to  insist  that  i[ 
was  just  to  compel  the  absentees  of  Irish 
utates  to  tahe  on  themselves  their  fair 
portion  of  the  public  burdens.  He  did 
not  say  that  they  should  supply  (for  in- 
deed it  was  impossible  that  they  could  do 
so)  only  by  their  pecuniary  subscriptions 
the  remedy  for  the  evils  which  their  ab- 
sence from  their  property  created,  but 
that  they  should,  as  far  as  possible,  be 
compelled  to  bear  their  fair  proportion  of 
those  legitimate  claims  which  devolved 
upon  all  landlords.  Whether  resident  or 
not,  they  could  not  escape  the  responsi- 
bility to  their  own  consciences  for  any 
neglect  of  which  they  were  guilty.  He 
came  forward  as  a  landlord  and  a  proprie- 
tor of  land  in  Ireland,  one  who  was  ne- 
cessanly  absent  from  that  country  at 
times,  and  therefore  one  to  whom  the 
name  of  absentee  had  been,  and  might  be, 
applied.  But  it  had  been  his  humble 
desire  to  endeavour,  as  far  as  absentee 
could,  to  discharge  the  duties  which  de- 
volved on  him  in  that  capacity.  He  had 
never  on  any  occasion,  he  hoped  he  need 
not  say  from  a  feeling  of  short-sighted 
interest,  shrunk  from,  or  endeavoured 
to  avoid  those  fair  burdens  which  as  an 
Irish  landlord  he  ought  to  bear.  His 
noble  Friend  who  had  introduced  the 
measure  had  stated  two  principal  objects 
which  be  had  in  view — first,  to  give  to 
landlords  in  general  an  interest  in  the 
management  of  their  estates ;  and  se- 
condly, which  was  a  most  important  ob- 
ject, the  prevenlion  of  vagrancy  and  men- 
dicancy. With  regard  to  the  second 
rdint,  it  was  impossible  for  any  man  who 
ad  had  personal  experience  in  Ireland  to 
exag^rate  or  overrate  the  importance  of 
that    most   mischievous    and   moat   fatal 

gst  of  all  the  pests  of  society  there. 
e  was  not  stating  it  too  strougly,  because 
the  general  and  promiscuous  system  of 
relief  to  all  cases  of  dislress,  real  or  ficli- 
lious,  deserved  or  undeserved,  whether 
caused  by  idleness  or  misfortune,  the 
vagrant  habits  it  engendered,  the  mis- 
chievous poison  it  instilled  into  families, 
tlia  utterimprovidence  it  encouraged,  the 
check  it  gave  to  all  improvement,  lis 
positive  discouragement  of  all  industry, 
JUmiiE^t^  and  prudence,  tbe  baneful  inSti- 
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ence  which  it  exercised  on  the  popnlatioo 
of  Ireland,  and  the  social  and  moral  C0B> 
dition  of  the  people — that  evil  compared 
to  the  amount  of  taxation  to  the  extent 
of  500,000?.,  or  1,000,000/.  or  even 
2,000,000/.,  made  the  latter  a  matter  of 
perfect  insignificance.  On  all  occasions 
when  an  abstract  resolution  was  mooted 
in  that  House,  such  as  that  it  was  expe. 
dient  to  introduce  poor-laws  into  Ireland, 
he  had  felt  it  to  be  his  duty,  whether  as  t 
Member  of  the  Government  or  not,  to 
object  to  that  sort  of  vague  motion,  be- 
lieving that  it  could  do  nothing  hut  create 
expectations  of  hope,  which  they  would 
not  be  able  to  realize.  Suppose  persons 
of  different  political  opinions  united  in 
voting  for  such  a  motion,  yet  it  was  found 
that  they  could  not  agree  when  they  cama 
to  the  details  of  the  question  after  having 
so  voted,  and  the  consequence  was  that 
Ihey  had  raiaed  expectations  which  ther 
could  not  fulfil,  and  exhibited  evils  which 
they  could  not  cure;  therefore  they  bad 
produced  mischief  only,  while  they  had 
been  actuated  by  the  raost  charitably  feeL 
ings,  of  an  earnest  desire  to  do  good.  Bat 
the  case  was  difi'erent  when  thera  was  a 
speci6c  plan  brought  forward  by  Govern- 
ment, on  its  responsibility  (and  it  was  only 
the  Government  which  could  succeed) 
and  grounded  on  a  mature  consideration 
of  the  subject.  He,  as  a  landlord,  felt 
grateful  to  the  Government  for  having 
taken  upon  themselves  tbe  trouble  and 
responsibility  of  introducing  this  impor- 
tant subject.  His  noble  Friend  and  his 
colleagues  must  be  fully  sensible  of  the 
difficulties  they  had  brought  upon  them- 
selves  by  talcing  up  the  matter ;  and  he 
trusted  that  the  subject  would  be  followed 
out  to  a  satisfactory  termination.  For 
bis  own  part  it  would  be  his  duty,  as  well 
as  pleasure,  to  give  all  his  exertions  to 
carry  out  this  measure,  without  pledging 
himself  to  all  its  details,  to  a  successful 
result.  He  had  alluded  to  the  state  of 
vagrancy  in  Ireland,  and  was  anxious  to 
offer  some  observations  on  the  subject  to 
the  House.  It  had  been  argued  by  Gen- 
tlemen who  spoke  against  allowing  com- 
pulsory relief,  that  by  doing  so  you  would 
check  the  flow  of  private  benevolence  in 
Ireland.  He  would  speak  as  an  English- 
man who  had  lived  in  Ireland,  and  bad 
seen  much  of  the  people  and  country. 
He  could  say  without  hesitation,  that  be 
had  seen  instances  of  self-devotion  on  tha 
part  .of  .the  peosantri  of  th«t  coifDtqr 
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, [    witfrooi   hMiMtion,  which  re- 

kcMdlJM  hirhwt  eredit  on  the  humlil«t 
clM*n  in  IreJand.  They  coDiidered  that 
Mofbrfonate  wgraou  were  enlilled  to  cora- 
nand  r«IJer  at  their  hands,  aod  without 
beattalion  they  brotight  them  to  their  own 
hooaet  to  share  the  aame  bamble  shelter 
and  rood  as  the  owner  was  enabled  to 
■0brd  to  his  family.  He  could  (ell  hoD. 
Members  that  this  was  not  a  rare  occur- 
ivace  in  Ireland — it  was  not  a  casual 
event,  but  it  was  a  matter  of  daily  and 
conitant  occurrence — and  be  it  recollected 
that  the  persons  who  afForded  this  aid 
were  themselves  steeped  to  the  lips  in 
poverty.  Let  ihe  House  suppose  the  case 
of  a  poor  widow  left  destitute,  with  a 
large  family,  and  surrounded  with  (bote 
who  hardly  knew  how  to  get  their  bread 
ftom  day  to  day,  yet  in  such  a  diilrioi 
thers  could  not  be  found  a  house  in 
which  Ihe  widow  would  not  find  a 
lefbge— nay,  more,  he  would  venture  to 
■ay  that  there  was  not  a  poor  family  who 
would  refuse  to  charge  thetnaelveB  with  a 
permanent  share  of  expense  toward*  the 
•npport  of  this  family,  and  this  eren  to  an 
eitent  beyond  their  means.  Would  he 
eheck  this  system  of  benevolence?  He 
honoered  too  highly  the  benevolence  thus 
manifestet) — he  felt  too  much  as  a  Christ- 
Jen  the  nature  of  the  feelings  from  whence 
it  emanated-— to  endeavour  to  check  its 
•acred  flow.  Bui  looking  at  the  matter  as 
a  statesman,  rtgardiDg  also  the  state  of 
the  country,  and  fookiDg  to  the  habits  of 
the  people,  and  recollecting  alio  ths  ne- 
eetsity  of  engendering  habits  of  foresight, 
be  felt  satisfied  that  the  Legislatnr*  most 
not  force  on  the  poor  peasantry  of  the 
country  such  a  shera  of  the  charge  of 
snpporting  those  who  ware  absolutely 
destitute.  High  and  exalted  virtues  tin- 
doubtedly  they  ware  ;  and  the  mora  high 
and  exalted  because  unseen  and  unknown. 
But,  while  admitting  this,  li  was  the  duty 
ef  the  House  to  recollect  that  the  praotioe 
of  those  virtues  produced  in  the  minds  of 
the  popalation  a  sense  that  it  was  not 
necessary  to  took  to  the  future,  or  (o  make 
pmvision  beyond  the  preaeoi  moment.  No 
dooht  this  atate  of  things  resulted  from 
feelings  of  a  high  origin,  but  if  it  ware  not 
cheeked  by  law,  it  produced  nbuaes  to  the 
Jnr,   and    ted  Ml  ib«  ewMcMfl  ft   th» 
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greatest  evila  in  the  coDstrjr.  Fe  M  to  cIm 
roost  pernicious  system  of  imprudence  la 
the  habile  of  the  peasantty,  and  it  indaced 
them  to  give  away  their  last  helfpeeny,  or 
potato,  without  knowing  where  ttoy coeM 
supply  their  own  wants  and  those  of  ibe^ 
families.  Thisoveratraioedandexaggetttarf 
character  of  benevolenoe  arose  from  tba  ^^ 
culisTcircumstances  of  the  country;  fortbey 
could  not  tell  that  they  mig:hl  not  thetsi- 
selves  fall  into  this  state  of  destitation. 
He  saw  in  this  the  strongest  reason  not  to 
strain  those  feelings,  lest  the  eaercise  of 
them  might  prove  injurious  to  the  soeial 
system.  Therefore,  he  was  prepared  t« 
say,  let  us  adopt  some  system  of  relief  for 
the  utterly  destitute.  In  such  a  slate  of 
things  as  at  present  enisled  in  Ireland  tbe 
state  should  interfere,  and  nj  to  Ihe 
struggling  cottagers  of  Ireland,  "Yob 
shall  not  share  teyond  your  means ;  your 
richer  neighbours  shall  also  eontribste 
their  share  towards  the  relief  of  Ihe  moat 
destitute."  He  agreed  also  with  his  Ma- 
jesty's Oovernraeat,  that  tbe  utterly  dco. 
titute  should  alone  be  relieved.  He  <wai 
awara  that  the  moat  exaggerated  antiei- 
patiens,  as  well  aa  the  most  extravagant 
feelings  of  alarm,  were  held  by  diffimnt 
parties,  as  to  what  would  be  the  resuk  of 
the  adoption  of  poor-laws  in  Ireland.  One 
party  looked  upon  it  as  imposing  a  bunien 
which  would  swallow  up  all  tbe  property 
in  Ireland,  and  such  might  possibly  be  the 
eETect  if  they  did  not  Itwk  carefully  to  tbe 
operation  of  the  system.  On  the  olher 
hand,  they  were  (old  that  a  system  oX 
poor-laws  would  at  once  lead  to  the  in- 
vestment  of  capiial  in  Ireland,  te  ibe 
general  employment  of  (he  poor,  aud  to  a 
higher  rale  af  wages;  it  was  the  duty  of 
that  House  to  do  all  that  could  be  done 
by  l^islation  to  promote  these  ends.  Ha 
could  not,  however,  help  observing,  ih^t 
these  exaggerated  feelings  held  on  »na 
hand  and  the  other,  had  been  attended 
with  Ihe  most  injurious  effects.  He  had 
no  such  anticipation  of  its  vast  benefits  ; 
he  patlicipstad  in  no  such  feelings  ef 
alarm  as  had  been  described.  He  ihooght 
that  much  good  might  be  effected  by  tbs 
adoption  of  a  judteious  and  sound  system. 
He  was  persuaded  that  the  deuitutioa  to 
command  relief  must  be  absolute,  enilra, 
and  hopeless— such  destitution  most  alone 
ba  the  limit  of  the  law.  They  most  aa 
no  account  hold  out  eipcctatioM  of  it* 
lieving  the  man  who  with  a  fiitr  aeras  «f 
laad  wu  distnHtd,  baawnhafci^i^iri 
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to  pay  an  amoitnt  for  rent  which  he  wat 
not  able  to  pay.  The  adoptron  of  a  plan 
W  which  relief  woulcl  be  efTonled  to  thrs 
mn  would  indeed  be  a  canflication  of  all 
die  landed  property  in  Ireland.  Snch  a 
tntem  would  he  no  real  relief  to  the  indi- 
Vidaal  himself;  it  would  not  lead  to  a 
^reaur  dcf  ree  of  providence  for  the  future, 
hot  It  would  hold  out  n  cimilar  and 
even  D  stronger  inducement  than  at  pre«ent 
to  ihti  claat  to  make  the  most  improvident 
and  abinrd  bnr^ins ;  al  the  same  time  it 
Would  ruin  the  landlords,  and  make  the 
conduct  of  the  peasantry  ttill  more 
thoufchtlea*  than  at  present.  Now  with 
respect  to  the  dangers  which  they 
bad  to  look  to  —  the  dnnger  which 
multed  from  the  late  poor-laws  in  England 
was,  that  there  was  a.  systematic  laxity  tn 
their  administration,  beyond  all  example, 
which  produced  scenes  of  evil,  of  which 
all  men  were  witnesses,  and  which  neces- 
aarily  led  to  the  adoption  of  a  check  tn 
their  administration,  which,  by  a  gradual 
and  careful  mode  of  proceeding,,  would  no 
ianht  lead  to  a  great  improvement.  In 
Ireland,  however,  they  had  a  reverse  seriea 
of  changes.  In  this  country,  it  had  been 
fonnd  necessary  to  contract,  as  much  as 
possible,  the  system  of  relief;  so  in  Ireland 
It  was  necessary  to  set  ont  from  the  other 
end  of  the  series,  and  they  must  make 
rules  and  regulations  which  they  would  be 
able  to  enlarge.  He  said  this,  not  from 
any  wish  to  take  from  the  peasantry  or 
pauper  population  of  Ireland,  any  ad- 
vantage enjoyed  by  the  pauper  population 
of  England.  The  House  most  see  how 
far  it  was  neccisary  to  make  restrictions 
in  the  one  country  in  the  system  already 
Ir  force,  and  how  far  they  were  enabled 
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themselves  to  (be  conllaemeDt  ami  rMtavint 
which  neceanrily  eiisted  in  a  workboasei 
with  a  view  of  obtaining  a  sufiicieDcy  of 
food  end  clothing ;  but  the  feelings  of 
restraint  and  conjinement  were  so  adverse 
to  anything  like  Irish  feelings  and  habits, 
that  if  the  workhouse  was  found  to  be  n 
great  check  in  England,  in  inducing  tha 
poorer  classes  to  depend  on  their  own 
exertions,  instead  of  resorting  to  the  perish, 
it  would  be  found  to  be  a  stltl  more  power* 
ful  check  in  Ireland.  Those  great  inducA- 
ments,  in  the  shape  of  good  living,  clotlh 
ing,  and  lodging,  would  not  hare  n«ar  the 
same  effect  in  Ireland  as  in  England.  In 
speaking  r>f  a  woFkhouse  system,  it  la 
necessary  to  examine  bow  the  wor^ihouaea 
are  to  be  distributed.  He  did  not  wirii  to 
trouble  the  House  at  such  length ;  bnt 
when  a  great  measure  was  introduced,  in 
which  no  party  feelings  were  involved  on 
one  side  or  the  other,  he  thought  that  It 
would  be  advisable  to  ihrow  out  at  once 
such  suggestions  as  occurred  to  him  aa  to 
any  difficulties  that  might  appear  in  lfa« 
working  of  it.  He  confessed  that  he  had 
doubts  and  hesitations  as  lo  some  parts  of 
the  proposed  plan,  and  therefore,  what  ha 
then  stated  were  observatious  which  ha 
trusted  would  not  be  considered  asbinding 
upon  bira.  His  noble  Friend  had  told  tha 
House,  that  oneof  the  chief  objects  of  tha 
Bill  was,  the  making  provision  for  tha 
relief  of  destitute  vagrants.  Unlesa  they 
meant  completely  and  decidedly  to  put  a 
slop  to,  and  prevent  vagrancy,  they  coald 
not  be  successful  in  effecting  their  object. 
To  attain  this  end,  it  would  be  absolntelj 
necessary  that  there  should  be  workhouse* 
within  such  a  distance  of  each  other,  that 
the  inflrm  and  aged  could  readily  reach 
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P0«tod  ttft  lew  expanw,  «'"'.  »'«<'."'«' 
tiw  c<Mt  of  ■opennlendence  would  be 
dninnfaed.  Bnt  his  noble  Friend  had,  at 
tbe  nine  time,  kept  out  of  Tiew  what,  io 
bia  (Lord  Stanley's)  opioion,  could  not  but 
provo  to  be  a  great  evil — be  meant  the 
difficulty   of  getting,  jd  Ireland,  proper 

arwDi  to  act  on  the  Board  of  Guardians. 

[is  noble  Prienil  might  reply,  that  even 
by  reducing  the  distance  between  tbe 
workhouses  to  five  milea,  they  would  still 
havo  to  contend  with  the  same  difficulties 
in  Bnding  fit  persons  to  act.  But  the 
difficulty  was  not  diminished  by  increasing 
the  size  of  the  district;  for  it  did  not 
follow,  that  because  you  could  not  get  ten 
persons  in  half  the  distance,  that  you 
could  get  twenty  persons  in  the  proposed 
distance.  His  noble  Friend  must  be  aware, 
that  the  very  extent  of  some  of  tbe  unions 
in  England,  was  productive  of  a  great 
deal  of  mischief.  Some  persons,  tbe  most 
proper  to  act  as  guardians  of  the  poor, 
would  not  go  out  day  after  day,  and  week 
after  week,  to  a  considerable  distance,  to  at- 
tend themeetingsoftheBoard.  Thiswould 
more  especially  be  the  case,  in  a  country 
in  a  distracted  state ;  and  he  was  satisfied, 
that  in  many  parts  of  Ireland,  on  this 
ground,  many  gentlemen  would  decline 
going  to  a  distance  from  their  homes,  to 
attend  Board  meetings.  There  were  also 
different  motives  operating,  to  induce  gen. 
tlemen  to  take  upon  themselves  these 
offices  in  the  two  countries.  The  object 
in  England  was,  to  reduce  a  great  burden ; 
bnt  in  Ireland,  by  carrying  out  tbe  pro- 

Cosed  system,  they  would  entail  a  great 
urden  on  themselves.  He  was  satisfied 
that  they  would  not  get  the  persona  of  the 
same  class  in  Ireland  to  attend,  day  after 
day,  and  week  alter  week,  as  was  the  case 
in  England.  He  repeated,  if  tbe  difficulty 
to  procure  the  services  of  proper  persons 
on  the  Boards  of  Quardians  here  was  found 
to  be  great,  it  would  he  still  more  so  in 
Ireland.  He  was  also  satisfied,  that  the 
more  they  extended  the  size  of  each  work- 
home  district,  the  greater  the  difficulties 
that  would  be  fell.  He  would  ask  his 
noble  Frisnd  then,  whether  tbe  proposed 
workhoBse  districts  were  too  large  for  the 
practical  working  of  tbe  system  7  It  sbonld 
also  be  recollected,  that  there  was  a  great 
want  of  a  proper  parochial  machinery  in 
Inland,  and  tberefiire  he  thought  that 
tkey  would  have  to  giro  greater  power 


given  to  them  in  England.  There  was 
another  part  of  the  plan  with  respect  to 
which  he  wished  to  say  a  few  woids,  and 
which  was  suggested  to  him  by  what  Ind 
fallen  from  the  noble  Lord.  It  mu  pro~ 
posed,  that  utter  and  entire  destitution 
should  be  the  only  ground  of  relief,  fi'ii 
not  this  suppose,  as  a  corollary,  that  entirft 
destitution  gave  an  absolute  right  to  relief  1 
How  could  they  tell  a  man  that  he  should 
not  go  a  begging,  and  at  the  same  time 
say,  that  the  case  was  not  one  of  destitu- 
tion, and  relief,  therefore,  should  not  be 
given  ?  Upon  whom  would  they  throw  tbe 
responsibility,  to  say  who  had  and  who  had 
not  arightto  relief?  His  noble  Friend,  be 
believed,  went  further,  and  said  that  des- 
titution was  the  sole  condition  of  relief. 
He  said  that  he  would  give  no  absolute 
tight,  and  the  reason  was,  that  he  could 
not  do  so  without  having  a  law  of  settle- 
ment. He  would  not  pledge  himself 
upon  the  subject,  but  would  wait  to  hear 
whether  the  Government  could  show  the 
possibility  or  practicability  of  introducing 
any  measure — whether  it  gave  to  the  paa> 
per  an  absolute  right,  or  not  an  absolata 
right,  to  relief — which  should  not  carry 
with  it  the  necessity  of  some  law  of  settle- 
ment. Let  them  not  shrink  from  the 
difficulty  of  tbe  case.  He  knew  it  was  a 
difficulty.  His  noble  friend  had  said, "Look 
at  the  law  of  settlement  in  England,  and 
see  what  trouble,  what  litigation,  what 
expense  it  occasions;  therefore,  said  his 
noble  Friend,  simply,  let  us  have  no  law 
of  settlement  at  all."  Suppose  his  noUe 
Friend  were  to  be  met  with  this  sort  of 
argument — "  See  what  abuses  have  pre- 
vailed under  the  old  poor-law  sjrstem  ia 
this  country;  see  what  ruin,  in  every  direc- 
tion it  has  occasioned ;  therefore  let  ai 
have  no  poor-law  at  all ;"  would  it  not  be 

frecisely  the  doctrine  which  his  noble 
'riend  now  advanced  against  the  law  of 
settlement  ?  If  the  House  recognised  the 
principle  that  destitution  should  be  the 
test  of  relief,  and  that  that  relief  should 
be  limited  to  the  workhouse,  and  if  they 
meant,  as  a  general  measure,  that  it  should 
prevent  vagrancy  —  vagrancy  being  the 
greatest  evil  in  Ireland — then  they  must 
give  to  destitution  an  absolute  right  and 
claim  upon  some  fund ;  and  if  they  gave 
to  destitution  an  absolute  light  and  claim 
upon  some  fund,  then  they  must,  by  tome 
law  of  settlement,  say  upon  what  fund  that 
claim  should  be.    Fron  this  cbvn  o(  nv 
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§Miiag  he  coiM  not  tee  how  Atj  coald  |  ptonnoB  for  wdiJing  eler^yan  af  «■ 

flicape.     How  wu  it  ihsthiB  noble  Ftiaui  denamatUiOM  frm  the  wimmmlM^em  of 

propcwd  to  be^  thia  «piea  ■■  liriiMi  7  ■  iIkk  fit=<I&.     Tacir  iueriieKace  mi^€ 

Why,  ^eBtablnlung«tbrt.fiAM>«afk-  !raJ  to  tfut-CK.r&ia^  icd  b>  mm^mmh 

hoQtes  in  tint  country.      Now  it  wioid-  cf  p4rj^t«,   ■'  bm  to  farLa.rT  itmiti 

mttlad  that  Ibere  wonld  beafmt  rwik  o:  *i_^  ^wM^i  »  a  ^rex  esvs:  •«■£■»« 

paupers  upon  thoie   Sfieeo   workkowKs.  :2iem  i^  w.-^  a  rwt  siii^ts  t^   • 

and  that  it  woold  beimpooible  lo  laat  ^     .  _  _-  .  _ 

their  claims.      Bat   that  wm  aw  "?*- 

ment   in  Tavoar  of  a   Uw  of  ""t*— "• 

when   they  were  about  to  give  ts   pwv- 

pen   a   cUim    tkrongbowt    IreiLsif,    :xe  ' 

•ame  aa  in  Eoglaad,  apow  c«csy  awe  «^  ' 

those  workbonaes.     Bat  if  iw  budwrf  =i.±  us  e 

auUiorities  abaiild  not  ckoaae  la  adwic  -ji« 

panpm  clai«ia^   thcw,  wrarfing  ai  ^e 

pTOpoHtion  of  bii    noble   Friead,    awK 

paopen  ahoold  have  a  li^  ^  ""tj^  3wh 

See  bow,  adoptiag,  as  it  wai  prifoae*  »  se 

do,  the  lame  law,  aad  Ox  na^  "'^■"t-  |<aii 

tration  in  Ireland  aa  ia  Eii^tui.  has  t  le  wiu;:r  lies 

plan   woold  openic 

was  DO  poor-bw  ia  In 

from  the  coasts  of  Caw 

land,  or  the  wcsScfB  ca^  e£^  EaoiawL  jmmw*. -aimat.  mm.ia0t 

tbey  cowld  Ay  af  »y  lawip'sf  Jr-sa  -     n   [^  In  4J11 

paapom  they  thaacat  ^^^   aad 

tbesa  looae  Dw  loA  paMd.  aad  ud 

to  beg  their  war  horn*.     Taa  x  jiDc 

by  the  aohle  Lad  aoc  imbs  wionjif    w  .it  vbitr  >wt<^  « 

thromi  apoB  BeiAat,  [>tuui.  ie  '^  UKt-  m  mimuA    ia<-^     v«Rt   |;«>(    «^   •**   -•«« 

ford,  an  ahaataSc  aad  mmgnimwi    lion^  Mwimir  1^  -,tv  ;«<»>»  <t>/f' •hthmm*   lynr 

not  a  lefal.  basdea  ii  3ia  ieai!ri>.<-.A     v-  -w  •.v^unn-n   vnr  «    nt— u»    «.4ww*( 

lo  saj  to  ih^B,   "  TmW^  HeSt  3  1  >vw-'  -nut    K»>r.i.       r-»     trr./;     .«*>«*««<      M 

law  Miina|,hair  baiaarf,  ^tf  a*  uuvsoai  ■•<  v>>«f^     *  »  vr»   •>h>'^«*'  '.iw^  .^ 

Bfstcaa  of  rdis^  yet  Aasa  yanHMa  «iM  t^  !.«  -^'i    !.<««  n  3tb9<|'     ^Mmxi)  m  .•«. 

naiataaacd by  yaw  ».  iZfautin,   "Vwivfivit  :*A       '-'  »«     Iw  a-wf^^yrf   /•t.^tmrt'  v 

Of  PfHm.  or  sw  (hex  waat  «•  jtUawrf  r.  -vm  1/'  >  >    m  wv»   ra^^>->^.  «  b.*  .«■«• 

beg  their  any  tbaa^  SH-fwaur^'     V«i  •"•r      I  ;<#  v  «w«-m^   mw  {*■•  •*~      v^ 

ib^  the  way  tiny  «rit  a  ?ji^w>rt '      f  r.-«>~  ,,•'>«—  -,  .-.^  ^,.-*  v.  -y  t.^ 

then,  Ih^  wsaeri  »  .nctvcw»  be  ■i**'  imw-i     v.  -^        >t-  --...i,,-^   r  ««, 

nstea olmM/ waa SaHawtf  la in!«Mi'(f  a  -^r.-.  j^  >     #<.>     -  ^fr  »*.<     '»,« 

Eatf aad,  Ihay  — *  cwfy  .to*  mwib^— »*Ta  U- j.-if    ,«-y.-    -«  .-^     -^     — '»«.-^i>- 


of  D^&a  War  fbw  aaaa  xtoiiwi  >-,  W 
cownty  of  Laacarttr,  aa  tM  vnuuv  ■/ 
Cofswallorihacoaaey  t^'vii  yi»r  <i  t 
at  the   prcstac  »aM«ac     im    h'*   h*^ 

COald  aot  do  WiTJaaC  ^Wdni^wn^  *  :iw  -/ 
SftlifSWWl       W.CA1MC  »   «w  V  V 

Ibeirfarr,  aad  wj-uvk  ];'-af  1 
ahaahiu  tjm  i&  Miief,  if,  -wtrft  kv  !«> 
hffr  il  vaa  faa^sMK  Um  -lur  >wft* 
BMaaaac  raalil  awiaaeil-  .'-  m-ynf.  ^t 
at  i''T  ffsarar  sinwarr  wrr  mrt  »  -r^, 
siderMma  «f  ^  senrii    «?-     ■.^w^-.n* 


rf  U     ^^a  .<.-■. 
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tbej  cane  to  the  detaili  of  the  Bill,  u  to 

the  Hmount  to  be  changed  upon  the  land- 
lord, and  the  manner  in  vliich  it  wai  to  be 
dittiibuted  among  the  landlord  and 
tenaoU;  and  al*o  u  to  the  mean*  by 
which  thej  were  to  pay  it —  whether  they 
should  deduct  it  Trom  the  whole  of  the 
landlord'a  rent,  or  whether  the  amount 
charged  npon  the  landlord  shonid  be  first 
paid  by  the  tenant  and  allowed  as  a  part 
Gonsideratioo  of  the  rent — which  he  should 
think  the  roost  desirable  course.  Bat  these 
were  questions  to  be  considered  by  them 
in  Committee,  and  discussed  by  ibem 
as  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
who,  whaterer  their  opinious  might  be 
upon  theoretical  questions,  be  hoped  when 
they  came  to  deal  with  a  great  question  of 
this  kind,  concerning  which  there  was  but 
one  sole  and  only  interest  on  both  sides  o( 
the  House,would  equally  endeavourtocsn-y 
it  through  perfectly  by  friendly  arguineui 
and  by  discussing  it  wannly,  if  necessary, 
but  at  the  same  time  candidly  ;  and  by 
bowing  to  the  opinion  of  the  majority,  and 
to  expediency,  when  their  mutual  object 
wassscertaioeilto  hetheaame.  He  would 
say,  that  was  the  course  the  House  of 
Commons  ought  to  pursue  on  a  question 
of  this  kind.  That  was  the  coiirae  which 
hemeantto  pursueandiothename  of  erery 
Meanber   on  either  side   of    ihe   House, 


qtwttioB  of  distitatian,  his  nobk  Friend 
would  make  it  understood  that  no  penoa 
renting  and  occnpying  land  iboold  be 
considered  in  such  a  state  of  destitution 
as  to  give  htm  a  right  to  relief.  It  bad 
been  said,  that  there  would  be  a  gmt  io- 
fluK  of  paupers  at  particular  times  of  the 
year  in  the  workhouses.  Undoubtedly 
this  would  be  ihe  case  if  they  admitted 
this  clan  of  persons  ;  because  the  Knalt 
landholders  at  certain  periods  of  the  year, 
sufiec  great  distress,  generally  iu  the 
months  of  May.  Juneand  July, bei  ween  the 
consumption  of  cue  crop  and  the  gather- 
ing of  the  other.  Now,  if  men,  though 
holding  four  or  Gve  acres  of  land,  were  at 
ihose  periods  to  be  considered  in  such  a 
slate  of  destitution  (as  was  no  doubt  often 
Bctnall  J  the  fact)  as  to  entitle  them  to  coma 
into  the  workhouse,  the  workhouses  would 
be  inundated  and  overwhelmed,  end  the 
efiect  would  be,  that  every  farthing  so  paid 
and  expended  would  be  paid  into  Ihe 
pocketsof  the  landloid.  He  did  not  wish 
to  raise  the  rent  of  the  iriih  landlord, 
though  he  believed  it  was  capable  ofbeiog 
raised.  First,  it  might  he  raised  by  (upa- 
rior  cultivation,  by  a  greater  exteo«on  of 
ibe  farms,  by  increased  application  of 
capitnl  to  those  farms,  and  by  a  conversion 
into  active  labourers  of  that  class  of  the 
populsi  ion  who  now  depended  partly  opon 


without  distinction  of  party,  he  might  say  letting  four  or  five  acres  as  landlords,  and 
that  that  wss  the  conrae  which  all  would  partly  upon  holding  three  or  four  acres 
puratie.  With  regard  to  eitending  the  ihemselres.  He  believed  that  if  theae 
right  of  relief  not  only  to  the  impotent  but  cliauges  could  be  introduced,  iha  rant  of 
to  the  able-bodied  pauper,  he  confessed  Ireland,  under  a  good  system  of  poorJawi, 
he  himself  saw  no  means  by  which  ihey  '  would  be  susceptible  of  being  materially 


could  dnw  a  line  of  distinction  between 
the  two;  limiting,  as  it  was  proposed  to 
do,  that  relief  altogether ;  at  at!  events  in 
the  first  instance,  to  that  which  should  be 
given  in  workhouses,  and  workhouses 
■lone.    With  no  esaggerated  espectaiions 


and  honestly  raised  to  the  tieneflt  of  the 
landlord,  but  no  less  also  to  the  benefit  of 
the  renaiit.  What  he  warned  to  prevent 
was,  a  dishonest  and  fraudulent  raisiogof 
rents ;  a  system  of  nominally  raising  them 
amount  which  was  never  intended  by 


that  [hismeasure  would  produce  unlimited  i  the  landlords  to  be  levied,  but  which  wu 


ptosperityin  Ireland— with  no  exaggerated 
expectations  thst  it  would  entirely  relieve 
even  partial,  locsi,  much  less  general  dis- 
tress—while, on  the  other  hand,  with  no 
esaggerated  apprehensions  that  it  would 
endanger  the  riglits  of  the  landlord,  he,  as 
an  Iri^  landowner,  thanked  his  Majesty's 
Government  for  having  introduced  the 
measure,  and,  as  an  Irish  landlord,  he 
would  give  his  aid  to  bring  the  measure  to 
as  perfect  a  conclusion  aa  possible.  He 
had  omitted  to  mention  one  question, 
which  was  with  respect  to  the  number  of 
*>grantt'      He  hoped,  in  considering  the 


intended  to  screw  down  the  lenaniry,  and 
to  force  from  them  the  last  penny  theirim- 
povcrisbed  condition  could  Spare,  He 
thought  that  to  a  certain  eitent  the  mea- 
sure introduced  by  his  noble  Friend  to- 
night might  have  the  effect  of  raitigttin); 
this  great  prevailing  evil;  and  whatevar 
might  have  that  cil'ect  would  be  an  nn- 
mixed  good.  Feeling  confident  that  the 
liouHQ  would  s?ek  sedulously  to  guard  iha 
measure  by  such  salutary  provisions  aa 
shonid  not  allow  it  to  impose  an  undue 
charge  upon  the  properly  of  Ireland,  and 
believing  alio  that  it  would  notbeatMid«d 
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with  those  dsngen  which  >Mne  persOits 
bad  antrcipated  mm  It,  he  shoald  give  it 
his  cordial  support,  and  in  e<rer;  stage  of 
its  progresB  lend  the  Ooremment  bis 
humble  assistance,  not,  howerer,  conceal- 
inff  any  objections  which  he  might  con> 
cetve  from  time  to  time  applicable  to  it. 

Mr.  Richards  said,  it  ^avc  him  great 
pleasure  to  perceive  the  unanimity  of  the 
House  on  that  great  and  important 
siibjecl.  llie  question  really  was,  whe- 
ther relief  should  be  afforded  the  poor  of 
Ireland,  or  whether  servile  insurrections 
should  be  daily  witnessed  ?  The  measure 
of  the  noble  Lord  was  welt  calculated  to  di 
away  with  ihe  feeling  of  insecurity  which 
prevailed  on  the  aubiectof  property  in  that 
country,  and  it  would  consequently  ha' 
the  certain  effect  of  encouraging  the  influn 
of  capital  into  it.  Various  objections  had 
been  urged  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny ;  but,  when  he  spoke  on 
the  sobject  of  capital,  he  aeemed  to  do  so 
as  one  who  had  no  well-formed  notions  on 
it  or  its  results.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
tfaat  the  sura  suggested  by  the  noble  Lord 
ft>r  carrying  his  project  into  effect  would 
be  sttfflcieni;  for  the  Mendicitj?  Society 
of  Dublin  alone,  on  a  voluntary  income  of 
10,000/.  a-year,  relieved  annually  240,000 
individuals,  by  supplying  them  with  work. 
It  was  quite  plain  that  the  noble  Lord 
understood  the  subject  he  had  taken  in 
hand  in  all  its  bearings ;  and  he  was 
therefore  entitled  to  the  confidence  of  the 
House  and  the  gratitude  of  the  country 
for  introducing  the  measure.  Before  he 
sal  down  he  wished  to  state  to  the  House 
that  Dr.  Doyle,  who  might  he  considered 
a  high  authority  upon  the  question  of 
Irish  Poor-laws,  had  not,  as  had  been  hv 
some  nersons  erroneously  imagineo, 
changed,  shortly  before  his  death,  the 
opinions  which,  during  his  whole  previous 
life,  he  bad  professed  upon  that  subject. 
By  the  report  of  the  Irish  Poor-law 
Commissioners,  it  was  evident  that  the 
Irish  poor  were  by  no  means  so  provi- 
dent as  the  English  and  the  Scotch, 
and  that  if  it  was  intended  to  raise  them 
to  a  better  condition  in  point  of  comfort, 
they  must  also  raise  them  in  the  scale  of 
aociety.  He  wonld  not,  however,  at  so 
late  iin  hour  trespass  upon  the  patience  of 
the  House,  but  would  conclude  by  slating, 
in  concorrence  with  the  opinions  of  an 
emineni  writer  on  the  state  of  Ireland— 
who  said  that  it  was  wrong  to  attribute 
the  disorders  of  the  people  of  that  country 


to  their  reli^ous  difTerencea  —  that  the 
first  thing  to  be  done  towards  their 
amendment  was  to  relieve  their  wretched 
condilion  :  that  ibey  ought  lo  be  raised 
higher  in  the  social  scale  ;  to  have  justice 
done  lo  them,  and  all  their  well-founded 
complaints  removed.  He  could  only  say 
tliat  the  Bill  should  have  his  best  atten- 
tion and  most  cordial  support. 

Lord  John  Rvitell  rose  merely  to  say, 
that  he  felt  deeply  indebted  to  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House  for 
the  many  valuable  suggestions  which  had 
been  made  in  the  course  of  the  evening. 
The  House  might  rely  upon  all  these  sug- 
gestions  receiving  the  best  and  most 
mnture  consideration  of  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. He  would  not  now  enter  intoany 
of  the  details  which  had  been  mentionetf, 
as  these  would  be  much  belter  discussed 
at  a  future  stage.  He  had  every  confi- 
dence that  the  Bill  would  be  satisfhctory 
to  all  parties. 

Resolution  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  be 
reported. 


HOUSE   OP  LOHDS, 
Tuesday,  February  14,  1837. 

:vB.]     Billi.     Read  i  fint 


■ElitiDiu  pnmttd.  By  Lordi  SirniLD,  HnniiTON, 
HoLUie,  BaovnuM,  ud  Um  Eiri  of  Amkub,  ftom 
Skidbuiy.  Hampdiln,  Ntwpott,  HoniDouUi,  mi  a 


ncKcii  Rates.]  Lord  Brougham 
bad  a  Petition  lo  present  from  a  numerous 
and  most  respectable  body  of  bis  Ma- 
jesty's subjects.  The  petition  bad  been 
drawn  up  and  signed  under  circurostancei 
of  so  peculiar  a  nature,  that  he  thought  it 
necessary,  before  he  requested  their  Lord- 
ships lo  allow  it  to  be  laid  on  the  table, 
to  state  from  whom  it  catne.  It  pur- 
ported to  come  from  the  undersigned 
ministers  and  laymen,  assembled  In  Lon- 

as  deputies  from  various  parts  of  the 
empire,  to  consult  on  the  best  means  to 
be  adopted  for  effecting,  by  all  possible 
legal  and  constitutional  means,  the  object 
of  the  petition.  Though  the  petition  was 
not  signed  by  more  than  200  or  300  depu- 
ties, yet  he  was  informed  that  upwards 
of  400  deputies  were  present  at  the  time 
the  meeting  was  held,  and  that  it  was 
only  from  the  accident  of  several  of  them, 
above  100,  leaving  town  before  Ihe  peti- 
tion was  prepared,  that  their  natnet  wen 
S2 
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not  «1m>  appended  to  H.  He  wMted  ako 
to  Mate  to  tbeir  Lordibips,  in  wfaai  way, 
and  from  what  placet,  these  penooa  came 
to  town.  Tbey  came,  in  the  popalar 
teoie  of  the  term,  as  repreaenUDg  coDgre- 
gationa  ot  rarioas  religiotts  deDominatkxu 
in  differeot  parta  of  the  conntry.  They 
also  represenied  different  bodies  of  men 
Dot  being  religions  congregations.  Up- 
wards of  500  of  these  congregations  and 
meetings  had  been  holtlen  in  the  country, 
at  which  it  was  agreed  to  send  depnties 
to  town,  for  the  parpose  be  had  already 
mentkmed,  thongh  not  many  more  than 
400,  or  430,  actually  came.  He  believed 
that  DO  portMo  of  his  Majesty's  tahjects, 
either  in  character,  ability,  or  itation  in 
aociety,  were  more  respectable  than 
the  great  body  whom  those  iodi- 
Tidaala,  who  had  signed  the  petition 
this  occasion,  represented.  He  again 
nsed  that  word  only  in  its  popular 
but  in  one  sense  of  the  woid,  he  believed 
that  tbey  strictly,  as  well  as  popularly; 
represented  them,  for  he  believed,  that  ic 
ibit  petition,  they  spoke  the  snanimons 
and  strong  opinion  of  ail  the  persons  com- 
posing those  assemblies,  nbich  had  de- 
pnted  them  to  come  to  town. 
Petition  to  be  laid  on  the  table. 


PftOTECTIOK  OF  Propertt. — Rail- 
KOADS.]  The  Earl  of  Denbigh  presented 
a  Petition  from  the  Committee  of  the 
Association  for  the  Protection  of  Property, 
at  Rngby.  It  set  forth,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  London  and  Birmingham 
Railway  running  through  the  property, 
situate  at,  and  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Rogby,  many  persons  of  the  most  aban- 
doned character,  who  were  employed  as 
labourers  on  the  Railway,  assembled  in 
that  town  and  neiglibourhood ;  and  that 
ntany  serious  barglaries  were  committed 
almost  every  night  against  the  properly  of 
the  inbabiiants  of  the  towns  and  villages 
lying  on,  or  near  thai  line;  the  petitioners 
therefore  prayed,  that  when  these  several 
Companies  should  apply  to  their  Lord- 
ships' hon.  House,  iheir  Lordships  would 
agree  to  insert  a  claase  into  any  bills  that 
their  Lordships  might  pass,  that  should 
require  such  Companies  to  afford  adequate 
protection  to  the  property  through  which 
the  railways  passed ;  and  that  their 
Lordships  would  be  pleased  to  render  to 
the  petitioners  such  farther,  and  other 
redress,  as  to  their  Lordships  should  seem 
meet.      The    noble    Earl    read    a  pri- 


vate letter  be  bad  received;  describiog 
two  or  three  cases  of  ootrage  committed 
by  the  men  employed  on  the  London  and 
Birmingham  Railway,  on  property  conti- 
guous to  the  line.  On  one  occasioD,  they 
broke  into  a  bouse  and  carried  away  2007. 
worth  of  property ;  and  two  nighu  before 
that,  a  shop  at  Long  Langford  was  bnrfcen 
into  and  entirely  gutted  ;  one  person  had 
had  thirty  sheep  killed  and  taken  awiy ; 
and  numerons  other  offences  had  been 
committed:  he  therefwe  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  accede  to  the  prayer  of 
the  petitioners. 

The  Marnness  of  SaUAury  was  glad 
that  the  noble  Earl  had  bronght  this  mat- 
ter before  their  Lordships,  and  be  rose  to 
bear  his  testimony  in  rapport  of  the  peti- 
tion. He  was  a  magistrate  of  a  county 
through  which  the  London  and  Birming- 
ham Railway  passed,  and  he  could  assure 
their  Lordships,  that  at  the  sessions  per- 
petual complaints  were  made  against  the 
class  of  men  employed  in  constructing 
that  work.  It  was  bis  intention,  and  he 
thought  the  most  convenient  time  for 
doing  so,  would  be  on  the  Erst  occauon 
any  bill  of  this  kind  came  before  the 
Hoose,  to  propose  the  insertion  of  a  claase 
by  which  the  magistrates  acting  in  ths 
district,  tbroagh  which  the  Rauwavs  or 
other  public  works  ahonld  pass,  s&oold 
have  the  power  to  appoint  soch  a  police 
as  should  be  necessary,  anddiarge  the  ex- 
pense on  the  Company.  He  trusted  his 
Majesty's  Government  would  see  the  pro- 
priety of  some  such  provision  being 
adopted. 

llie  Earl  of  WiuchiUea  considered 
the  present  subject  one  well  worthy  of  the 
consideration  of  their  lordships,  and  he 
should  give  his  support  to  any  petition 
brought  forward  for  the  protection  of  pro- 
perty. There  was  another  point  which 
required  some  consideration,  namely,  that 
many  of  these  speculations  were  under- 
taken solely  for  gambling  purposes.  The 
estimates  brought  before  their  Lordship* 
were  often  fallacious.  He  believed  that 
(his  very  Company — the  London  and  Bir- 
mingham Railway  Company — was  about 
to  apply  to  Paritament  for  the  power  to 
raise  a  further  sum  of  money,  nearly 
2,000,0007.  beyond  that  which  was  axked 
for  in  the  first  instance,  to  complete  the 
line.  Their  Lordships  owed  it  to  the 
public  at  large  to  guard  them  against  aocfa 
a  proposition,  which  to  him  appeared  a 
gross  fraud.    Their  Lordships  were  often 
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iodnced  to  pass  private  Bills  of  this  kind 
on  account  of  the  respectabiliiy  of  the 
names  advertised  as  promoters  of  the 
vork  ;  but  those  names  were  afterwards 
in  general  withdrawn,  when  the  shares 
came  to  a  certain  ptemium.  What  he 
had  alwavs  asked  for  was,  that  the  projec- 
ton  of  these  schemes  should  be  bound  to 
complete  the  work.  He  was  thoroughly 
convinced  that  the  original  projectors  of 
the  Waterloo-bridge  Company  stilt  hotd- 
iog  shares — whatever  might  be  the  case 
with  respect  to  the  second  and  third  sets 
of  propnetois,  into  whose  hands  the  shares 
had  got — had  no  chance  of  obtaining  one 
farthing  either  of  interest  or  capital. 
Surely  nobody  could  say  that  the  public 
ought  not  to  be  protected  against  such 
proceedings.  There  was  another  point 
which  oueht  to  come  under  the  consider- 
ation of  the  House ;  it  was  this,  that  many 
of  these  railroad  bills  were  passed  through 
Parliament  by  the  grossest  deception.  By 
many  railroad  companies  securities  were 
given  to  individuals,  that  in  the  ensuing 
Session,  an  application  would  be  made  to 
Parliament  for  leave  to  deviate  from  the 
line  whicb  was  originally  adopted  by 
tbem.  He  knew  one  instance  of  this 
which  had  occurred  in  thecounty  of  Kent, 
in  which  case  he  had  pressed  the  solicitor 
until  he  acknowledged  that  a  bond  for 
10,000/.  had  been  given  to  a  gentleman 
there,  through  whose  property  the  original 
line  was  to  have  passed,  that  leave  should 
be  soDgfat  from  Parliament  for  a  deviation 
which  would  remove  the  line,  so  that  it 
should  pass  through  property  at  a  distance, 
belonging  to  a  gentleman  who  had  no  idea 
of  anythiug  of  the  kind  being  contem- 
plated. He  was  informed  that  such  an 
application  would  be  made,  and  if  it  were, 
be  would  pledge  himself  to  bring  forward 
his  letter  and  the  solicitor's  answer,  and 
would  show  that  it  was  one  of  the  grossest 
frauds — to  use  the  mildest  term — ever 
practised  before  a  Committee  of  their 
Lordships'  House.  He  had  said  so  much 
considering  that  he  owed  it  to  the  public  ; 
he  was,  however,  no  enemy  to  railroads ; 
on  the  contrary,  he  wished  to  support  Bills 
for  them  wherever  it  was  prudent  to  make 
tbem. 
Petition  laid  on  the  table. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 

Tuesday,  February  14,  1837. 
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New  Pooft  Law.]  Mr.  Harvey  said, 
that  while  he  readily  recognised  the  salu- 
tary rule  which  the  right  hon.  Genllemaa 
in  the  chair  bad  laid  down,  and  generally 
enforced,  precluding  all  observations  on 
the  presentation  of  petitions,  except  so  far 
as  to  state  the  names  of  the  petitioners 
and  their  object,  yet  he  felt  assured  that 
the  petition  he  had  to  present,  and  its 
objects,  would  receive  from  the  House  it> 
kind  and  prompt  attention,  and  would 
also  afford,  not  only  an  apology,  but  a 
justification,  for  his  calling  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  its  contents,  though 
briefly.  He  should  not  have  pursued 
this  course,  but  for  the  announcement 
which  he  regretted  had  been  made  by 
the  leader  of  his  Majesty's  Government 
in  the  House,  that  it  was  bis  intention  to 
restrict  the  motion  of  which  notice  had 
been  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Berk- 
shire (Mr.  Walter),  in  a  way  that  he  could 
not  help  thinking  would  impair,  if  not 
destroy,  its  utility.  He  had  now  to  pre- 
sent two  petitions,  each  stating  the  same 
matters,  and  aiming  at  the  same  object. 
One  was  signed  by  nearly  10,000  persons 
residing  in  the  town  and  neighbourhood 
of  Merthyr  Tydvil,  and  the  other  signed 
by  1,500  inhabitants  of  Kendal,  West- 
moreland. Both  complained  of  the  harsh 
operation  of  the  Poor-law  Act,  and  more 
especially  of  the  unconstitutional  powers 
which  were  for  the  first  time  conferred 
upon  commissioners,  to  create  and  enforce 
laws,  coeval  in  their  influence  and  in  their 
effect  with  the  positive  powers  of  legisla- 
tion. As  the  subject  would  shortly  come, 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House,  he 
would  not  go  at  length  into  it  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  But  when  the  House  called  to 
mind  this  circumstance,  and  it  ought  to 
be  strongly  impressed  on  them  that  these 
petitioners,  who  formed  a  great  mass  of 
the  productive  industry  of  the  country, 
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would  do  so  as  shortly  a>  posiibto.  He 
porrecUy  agreed  wilh  nianj  of  the  ob- 
servalions  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  preceded  him.  He  considered  the 
law  too  hnrsh  in  its  enactmenU,  and  re- 
gretted to  learn  that  his  Majesty's  Go* 
vernment  were  determined  to  resist  a 
Committee  for  ft  fuU  inquiry  iato  tbe 
subject.  He  should  give  his  support  to 
inquiry,  for  which  he  was  coovinced  the 
country  loudly  called.  If  there  was 
nothing  to  hide,  why  should  the;  refuse 
inquiry?  He  would  tay  no  more  thsD 
express  hia  hope  that  the  opinions  of  lh« 
Admin  islratioi)  would  change  on  this 
question. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 


had  no  direct  representatives  in  the  House, 
end  that  they  were  only  connected  with  tl 
by  the  tlendcr  cord  of  snspieious  sympa- 
thy, he  (Mr.  Harrey)  could  not  help  tliink- 
iag  that  the  Spacer  would  not  interdict 
him  while  simply  stating  their  case.  This 
law  wu  affecting  them  most  grievously, 
aad,  as  they  thought  and  as  he  thought, 
most  cruelly  and  unjustly.  He  would  not, 
however,  illustrate  this  position  further 
than  by  simply  calling  the  altention  of 
the  House  to  the  facts,  not  furuished  by 
the  petitioners  with  the  object  of  hairow- 
:ng  up  the  feelings  of  the  House  or  the 
rountry,  but  of  showing  the  real  effects 
of  this  law  upon  their  humble  fortunes. 
He  held  ia  his  band  a  statement  to  the 
cBect,  that  there  were  in  these  houses 
aged  persons,  who  had  for  many  years 
passed  that  period  when  all  is  sorrow  lo 
roan — who  had  reached  the  age  of  eighty 
or  ninety  yeari — who  had  enriched  their 
country  by  the  labour  of  their  youth — 
fathers  and  mothers,  grandfathers  and 
grandmothers — who  had  been  in  ihe  re- 
ceipt of  2  s.  B-week,  had  actually  been 
Bubjecied  to  a  reduction  of  tweiity-iive 
per  cent,  in  their  incomes.  That  was  the 
way  in  which  the  House  ought  to  look 
at  the  subject. 

The  l^eaker  requested  the  hon.  Member 
to  confine  himself  to  the  facts  stated  in 
the  petition. 

Mr.  Harvey  said,  if  he  confined  himself 
to  the  facts  stated  in  the  petition,  and 
were  at  liberty  to  enter  into,  and  dwell 
on,  the  facts,  he  should  occupy  far  mure 
time  than  by  calling  attention  to  the  in. 
dividual  circumstances;  because,  if  he 
took  this  petition  as  the  text  of  bis  re- 
marks, it  would,  in  effect,  open  liie  whole 
history  and  operation  of  the  Poor-laws, 
which  would  come  under  discussion  ihnt 
day  week.  But  he  should  be  extremely 
sorry  (whilst  it  was  his  intention  to  bow 
to  the  just  judgment  so  well  exercised) 
that  it  should  go  to  the  world,  that  when 
the  poor,  the  pitiless  and  the  houseless, 
presented  themselves  to  this  House,  it  was 
difficult  for  their  humble  advocate  to  ob- 
tain a  hearing.  And,  therefore,  he  would 
voluntarily  yield  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
Speaker,  rather  than  that  it  should  be 
supposed  it  was  by  a  positive  interdict 
of  the  House  upon  the  receipt  of  the  peti. 
tions  of  the  people.  With  this  remark  he 
would  bring  up  the  petition. 

Major  Beauclerk  had  been  requested  lo 
support  the  prayer  of  the  petition,  and 


QuALiFicATiOK.  ]  Sir 
William  Molesworth  said :  The  ob- 
ject of  my  motion  is  to  repeal  tlie 
statutes  of  ilie  9th  of  Anne,  c.  5,  and  the 
33rd  of  Geo.  2nd,  c.  20,  which  refer 
10  the  property  qualification,  and  th« 
statutes  which  refer  to  the  qualification  of 
Members  of  Parliament.  I  seek  to  re> 
peal  those  statutes  more  on  account  of 
their  being  vicious  in  principle,  than  oa 
account  of  their  being  productive  of  very 
pernicious  consequences,  though  un- 
doubtedly sometimes  they  are  the  causes 
of  great  individual  hardship.  Sir,  at  the 
period  when  the  first  of  the  stttutea  re- 
ceived the  sanction  of  the  Legislature  it 
was  generally  considered  that  a  great 
principle  of  our  representative  government 
was  infringed  ;  such,  at  least  is  Ihe  account 
given  by  the  contemporary  historians. 
Tindal,  iu  his  history  of  ibe  reign  of 
Queen   Anno,  says — 

"  The  lii-iign  of  this  (Gill)  was  lo  eiahida 
Gourticra,  military  men,  and  merchants  front 
lilting  in  Itie  House  of  Commons,  in  hopes 
thai,  Ibis  being  seUled,ttie  land  interest  would 
be  the  prevailing  consideration  in  all  their 
consultations.  They  did  not  extend  these 
qualifications  to  Scotland,  it  being  preiendMl, 
that  esUles  there  beiog  very  small  il  would 
not  be  easy  to  find  man  so  quali&td  aapabia  to 
serve.  This  was  thought  to  strike  al  an  es- 
sential part  of  our  Constitution,  touching  iha 
freedom  of  elections,  and  il  had  been,  as  often 
as  altetnpted,  opposed  by  the  Ministry,  though 
It  had  a  fair  appearance  of  securing  liberty 
when  all  was  lodged  wilh  men  of  estates,  yal 
our  gentry  was  bacoma  so  ipKtrant  and  so 
corrupt,  that  many  apprehended  the  ill  effects 
of  this,  and  that  the  interest  of  trade,  which 
indeed  supports  that  of  land,  would  neither  be 
understood  nor  regarded," 

The  Statute  9  Aoae,  c.  6,  d«du«s  thiU 
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the  Member  ought  to  be  potteased  or  a 
certain  property  qualification.  Without 
eiving  nnj  posrera  for  diicovering  one 
fact,  it  merely  obliges  the  Member  to 
swear  to  his  qaaltfication.  The  statute 
was  round,  thererore,  to  be  completely  in- 
operative, for  the  petitioner  bad  to  prove 
that  the  Member  was  not  qualified;  and 
it  Is  evident  that  it  is  impossible  to  prove 
this  negative.  Many  election  petitions 
were  presented  iu  the  year  1714  under 
this  Act,  all  of  which  were  abandoned  on 
account  of  this  defect  in  the  law.  The  law 
was  then  amended  in  a  somewhat  curious  aideniti 
manner,  vii.,  by  the  standing  orders  of  ihe 
House :  various  attempts  were  made  to  con- 
firm the  standing  orders  by  statute  in  the 
years  1731,  1732,  1733,  and  1739;  and 
It  was  not  till  the  year  1760  that  the  law 
was  partially  amended  by  the  statute  33 
George  3rd,  c.  20.  According  lo  this 
statute,  every  Member  is  obliged  to  deliver 
in  a  paper  stating  in  what  parish,  &c., 
and  in  what  county,  his  qualification  lies. 
This  law  would  likewise  be  inoperative,  or 
would  be  most  easily  evaded,  if  it  were 
not  for  the  standing  orders  of  tbe  House 
to  which  1  have  just  referred,  which  re- 
quire the  Member  petitioned  against  to 
state  the  rental  or  particular  of  his  qualifi- 
cation, and  likewise  "  by  what  conveyance 
or  act  in  law  he  claims  and  devises  the 
same,  and  also  the  consideration, ^f  any, 
paid  ;  and  the  names  and  places  of  abode 
of  the  witnesses  to  such  conreyance  and 
payment."  If  these  standing  orders  were 
to  be  repealed,  the  law  would  become 
inoperative  and  be  easily  evaded.  The 
question  generally  before  the  Election 
Committee  is  wiln  regard  to  the  validity 
or  invalidity  of  the  deed  to  which  I  have 
referred,  and  whether  the  Member  be 
legally  or  equitably  in  posiession  of  the 
property  required.  Thus  a  Committee  of 
the  House  is  sometimes  called  upon  to 
decide  the  nicest  questions  in  equity  ;  and 
the  decisions  of  hon.  Gentlemen  in  such 
cases  are  seldom  as  much  in  accordance 
with  principles  of  law,  as  they  are  with 
the  feelings  of  political  partisanship.  No- 
thing can  be  easier  than  to  obtain  a 
fictitious  qualification.  Any  gentleman 
who  has  a  sufficient  sum  at  his  banker's, 
can  obtain  from  his  banker  a  rent-charge 
as  a  mere  matter  of  business,  for  most  of 
tbe  large  London  bankers  possess  landed 
property.  If  the  gentleman  who  desires 
to  be  qaatilied  does  not  possess  a  sufiicicnt 
turn  ftt  bit  immediMe  diapotal,  he  then 
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applies  to  a  friend  or  to  an  attorney,  who 


generally  can  iind  amongst  his  clieUl  ac 
person  of  landed  property  willing  to  grant 
a  fictitious  qualification.  A  deed  ia  drawn 
up  conveying  the  rent-charge  required, 
which  deed  never  goes  out  of  tbe  poaaea- 
sion  of  the  attorney  ;  in  the  preeence  at 
two  witnesses  unacquainted  with  the  na- 
ture of  the  transaction,  a  seeming  pay- 
ment is  made  of  the  sum  of  money  whieh 
would  be  required  lo  make  the  transactlmi 
a  real  one.  If  there  should  be  a  petition, 
then  the  nature  of  the  deed  and  the  con- 
stated to  the  Committee  of 
the  House,  and  the  witnesses  prove  the 
iraiisat^iion  to  be  a  bonAJide  one.  This  la 
the  safest  and  simplest  mode  of  proceed- 
ing, though  the  expense  of  the  atampi 
renders  it  rather  more  costly  than  a  deed 
of  gif^,  which  probably  would  not  be  con- 
sidered to  be  2.bondJitU  transaction,  if  the 
majority  of  the  Committee  were  opposed 
in  political  principles  to  the  Member 
petitioned  against.  Any  respectable  at- 
torney will,  for  a  very  trifling  consideration, 
procure  a  fictitious  qualification  for  one  of 
his  clients.  Tbe  question  before  a  Com- 
mittee can  seldom  be  whether  tbe  quali- 
fication is  a  bond  Jide  one,  but  whether 
the  Member  is  legally  or  equitably  in  pos- 
session of  the  property.  A  person  mast 
be  very  negligent,  or  his  attorney  very 
ignorant,  who  finds  any  difiicuity  under 
the  qualification  laws.  Nevertheless,  many 
of  the  Members  of  the  Hoirse  arc  not 
properly  qualified.  As  for  a  real  and  hon& 
fide  qualification,  it  is  well  known  that 
one-half  of  the  Members  of  Parliament,  if 
not  more,  do  not,  in  reality,  possess  the 
amount  of  landed  property  required,  but 
sit  here  in  virtue  of  fictitious  qualifications, 
!  applied  to  one  of  my  friends,  an  eminent 
attorney,  well  acquainted  with  (his  subject, 
for  information,  i  received  an  answer  from 
him,  a  portion  of  wfaich  1  will  read  to  the 
House,  and  the  perfect  correctness  of  tbe 
statements  I  have  not  the  slightest  hesita- 
tion in  vouching  for: — "  If  the  law  were 
effective,  it  wonld  unquestionably  deprive 
the  community  of  the  services  of  many  of 
our  past  and  present  public  men.  Cer- 
tainly many  of  tbe  old  luminaries  would 
never  have  shone  in  the  British  Legislainre. 
Burke,  Pitt,  Pox,  and  Sheridan,  in  my 
early  days,  were  always  notoriously  ficti< 
tiously  qualified.  The  law  has  been 
nearly  inoperative  as  an  exclusion.  Sons 
few  'conscientious'  men  have  refused  to 
eater  tbe  Hoase  of  Commona  on  a  ftaoda- 
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Speaker  than  at  any  olber  tiaw.    Mativ 
posthnroons  qnalifications  are,  it  a  well 


kst  qaalificttian :  petfcaps  a  6 
coMiierable  taint  Vtc  been  i 


I  few  men  of 
I  an  able  to 
BetHiow  qskKfication;  of  tbe 
kttct  tbtra  b  known  only  one  instance  ; 
bM  ha  woofal,  if  qnalifi«I>  have  repre- 
MBtad  one  of  tita  largest  towns  in  Eoglaod. 
Of  tbe  nwnber  of  ttw  Hook  of  Commons 
aot  lenlli  qualified  (the  English  borough 
aad  citj  Ueaibere)  I  hare  heard  many 
penoBS  and  agents  Tersed  in  the  election 
aysleM  variously  speculate.  It  is  gene- 
rally beliered,  ihat  one-third  at  the  least 
bare  no  hottijidt  qualification.  On  the 
tre  of  a  disaolulion  of  Parliament,  dozens 
of  (bam  qmliScations  are  made  by  so- 
licilor»,  often  drawn  and  Mttled  by  conoseL 
Ob«  loUcitor  in  London  b  known,  in 
'  hshionable  circles,'  as  a  gentleman  who 
will  'qmlify'  anycandidale,  're^wctably 
intredvced  to  him,"  for  100/.,  incladiog 
the  stamps.  Bat  solicitors  of  the  highest 
■tntioQ  and  unquestionable  integrity,  do 
BOt  •Cfuple  to  manufacture  qualificBtions. 
It  ia  generally  a  rent-cha^  on  lend  or 

freehold  houses.    Mr. ,  a  successrul 

candidate  for  a  county  in  1831,  when  his 
qualification  was  demanded  on  the  hust- 
ings, is  said  boldly  to  have  galled  out  of 
his  pocket  a  rent-.charge  on  his  nohle  bro. 
thers  estate,  executed  immedlatety  before. 
I  hare  prepared  many  of  the  same  waste 
paper  and  Talueless  documents.  In  1830, 
a  friend  of  mine  (worth  600,000/.  in  funded 
and  personal  property)  was  negotiating 
for  a  western  borough,  in  which  a  contest 
was  certain.  Two  days  before  his  leaving 
London  to  see  his  constituents,  or  rather 
the  burgage  slaves  of  the  boroughmonger 
he  was  negotiating  with,  he  bethought 
himself  that  he  had  no  qualliication.  I 
and  his  solicitor  forthwith  in  twelve  hours 

fave  him  one  on  a  lot  of  old  freehold 
ouses.  He  did  not  pass  his  check  /or 
the  consideration  ;  it  was  fictitious  in  that 
respect.  Probably  in  this  case  tbe  want 
of  a  qualification  would  never  have  been 
suspected.  Candidates  on  the  hustings 
notoriously  swear  to  and  state  ambiguously 
described  qualifications,  and  have  shifted 
them  when  lodged  In  the  House.  One 
well-known  case  of  this  species  occurred 
in  a  cinque  port,  since  the  passing  of  the 
Reform  Bill.  Many  sham  qualifications 
are  made  after  tbe  returns,  and  before 
Members  take  their  seats,  their  consciences 
being  tender  as  to  declaring  themselves 
qualified  on  the  latter  occasion.  Mere  of 
these  interregnum  qualifications  were 
made  previous  to  the  vote  for  tbe  present 


posthnroons  qualifies 
known,  ante-dated;  but  no  hononTable 
attorney  will  lend  himself  to  such  an  ad- 
ditional frand.  The  usual  mode  Js  (for 
safety)  to  pay  in  cash  before  two  witnesses, 
the  lender  contriving  to  return  the  pur- 
chase-money immediately,  and  which  is 
commonly  borrowed  of  a  banker  for  two 
or  three  days.  Also  the  parties  provide 
themselves  with  an  actuary's  valuation  on 
the  purchaser's  life,  as  giving  a  more 
actuid  character  to  the  transaction. 
Friends  often  give  promissory  notes  for 
the  qualification  instead  of  the  money, 
Usoalty  the  vender  holds  possesuon  of  tbo 
deed.  In  many  cases  the  witnesses  are 
sent  abroad,  if  a  peUtbn  be  presented. 
To  be  brief,  and  being  at  the  end  of  niy 
paper,  the  law  is  a  disgrace  to  the  statute 
book,  and  ought  to  be  burned  by  tbe 
common  hsugman."  Having  shown  that 
the  present  law  is  inapplicable  and  easily 
evaded,  I  contend  that  it  ought  not  to  ba 
amended,  but  repealed;  and  in  calling 
upon  the  House  to  repeal  it,  I  do  not 
prtHMse  an  innovation,  but  to  return  par- 
tially to  the  ancient  system,  when  there 
was  no  properly  qualification,  and  the 
electors  were,  to  a  greateitent,  entitled  to 
choose  whomsoever,  amongst  themselves, 
they  thought  fit,  and  the  person  so  chosen, 
even  against  his  will,  could  not  refuse  to 
serve.  A  case  of  this  kind  occurred  in 
the  year  1624,  when  Sir  Thomss  Escourt 
was  elected  against  his  will  for  Gloucester- 
shire. 1  find  one  of  the  questions  before 
the  Committee,  according  to  Olanville,  in 
this  case  is,  whether  Sir  Thomas  Escourt 
was  eligible  against  his  own  consent  and 
desire;  and  it  was  held  clearly  "  that  he 
was,  and  that  no  man,  being  lawfully 
chosen,  can  refuse  the  place;  for  the 
county  and  comroonwealth  have  such  an 
interest  in  every  man,  that  when  by  law- 
ful election  he  is  appointed  to  this  public 
service,  he  cannot,  by  any  unwillingness 
and  refusal  of  bis  own,  make  himself  in- 
capable, for  that  were  to  [vefer  the  will 
or  contentment  of  a  private  man  before 
the  desire  and  satisfaction  of  the  whole 
country ;  and  a  ready  way  to  put  by  the 
sufBctentest  men,  who  are  commonly  those 
who  least  endeavour  to  obtain  the  place." 
The  ancient  principle  of  constitutional  law 
is  evidently  this,  that  the  electoral  body 
should  be  permitted  to  select  as  tbetr 
representatives  the  persona  whom  they 
consider  to  be  fittest,  and  thftt  tii«  free 
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cboice  of  an  intelligent  body  of  electors 
IB  a  fitter  proof  of  the  qualibcalion  of  the 
member  than  any  test  which  can  be  de- 
sired in  any  law ;  for  the  fitness  of  an  in- 
dividnal  to  be  a  Tepresentative  depends 
upon  his  ability  and  wiliingness  to  perform 
the  duties  of  a  legislator.  These  are 
mental  qualifications,  which  can  hardly  be 
ensured  by  any  test  specified  by  law. 
The  only  teats  which  have  ever  been  pro- 
posed to  be  employed  are  either  age,  pro- 
fession, or  mode  of  life,  or  property.  As 
for  age,  some  persons  propose  to  exclude 
young  men,  ae  being  apt  to  be  too  rash 
and  too  eitTBTagant ;  but  for  the  contrary 
ressone  old  men  ought  to  be  excluded,  as 
being  far  too  ilotv  and  inert.  In  this 
respect  the  constituent  body  is  the  best 
judge,  with  whom  youth  has  erer  been 
and  ever  will  be,  to  a  certain  degree,  an 
objection;  tf  on  either  side  an  exclusion 
be  made,  it  should  be,  as  in  the  case  of 
judges  in  America,  with  regard  to  old 
men,  to  favour  of  whom  generally  a  pre- 
judice exists.  With  regard  to  the 
qualification  of  property,  it  is  certainly 
no  (est  of  the  intelligence  or  knowledge 
of  an  individual;  on  the  contrary,  the 
possession  of  considerable  property  is  apt, 
by  Ibe  command  over  pleasures  and 
luxuries  which  it  confers  to  tempt  an  in- 
dividual away  from  those  laborious  pur- 
suits by  which  alone  knowledge  can  be 
obtainnl;  the  ease  with  which  most  of 
the  desires  of  a  rich  man  can  be  gratified 
generally  prevents  his  intelligence  being 
shaipened  in  the  same  manner  as  it  would 
be  it  be  could  not  satisfy  his  wishes  with 
to  litUe  labour,  but  was  obliged  carefnlly 
to  search  for  the  means  of  attaining  hit 
ends.  Urns  the  posaeision  of  considerable 
property  is,  on  the  whole,  unfavourable  to 
the  development  of  tbe  mental  energies, 
and  if  property  be  taken  as  a  test  at  all, 
it  shoold,  when  in  considerable  amount, 
father  be  conudered  at  a  test  of  disquali- 
Scatioa  than  of  being  qualified.  The 
qaalification  of  property  is  generally  ad- 
vocated on  the  gronndi  that  a  penoo 
pOHeKiDg  a  certain  amount  of  property  is 
nid  to  have  a  greater  Make  to  the  country, 
and  that  he  n  lets  liable  to  be  biassed 
by  motives  ariaing  from  his  own  pecuniary 
interests.  As  for  the  greater  stake  in  the 
conotry,  the  poorest  men  are  more  in- 
leietted  in  good  laws  and  good  govera- 
■eat  than  ae  richest — a  law  which  de- 
stroys tbe  former  merely  injures  the  latter. 
Tlta  poor  an  easily  oppreawd — tbe  rich 


generally  can  take  care  of  themtelvei.  It 
is  intefligence  which  teaches  the  real 
value  of  preserving  the  security  of  pro- 
perty, ana  of  aiding  the  accumulation  of 
capital.  The  mere  feeling  of  clinging  to 
property,  which  results  from  the  possession 
of  property  unaccompanied  by  intelligence, 
not  unfrequently  endangers  the  security 
both  of  property  and  of  capital.  It  is  in- 
telligence, therefore,   which  is   required. 


and  of  that  property  is  no  test,  as  I  have 
already  shown.  As  for  property  being  a  se- 
curity for  the  honesty  of  any  person,  1  most 


utterly  disbelieve  it ;  undoubtedly  a  needy 
man  is  generally  a  dishonest  man ;  but  need 
does  not  depend  somuch  on  the  amount  of  a 
person's  property,  as  on  the  proportion  be- 
tween his  desires  and  his  means  of  grati- 
fying them.  Of  this  proportion  the 
possession  of  a  certain  amount  of  property 
IS  no  test.  It  is  said  that  a  poor  man  is 
more  apt  to  sacrifice  the  interests  of  the 
community  for  bis  own  private  interests 
than  a  rich  man,  By  no  means ;  for  all 
men  will  sacrifice  the  interests  of  the  com- 
munity to  their  own  interests  if  there  be  a 
conflict  between  those  interests,  and  they 
can  do  so  with  impunity.  Now  there  is 
as  often  a  conflict  between  the  interest*  of 
the  rich  and  the  interests  of  the  commu- 
nity as  there  is  between  those  of  the  poor 
man  and  those  of  the  community.  The 
one  may  sometimes  desire  power,  and  tbe 
other  money;  but  all  history  proves  that 
both  generally  desire  both,  and  that  the 
ouly  security  in  such  cases  is  strict  re- 
sponsibility, enforced  in  tbe  case  of  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  by  the  greatest  publicity 
given  to  all  their  acts,  and  by  frequent 
elections.  It  is  argued  sometimes  that  a 
person  ought  to  possess  a  certain  amount 
of  property  in  order  to  be  enabled  to  de- 
vote his  time  to  his  Parliamentary  duties. 
The  question  here  concerns  the  want  of 
leisure  supposed  to  be  indicated  by  a  want 
of  property.  That  the  possession  of  con- 
siderable property  it  no  proof  of  the  in- 
dividual postettmg  abonaant  leisure  may 
easily  be  proved  by  tbe  number  of  learned 
lawyers  in  this  House,  all  of  whom  swear 
that  tbey  possess  at  least  300/.  a-year  in 
landed  property,  and  all  of  whom  briefleta 
or  not,  would  equally  swear  that  &ej 
never  have  a  moment's  leisure  from  tbetr 
legal  avocations.  Upon  the  ground  of 
want  of  leisure,  all  bankers,  merchants, 
all  persons  in  iMuiaesa,  should  equally  be 
excluded.  Who,  then,  would  remain  is 
thit  august  asseo^ly  ?    Tbe  conntty  geu- 
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(Iein«n  to  be  ibe  TepreieotatifU  of  tbe 
intellizence,  the  integrity,  the  wiaJom, 
and  ine  Uisare  of  the  coniinanilj  !  Tbia 
is  B  coammmation  tor  wbtcb  I  inonld  bj 
DO  meaos  devoatty  pnj,  thosgh  ProvH 
dence  has  kindtj  placed  me  in  that  moat 
respecUble  and  moat  faTonred  clait.  With 
regaid  lo  the  want  of  teisnre,  it  must 
alwaja  be  remembered  that  a  kw  diioiitea 
of  tbe  lagachy  of  one  man  is  wonb  whole 
ceotnriea  of  tbe  dalness  of  artother;  of 
thi>  difference  a  certain  amooDt  of  pro- 
pertj  can  be  no  test ;  of  thii  (he  judg- 
ment of  rational  beings  can  be  the  only 
indication ;  and  to  the  free  choice  of  the 
conslJtnent  bodf  the  option  onght  to  be 
tefi.  It  is  for  this  aMembly  to  determine 
what  rales  and  tegnlationt  onght  to  be 
enforced  apon  its  metoben,  and  if  those 
rules  and  regulations  tlionld  be  incon. 
sistent  with  the  profession  of  the  member, 
he  vould  then  either  abandon  his  profes- 
sion or  his  seat.  Verv  few  regulations  of 
this  kind  exist,  though  I  should  think  it 
by  00  means  inadvisable  that  some  rules 
should  be  made,  by  means  of  which  there 
might  be  a  greater  division  of  employment 
amongst  the  Members  of  this  House.  I 
think,  Sir,  I  have  sufBcienOy  shown  that 
neither  age,  nor  profession,  nor  mode  of 
life,  nofi  least  of  all,  property,  are  tests 
either  of  the  intellectual  or  moral  fitness 
of  an  individual  to  be  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
miot ;  h  ought  to  be  left  alone  to  the  free 
choice  of  the  independent  electors.  For 
this  reason  I  ask  for  leave  lo  being  In  a 
Cill  to  repeal  tbe  two  siatules  to  which  I 
have  already  referred. 

Mr.  Leader,  in  seconding  the  motion, 
addrened  the  House  as  follows :  The  pre- 
sent law  of  quslificatlun  for  Members  of 
Parliament  is  one  which  would  be  very 
miscbievoua  were  it  rigidly  enforced,  and 
which  is  very  absurd,  being  as  it  is  almost 
entirely  inefficient.  According  to  the 
principles  of  representation,  the  electors 
ought  to  have  the  power  to  select  as  their 
representatives  any  man  whom  they  may 
consider  Gt  to  represent  them,  without 
having  their  choice  circumscribed  wiihin 
the  narrow  limits  of  any  pecuniary  quali- 
fication whatever;  but  m  a  great  com- 
mercial  country  to  compel  the  electors  to 
aelact  their  representatives  from  persons 
possessing  one  particular  sort  of  property, 
namely,  property  in  land,  is  so  clearly  con- 
trary not  only  to  all  the  principles  of  re- 
preaentative  government,  but  so  repug- 
nutit  to  tbe  mtaresU  of  tbe  community, 


aad  so  glaringly  oppoacd  ti>  reuMSythit  it 
b  scarcely  credible  that  any  penocn  shoaU 
be  found  in  the  present  day  to  uphold  so 
unjnat  and  so  uoreasoaable  a  law.  Al- 
thoDgh  easily  evaded,  the  mere  eustcBtt 
of  the  law  prodoces  »  bod  effect  in  ■  mo- 
ral point  of  view,  and  kas  engendered  low 
and  mercenary  feelings  ia  a  great  portioa 
of  the  constituencies,  by  directing  their 
attention  chiefly  to  a  caiMudate's  pecnuiaty 
qualificalions;  for  tbe  law  requires  no- 
thing of  a  Member  bat  that  be  should  h% 
twenty -one  years  of  age,  and  of  a  safficient 
landed  estate,  as  if,  ^rsooth,  a  man's  s^ 
natorial  capacity  were  to  be  tneassred  by 
the  acre.  It  has  thus  taught  many  con- 
stituencies to  look  upon  the  mere  wealth 
ofa  candidate  as  the  only  test  of  his  &t- 
ness,  and  to  r^ard  as  a  dangeions  mem- 
ber of  society  tbe  man  who  may  offer  him- 
self for  their  suffrages  unsupported  by  the 
Cssession  of  much  money  or  of  mnch 
id.  Besides  exciting  this  low  and  mer- 
cenary feeling,  it  is  oojust,  as  it  prevents 
tbe  electors  from  exercising  their  franchise 
freely  in  tbe  choice  of  their  representative, 
You  say  to  the  electors,  "  Yoa  may  select 
a  representative,  but  you  shall  aelect  him 
from  a  certain  class  only."  Now,  suppos- 
ing in  the  class  thus  separated  by  the  pri- 
vilege of  qii allocation  from  the  rest  of  tbq 
community  the  electors  cannot  find  a  man 
fairly  and  honestly  to  represent  their  in- 
terests, and  that  out  of  the  pule  of  the 
privileged  class  th^y  know  a  man  who 
would  in  their  opinion  so  represent  them 
— a  man  who  has  been  to  tliem  a  good 
neighbour  and  a  zealous  friend — who  has 
gained  their  esteem .  by  his  conduct,  and 
their  admiration  by  bis  talent — who  haa 
proved  to  them  that  he  haa  the  head  to 
understand,  tbehearj  to  maintain,  and 
the  tongue  to  ei^o;oc  their  intereals,  end 
wishes, and  opiniftas/^fet  if  sucba  man  be 
not  one  of  the  qualified  io  land  he  cannot 
represent  them  in  Parfiament.  You  may 
say  to  him  in  the  words  of  the  Roman 
satirist, 
^  Eit  niuinui  Ijbi,  nnl  mam  «t  lin^  Gdnqoe 
91  qumdrinEsDtit  MI  Hpleni  millis  deiint 

You  may  be  a  man  of  talent,  cour^, 
eloquence,  and  honesty — you  may  possess 
the  heart!  and  receive  tlte  votea  of  your 
friends  the  electors;  liut  if  you  have  not 
land  enough  to  qualify  you  for  a  seat 
you  never  can  be  a  Member  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  In  such  a  case  the  electors 
have  no  p'"       ■'""  St  to  bo  mistepre- 
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Hn(«d.  Another  evil  of  thii  law  n,  thai 
ffbwe  it  doM  not  cause  blind  or  merce- 
Bary  anbHiriaDcy,  it  ua  leuly  creaies  a 
jmIouij  on  Ibe  part  of  the  unqualified 
and  the  man  of  the  people  against  those 
■ho  ana  fortttnate  enough  to  possess  the 
neceuary  qoalificatioo.  But  we  are  told 
that  it  is  so  easy  to  evade  the  law,  by 
procuring  a  fictitious  or  a  temporary  quali- 
ficatton,  that  no  man  is  really  kept  out  of 
the  House  by  its  operatbu.  Supponiag 
for  a  moment  this  to  be  tlie  case  (which  it 
is  not)  it  is  but  a  poor  argument  in  favour 
of  a  law  that  it  is  so  easily  evaded  as  to 
be  almost  inopenoive.  If  the  law  be  a 
pwd  one,  that  vrould  be  an  argument  for 
atrengtheoing  it  i  but  it  cannot  be  an 
aisument  for  the  continuance  of  a  bad 
■  law.  As  to  the  origin  of  this  law,  and  the 
objects  of  those  who  introduced  it,  a  brief 
consideration  of  them  may  be  useful,  in 
order  chiefly  to  show,  that  if  ever  any  ne- 
cessity existed  for  such  an  enactment,  that 
necessity  now  no  longer  exisls.  Up  to  the 
GMnnencemeiit  of  the  eighteenth  century 
no  pecuniary  qualification  was  required 
from  Members  of  Parliament.  Thosehonest 
and  independent  Members  who  in  the 
aeventeenth  century  resisted  the  tyranny 
of  the  Sluaru,  and  laid  the  foundation  of 
our  political  freedom,  were  chosen  by 
their  fellow- citizens  freely  and  nnre- 
Btrictedly;  no  landed  qualification  was 
laquirod  from  them ;  yet  that  man  roust 
be  indeed  sanguine  who  expects  to  sea 
aasemblad  within  ihew  walls  a  body  of 
men  more  sealous  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duty,  more  intelligent  or  more  learned 
acoording  to  the  learning  of  the  day, 
more  truly  patriotic  or  more  truly  fit  to 
repKsaot  the  opinions  of  the  country.  In 
1^6  a  Bill  for  qualifying  Members  passed 
the  CommftOB.  The  city  of  London  and 
several  other  places  petilioaed  against  it ; 
amooMt  others  the  city  of  EseUr  peti- 
tiooedto  Uia  following  e&ot  :— 

"That,  according  lo  theqaa1ificstir>Dsof  dte 
•aid  Bill,  nany  penons  who  have  not  eitaias  in 
land,  t^ngh  gmt  penoosl  estates,  and  pni- 
daat  eitiiens,  will  be  rendered  incapable  to 
lerra  in  Parliament  for  the  said  aty,  and 
praving  that  the  ancient  rights  and  privilegei 
of  tbe  said  city  may  be  preserved." 

This  petition  was  received  after  a  division 
of  Mventy  to  fifty-nine.  Tbe  good  cjtiiens 
of  Exeter  wera  not  then  aware  (it  seems) 
of  tba  facility  of  evading  the  said  law,  or 
pariitps  evktion  was  not  so  easy  in  those 
<!•;«•    Ib  cODMiitieBce  of  Umm  poUtiom 


a  rider  was  added  to  the  Bill  enabling  any 
nwrcbant  to  serve  for  a  place  whera  he 
should  himself  be  a  voter,  on  making  oath 
that  he  was  worth  5,000^  in  money,  thns 
rendering  the  Bill  rather  less  objectionable, 
as  it  made  it  rather  less  exclusive  than 
the  present  law.  This  Bill  was,  however, 
rejected  by  the  Lords,  but  in  1711  a  Bill 
for  a  similar  purpose  met  with  more  siu- 
cess  in  the  House  of  Lords,  as  wvll  ••  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  was  pamed  into 
a  law.  This  law  is  the  foundation  of  ilie 
present  Qualification  Act,  and  the  provi- 
srons  of  it  must  be  so  well  known  to  every 
Member  of  the  House,  that  it  would  be  a 
mere  waate  of  lime  to  enumerate  them. 
Iq  order,  however,  to  show  the  object  and 
design  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill,  1  have 
taken  a  few  short  extracts  on  the  subject 
from  two  well-known  authors.  In  the  31st 
number  of  Tht  Exammer—not  The  Es- 
amintr  of  the  present  day — like  it  in 
talent,  but  very  diflerent  in  politics — in 
Smift' I  Examiner  q{  March,  1711 — there 
is  the  following  notice  of  tbe  Qualification 
Bill:— 

"  As  tba  pratent  House  of  Commons  fi  the 
best  repreaenlatiTe  of  the  uatioa  that  hss  ever 
been  summoned  in  our  memoriss,  so  they  have 
taken  care  in  tlieir  first  Session  by  diat  noble 
Bill  of  qualification,  (hat  future  Pariiameots 
should  be  composed  of  landed  men,  and  our 
properties  be  no  more  at  the  merer  of  those 
who  have  none  themselves,  or  at  least  only 
what  is  only  tiansient  or  imsginan.  If  there 
I>e  any  giatitode  in  posterity  the  memory 
of  ibis  assembly  will  be  ilways  celebrated." 
However  property  in  the  funds,  leAsee,  and 
shipping  may  have  been  then  considered, 
they  are  certainly  not  now  looked  upon 
as  "  transient  and  imagiuary,"  The  pro* 
phetic  powers  of  so  far-seejng  a  man  at 
Dean  Swift  are  here  proved  to  be  but 
small,  for  posterity,  instead  of  being 
grateful  for  this  "  noble  Bill,"  paHly 
evades  it  and  partly  wishes  to  abolish  it 
entirely.  Again  in  tbe  45th  number,  June 
1711,  he  says:— 

"  The  Qualification  Bill,  incapaduting  all 
men  to  serve  in  Parliament  who  have  not  soma 
estate  in  laud,  either  in  possession  or  certaia 
reversion,  is  pethapa  the  greatest  security  that 
ever  wss  contrirea  for  preserving  the  Con- 
stitution, which  otherwise  might  in  a  little  time 
be  wholly  at  the  mercy  of  the  moneyed  in< 

Tbe  Bill  was  not  equally  acceptable  to 
all  persons.     Here  is  the  notice  of  it  by 
Boyer:— 
"  lUs  Bill  «a*  wrt  gaBWally  ^piwnd^  lior 
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who,  bf  Ibeir  oaiural  ■ 


mnf  oWmd,  (bat  by  n»iniaia%  ibc  cfactioa 

of  bttiifal*  of  •titiM  to  BtUlM  of  600/.  a  TMT, 
tnd  fbr  oliien*  and  barnMa  to  SOOf^  men 
I  and  acquired  abilities, 
«in«M,  ai«  tbe  fiiieit 
tiieir  eooMTj  in  Pailiain«nt,  mij 
htppMi  lo  ba  excluded,  and  men  of  ne*cr  to 
tnlrRimfit  parti  cboaen,  if  bat  qoaliHed  in 
land.  Thai  thii  Ant  sobjecl*  tb«  title*  ai  well 
M  the  ralae  of  a  great  many  eilalei  (upon 
cmiroverted  dectiom}  to  the  inqaitilion  of  Ihc 
HottM  ofConmont;  that  it  may  came  the 
frequent  iptillins  of  freeholds  either  rc»l,  lo 
the  decay  of  good  faniilie«  1  oroccaiioDal,and 
thereby  be  a  fbrther  came  of  land  itock- 
jobbing  and  peijnry.  That  it  may  pM*e  a 
gjeat  detriment  to  trade,  by  exclading  the 
prooer  truMeet  for  it,  and  committing  the  pro- 
tection of  it  to  the  landed  rnen  only,  vthicn  n 
a  great  alteration  of  onr  Conititalion,  it  being 
origiiMlly  intended  that  corporations  should  be 
repreienied  by  sone  of  their  own  party." 

From  (heie  extract*,  it  ia  cany  to  see  ihat 
the  object  of  the  promoten  of  the  Bill  wag 
to  enlarge  and  conRrtn  the  power  of  the 
linded  interett,  which  waa  even  then,  by 
flnch  enactmenta,  attempting  tefllonaly  lo 
retlrain  and  keep  down  the  moneTed  or 
trading  portioiiR  of  the  comtnnnity ;  there 
may  also  have  been  on  the  part  ofaomeof 
them  u  honest  fear  of  an  increase  of 
power  on  the  part  of  the  Crown,  and  a 
flinc«ra  desire  by  this  act  to  opbold  the 
popolar  or  coan try  party  against  the  cor- 
rupting influence  or  the  court.  It  woald 
be  quite  inperflaoiiB  to  notice  the  Tarious 
and  miehty  changes  which  have  since 
taken  place  in  the  balance  of  property 
and  power,  and  which  renders  this  Act 
utterly  useless  now  in  the  view  in  which  it 
wu  first  proposed.  The  Act  of  1711  was, 
however,  foond  to  be  so  inoperative,  that 
in  1760,  another  and  a  more  stringent 
act  was  proposed  and  partly  passed  into  a 
law.  It  IS  thus  menlioned  by  Smollett  :— 
"  SubterAiges  were  discovered,  by  means  of 
which  this  law  (meaning  the  law  of  1711), 
lalating  to  the  qualifications  of  candidates, 
was  effectually  eluded.  Those  who  were 
not  actually  possessed  of  such  estates, 
procured  temporary  conveyances  from 
their  friends  and  patrons,  on  condition  of 
their  being  restored  and  cancelled  after 
the  election.  By  this  scandalous  fraud 
the  intention  of  the  Legislature  was  frus- 
trated," &c.  "  Through  (his  inhmous 
channel  the  Ministrv  had  it  hi  thsir  power 
lo  thrust  into  Parliament  a  s^t  of  <p«nal 
beggars,  who,  as  they  depemled  on  their 
bounty,  would  always  be  obiMUbu*  to 
Uulr  mm,  and  vol*  aeoorcUnf  to  illiMllon, 


to  the  aJiS^Ji,!.  of  Ihor 
The  ■ascbaeCi  aaseadsie  sacfa  a 
vile  eofluia*:  ^ti,  m  pitieulaF,  the 
aadoe  infleepce  wbdi  the  Crowm  s»asC 
have  acqvtcd  fim  ike  ptactiee,  «a« 
eilbN  fell  or  ipprgbfJed  vj  eoae  hcMeat 
patriots,  who,  after  diren  BBsacceedisl 
efforts,  at  leegtb  preseated  lo  the  Hooae  a 
Bill,"  &c.  Tliii  Bin  WM  finally  pMscd  u 
the  33rd  George  Sod,  c.  20.  Hod.  H»- 
bers  who  are  veraed  in  the  a&its  of  thii 
House,  can  say  whetber  this  Act  has  had 
its  intended  effect,  and  f^eveated  all 
fictitious  and  temporary  qnsUficatkins  or 
not.  In  Hallam's  Coostitntiooal  Hktory, 
the  whole  case  is  thus  briefly  and  ably- 
slated  :—"  The  country  gentlemen  wbo 
clstmed  to  themselves  a  character  of  more 
independence  and  patriotism  than  conkl 
be  foand  in  any  other  class,  had  long  em- 
dcavoured  to  protect  their  ascendency  by 
excluding  the  rest  of  the  commuoity  froot 
Parliament.  This  was  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  which,  after  being  freqaentlj 
attempted,  passed  into  a  law  during  the 
Tory  Admiaistratioo  of  Anne,  reqairing 
every  Member  of  the  Commons,  except 
those  for  the  Universities,  to  possess  as  a 
qualification  for  his  seat  a  landed  estate, 
above  all  encumbrances,  of  3001.  B-year. 
By  a  later  Act  of  Geo^e  2nd,  with  which 
it  was  thought  expedient  by  the  Govern- 
ment  of  the  day  to  gratify  the  landed  in- 
terest, this  property  must  be  slated  on 
oath  by  every  Member  on  taking  bb  seat; 
and,  if  required,  at  his  electioo.  The  lair 
is,  however,  notoriously  evaded,  and 
though  much  mi^t  be  urged  in  favour  of 
rendering  a  competent  income  the  condi- 
tion of  eligibility,  few  would  be  found  at 
present  to  maintain,  that  the  freehold 
qualification  is  not  required  both  uncon- 
stitutionally,  according  to  the  ancient 
theory  of  tepresenution,  and  absurdly, 
according  to  the  present  state  of  property 
in  England."  Sach  is  a  brief,  and  I  be- 
lieve, a  fair  sketch  of  the  history  of  the 
QuaUficBtion  Acts.  After  thos  seeing  the 
objects  of  the  promoters  of  the  Act,  the 
preamble  is  rather  amusing:  it  is  "  for 
securing  the  freedom  of  Parliaments," 
when  it  ought  rather  to  have  been,  if 
troth  had  been  regarded,  "  an  act  for 
securing  the  power  of  the  landed  interest, 
and  restraining  the  freedom  of  electioo." 
The  exemptions  from  the  operation  of  the 
act  also  require  some  comment.  First, 
we  find  exempted  the  eldest  son  or  beir 
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apparent  of  any  Peer  or  Lord  of  Parlia- 
ment, or  of  aD^  penon  qoalified  to  serve 
■a  a  knight  of  the  shire.  Now,  though 
the  Peer  or  great  proprietor  may  be  a 
very  respectable  or  a  very  rich  man  (it 
amounts  to  nearly  the  same  thing  in  the 
common  acceptation  of  the  term),  yet  it 
by  no  means  follows,  that  his  son  and 
heir  should  inherit  his  good  qualities  as 
well  as  his  pririleges;  he  may  have 
anticipated  bis  reversionary  wealth, — he 
may  be  the  most  profligate  and  the 
poorest  of  his  class,  yet  he  may  dispense 
with  the  Tolgar  form  of  qualification. 
But  the  strangest  part  of  this  exemption 
is,  that  the  very  Peer,  whose  son  might 
claim  it  might  perchance  not  be  himself 
in  the  position  of  a  qualified  person,  for 
no  qualification  whatever  is  required 
from  a  man  who  is  made  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Lords.  The  Crown  can 
thus  make  hereditary  legislators  from  any 
class,  while  the  people  can  select  their 
representatives  only  from  one  class, — 
namely,  the  class  qualified  by  the  pos- 
session  of  landed  property.  The  Mem- 
bers for  the  Univer«ties  are  next  ex- 
empted. This  exemption  was  perhaps 
introduced  out  of  a  kind  feeling  towards 
the  scholars,  likely  to  be  returned  by 
those  learned  bodies,  in  the  id  eft  that 
scholarship  and  poverty  were  frequently 
companions,  or  to  add  one  more  lo  their 
exclusive  privileges,  or  perchance  from 
a  profouna  knowledge  of  the  learned  cor- 
porations, which  led  the  promoters  of  the 
Act  to  be  well  assured,  that  none  but 
rich  and  powerful  men  would  be  cc___ 
dered  qualified  to  represent  the  seats  of 
learning  and  religion,  or  have  a  chance  of 
gaining  the  votes  of  the  learned  and 
reverend  electors.  Lastly,  we  find  the 
exemption  of  the  Members  of  that  part 
of  Great  Britain  called  Scotland  —the 
plea  assigned  for  this  exemption  is  the 
tmallness  of  estates  in  that  country ;  that 
is,  the  poverty  of  the  land.  Now,  not- 
ffithslanding  the  exemption  and  the  plea, 
it  so  happens,  that  no  men  in  this 
House  are  superior  in  any  quality  which 
makei  men  good  citizens  and  able  legii 
lalors  to  the  Scotch  Members.  N 
pecuniary  or  landed  qualification  is  n 
quired  from  them,  and  yet  they  not  only 
possess  every  other  qualification  in  an 
eminent  degree,  but  it  has  been  remarked, 
that  of  all  the  Scotch  Members,  there  has 
scarcely  ever  been  one  who  was  not  a 
man  of  ample,  or  at  least  of  independent, 


private  fortune.  It  is  atrange,  that  tbe 
exemption  should  not  have  been  extended 
to  Irish  Members,  as  well  as  to  Scotch 
Members ;  for  up  to  the  time  of  what  is 
called  the  Union  no  qualification  but 
residence,  and  a  forty -shilling  freehold 
was  required  from  Members  of  the  Irish 
House  of  Commons  :  and  even  that  quali- 
fication had  been  repealed  by  14  George 
3rd,  c.  58,  as  having  "  been  found  by 
lon^  nsage  to  be  unnecessary,  and  as 
having  become  obsolete."  The  same 
words  may  justly  be  applied  to  our  ex- 
isting acts,  with  this  addiiion,  that  they 
are  foolish,  mischievous,  and  inefficient. 
Nothing  has  been  said,  because  nothing 
was  required,  as  to  the  inefficiency  of  the 
law  ;  it  is  as  notorious  as  the  most  com- 
monly-received fact,  that  the  law  of  qua- 
lification is  a  mere  legal  cobweb  which 
disfigures  the  statute-book,  and  which 
small  flies  as  well  as  great  can  break 
through  with  perfect  ease.  Ireland  has 
indeed  lost  the  services  of  two  of  her 
representatives  through  the  operation  of 
the  act  in  this  very  Parliament — but  that 
was  chiefly  owing  to  some  oversight  in 
the  manner  of  making  out  the  necessary 
qualification.  These,  then  (it  appears  to 
me),  are  the  reasons  for  repealing  the 
present  qualification  law;  it  Is  bad  in 
principle — contrary  to  the  ancient  con- 
stitution— unjust  to  the  electoral  body. 
It  is  notorious  to  all  men  accustomed  to 
parliamentary  business,  that  it  is  so  easily 
evaded  as  to  be  almost  entirely  inoperative ; 
the  object  for  which  it  was  passed  has 
been  entirely  defeated ;  if  ever  a  neces- 
sity for  it  existed,  no  necessity  for  it  exists 
now.  Its  existence  in  the  case  of  Eng- 
land, Ireland,  and  Wales,  produces  no 
good ;  its  absence  in  the  case  of  Scotland 
causes  no  evil ;  but  its  continuance  in 
the  statute-book,  though  almost  a  dead 
letter,  has  caused,  and  does  still  cause, 
a  bad  moral  eflect  on  the  constituencies. 
There  is  no  good  reason  for  allowing  it  to 
remain  in  existence  ;  it  has  long  ceased 
to  have  any  force;  and  there  are  many 
reasons  for  its  repeal.  This  being  the 
case,  I  confidently  call  on  the  House  to 
agree  to  (he  motion  of  ray  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  East  Cornwall, 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  could  not  avoid  ex- 
pressing his  opinion,  that  a  more  obnox- 
ious or  objectionable  measure  than  that 
Kroposed  by  the  hon.  Baronet  had  never 
een  suggested  in  that  House.  It  was 
even  so  miscbievoua  in  it*  tettdeocyt  that 
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he  felt  justified  in  at  once  taking;  the  unae 
or  tbe  House  against  its  admission.  The 
present  measure  was  one  of  no  oidinaty 
importance.  Tbe  object  of  it  eridently 
was,  to  at(empt,  to  lessen  the  dignity 
of  that  most  respectable  and  important 
cIbss  in  the  country— the  Country  gentry 
of  Ei^land.  He  recollected,  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  said,  that  Providence 
had  placed  liim  in  that  class.  He  deeply 
regretted,  that  the  hon.  Baronet  had  so 
much  forgotten  the  bounty  of  Providence, 
as  to  propose  a  motion  of  this  kind.  With 
respect  to  the  arguments  adduced  by  the 
bon.  Member  for  Bridgewater,  in  support 
of  the  motion,  he  would  only  say,  that 
he  did  not  consider,  lliat  there  was  any 
force  or  weight  in  them.  Tbe  hon.  Mem- 
ber said,  that  there  had  been  so  many 
changes  since  the  commencement  of  the 
last  century,  that  property  had  so  much 
increased,  and  wealth  was  diffused  among 
so  many  classes  of  the  community,  that 
they  should  get  rid  of  the  qualification  as 
being  altogether  uDoecessary.  Now,  in 
his  opinion,  this  was  an  additional  reason 
for  maintaining  the  law.  Those  who 
aspired  to  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that 
House,  should  have  something  like  a  stake 
in  the  country,  instead  of  men  without 
ftny  property  being  elected  the  repre- 
■entetives  of  the  people.  It  was  said, 
that  the  present  law  was  often  evaded  ; 
tbev  should  not.  On  this  ground,  get  rid 
of  It,  but  take  such  steps  as  would  put 
ft  in  force.  At  the  present  time,  when 
novelty  was  the  order  of  the  day,  it  might 
appear  to  be  impolitic  to  endeavour  to 
Oppose  what  was  called  the  tide  of 
improvement,  but  which,  in  his  opinion, 
was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  the  tide 
of  innovation  and  hiischievous  inter- 
ference. By  getting  rid  of  the  quelifl- 
cation,  they  would  open  the  door  for 
men  to  vet  into  that  House,  who  would 
have  to  legislate  on  property,  in  which 
(hey  had  not  the  least  interest.  This 
certainly  might  be  a  good  ai^ument  with 
those  who  had  no  property ;  but  he  was 
sure,  that  it  would  have  no  influence  in 
that  Mouse.  To  such  as  regarded  the 
maintenance  of  the  dignity  of  that  House, 
and  who  also  believed,  that  the  security 
of  property  would  be  best  upheld  by  those 
who  had  lome  interest  in  it,  he  would 
aay,  that  he  was  satisfied,  thai  there  was 
(tot  a  single  individual  who  would  not 
divide  with  him  against  the  proposition  of 
the  hvn.  BaroDet.    He  would  only  add. 


that  he    was    determined    to  take    tbe 
sense  of  the  House  on  this  motion. 

Mr.  Eaiart  was  not  going  to  occupy 
the  time  of  the  House  at  any  length,'  but 
he  could  not  auiTer  the  question  to  go  to 
a  vole  without  making  a  few  observations. 
He  was  exceedingly  ^lad  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  addressed  tbe 
House  had  risen  to  oppose  the  motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  for  by  doing  so  he  vin- 
dicated tlie  former  proceedings  of  the 
party  to  which  he  belonged  on  this  sub. 
jucl.  It  oi^ht  not  to  be  forgotten  that 
it  was  the  Tories  of  the  time  of  Queen 
Anne  who  introduced  a  Bill  imping  & 
lapded  qualification  on  Members  of  t  at 
House.  He  was  glad  to  find  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Durham  had  risen  in  opposi- 
tion to  his  (Mr.  Ewart's)  hon.  Friend's 
proposition  ;  for  he  begged  tbe  House  to 
recollect  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
was  enabled  to  sit  in  that  House  without  a 
property  qualification;  he  was  qualified 
by  Deing  the  son  of  a  Peer.  The  hon. 
Member  had  stated  that  the  dooraof  that 
House  were,  under  the  present  law,  open 
to  any  man  of  talent  in  the  country  who 
could  get  a  constituency  to  elect  biro. 
This,  however,  was  not  the  case ;  for  was 
the  hon.  Member  not  aware  that  one  of 
tbe  most  distiuguished  men  of  the  last 
century  was  excluded  from  that  House  in 
consequence  of  not  possessing  the  proper 
qualification.  Again,  there  was  a  recent 
case  of  a  man  of  eminent  abilities  being 
excluded  from  the  House  on  this  ground 
to  which  he  was  sure  the  hon.  Gentleman 
could  not  object  on  the  ground  of  ortho- 
doxy—he alluded  lo  the  case  of  Dr. 
Souihev,  who  was  elected  Member  for  a 
borough,  and  who  did  not  take  his  seat, 
because  he  could  not  conscientiously  swear 
(o  the  possession  of  a  qualification.  Tbe 
Acts  which  it  Was  now  proposed  to  repeal 
were  founded  on  the  assumption  that  the 
amount  of  wealth  was  equivalent  to  the 
amount  of  independence.  This  was  a 
most  absurd  and  fallacious  notion;  for  a 
person  of  comparatively  small  income,  prO> 
vided  he  lived  within  it,  was  certainly  In 
moreindependentcircumstancestbanaman 
of  large  possessions  whose  wants  exceeded 
his  income,  As  a  remarkable  instance 
of  the  union  of  comparative  poverty  and 
independence,  he  would  refer  to  a  well* 
known  circumstance  connected  with  the 
life  of  that  pure-minded  and  distinguished 
man,  Andrew  Marvel  a  name  that  Could 
never  be  forgotten  in  connettioa  ¥rith  the 
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Jiiitory  of  thii  country.  Who  conU  for- 
gst  tbe  nttarksbis  obachration  of  the  Earl 
of  DaotMr,  who  waitod  upon  the  patriot  tn 
hi*  humbla  lod^nf;  for  tbi  purpose  of  cor. 
ruptiog  him,  and  who,  oa  otnerving  his 
-fmgal  repwt,  turaed  to  bis  aitetidant,  and 
nid— "  Dtmn  the  man  ;  it  ii  imtnisible 
to  tempt  hitn."  Ptevioui  to  the  year 
17 10, no  property  qoalifiaat ion  wal  required 
in  a  Member  of  Parliament.  In  thai  year 
the  Tory  majority  of  the  Houia  of  Com- 
moRB  choie  to  dictate  tbia  Bill,  which  Lord 
Godolphin  and  Ui«  Whiga  of  that  day,  to 
their  boooor,  resitted  to  the  utmost,  and 
he  (Mr.  Ewart)  WM  sure  that  be  should 
6nd  that  tbeWbigs  of  the  present  day  would 
follow  the  example  of  their  ancestors  witb 
respect  to  the  object  of  the  present  niotion. 
NoihJDgcDuld  be  nwre  absurd  than  that  the 
fOD  of  a  Peer  should  be  admitted  without 
a  qDaliflcalion,  when  it  »a>  possible  that 
the  Peer  did  not  possess  any  landed  pro- 
perty. For  inBtance,  he  woitld  take  the 
caio  of  the  son  of  a  bishop ;  such  a  per- 
son, if  alectad  a  Mambar,  might  take  his 
wU  without  a  qualification,  nirtuta  ori- 
pMi.  It  appa«T«d  that  Sootland  had 
Man  without «  pecuniary  qualification  for 
ita  Members,  and  no  country  could  be 
more  admirably  represented  than  that 
part  of  the  empire  was.  Waa  it  not 
notorioUB  that  the  Scotch  representa- 
tive* ware  the  belt  Members  in  that  House 
Blnay*  aoting  independently,  and  were  the 
constant  scourge  of  the  Tory  Members 
opposite?  The  present  stale  of  the  law 
on  this  subject  was  contrary  to  loiiod 
principles  of  morality,  and  was  of  not  the 
least  practical  utihiy.  A  properly  quajifl- 
catiod  of  any  description  would  be  evaded 
in  the  samo  way  that  a  land  queliflctllon 
had  constantly  been.  The  example  of 
Scotland  Iciomphantly  showed  that  the 
real  question  as  to  a  candldtite's  qualiSca- 
tioa  to  sit  in  Parliament  could  be  left  ivith 
the  utmost  safety  to  the  good  sense  and 
discration  of  tha  electors  ;  and  there  was 
no  reason  for  supposing  that  the  elec- 
tors of  England  were  less  endowed  with 
good  aensaand  discretion  on  this  matter 
than  tbosa  of  Scotland.  He  should 
warmly  support  the  boo .  Baronet's  motion, 
Mr.  Waxbitrtsm  remarked,  that  if  be 
was  not  mistaken,  he  heard,  during  the 
discnssioii  of  the  Reform  Bill,  a  noble 
Lord,  then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
but  now  a  Member  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  observe,  that  a  gentleman  not 
poiMtaed  of  a  landed  quRliflcMiOD,  but 


poaseised  of  personal  property,  aaTcr  bkd 
any  di£Boulty  in  procuring  a  colouirtda 
qualification.  Now,  what  the  noble  Lord 
recommended  indireclly,  h«  recommended 
the  House  to  do  directly.  If  property  of 
any  description  would  procure  a  qualifica- 
tion for  that  House,  be  did  not  sav  thnt 
they  should  get  rid  of  a  landed  qualifica- 
tion, but  that  they  should  at  least  allow 
aoother  kind  of  property  to  confer  a  quali- 
fication at  well  as  landed  property.  Ho 
believed  there  were  many  Geolleaen  who 
did  not  wish  to  get  rid  oi  a  qualificBtton 
aUogeiher,  hut  who  admitted  the  Other 
principle,  that  every  description  of  pro- 
perty ought  to  give  H  qualification.  Han> 
Members,  then,  who  entertained  these 
sentiment!  ongbt  not  to  array  themielvet 
against  the  introduction  of  this  Bill,  be- 
cause when  they  got  into  Committeo  an 
opportunity  would  present  itself  of  modi- 
fying the  Dill  by  the  introduction  of  cJaiiset 
framed  for  the  purpose  of  allowing  every 
description  of  property  to  confer  a  quali- 
fication. 

Mr,  MaeUoH  would  only  trouble  ths 
House  with  a  few  words  in  reply  to  tha 
obscrvatiuns  which  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Members  opposite.  Fur  his  owti 
part,  lis  could  not  conceive  that  the  objects 
for  which  the  qualification  in  question  had 
been  originally  introduced  were  no  longer 
desirable  Or  praoiicable,  nor  could  he  brine 
himself  to  believe  that  circumstances  had 
so  materially  changed,  that  the  House  was 
called  upon  to  declare  that  no  qualifica- 
tion was  necessary  for  admission  among 
its  Members.  He  might  be  disposed  to 
entertain  the  proposition  that  all  property 
should  in  thia  respect  be  placed  OD  the 
same  fooling,  but  to  the  aecond  he  oould 
not  agree — namely,  that  because  ha  might 
not  be  unfriendly  to  a  qualificatioo  of  this 
kind,  he  wag  bound  to  permit  this  Bill  to 
be  introduced,  that  Bill  being  to  abolish  all 
property  qualification,  for  the  purpoM  of 
modirying  it  in  Commiltee,  by  the  intro> 
ductinn  of  clauses  enacting  that  personal 
property  should  confer  a  qualification  at 
well  at  real  estate.  But,  in  point  of  faot, 
ihose  who  had  personal  property,  rarely 
ware  unable  to  procure  a  lauded  qualifica- 
tion. He  remembered  the  case  of  a  Mr. 
Fairley,  who,  when  he  was  going  up  lotht 
poll  after  dinner,  recollected  that,  although 
he  was  possessed  of  some  landed  property, 
he  had  not  enough  to  give  him  a  quulifica- 
tibn,  he  having  at  the  same  time  pononal 
property  to  ihe  amount  of  100,000/.     H* 
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aubseqaently,  after  tbe  elec^on,  ro&de  a 
honajide  purchase  of  real  estate,  more 
than  sufficient  for  a  qoalification,  but  it 
was  deoided  that  the  purchase  was  made 
too  late,  and  that  he  was  disqualified  to 
sit.  Now,  there  was  a  case  which  he 
thought  did  call  on  the  House  for 
remedj.  He  was  not  prepared  to  assert 
that  men  with  sufficient  personal  property 
were  not  equally  eligiblew  ith  those  who 
possessed  a  qualification  arising  from 
landed  estate,  but  be  must  say  that  he 
looked  with  some  suspicion  on  a  Bill 
which  was  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
abolishing  all  property  qualilication  what- 
ever. If  ibey  permitted  a  Member  to  be 
introduced  from  the  body  of  the  canaille, 
if  it  should  so  happen,  the^  would  have  a 
qualification  in  tbe  case  of  the  electors, 
while  they  bad  none  in  the  case  of  the 
elected.  They  would,  therefore,  advance 
a  step,  and  a  very  material  one,  towards 
universal  sufi'rage.  Now,  under  these 
circumstances,  he  thought  that  tbe  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  who  were  not  quite  pre- 
pared to  say  that  they  preferrei  so  ex- 
tended a  system  of  voting  as  universal 
auffrage,  should  not  further  that  object  by 
gupporting  the  present  motion.  He  could 
not  bat  admire  the  new-boro  zeal  of  ban. 
Gentlemen  opposite  for  their  practice  of 
the  Constitution.  It  was  really  delightful 
to  see  them,  when  they  were  accused  of 
wishing  to  destroy  tbe  Constitution,  taking 
measures  to  restore  it  to  its  pristine  vigour, 
and  re-establiib  tbe  system  of  representa- 
tion which  formerly  prevailed.  He  had 
only  risen  to  say  a  few  words,  and  there- 
fore he  would  not  trespass  on  the  House 
longer. 

Mr.  Httjne  observed,  that  the  boa.  and 
learned  Member  for  Oxford  seemed 
greatly  alarmed  lest  this  measure  should 
constitute  a  step  to  the  system  of  universal 
suffrage.  That  was  the  ancient  practice 
of  tbe  Constitution — and  yet  tbe  bon.  and 
learned  Member  laughed  at  his  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Cornwall,  because  ho  was 
in  this  instance  inclined  to  support  our 
ancient  institutions.  The  difference  between 
bis  bon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Cornwall 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  was,  that  the  former  would  support 
such  of  our  ancient  institutions  as  were 
good,  and  would  abolish  such  of  them  as 
were  bad,  whilst  tbe  latter  supported  them 
all  indiscriminately  and  drew  no  distinction 
between  the  good  and  the  bad.  He 
visbed  to  aak  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
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ber  «hetb«  the  Constitution  of  Eos^Aod 
dated  fromthe  lOlh  of  QueeaAnne  T  He 
contended  that  those  persona  who  vwe 
qualified  to  elect,  ought  if  a  coDBtituenej 
approved  of  Ibem,  to  be  also  quatrfiad  to 
be  elected ;  and  that  the  contrary  doctriee 
^which  insisted  upon  a  pecuniary  qnalifi- 
cation  for  the  elected — imposed  a  grievou 
restriction  upon  tbe  electors.  In  Scotluid 
the  electors  were  simply  called  upon  to 
elect  an  honest  man.  How  could  tbey 
in  Scotland  elect  an  honest  roan  — since 
they  were  not  bound  to  elect  a  rich  man  ? 
The  hon.  Member  referred  in  support  of  bis 
opinions  to  an  extract  from  a  treatise  oa  tbe 
electoral  system  by  Mr.  Baylej,  of 
Sheffield— a  treatise  which  he  eulogised  as 
well  worthy  the  perusal  of  every  Qeatlo- 
man  who  wished  to  do  his  duty  by  tbe 
country.  In  that  treatise  Mr.  Bayley  said, 
that"  tbe  effect  of  a  pecuniary  qualificatiOB 
was,  to  narrow  the  choice  of  the  electon, 
and  that  it  was  a  limitation  which  wu 
scarcely  ever  ofany  service,  whilst  on  man; 
occasions  it  very  probably  did  great  harm. 
He  fully  agreed  with  Mr.  Bayley  in  that 
sentiment.  It  did  barm,  and  great  bano  for 
it  excluded  from  Parliament  many  moral  and 
religious  men  whoweretooindepeDdenltobe 
influenced  by  a  court,  and  too  iuteltigent 
to  be  deluded  by  tbe  artifices  of  a  sophistical 
Minister,  "  It  had  given  rise,"  continued 
Mr.  Bayley,  "  to  perjury  to  a  very  gveat 
extent ;"  and  that  was,  in  his  opinioD,  a 
sufficient  reason  why  it  ought  to  be  abolt^- 
ed.  He  called  upon  those  who  arrogated 
to  themselves  all  the  virtue,  and  sanctity, 
and  religion  of  the  House  to  join  with  binn 
in  getting  rid  of  this  abominable  system  of 
falsehood  and  perjury.  He  had  bis  eye  upon 
several  Gentlemen  who  had  always  reli|fioa 
in  their  mouths,  and  who  yet  were  iiaaclt 
supporters  of  the  present  system.  WiiA 
their  eyes  turned  up  and  their  bands  turned 
out,  they  were  perpetually  exclaiming 
'Willyounotobeytbedictatesofaod7WiN, 
you  not  acknowledge  an  over-mling  Provi- 
dence?" He  should  look  upon  snob  gflstnres 
a  nd  such  language  as  sheer  h  y  procrisy ,  i  f  tkcy 
did  not  join  in  the  attempt  to  abolish  a 
system  which  led  to  such' continual  per- 
jury. The  present  law  did  not  prohibit 
tbe  electors  from  electing  as  their  repre- 
sentatives a  fool,  a  gamUer,  a  seducer  of 
innocence,  a  liar  and  a  swindler,  provided 
be  had  the  necessary  amount  of  landed 
property.  No  matter  what  his  miscondact 
might  be,  no  matter  how  ignorant  and 
bow  illiterate  he  might  piore,  the  ^    ~ 
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were  oot  prohibited  from  Kndiog  any  man 
»ho  had  the  necessary  property  qualifi- 
cation to  Parliament  —  they  were  only 
prohibited  from  electing  the  moral,  and 
religions,  and  independent  man,  who  had 
not  the  necewary  amount  of  dirty  acres. 
In  conclusion,  be  insisted  that  there  was 
no  use  iniroposing:  a  pecuniary  qualification 
which  wasevery  day  evaded,  and  be  there- 
fore hoped  that  the  House  would  give  his 
bon.  Friend  leave  to  introduce  bis  Bill 
Bbolisbing  qualifications  for  Members  of 
Parliament  altogether. 

Lord  F,  Egerton  observed,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  had  laid  down  the 
proposition  that  whoever  was  fit  to  be  an 
elector  was  also  fit  to  be  elected.  Now,  if 
that  were  true,  the  converse  of  his  propo- 
sition was  notunliliely  to  be  trae  also — 
namely,  that  as  the  qualification  of  the 
elected  was  abolished,  the  seme  rule  ought 
to  be  applied  to  the  qualification  of  the 
elector. 

Mr,//tiffr>,  in  explanation,  observed,  thai 
what  he  bad  said  was,  that  the  persons 
qualified  (o  elect  might,  if  the  electors 
iDought  fit,  be  elected. 

Lord  F,  EgerloH  had  understood  the 
hon.  Member  to  aay  so,  and  was  arguing 
that  the  effect  of  bis  proposition  was  to 
do  away  with  the  qualification  of  the 
electors,  as  well  as  with  thai  of  the  elected. 
The  one  propoaition  followed  asa  corollary 
from  the  other,  and  that  being  the  case, 
be  should  oppose  the  introduction  of  the 
present  measure,  as  it  looked  liLe  the  first 
step  to  universal  sufiVage. 

Mr,  O'CoHiteU  said,  that  when  universal 
suffrage  should  be  proposed  to  the  adoption 
of  the  House, — and  he  hoped  that  itwonld 
MOO  be  proposed  to  its  adoption, — the 
argument  against  it  must  be  founded  on 
stronger  reasons  than  the  imaginary  fears 
expressed  by  the  boo.  Members  opposite, 
if  ibey  intended  it  to  prove  succeuful.  He 
should  certainly  support  the  present  motion. 
Scotland  had  at  present  no  pecuniar; 
qualification.  Ireland  had  no  pecuniary 
qualification  up  to  the  period  of  the  Union. 
Engtand  had  no  pecuniary  qualification  in 
the  reign  of  the  Edwards,  the  Henries,  the 
Charleses,  and  the  Jameses ;  and  it  was 
not  tilt  the  glorious  reign  of  Queen  Anne 
that  it  was  imposed.  It  was  introduced  at 
that  time  for  party  purposes,  was  it  right  to 
keep  it  up  for  party  purposes  now  ?  It  had 
beensaidtbat  "  mischief  was  so  precious  a 
thing  that  it  ought  not  to  be  thrown  away  or 
.  wuied  needlesaly."  He  would  say  to  the 
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hon.  Member  for  Durham,  who  had  that 
evening  made  what  he  called  bis  first 
attempt  at  opposition,  that  opposition 
was  so  precious  a  thing  that  it  ought  not 
to  be  wasted  or  thrown  away  upon  any 
measure  affecting  the  rights  of  thosewbom 
he  had  been  pleased  to  call  the  "  lower 
orders,"  and  whom  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford  had  styled  the  taaaille. 
AUEnglishmenwere  equal  in  theeyesof  the 
law.  What  Englishman  was,  or  could 
be,  lower  than  the  hon.  Member  fot-Dur- 
ham? 

Mr.  Arlhur  Trevor  asserted,  that  he 
had  not  said  one  word  in  his  speech  about 
the  lower  orders. 

Mr.  Ji/acfeim  admitted  that  be  bad  used 
the  word  " canaille"  but  the  House  knew 
well  what  he  meant  hy  It.  Was  there  not 
a  canaille  in  every  country  ? 

Mr.  O'Comell  appealed  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon,  and  learned  Member  for  Ox- 
ford, in  support  of  his  notion,  that  the 
bon.  Member  for  Durham  had  used  the 
words  "  lower  orders."  He  repeated,  that 
the  bon.  Member  bad  talked  about  th« 
lower  orders.  He  believed  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  also  said,  that  there  was  a  tag- 
rag  and  bob- tail. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor:  I  appeal  to  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  whether  the  bon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  is  authorised  by  the 
usageRof  Parliament,  in  imputing  tome 
afj/i&ifum,  expressions  which  I  never  used, 
and  which  I  have  already  disclaimed.  I 
did  not  speak  of  the  lower  orders.  What 
I  said  was,  that  one  of  the  evils  likely  to 
accrue  from  ibe  introduction  of  the  present 
mensure  was  thia — that  a  mendicant  in 
the  streets  might  be — I  did  not  say  that 
he  would  be — sent  into  this  House  (o 
legislate  for  those  who  had  millions  of  pro* 
party.  I  never  used  any  «uch  expression  ai 
tag-rag  and  bob-tail.  The  phrase  belongs 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  own 
vocabulary. 

Mr.  O'Conntll  admitted  that  be  might 
have  been  mistaken  on  the  point :  but,  if 
BO,  his  mistake  had  also  been  shared  in 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ox- 
ford. [Mr.  Maclean  :  "  No."]  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Oxford,  however, 
admitted  ihat  he  had  used  the  word,  "  oa- 
naille."  Now  he  objected  to  the  uie  of 
tlie  word  "  canaille  "  quite  as  much  as  he 
did  to  the  words  "  lower  orders,"  It  wa« 
an  expression  which  ought  not  to  be  ap- 
plied to  any  portion  of  the  freemen  of 
En^and.    He  wanted  a  plaia  auvei  to 
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borough  ihould   poMen 

300'.   a-year    in    landed    piopeny.     All 

seemed    to  be   agieed    that  a  merchant 

worlh  500,000/.,  should  have  a  right  (o 

ihe  House,  even  thoutth  he  were 

>r  an  acre  of  land.      H« 

ipedient  that  ibey  should 


this  queslion — "  Does  the  poiHtsion  of  a 

p«ciini<iry  qnaliBi-ation  inrreake  the  moral 

value  of  ihe  puriy  enjnj-iiti:  it?"     He  also 

wanted  to  know  wheiher  there  was  not  a 

terdency   io    human 

wetlih,  and    whetliei 

preporiderHtintc    influ 

directed  aeainrt  the 

The  wealthy  roan,  in  a  co 

poor  man,  had  indncemenls 

were   not  wiihin   the   poor 

Was  it  not  then  cl 


Iry  of  the  poor  ? 
contest  with  the 
nlB  to  ofler  which 

if  the  poor 
man  succeeded  agxinsl  the  rich  man,  in  a 
popular  election,  he  must  compensate  by 
th«  higher  qualUies  of  talent  and  virtue 
for  hU  want  of  wealth  ?  If  elected  under 
■uch  disadvantages,  would  he  not  enter 
the  House  with  aslampof  merit  impressed 
on  him,  by  his  conttiluems  raising  liim 
high  above  ihe  standard  of  mere  wealth  ? 
He  contended,  that  they  ought  to  leave  to 
the  people  of  En^ldiid  the  same  unre- 
stricted choice  of  representatives  that  was 
now  enjoyed  by  the  people  of  Scotland. 
Had  the  hon.  Members  opposite,  who,  in 
their  eagerness  to  get  up  Co Rterv stive 
operative  societies,  had  found  it  expedient 
to  court  and  flatter  the  "  canaille" — had 
those  hon.  Members  a  right  to  place  them- 
■elvei  in  the  gap,  and  say,  "  a  ilill  for 
aboliahing  pecuniary  qualifiCBiions 
Members  of  Parliament  shall  not 
brought  in  ?"  Such  language  was 
couched  In  that  spirit  of  courtesy  wl 
the  hon.  Members  opposiie  had  displayed  of 
late  towards  llie  peo|ile,  for  the  purpose 
cajoling  them  out  of  their  voii 


not  ifl  possession 
did  not  think  ite 
hold  out  to  the 
deterniinedtoreti 
hich  w 


ntry,  that  they  were 
fi  oil  tile  statute-book  a 
I  be,  the  constant 


ibject  of  evasion.  Besides,  the  present 
law  was  not  a  part  of  our  ancient  consti- 
tuiion.  He  believed  that  our  cities  and 
boroughs  anciently  sent  to  Parliament  as 
their  representati»ei,  men  who  were,  strict- 
ly speaking,  citizens  and  burgetses,  and 
who,  as  such,  followed  some  trade  or  pro- 
fession, and  were  not  persona  enjoying  a. 
landed  qualiHcation.  How  had  the  change 
wiih  respect  to  qualification  been  brought 
about?  It  was  eifi'Cied  in  the  reign  of 
Queen  Anne,  owing  to  the  jealousy  which 
then  unforiunaTcly  prevailed  between  the 
landed  and  the  trading  interest.  The 
trHding  interest  was  known  to  be  favour- 
able to  the  Hanoverian  succession,  and  to 
those  principles  of  hlieral  policy  which  did 
not  suit  the  tasle  of  the  landed  gentry. 
To  cheek  the  increase  of  the  trading  in- 
fluence, the  landed  interest  introduced 
into  our  Parliamentary  system  an  innova- 
lion,  whereby  the  citizens  and  burgesses 
represenriiig  onr  cities  and  boroughs  were 
no  longer  citizens  and  burgesses  in  the 
strict  sense  of  the  term,  but  gentlemen  with 
UnJed  qiialitications.  He  thought  that  it 
lid  be   a  great  improvement,  it  the 


vised  them  not  to  fet  the  people  again  at  [  House  were  to  adopt  some  such  amend- 
deflance,  by  stating  that,  however  intelli- j  ment  of  Ihe  law  of  qualiflcntion,  as  that 
gent,  howevermoriil,  and  however  virtuous    which    had    been    proposed    by   the    ho 


they  might  be,  they  should  have 
eniraace  into  that  House,  unless  they  were 
blessed  with  the  gifu  of  fortune.  He 
hoped  that  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  allow  this  Bill  to  be  brought  in. 
Lord  John  Husiell  said,  that  be  had 
inly  come  down  to  the   House  pre 


Member  for  Bridport.  It  scarcely  ever 
happened  thai  a  Gentleman  took  his  seat 
in  that  House,  without  being  in  jrassesiiioD 
of  some  property,  but  it  happened  very 
often,  that  gentlemen  took  their  seats  in  it 
in  consequence  of  evading,  and,  he  might 
say,  of  committing  a  fraud  upon. 


pared  to  support  the  motion  of  the  hon.  j  law.     He  tl)erefore  agreed  with  the  hoc, 
'    "  ......  .     .    ^IpjjiIjp,    j-g,,  Bridpnrt,  that  it  would    be 

better  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  the 
pecuniary  qiialificalion  of  Members  of  Par- 
liament, than  to  aholiih  it  altogether.  He 
did  not  apprehend  that  any  great  evil 
would  ensue,  even  if  the  property  qualifi- 
cation were  to  be  abolished  altogether, 
for  he  believed  that  the  sense  of  the  people 
of  England  might  fairly  be  trusted  with 
the  election  of  their  representatives.  He 
thought  it,  howeTer,  better  to  hire  %  Bill 


Member  for  Cornwall,  had  it  been  couched 
in  the  same  terms  in  whirh  it  was  entered 
in  the  order-book — that  is,  had  it  been  a 
Bill  to  amend,  and  not  to  abolish,  the  laws 
with  regard  to  ihe  property  qualification 
of  Memhersof  Parliament.  He  had  tome 
down  prepared  to  contend,  that  it  was  not 
expedient  to  make  laws  which  you  did  not 
wish,  and  which  you  did  not  expect  to  be 
obeyed.  No  one,  he  believed,  now  thought 
It  nscMHrj  that  a  Member  of  Parliament 
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inttotluced,  amending;  the  present  law  o( 

qualificatrOD,  in  which  llie  changes  neces- 
sary to  be  made  might  be  consiileied  in 
detail  ia  the  Coinmitlee,  th»n  lo  have  the 
properly  qualificalion  abuli^hed  at  once 
altogether.  That  being  his  opinion,  he 
could  baldly  bring  himself  to  voie  Tor  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  Tor  Cumwall, 
to  its  present  form. 

Sir  Wi/liam  MoUswoTlh  said,  that  the 
terms  of  the  motion,  of  which  he  hod  given 
notice,  bad  been  erroneously  entered  in 
tlie  order-book.  There  had  been  some 
mistake  about  ihem  ;  for  he  had  never  in- 
tended lo  briiij;  in  any  other  Bill  than 
thai  on  which  his  motion  w»s  founded, 
and  that  was  ^  1]il1  for  aboh&hi'ig  tlie 
properly  qualification  allogether. 

Mr.  CAar/cs  Buller  recommended  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  Rkmber  for  Cornitall,  to 
adopt  the  suggestion  thrown  out  by  ihe 
noble  Lord,  at  the  bead  of  liis  Majesty's 
Goveinmeni,  as  it  was  likely  to  lead  lo  a 
practical  result,  and,  an  the  present  was 
not  a  lime  for  dinputing  about  the  splitting 
of  straws,  he  thought  that  there  ought  lo 
be  as  few  ties  on  the  statute-book  as  pos- 
sible, and  ihis  Property  Qualitic-ation  Act 
was  a  very  great  lie  indeed.  The  propo~ 
sition  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  as  to  the 
necessiiy  of  electors  being  without  qunlifi 
cation  if  the  elected  were,  was  a  striking 
non  iequituT,  and  amounted  to  as  great 
an  absurdity  as  the  proposition  of  Dr. 
Johnson— 

"  n'ho  diivts  fit  axta  sliouid  liimjelf  be  fat.'" 
Oentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
seemed  to  think,  thai  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment who  had  tittle  or  no  property,  could 
not  be  honest.  Now,  in  the  course  of  his 
shorl  political  life,  he  had  met  with  some 
dishonest  politicians  in  that  House,  and 
he  must  say  this,  that  some  of  the  richest 
-  men  in  Parliament,  had  been  the  dirtiest 
^nd  shabbiest  fellows  in  politics  that  he 
id  ever  known.  He  might  not  be  a 
Ov*interested  witness  on  this  point,  as  he 
himself  WHS  known  to  be  a  poor  man. 

Viscount  Ebringlon  also  reeomniended 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cornwall  to  adopt 
the  suggestion  of  his  noble  Friend  below 
him,  and  to  bring  in  a  Bill  in  conformity 
with  the  terms  in  which  his  motion  was 
entered  in  the  order-book.  At  the  same 
time,  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Cornwall 
were  not  prepared  to  at'cede  lo  that  sug- 
gestion, he  should  be  prepared  to  eive  his 
vote  in  favour  of  the  bon.  Membei's  pre- 
KDt  propositioD.     In  former  times,  wtiea 
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Peers  of  Parliament  nominated  Members 
for  cities  and  boronolis,  at  tneir  plrasure, 
and  when  one  f.icetious  Peer  ihreaiened  to 
send  his  bl.ick  servant  as  a  Member  inio 
th;it  House,  a  properly  qualification  might 
have  been  of  some  service:  but  it  could 
not  be  of  any  service  no*  that  the  people 
had  ricDvcred  their  pUre  in  the  consiiiu- 
tion,  and  were  enabled  to  choose  ibeir 
own  representatives.  When  he  knew  that 
men  of  high  honour,  but  of  small  fortune, 
did  not  scruple  to  accept  a  property  qua- 
lifiration  from  their  friends,  and  to  swear 
at  the  table  ih:il  ihey  had  a  sufficient  pio. 
perty  qnalifieution,  abhouitb  ihey  hud 
lak^n  it  on  the  express  undersMndingthat 
ihi-y  were  not  to  toiicb  aiiy  j'Oriion  of  ii* 
proieeds, — t.  hen  he  knew  ih^it  ihere  had 
hem  hundicds  of  *uch  rases  in  former 
Parllan>enl^  and  that  there  might  be 
hundreds  of  such  cases  in  ihis  P..rliamcnt, 
he  could  not  refrain  from  thinking  thiit  it 
was  hi]jh  time  to  make  a  change  in  the 
taw  on  the  suhjecl.  If  he  wanted  another 
reason  for  gelling  rid  of  this  atranee  ano- 
maly in  [be  law  of  England  and  Ireland, 
he  could  find  a  sufficient  one  in  the  ex- 
ample vf  Scotland.  He  would  ask,  wh»t 
Members  of  the  House  were  belter  quall- 
ficd  to  perform  their  Parliiimenlary  duties, 
"hat  ftiembers  were  more  enlightened  or 
more  independent,  than  those  who  were 
sent  to  them  from  Scotland,  and  from 
whom  no  pecuniary  quatiUcation  was  de- 
manded? Considering  the  present  law, 
then,  lobe  mischievous  in  its  effects,  and 
to  be  still  more  mischievous,  in  being 
deemed,  by  common  consent,  inoperative, 
he  should  certainly  vote  in  favour  of  the 
motion  of  the  bon.  Member  for  Cornwall, 
in  case  he  pressed  it  to  a  division.  Before 
he  sat  down,  he  could  not  help  catling 
upon  the  House  to  look  at  some  late  pro- 
ceedings of  their  own.  It  was  not  more 
than  three  or  four  nii:hts  since  a  Committee 
bad  been  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
fabrication  of  fictitious  votes  in  Scotland. 
Now,  with  what  consistency  could  they 
examine  into  the  fabrication  of  fictiriops 
votes,  on  behalf  of  the  electors,  when  they 
refused  lo  entertain  a  measure  for  getting 
lid  rtf  fictitious  qualifications  00  the  part 
of  Ihe  elected? 

Mr.  WakUtf  should  not  have  said  a 
word  upon  the  present  occasion,  had  it 
not  been  for  an  expression  which  had 
Tallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham. 
That  hon.  Member,  in  opposing  the  Intro- 
duciion  of  this  Bill,  had  t^ed  tbii  quM* 
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tion — "  Why  are  «e  Mnt  here ?  Are  we 
not  wnt  here  to  protect  the  landed,  and 
(he  moniecl,  and  the  commercial  interests 
or  the  country  7"  What  a  qiiestioo  was 
that  Tor  a  letcUlaior  to  nsk  1  Was  that  all 
that  hon.  Members  were  sent  to  that 
HoiiM  for  ?  Were  they  not  sent  there  to 
protect  the  n^hia  antt  liberties  of  the 
people  of  England  ?  [Hear!  fimr/]  The 
lion.  Men.ber  for  Durham  cried  "  Hear, 
hear,"  but  lhe»e  were  points  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  entirely  forgotten  and 
omitted  from  his  speerb. 

Mr,  Arthur  Trevor  rose  to  order,  but 
The 5})ea Pterin  formed  him,  that  it  wa«  not 
in  bis  power  to  enter  into  any  explanation 
o<'  bit  words  then,  without  the  bave  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsburv.  who  wns  in 
pos-esston  ofihe  House.  When  that  hon. 
Member  bnd  concluded  bis  obBervationB, 
ttien  iTOiild  he  ibe  time  for  ihe  lion.  Mem- 
ber for  D'irl.»ru  to  expluin. 

Mr.  Wtikley  ivoiiM  intimate  lo  the  hon. 
Member  foi  Dmhiim,  llmi  the  people  re- 
qnirid  iheir  rights  Hod  libi-rties  to  he 
protei'ti'd  in  ihut  Housp.  anil  what  right); 
we>r  more  imp  riant  than  ihe  rinhis  of 
labour?  and  yet  they  were  wholly  un- 
rc pre^-i  nied  in  ibai  Houte.  He  repealed, 
lli-'t  they  were  unrt-|>iFsetitfd  in  thai 
Ho>is>-.  Wbv.  weif  not  the  wurktng  men 
of  ihig  [■oiiiilrv  in  a  con^tanl  mule  ul' 
HMXKIy,  f'Cim  ilii-  belief  Ih  .t  ih>-y  were 
Wfin.eil  ill  lliHI  H(iii$e,  an<t  ili>*t  they  hnd 
mi  line  -'"irri'lv  in  it  in  chiimpiun  their 
iMxs.  t  He  «lioiild  be  ^lad  to  see  some 
Wdikiiig  men  >itiiiii!  ii<  thnl  Hinise  — foi 
Bine  111  u',iK.  lh)ii  Ihe  lOnntrv  woiihl  nevei 
l)e  in  a  |ieriiniiient  Kiiiie  of  pMce  I'niil 
i>omfwi:ikin^  men  di.l  sit  wiiliin  i's  w»IU. 
[fifM'b  men  h,id  ^eiils  in  tb>it  House,  thtv 
would  lewni  ^ometl'inp  of  ibe  diffii-ultieK 
vliiih  iilisirneieii  th^  rimieeof  leEi-l"iioii, 
HMii     liMvii.p    wqiiired     tliat    kiiowledi;e, 

dooiK,  ihe  v-iriou^  ob'tiicle*  which  itood 
in  the  way  of  muking  good,  sound,  and 
H*efiil  ie)>i«laiion  There  were  noi  thou- 
■and«,  lint  iiiillionn,  of  workmen,  I'bo  fell 
Ib-t  tbev  were  not  adequately  reprefented 
in  tb<ii  Hou:<e.  Wbv,  he  wonid  ask.  wai> 
300/.  a-year  fixed  xii'a  property  qu^ilificn- 
tinnfora  Member  of  Parlinmpnt?  B  cuiise 
it  wa»  supposed  that  those  who  bad  300/ 
a-vear  within,  would  sympathise  with  those 
who  had  300(  a-year'^ithout  the  wall*  of 
Parliaraent.  HewNsiKtoiindedthatibcbon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  who  had  made  such 
ianocnM  exenioni  during;  ihe  autvtnn  to 


get  up  Conservatire  operative  SNOciatioiM. 
— in  which  he  could  say,  from  hi*  own 
knowledge  of  the  feelings  of  the  workii^ 
classet,  that  they  had  miserably  failed, — 
he  was  astottoded,  he  repeated,  that  thoae 
hon.  Gentlemen  should  not  exhibit  some 
sympathy  with  the  working  classes,  bj 
allowing  the  introduction  of  this  Bill,  which 
would  operate  so  much  to  their  advantage. 
He  hoped,  notwithstanding  what  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Lord,  that  he  should,  DpoQ 
reflection,  be  induced  to  vote  for  the  mo- 
tion of  the  lion.  Baronet,  The  noble  Lord 
would  find  bimself  grossly  deceived,  if  he 
thought  that  the  rourae  be  was  pursuing 
could  conciliate  Members  on  th«  other 
side  of  the  House;  such  a  course  could 
not  conciliate  enemies,  and  was  greatly 
calculated  10  shnke  the  conBdence  of 
friends.  Its  effect  upon  the  people  would 
he,  to  excite  in  their  minds  a  feeling  that 
ibey  had  been  betrayed,  and  W  did  not 
hesitate  to  say,  that  until  a  radical  ohanp 
look  place  iu  the  constitution  of  itMt 
House,  the  opinion  would  be  very  g«ne- 
rully  entertained  out  of  doors,  that  the 
people  were  not  fuirly  represented. 

Mr.  ^.  7Vf for  be Efged  to  say,  that  be 
hnd  described  thai  House  as  representing 
the  landed,  the  commercial,  and  the 
nionied  interests  of  the  nuilid  Kingdon  ; 
^nd,  he  added,  that  hon.  Members  were 
imunil  to  pmieci  the  rights,  privileges,  and 
iriimiinities  of  those  who  had  sent  them  to 
Parliament. 

Sir  W.  Moleiworlh  briefly  replied,  he 
could  not  romply  with  the  request  of  ihe 
noble  Lord  ;  hui.  under  ihe  inOueneeof  a 
Rtropig  feeliDiT  nf  duly,  must  tuke  the  sense 
of  tJ.eHDN-eon  the  question  khich  he  hiMl 
brriu^lit  under  its  consideration.  He 
should  call  upon  the  House  to  pronounce 
its  decision  upon  the  broad  principle  in- 
volved in  his  motion.  He  should  call 
npon  them  to  determiue  whether  the  free 
eh^ice  of  intelligent  men  did  not  consti- 
tute a  belter  qiirdiBcation  lo  sit  in  that 
House,  than  the  possession  of  any  amoaot 
of  property. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original  mo- 

-   —Ayes  104;    Noes  133:   Majority 


29. 


Adan 


List  of  the  Ayes. 


.  AHmirsI  BesDclerk,  Major 

Allwoo<l,T.  Bernsi,  Hnlph 

Banrshnw,  John  Blackburne,  John 

Bnines,  EdwBttl  Blake,  M.J. 

Barclay,  David  Bodkin,  J, 

Baroard,  £,  Q.  B«irrui|,  Or, 
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Bnbuon,  Sir  W. 
Bnd;,  D.  C. 
BiidgnMii,  Uewiit 
BrMherton,  J. 
Budtinghani,  J.  S. 
BalUr,  Charlei 
Balwer,  Ednr.  E.  L. 
Builer,  lion.  P. 
Cknipbcll,  Sir  J. 
Cbalmert,  P. 
C)Mcbe«eT,J.P.B. 
CUy,  W. 
Div«(l,  E. 
Ouncombe,  T. 
Ebnnglon,  Lord 
Elphinstone,  H. 
Ewan,  W. 
Han,  W.  F. 
FttniraOD,  C. 
Fan, John 
Ga*k«ll,  Daniel 
Gillon,  W.  D. 
Grullan,  Henry 
Grote,  Georga 
Gully,  John 
Hall;  B. 
Hutie,  A. 
Have*,  B. 
Hawkiat,  J.  H. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Holland,  Edward 
Ht)ini>,  J. 
Hull,  W. 
Jtune:-,  W. 
Jer*i*,John 
Li*ier,  E  C. 
Lutliinglon,  Chailet 
Lynch.  A.  H. 
M'Leod,  R. 
Mab«r,  John 
Haijorilianks,  S. 
Marshall,  William 
Uanland,  II  en  17 
Mullins,  F.  W. 
M array,  J,  A. 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 


U'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  J. 
U'Conn«ll,  H.  J. 
O'Connell,  Morgan 
Oliphant,  Lawrence 
Ord.  W.  H. 
Oiwald,  James 
Palmer,  Gen. 
Parrol(,Jatper 
Pallison,  J. 
Philips,  Mark 
Ponionbj,  Hon.  J. 
Poller,  K. 
Poulier,J.  S. 
Power,  J. 
Pry  me,  George 
Roche,  William 
Roche,  O. 
Roebuck,  John  A. 
Rathven,  E. 
Scholefiel(I,.To«hua 
Sharpe,  General 
Sieuart,  R. 
Slrangwaya,  hon.  J. 
Sirickland,  Sir  G. 
Slrull,  Edward 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  V. 
Talfourd,  Sergeant 
Tancred,H.  W. 
Thompson,  Colonel 
lliornley,  Thomas 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
VilLers,  C.  P. 
Wakley,  T- 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Wallace,  Robert ' 
Warbnrlon,  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Whalley,  Sirs. 
White,  Samuel 
Wilks,  John 
Williams,  W. 
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Ainiworth,  P, 
Alston,  R- 
Ashley,  Lord 
Attwood,  M. 
Bailey,  J. 
Barclay,  Charles 
Barinr,  Francis  T, 
Baring,  T. 
Beckett,  Sir  J. 
BenUnck,  Lord  O. 
Bethell,  Ricbard 
Bewe9,T. 
Bladistone,  W.  S. 
Bonham,  R.  Fmoeis 
Bonhwick,  Peter 
1,  T.  W. 
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Byng,  G.  S. 
(banning,  bon.  C, 
Canning,  Sir  S. 
Cliisholm,  A. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hoD,  It.  H. 
Colborne,  N.  W.  R. 
Cole,  lion.  A.  H. 
Collier,  John 
Complon,  11.  C. 
Conolly,  E.  M. 
Corry,  bon.  U.  T.  L. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Crawley,  S. 
DalbiK,  Sir  C. 
Donkin,  Sir  R. 
DuffleUl,  Thomas 
Dunaoabe,  bon>  W. 
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Macklnnon,  W.  A. 
Maule,  hon.  F. 
Miles,  Hilliam 
MnrdaunI,  Sir  J.,  Bt. 
Nicholl.  Dr. 
Norreyn,  Lord 
North,  Frederick 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
OisulMon,  Lord 
Parker,  Jotin 
Patten.  John  Wilson 
Perceval,  Col. 
Phillipps,  Charlei  M. 
Plnniptre,  John  P. 
Pringle,  A. 
Ileid,.SirJ.R. 
Richardx,  J. 
Itichatds,  R. 
Rickford,  W. 
ttobinton,  0.  R. 
Ross,  CharlfS 
Rush  brook  e.  Col, 
RuMell,  Lord  J. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sandon,  Lord 
Scoit,  Sir  E.  D. 
Scourfietd.W.  H. 
Shaw,  ft.  hon.  F. 
Shep|<ard,  T. 
Shirley,  B.  J. 
Somerset,  l>ird  G. 
Stanley,  K.  J. 
Slewarl,  John 
Siuri.HePry  Charles 
Trevor,  hon.  G. 
TrouhridEe,  S^ir  T. 
Vere,SirC   B.,  Bt. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R.  R. 
Waller.  Jolin 
Williami,  Uobert 
WiUon.  11. 
Wood,  Colonel 
Worsiey,  Lord 
Wortley,  J.  S. 
Wynn,  rt.  lionC.W. 
Yuung,  G.  F. 
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Eatinor,  Viscount 
Eaton,  Richard  J. 
Egerlon,  Lord  Fran. 
Fancouil,  Major 
Feclor,  John  Minet 
Fielden,  W. 
Fituimon,  N. 
Fleetwood,  Peter  H. 
Kolleit,  Sir  W.  Webb 
Forster,  0.  S. 
Preshfield.J. 
Gaskell,J.  Milnes. 
Gordon,  R. 
Gmham,  SirJ. 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
Grimslon,  Viscount 
Grimsion,  hon.  E.  H. 
Halford,  H. 
Halse,  ilaines 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Handley,  H. 
Hardy.  J. 

Harland,  W.  Charles 
Heaihcoie,  G.  J. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Hinde,J.  U. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hogg,  James  Weir 
II 01  ham,  Lord 
Howard,  R. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Ho  wick.  Viscount 
Humphrey,  J. 
Jackion,  Sergeant 
Jephson,  C.  D.  O. 
Jone<<,  T. 
Irton,  Samuel 
Kerrison,  Sir  Edw. 
Kirk,  Peter 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Ijiw,  bon.  C.  E. 
Law  son,  Andrew 
Lefevre,  C.  S 
Lefroy,  Anthnny 
Lefroy,  lluiinas 
l<ewl»,  David 
Longfield,  R. 
Lucas,  Edward 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 


Patent  Lavb.]  Mr.  ilfactinnon  mo*ed 
Tor  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bi'l  to  xlter  and 
amend  the  Pntent  Laws,  and  Tor  better 
securing  to  individuals  the  beneht  or  their 
inventioiiB.  He  would  first  remind  the 
House  of  the  importance  in  a  comnieFCtal 
and  manufacturing  country  of  stimulatii'g 
ingenious  and  enterprising  men  to  devote 
minds  10  improved  means  of  prac- 
tiaing  the  naeful  arts,  and  of  otherwise 
promoting  social  advancement  by  their 
inventions.  Il  was  scarcely  necessary  for 
him  to  suggest  that  facilitating  the  acqtii- 
'  '3  of  patents  was  amongst  Lbe  moit 
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cfieetif*  modti  of  advancing  the  bett 
i&ii^retti  or  lociciy.  He  ailniitted,  (liat 
noiwilhitanding  ih«  rniparrect  roodi 
the  Ikw  uf  piienli,  there  had  been  a  vast 
accumularion  of  tng;enimis  inventions,  but 
he  deitred  to  Itiiow  why  any  penally  or 
inconvenience  should  aitiich  lo  the  arqui- 
■ition  of  a  patent  beyond  whtit  was  bartly 
necessary,  especially  in  a  country  the 
prosperity  ofwhjchto  materially  depended 
upon  ilie  enconm^emeni  of  ingenuity  and 
eiiterprije.  Some  years  asn,  it  wn*  sard, 
tbat  the  weight  or  ihe  public  debt  would 
for  a  long  lime  tocoine.so  oppress  tlie 
eneigies  ol  Engi.tnd,  thnt  she  could  neier 
again  hope  to  we  prosperous  days.  We 
no*  owed  800,000,000/.  of  debt,  yet  we 
were  proiperouR,  and  why^  It  was  surely 
no  sudden  improvement  of  our  soil,  no 
unexpected  arquisiiion  oF  territory,  Ii 
was  chiefly  efTected  through  the  wonder- 
ful impioiements  which  had  been  made 
in  our  manufacture*,  and  if  ihe  Legislature 
denied  that  facility  to  the  taking  out  of 
patentx,  which  clearly  ought  not  to  be 
denied,  they  must  abandon  ihe  hope  of 
that  further  extension  of  improvements  by 
which  alone  our  commercial  andmmufac- 
tiiring  eminence  could  be  muinlained  al 
its  present  level.  There  was  no  express 
■laliite  according  to  which  patents  mie:ht 
be  granted  — he  meant  thnt  the  granting 
of  them  did  not  rest  upon  a  fonndalion  ol 
statute  law,  for  the  statute  of  James  Isl, 
merely  went  lo  enable  the  Kuig  lo  lelax 
existing  munopotie*,  and  to  grant  certain 
privileges  lor  twenty-one  years.  The 
pense  which  attended  the  taking  ou 
patents,  at  present,  was  ci.oraious, 
ought  to  be  lessened.  When  an  ind 
dual  wanted  (o  protect  any  right  to  wl 
bid  JDveiitiuns  fairly  eniitled  hi 


who,  besidei  hia  other  official  duties,  bad 
hisatiention  distracted  by  the  claims  of  hia 
clienta,   of  bis  constituents,  and    of    his 
duties  io  the  House  of  Commona.     Tht 
change  which  he  propo^  to  introduce 
would  embrace  the  appointment  of  three 
Commissioners  by  the  Crown,  with  power 
to  receive,  considir,  and  decide  upon    pe- 
tirions  for  pA tents  to  be  granted  with   th« 
Kind's  sign  manual,  those  Commissiottera 
ha\  itig  po'ver  lo  make,  with  the  sanction  of 
the  Lord  Chrinrellor,  such  bye-laws  rela- 
tive   to    ex|iediiing   the   giant    of    such 
patents  as  from  time  to  time  ihey  might 
see  necessary.     The  hon.  Gentleman  read 
an    extract  from    the  evidence  given    by 
Mr.  John  Smith,  a  Sheffield  manufacturer, 
before  the  Committee  on  arts  and  munu- 
lactuies,  in  which   the  system   of   piracy 
practised  by  certain  individuals  connected 
with  the  Sheffield  trade  was  strongly   re- 
probated, and   in    which    it  was  furlbei 
alleged,  that  the  manufnciiirers  must  Vo 
up  their  patents  altogether,  unless  legisla- 
tive protection  beexicnded  to  them.     Ttie 
hon.  Gentleman  also  proposed,  that  the 
same  gentleman,  in  whom  would  be  vetted 
loiver  of  conceding  patents,  should 
0  Commissioners  for  granting  itceticef 
sons  who  were   the  iuventorg  of  ori- 
desiiint,    models,    drawings,  and 
and    thai   they   should   have  the 
of  opening  a  gallery,  in  which  sucli 
IS,  models.  Sic,  should  be  exhibited 
public  ;  that  a  certain  sum  (s3y  |j, 
re)  should   t>e  charged  to  the  public 
for  liberiy  to  inspect  the  contents  of  this 
of  ji^atlery;   and  (hat  the  individuals  applying 
nd  I  'or  suL'h  licence  be  liable  lo  en  expense  of 
10^.  Tor  registering  such  de- 
and    drawings.     Upon   the 
md    the  speciRed 


necessary  that  he  should  present  a  petition  [  sum  paid  by  the  applicant  for  a  licence 
setting  fo<th   that  the   invention  was  his    he   proposed  that  a  ceriihcate  should  be 
■ —      it  then  becnmt  requisiic.   that  he  ,  given  to  him,  by  virtue  of  which  he  would 
idi^r  the  King's    enjoy  the  eKclusive  right  to  his  inveniioo 


1  he  had  fre 
:   to  office. 


eight 


should  obtai 

sicn  manui.1,  a:id  to  ^et  thii 

qaently  to  go  about 

anil  be  exposed  lu  a  vast  amount 

ble  for  a  period  varying  from  liix 

months,  and  before  he  could  extend  nis 

patent  rights  loGreat  Britain,  Iieland, and 

the  colonies,  he  rnust  be  at  an  expense  of 

from  350^  to  360^     It  was  really  very 

bard    that  a    public    benefactor,   for   in- 

vrnlors  of  the  class  to  whom  he  referred 

wuro  public  ben efactorb,  should  have  (or  so 

long  a  time  to  dance  attendance  after  the 

Attorney-General,  a  public   fuoctiooary 


likely  to  bring  j 
E^cliequer.  It  wi 
lo  giv 


year,  and  obtain  the  advantage  of 
hibitett  lor  a  season.  Such  ■ 
>ht,  if  adopted,  was 
rper  sum  into  the 
portion  of  his  plan 
impensaimn  to  those  who  now 
received  ftes  upon  the  registration  of 
piileiits.  At  present  he  believed  that  tba 
amount  paid  on  patents,  in  stamp  daijes, 
and  other  duties  was,  on  an  average  for 
the  last  ten  years,  9.9501.  a  year.  At- 
suming  that  it  was  10,000/.  a  yenr,  aad 
Ibe  amount  of   perquisites  20,QOO/.  U>« 
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whole  amouDt  fcr  which  compeniation  waa  i  coutd  not  be  rcndared  iiTailablo  for  thii 
to  be  given  was  3O,DO0^    That  was  the    purpose.  The  Bill  appeared  to  liim  topro- 


whole  amount  for  which  theCi 
could  be  called  upon  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Enchequer  and  oi'hcis.  He  believed, 
that,  under  the  plan  laid  down  in  hia 
Bill,  the  Commissioners  would  receive, 
not  30,000/.  but  ] 20,000/.  a  year,  As- 
suming that  the  expense  of  the  Com- 
mission, the  payment  of  the  secretary  and 
other  officers,  the  maintenance  of  the 
gallery  and  other  items,  amount  to 
10,000/.,  then  there  wonid  be  40,000/.  to 
be  deducted,  and  80,000/.  left  for  the 
benefit  of  the  public.  It  was,  he  thought, 
of  the  utmost  miporiancc,  that  some  such 
a  measure  hs  this  should  be  adopted,  but 
while  he  proposed  it  he  was  perfectly  con- 
scious it  never  could  te  carried  without 
the  co-operation  of  his  Majesty's  Govern, 
ment.  The  lion.  Member  concluded  by 
moving  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  alter 
and  amend  the  patent  laws,  and  for  tli 
better  securing  to  individuals  the  benefit 
of  their  inventions. 

Tiie  Attornet/'GeneTal  did  not  ri 
the  purpose  of  opposing  the  motion, 
felt  the  importance  of  the  subject ;  and  he 
was  one  who  considered  it  most  desirable 
that  those  who  maile  discoveries,  and  were 
the  anthorsof  new  inventions,  should  have 
an  easv  manner  of  availing  themseh 
their  discoveries,  and  the    full  benefit  of 
their  inventions.     At  ihc  some  ti 
begged  to  assure  the  hon.  Member,  that 
there    bad  been  for  some  time  a  conim 
sion  appointed  by  his  Majesty's  Govei 
ment,  and  which  was  presided  over  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Chester,  the  attention  of 
which  was  directed  to  this  subject.     He 
believed  that  without  any  expensive  es- 
tablishment, such  as  that  which  had  been 
suggested,  the  machinery  which  was  noiv 
in  existence  would  be  perfectly  efTectnal. 
He  thought  that  whatever  sum  wua  to  be 
paid  should  be  paid  at  one  office,  and  upon 
tliathein^  done  the  patent  to  be  taken  out. 
He  intended  to  examine  the  Bill  .vilh  can- 
dour,buthethoughtfromwhiithehad  heaid 
of  it,  that  he  could  hardly  give  it  his  sup- 
port, however  anxious  he  was  to  remove 
the  evil  of  which  such  just  complaints 
were  made. 

Dr.  Bowring  thought  this  a  subject  of 
the  greatest  importance.  There  could  be 
no  doubt  that  the  present  patent-law 
requited  many  extensive  changes.  He 
was  afraid  that  the  machinery  proposed 
ttj  the  hoot  Gentleman  (Mr.  MackiiinoD) 


cced  upon  an  erroneous  principle;  and 
bethought  that  the  machinery  would  be 
cumbrous,  inefficieat,  and,  at  the  aame 
time,  very  expensive.  If  patents  were  to 
be  protected  at  all,  they  should  meet  with 

quick  and  safe  protection.  Nothing 
could  [fe  done  with  the  present  machinery 
md  the  present  tribunals,  and  he  thanked 
Ite  hon.  Member  for  calling  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  subject, 

Ewart  was  also  of  opinion  that  the 
fees  upon  the  registration  of  patents,  die., 
were  too  expensive  as  proposed  by  thia 
Bill.  The  defects  of  the  Bill,  however, 
had  better  be  discussed  in  a  future  stage. 

Leave  given.  Bill  brought  in,  and  read 
a  first  time. 

Case  OF  Mn.  Dillon.]  Mi.  Hardy, 
pursuant  to  notice,  begged  lo  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  lo  the  case  of  Mr, 
John  Dillon,  from  whose  petition  it  ap> 
peared,  that  in  the  year  1822  he  was  « 
coast-guard  officer  in  the  county  of  Cork, 
in  Ireland.  While  there,  he  was  the  meana 
of  capturing  a  smuggling  vessel  off  the 
port  of  Kinsale.  It  was  stated  that,  on 
the  night  of  the  2d  of  February,  1822,  ha 
discovered  a  vessel  which  he  believed  to 
be  a  smuggler,  off  the  coast,  and  he  put 
off  two  boats,  the  one  with  four  oars,  the 
other  with  six,  to  ascertain  in  what  cir- 
cumstances she  was.  On  coming  near  to 
where  she  was,  it  was  found  that  ther« 
were  forty  or  fifty  hands  on  board,  and 
th  that  force  Mr.  Dillon  found  himself 
lable  to  contend,  at  all  events,  to  such 
I  extent  as  to  attempt  boarding  the  ves* 
sel;  but  he  kept  his  boats  at  a  little  di»- 
tance,  and  he  threw  in  several  shots  whii'h 
obliged  the  commander  lo  put  into  Kio- 
sale,  where  she  was  seized  by  the  Custom- 
house officers,  condemned,  aod  sold  for  ■ 
sum  of  53,000/.  Mr.  Dillon  upon  this, 
put  in  his  claim  fur  salvage,  and  he  was 
told,  that  until  the  decision  of  an  appeal 
against  the  condemndtion  of  the  vessel,  he 
could  not  have  a  decisive  answer-  In  that 
suit  persons  were  examined  who  were  not 
of  the  six-oared  lioat,  in  which  Mr.  Dillon 
himself  was,  but  of  the  fouroared  one 
which  was  in  his  company.  The  appeal 
failed,  and  when  Mr.  Dillon  again  applied, 
he  was  told  that  complaints  were  lodged  of 
his  conduct  in  the  transaction  by  some  of 
the  crew  of  his  boats,  yet  h«  was  upon  tbe 
fulleBt  inquiry  acquilted.     Howew,  hs 


B67  JtfarliMD  Ckureh  Haiti. 
pOM  >  clauH  to  tb«  effect,  that  in  cue  of 
any  contract  not  being  completed  in  the 
■necified  lime,  notice  Bfaould  be  given  to 
the  contractor:  and  if,  after  ten  days,  be 
thonld  confeu  or  deny  the  charge,  it 
■hould  be  competent  for  a  jury,  at  tbe 
General  Seiaiooa,  to  aaieas  the  amount 
required  to  complete  the  contract,  and 
lery  it  on  the  auretiei.  That,  he  thought, 
«ould  give  the  jury  a  gnuid  remedy. 

ClBDBe  agrred  to. 

Bill  read  a  third  time  and  paued. 

HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  Febmary  15,  1837. 

CTM.]    Bull.    RtKln  Hand  Udw  :— Court  of  OiBT 
Kj, — BhhI  ■  Hat  Vmt: — Eut-lndli  OlScsii  ChHitT 


Blll^^  Mr,  Rntncn,  (tarn  tb>  Lab 
Inn  Wnrka,  ftir  Aniindinail  0*  Poor-l*w  Act— By  Mr. 
CUVB,  fton  hrakccpen  ud  PuUbvQt  In  StlDp,  tat  Coa< 
nUMlaa  ofiU  Ian  Out  forao  ttxfa  Tnde. 


Votes  of  Members.]  Mr.  Harvey 
felt  it  bis  duty,  ai  well  to  his  constituents 
ai  to  the  House,  to  call  attention  tu  the 
irregalaritiea  which  occurred  in  priming 
the  lists  of  votes  given  by  boo.  Members. 
These  mistakes  and  omissions  were  ex- 
tremely to  be  deprecated,  inasmuch  as  tbe 
whole  value  of  the  lists  depended  on 
Ibeir  correctness,  the  constituents  of  bon. 
Members  being  anxious  to  ascertain  ex- 
actly bow  they  divided.  He  had  attended 
in  his  place  the  whole  of  last  evening,  and 
had  voted  in  favour  of  the  motion  of  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  East  Cornwall,  yet  his 
name  did  not  occur  in  the  votes.  He 
hoped  that  some  means  would  be  adopted 
to  prevent  tbe  recurrence  of  these  irre- 
gnlarities. 

Tbe  ^eaker  thought,  that  tbe  irregu- 
laritiea  which  now  occasionally  occurred 
might  be  obviated  if  each  boo.  Member 
were  to  mention  bis  own  name  as  he  came 
into  the  House  on  a  division. 

Mr.  fianieycould  only  say,  that  he  had 
ftDDOiiDced  his  name  last  night,  most 
emphatically,  both  going  oat  and  coming 


Maklov  Church  Rateb.3  Sir  W, 
S'  Clayton  rose  to  present  a  petition  from 
the  large  and  popnlous  parish  of  Marlow, 
Bucks,  signed  by  434  persons  of  the 
puteit  respectabUity,  and  praying  tbe 
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abolition  of  cburch>rates ;  and  more 
especially  that,  as  the  House  was  now 
about  to  legislate  on  the  sabject,  a  serioiia 
consideration  should  be  given  to  the  very 
heavy  and  grievous  burden  under  which 
they  now  suffered,  in  consequence  of  an 
Act  which  passed  the  House  in  April, 
1631,  which  directs  the  cburchwardena 
and  trustees  for  building  a  new  church  at 
Marlow  to  raise  an  annual  rate  of  two 
shillings  in  the  pound  for  forty  years  for  thta 
purpose,  being  six  times  as  much  as  tbe 
rate  levied  fur  other  purposes.  This  ad- 
ditional burden  they  positively  could  not 
pay;  and  they  humbly  and  respectfully 
prayed  the  House  to  take  this  case,  and 
the  case  of  other  parishes  similarly  situ- 
ated, into  their  consideration.  The  peti- 
tioners already  contributed  to  the  Dean 
and  Chapter  of  Gloucester,  a  sum  arising 
from  tiLbes,  of  942/1  per  annum,  besides 
property  belonging  to  other  Dean  and 
Chapters/ amounting  tn  the  whole  to 
1,679/.  4s.  Gd.  That  the  rectory  and 
advowson  was  granted  by  Edward  1st,  on 
the  dissolution  of  the  monastery  of  Tewkes- 
bury, to  the  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Glou- 
cester, on  the  condition  of  their  keeping 
in  complete  repair  the  chsncel,  premises, 
&c.,  not  one  farthing  of  this  sum  had  the 
Dean  and  Chapter  contributed,  and  they 
had  repeatedly  refused  their  aid.  The 
petitioners  humbly  hoped,  that  the  con- 
ditions might  be  enforced,  and  that  a  fuir 
proportion  should  be  allotted  of  tbe  94'i/. 
per  annum,  towards  the  expenses  of 
building  the  church. 


Municipal  Corporations  (Eno- 
land).]  Mr.  Alderman  Thompson  pre- 
sented a  petition  from  Sunderland,  pray- 
ing the  inconveniences  suffered  by  the 
bui^esses  from  the  operation  of  the 
Municipal  Corporation  Bill  might  be 
remedied  by  the  Bill  for  amending  that 
Act  about  to  be  introduced.  They  bad  a 
charter  as  far  back  as  the  I'2th  century, 
which  bad  been  renewed  in  tbe  year  1 634 ; 
but  the  election  of  mayor  and  aldermen 
had  gradually  fallen  into  desuetude,  and 
when  the  Municipal  Corporation  Bill  pas- 
sed, the  corporation  consisted  of  freemen 
only.  On  proceeding  to  tbe  election 
under  that  Bill,  they  had  appointed  tbe 
head  freeman  presiding  officer,  the  com- 
petency of  which  officer  was  aflerwarda 
questioned,  end  great  expense  (hereby 
incurred.  There  were  50,000  inhabitanta 
who  wen  anxiou  that  nanicipal  tigbu 
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■hould  be  exercised  by  the  borotiEh.  A 
public  meeting  bad  alto  been  held  in  its 
nvour,  ftnd  out  of  1,400  burgesses  on  tbe 
burgess-roll,  1,200  had  aigoed  the  peti- 
tion ;  or  the  remainder  there  were  130 
absent  or  sick,  who  were  favounble  to  it, 
so  that  he  might  say,  that  both  burgesses 
and  inhabitants  were  nnaoirDons  in  wish- 
ing; that  the  Municipal  Corporation  Act 
might  be  so  amended  as  to  repress  the 
vexatious  coarse  of  legal  praceedings 
which  had  been  adopted,  and  confer  on 
them  the  prinleges  to  which  the  Honse 
had  declared  them  entitled. 

Petition  laid  on  the  table. 

Sir  E.  Knalchball  had  a  petition  of 
creat  importance,  both  as  regarded  the 
law  and  the  petitioners,  to  present  before 
the  House  sljould  resolve  itself  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Municipal  Corporation!  Bill. 
He  was  also  desirous  of  drawing  tbe  at- 
tention of  his  Majesty's  Ministers  to  this 
Buhject,  and  he  therefore  regretted,  that 
altnongh  it  was  five  o'clock,  that  not  one 
of  them  was  present  except  tbe  right  boo. 
Baronet,  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Control,  to  whom  he  thooght  it  wonld 
not  be  light  to  appeal.  This  petition  was 
from  certain  burgesses  of  Hythe,  in  Kent, 
and  he  trusted  that  hts  Majesty's  Ministers 
would  deem  it  necessary  to  relieve  ihem. 
TTie  main  point  in  tbe  petition  was  this. — 
there  were  fifieen  penoni  in  Hyihe  who 
had  cinimed  to  hare  their  names  inserted 
in  the  burgess  roll,  but  whose  applications 
had  been  rejected.  These  persons  ap- 
plied to  the  Court  of  King's  Bench, 
whkh  on  looking  into  the  law  declared 
itself  unable  to  assist  them  ;  the  wrong 
done  to  these  persons  wis  therefore  un- 
redressed, and  from  that  House  they  ex- 
pected redress.  It  would  be  in  (he  re- 
collection of  the  House,  that  all  persons 
rated  to  the  poor,  and  paying  a  certain 
amount  of  rates,  were  eligible:  now  the 
petitioners  had  made  theirclaim,  but  were 
rejected  ;  not,  however,  becanse  they  bsd 
not    paid    their    rates,   not    because  the 


give  H  them.  There  wars  two  or  three 
other  points,  tbongh  this  wis  tbe  iMia 
one,  which  he  would  not  press  were  it  not 
for  the  anaiiu  of  the  patty  which  tbey 
exhibited. 

Mr.  Roebnelt  rose  to  order;  if  other 
hon.  Members  were  prevented  from  speak- 
ing by  the  rules  of  tbe  House,  why  should 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  be  exempted? 

Sir  £.  KnatckbuU  was  the  lut  person 
in  the  world  to  interfere  with  the  niles  of 
the  Honse,  but  when  he  fonnd  tbatperties 
had  suffered  injustice  for  which  they  coqld 
obtain  no  red  roes  by  tbe  ordinary  me- 
thods, he  certainly  would  stand  forward 
to  obtain  them  that  redress  from  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  wished  to  find 
whether  it  was  tbe  intention  of  the  boB, 
and  learned  Gentleman  or  of  Gorero- 
ment,  to  introduce  into  tbe  Bill  abtmt  to 
be  committed  any  provision  for  tbe  redness 
of  the  grievances  under  which  tbe  peti- 
tioners and  others  in  similar  siltutions 
were  now  labooring.  He  wonld  move 
that  tbe  petition  be  printed  ;  and  unless 
the  hon.  and  lesrried  Gcotleroan  eeo- 
templaled  some  provision  on  this  aubjecl, 
he  should  take  an  early  opportanity  of 
calling  the  attention  of  die  House  to  the 
question. 

The  Altomey-Oeneral  said,  (he  pet»* 
lion  was  a  highly  proper  petition  to  be 
presented,  and  to  be  snbinitted  to  the 
consideraltoR  of  the  House.  Bat  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  enter  upon  the  sobject 
of  that  petKion  on  the  praent  occsston; 
it  did  not  fall  within  the  scope  of  this 
Bill,  which  related  to  an  entirely  difTermt 
subject.  With  respect  to  the  decision  of 
the  Conrt  of  King's  Bench,  it  might  pes* 
sibly,  he  conceived,  be  erroneont.  At  til 
events,  be  was  aware  that  these  abuses 
had  existed  for  some  time  in  the  borauxh 
of  Hythe,  and  Ihst  complainU  bsd  beta 
made  against  the  officers  of  that  cor- 
poration. But  the  proper  remcdv  would 
be  obtained  by  means  of  a  crimiaalinfimi' 
ation.     He  waa  ready  to  co-operate  matt 
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to  be  reetitered  u  bargetset  in  the 
borough  of  Hjthe,  had  been  omitted  Troro 
the  burgeu  roll  by  the  maTor.  If  there 
were  no  remedy  for  thii,  and  if  the  matler 
were  of  (Dcb  a  limple  nature,  vby  did 
not  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Eieter,  introduce  a  clause  in 
Commitieo  to  remove  the  ground  of  com- 
plaiDt,  instead  of  then  getting  up  a  dis- 
cussion ?  Ha  was  sure  if  the  remedy  were 
go  simple,  it  would  at  once  receive  the 
sanction  of  all  parties ;  but  he  trusted 
that  the  AUoiney-General  would  not  con- 
tent to  postpone  the  progress  of  his  Bill, 
for  every  day  was  a  matter  of  importance 
in  checking  the  present  expensive  liti- 
gation. 

Hr.  Creitet  Pelham  contended,  that  his 
Majesty's  Government,  wbo  introduced 
the  Mnnictpsl  Corporations  Act,  were  an- 
swerable for  evils  such  as  bad  been  com- 
plained of,  that  had  grown  up  through  its 
Operation,  and  they  were  bound  to  supply 
a  remedy.  The  Municipal  Bill  had  pio- 
mot«d  in  every  place  where  it  had  been  tn 
operation  the  moat  objectionable  party 
spirit. 

Sir  Edward  KnatchbuU  trusted  that 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  the  bring- 
ing up  the  petition,  and  having  it  printed 
with  the  votes.  He  would  draw  up  a 
clause  such  as  had  been  suggested  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Sir  W.  Follett), 
who  be  trusted  would  render  him  his  able 
assistance  for  the  purpose.  If  then  the 
present  clauses  of  the  Bill  went  through 
the  Committee,  be  trusted  that  the  At- 
torney-General would  consent  to  the 
Chairman  reporting  progress,  and  asking 
leave  to  sit  agBin,  when  he  (Sir  Edward 
KnatchbuU)  would  introduce  his  clause. 

The  Attomey-Qeneral  could  not  con- 
sent to  any  such  arraugement,  as  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  could  introduce  his  clause 
on  the  report  being  brought  up.  He 
should  be  happy  lo  render  him  any  assist- 
ance in  his  power  in  drawing  up  th( 
clause. 

Petition  laid  on  the  table. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to 
go  into  a  Committee  on  the  Municipal 
Corporations  Act  Amendment  Bill  was 
read. 

Sir  Rohtrt  Peel  would  avail  himself  of 
that  opportunity,  before  going  into  Com- 
mittes.  of  asking  a  question  of  the  At- 
torney-General with  reference  to  the  Mu- 
nicipal Corporations  Act.  That  Act  di- 
ncted    that    the    town-clerk    of    every 
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borough  should  make  out  a  list  of    all 
persona  who,  at  the  time  of  passing  tlie 
Act,  had   been    admitted    burgesses     or 
freemen,  and  that  their  rights  should    be 
respected ;  it  also  directed  that  all  per- 
sons who  should  hereafter  become  entitled 
to  be  admitted  burgesses  or  freemen,  and 
who  should  claim  to  be  admitted,  shoaldf 
on  establishing  their  claims,  be  enrolled  in 
the    list    of    freemen    for    the    borough. 
There  was,  however,  a  third  class  of  per- 
sons, with  respect  to  whom  it  did    not 
appear  that  any  provision  was  made  :  he 
meant  persons  who  were  entitled  and  dnij 
qualified  to  be  enrolled  before  the  passing 
of  the  Act,  but  who  had  not  had  tbeir 
names  inserted  in  the  burgess-roll.      In- 
stances bad  occurred  where  persoiu  thas 
situated    hod    been    refused   when     tbey 
applied  to  he  enrolled  as  freemen.       He 
knew  of  a  case  in  point,  where  the  pie- 
siding  officer  of  a  corporation  had  refbsed 
to  acknowledge  such  persons  as  freemen 
because  they  had    not    been    registered 
before    the    passing   of  the   Act.      He 
thought  that  some  provision  should   be 
made  for  such  cases ;  at  any  rate  if  there 
were  any  doubt,  the  law  ou^t  to  be  made 
clear  on  the  subject. 

The  Attontey-GenenU  thought  that  ia 
such  cases  as  had  been  stated  by  tbs 
right  hon.  Baronet  there  could  be  do 
doubt  as  to  the  right,  and  that  the  claims 
of  the  freemen  roust  be  allowed.  If  it 
were  admitted  that  all  existing  freemen 
should  retain  their  rights,  and  that  all 
hereafter  entitled  should  also  be  enrolled, 
it  was  likewise  evidently  intended  that 
those  persons  entitled  to  be  enrolled  as 
freemen,  but  who  had  not  been  so  regis- 
tered, should  have  their  rights  preserved. 
He  was  not  aware  that  there  was  aay 
doubt  on  the  subject,  but  he  would  tun 
his  attention  to  the  point,  and  take  si 


.  steps 
to  meet  the  case  alluded  to  by  the  rigDt 
hon.  Baronet. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  was  perfectly  satisfied 
with  the  explanation  of  the  hon,  and 
learned  Oenlleman.  If  he  looked  at  tiie 
fith  clause  of  the  Act  he  would  at  oaoe 
see  the  point. 

Mr.  Scarlett  objected  to  pTocecding 
with  Acts  of  Parliament  which  were  merely 
intended  to  prevent  the  friends  of  the 
Government  feeling  the  effects  of  tlirir 
own  negligence.  This  was  a  most  ob- 
jectionable mode  of  proceeding. 

Sir  W.  FolUtt  was  at  a  loss  to  oadir- 
stand  the  object  inTiaw  in  tntrailaciii 
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iht  last  dauie  into  the  6H1 ;  he  traited, 
therefore,  hit  learoed  friend  would  exptaiD 
it  before  the  House  went  into  Committee. 
By  one  of  the  clauset  of  the  Municipal 
Act,  if  the  inhabitaat  householdera  of  an; 
town  in  Englaud  and  Wales  petitioned 
the  King  to  grant  to  them  a  charter  of 
incorporation,  the  King,  by  the  advice  of 
his  Privy  Council,  was  empowered  to 
extend  the  powers  and  proviEions  of  the 
Act  to  such  place.  The  last  clause  of  the 
Bill  before  the  House  states,  that  "  it  shall 
be  lawful  for  his  Majesty,  if  he  shall  think 
fit,  by  the  advice  of  his  Privy  Council,  to 
grant  and  extend  to  the  inhabitants  of  any 
town  or  borough  in  England  and  Wales, 
in  the  manner  provided  by  the  Act,  all  the 
powers  and  provisions  contained  in  it, 
although  such  town  or  borough  may  or 
nay  not  be  a  corporate  town  or  borough, 
or  may  or  may  not  be  named  in  the  sche- 
dules to  the  said  Act  for  regulating  cor- 
porations." If  it  was  intended  by  this  to 
alter  the  provisions  of  the  Municipal  Cor- 
porations Act,  by  which  it  was  rendered 
necessary  that  the  inhabitant!  of  a  town 
should  petition  for  a  charter  of  incorpora- 
tioB  before  the  provisions  of  the  Act  could 
be  extended  to  them,  and  to  enable  the 
Crown  without  any  such  application  to 
conftr  a  charter,  he  thought  that  the 
proposition  was  objectionable.  If  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  the  Attorney- General, 
intended  to  make  such  an  important 
change  in  an  Act  of  Parliament,  he  ought 
to  have  stated  it  to  the  House.  He  could 
not  understand  the  clause  if  it  were  not 
intended  to  allow  the  King  to  grant  a 
charter  to  a  town  without  the  permission 
of  its  inhabitants. 

The  Attorney -General  thought,  that  it 
would  be  more  convenient  to  discuss  the 
detaila  of  the  Bill  in  Committee.  The 
object  of  the  clause,  however,  was  to 
enable  the  King  to  grant  charters  to 
towns  which  were  included  in  the  Act,  or 
not,  as  the  case  might  be,  Several  towns 
were  mentioned  in  the  Act  which  required 
charters,  but  which  coold  not  be  granted 
as  the  law  now  stood.  The  case  of  Sun- 
derland was  a  remarkable  instance  of  the 
kind.  The  clause  in  the  Municipal  Cor- 
porations Act,  referred  to  by  his  learned 
Friend,  only  enabled  the  King  to  grant 
charters  to,  towns  not  mentioned  in  the 
Act.  The  consequence  was,  that  the  King 
could  not  grant  a  cf— '—  *-  o— «--"—•> 
because  it  bad  been 
he  could,  not.  grant 
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or  Ipswich,  in  which  places  the  corpora- 
tions had  been  dissolved  in  consequence 
of  negligence;  and  the  clause  was  framed 
with  a  view  to  enable  the  King  to  grant 
charters  in  such  cases.  Again,  there 
were  several  places  which  were  now  cor- 
porations to  which  the  advantages  of  the 
Municipal  Act  could  not  be  extended, 
because  being  corporations  the  King  had 
not  the  power  to  grant  them  charters. 
The  Act  could  only  be  extended  to  such 
places  8B  Birmingham  and  Dudley,  which 
were  not  corporations. 

Sir  William  FoUett  had  no  doubt  that 
such  was  the  object  of  his  learned  Friend, 
but  from  reading  the  clause  over  nobody 
could  draw  such  an  inference.  He  pre- 
sumed there  would  be  no  objection  to  ihe 
introduction  into  the  Bill  of  some  restric- 
tion, as  in  the  former  Act,  whereby  no 
place  should  be  incorporated  except  on 
petition  from  the  inhabitants. 

The  Attorney-General  said,  there  would 
he  no  objection  to  such  a  restriction  being 
introduced. 

The  House  went  into  Committee. 

Clauees  I  to  9  inclusive  were  agreed 
to. 

On  clause  10  being  put,  Sir  E,  Knatch- 
bull  moved  that  it  be  postponed. 

The  Attorney  General  could  not  agree 
to  the  proposition. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  amend- 
ment:—Ayes  78;  Noes  88;  Majority 
10. 

List  of  the  Ates. 
Arbuthnot,  hon.  H.         Frenianlle,  Sir  T. 
Bailey,  J.  Gaikell,  J.  M. 

Beckell,  rt.  hon.  Sir  3.    Gladstone,  W.  B. 


Bell,  Mallbew 
Ben  I  j  nek.  Lord  G. 
Blackilone,  W.  S. 
Boiling,  W. 
Borlhwick,  Peter 
Brad  jh  aw,  J. 
Branislon,  T.  W. 
Brown  rigg,  &. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Canning,  hon.  C.  J. 
Canning,  ri.  hn.  Sir  S. 


Clerk,  Sir  George 
Compton,  Henry  C. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  U, 
DalbJtc.SirC. 
Duffieid,  T. 
Eller,  Sir  John 
Fector,  John  Minet 


Geary,  Sir  W. 
Gordon,  hon.  W. 
Graham,  rl.hoo.  Sir  J  . 
Grimsron,  Lord  Visct  . 
Grimilon,  hon.  E.  U. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hardinge,n.hD.  SirH 
Hardy,  J. 
Hind,  J.  H. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 


Ingli),  Sir  R.  H. 
Johnstone,  Sir  3. 
Jonei,  W. 
KnatclibDll,  rL   iaa, 

SirE. 
Knight,  H.O. 
L«w,  hon.  C.  E 
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H«ekMii,D. 
Mil«*.W, 
Mile*.  P.  J. 
KiA-M,  Dr. 


film. 


,R. 


Pfrceval,  Colonal 
Prii^le.  A. 
Richards,  J 
nichards,  H. 


Seirletf ,  hoa.  R. 
JHiaw,  n.  hem.  F. 
Sibllmrp,  CoIomL 
SoiuersKt,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Trevor,  bon.  A. 
TwiH,  II. 
Vtn,  Sir  C.  B. 
Ve«ey,  hon.  T. 
Vyryao.Sir  R. 
Weyland,  Major 
Worlley,  hon.J,  S, 

Folleit.  Sir  VV. 
Pollock,  Sir.  P. 


Rnibbrooke,  Colonel 

Lkt  of  the  Vots. 
Atatov,  Rowland  Mutgntve,  Sir  R, 

Anicernein,  John  ""      '    ~ 

AMOn,  hon.  Colonel 
Altwood,  Thomu 
BagslMw,  John 
Bainef,  tldward 
Barclay,  David 


Baring,  F.  T. 
Barnard,  E.  O. 
Brwtt.T. 
Biddulph,  R. 
Bowrinft,  Dr. 
Brady,  D.  C. 
Brodip,  W.  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  R  D. 
B..yUy,E.S. 
COpF^nd,  W.  T. 
Dnlm^ny,  Lord 
Elpliiniloiw,  Howard 
Fasabartty.  .lohn  N. 
Filuimon,  Nicholu 
Fleetwond,  P.  H. 
C>B!>kell,  D. 
Orattan,  II 
Grey,  Sir  George 
Groia,  GenTge 
Gutly,  John 
Harland,  W.  C. 
Hawkins,  JobnH. 
llfCtor.C.  J. 
tfAwlrrf,  P  H. 
Hiimphenr,  John 
HuK,  W<JI>am 
Ififrham,  RohsM 
La  milt  on,  Hrf  worth 
Lefevr*.  Ch  .rl«  8. 
Lister,  Ellia  CunlilTe 
Macnamara,  Major 
Mahtf,  J. 
Marjart  banks,  i. 
Maraland,  H 
Maule,  hon.  P. 
Morpeth,  Lord  VIMI. 
Morrison,  J. 
Murray,  rt.  hon.  J.  A. 


North.  F- 
0*Bfi«ii,C. 
CBfwn,  W.  Smith 
0'C..rn»ll,J. 
O'Connell,  M, 
OTerrall.  R.  M. 
Parker,  J. 
Parry,  Sir  L.  P.  J. 
Patriwn,  J. 
Phillips,  M. 
Philipps,  C.  March 
PMter,  Richard 
Power,  James 
Rice,  right  hon  T.S. 
Rippon,  Outhhert 
Run  die,  John 
Russell,  Lord  John 
Scoii,  Sir  B.  Dolman 
Seymour,  Lord 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Stanley,  E  J. 
Sieunrl.  R. 
Strickland, SirG. 
Si  nil  I,  R. 
Siuarl.Lord  J- 
Talfourd,  Mr.  Herg. 
Tanered,  H.  W. 
ThompMn,  Mr.  Aid. 
Thornley,  T. 
Townley,  H.  O. 
Trouhridae,8irE.T. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Tynie,C.  K.Kemeys 
ViUierj.C  P. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Warbarton,  H. 
Wason,  R. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood.  C. 
Y«ing,O.F.' 

TElLtM. 

Atlomey  General,  Mr. 
Ward,  fill 


sae 

it  miginaDjr  »tood  v»caBi*ie»  in  the  eoaneil 
coold  not  be  filled  itp  unless  those  vaean- 
cie*  amounted  to  two-thirds  of  ihe  whole 
number.  That  which  he  proposed  by  the 
clause    sabmitled  to  ihe  Committee 

a,  to  make  provision  that  there  should  be 

election  for  the  purpoae  or  filling  up 
each  vacancy  as  it  occurred. 

Lord  SlaMeg  recollected  that  this  ques- 
tion was  discnssed  when  the  tneasiire  fmt 
came  under  the  consideration  ofPailia- 
nienl,  and  it  was  met,  as  he  thought,  by 
insuperable  objections,  one  of  which  was, 
that  the  frequent  recurrence  o(  these 
elections  would  keep  corporate  towns  in  a 
constant  state  uf  excitement;  it  must 
clearly    then  be  the    betlet  way   to  have 

ine  but  general  elections,  and  at  these 

ly  vacancies  which  took  place  mig:ht  be 
filled  up  as  well  as  the  places  of  those  who 

'nl  out  of  Ihe  council  by  rotalit-n. 

Mr.  Jerm»  was  f«vonrnble  to  the  clsuse, 
as  tending  to  prevent  excitement ;  for,  as  fha 
it  present  Stood,  ihe  moment  a 
racancy  took  place  the  eicitement  of  can- 
vassing and  electioneering  commenced,  and 
never  ceased  till  after  the  election.  It 
would,  therefore,  be  the  best  course  at 
once  to  proceed  with  the  choice  of  a  per- 

a  to  fill  each  vacancy  aa  it  arose. 

Sir  W.  Fvliett  observed,  that  the  clause 
relating  to  ihis  matter  in  ihe  original  Aci 
iremely  vague,  and  from  its  lan- 
guage it  would  be  difficult  to  say  when 
viicancies  0U){hl  to  he  tilled  up;  but  he 
objected  to  more  than  one  election  in  Ihe 
year.  By  the  Act,  there  must  be  one  in 
November.nnd  lhatoccasion,as  he  thought, 
would  be  the  most  suitable  for  the  Riling 

The  clause  was  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  ftodgion  Hitide  moved  a  cinose 
providing  for  the  support  of  hospitals  for 
poor  freemen,  their  widows,  and  daughters, 
in  all  cases  where  such  had  bern  maiittgined 
out  of  the  funds  of  any  corporation,  but 
where  no  speciiiG  endowment  bad  been 
made. 

The  Allorney-Qeneral  thought  it  would 
be  monstrous  to  give  the  power  of  rsiitig 
all  the  inhabitants  for  snch  a  purpose. 

Mr,  Hodrjton  Hinih  was  willing  lolimll 
Ihe  levy  to  those  cases  where  parties  were 
liable  before  the  parsing  of  the  Act. 

Viscount  HoKtek  objected  to  the  cluuie 
as  one  of  gross  injustice,  and  obstrved, 
that  besides  Iwing  unjust  it  wasinexpedtenl, 
I  for  the  meinienance  of  such  esteblishmenti 


Remaining;  cUutcs  were  agreed  to. 
The  AUwtfg  Oeneral  had  wraa  addi' 
lional  clMsN  to  pnpose.     By  tbe  Act  at  I  fluently  led  IhoH  who  expected  ad* 
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vantige  from  them  to  a  diareg&rd  in  youth 
mod  middla  life  of  ibOM  provideot  habiuby 
which  a)ons  they  ooiild  sacnrs  a  com- 
petency in  old  age. 

Colonel  Stbtkorp  supported  the  claute. 
He  had  heard  much  of  the  friends  of  the 
people,  but  he  thought  that  those  were  the 
real  friends  of  llie  people  wlio  supported 
their  privilegea.  He  ptoietled  against  tie 
doctrine  that  the  prospect  of  the  asylum  of 
an  hospital  in  after  VUo  would  lend  lo  make 
freemen  iiiipro*ident  or  idle.  Because 
men  we:e  poor  they  were  not  the  less 
honcBt.  He  sincerely  wished  to  see  every 
boo.  Member  of  th»t  House  as  respectable, 
aa  honest,  and  as  upright  in  life  m  many 
freemen  were,  to  his  knowledge.  It  would 
lend  to  iheir  credit  and  advantage  in  iliis 
life,  and  to  their  happiness  hereafter.  He 
might  be  laughed  at,  and  so  mi^ht  the 
cleiniB  of  (he  honest  freemen,  but  he  be- 
lieved that  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were 
now  so  ready  to  laugh,  had  not  been  lesa 
ready  to  court  the  sulfrages  of  those  very 
freemen  preparatory  to  their  appearing  at 
the  hiiatings.  He  thought  it  but  just  that 
kon.  Members  ahould  betray  no  reluctance 
to  pay  out  of  their  pockets  for  the  legiti- 
mate maintenance  of  those  u'ho  in  their 
turn  had  aupported  ihem. 

Mr.  J.  Trevor  supported  the  clause. 
He  hoped  hh  hon.  Friend  would  take  the 
sense  of  the  Committee  upon  the  clause  , 
which  he  proposed  to  introduce,  and  by  a 
division  of  the  House  show  the  people  who 
were  their  real,  and  who  their  pretended, 
friends. 

Mr.  Maclean  also  supported  the  clause  ; 
and  considered  that  the  opponents  of  its 
introduction  had  exhibited  themselves  as 
the  patrons  of  a  summary  injustice.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  the  motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Hodgson  Hinde)  did  him 
infinite  ciedit.  He  denied  the  allegation 
that  its  adoption  would  tend  to  the  pro- 
duction among  tlie  freemen  of  improvident 
habits.  He  was  surprited  to  hear  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Northumber- 
land deduce  such  an  argument  from  the 
erroneously  supposed  tendency  to  improvi- 
dence. Was  that  argument  ooc  which 
the  noble  Lord  would  wish  to  see  given 
forth  lo  the  world  "i  He  was  no  less  sur- 
prised at  the  violent  abuse  which  hon. 
Members  had  thought  fit  to  direct  against 
a  set  of  inen  whom  they  had  previously 
used  as  constituents. 

The  C  mmiliee  divided:— Ayes  48; 
Noil  91 :     Majority  43. 
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XJtt  of  the  Atb», 

Agnew,  Sir  A  .Bart.  Lefroy,  Thoaw* 

Bell,  Matthew  Lonlher,  J. 

Rentinck,  Loid  O.  Marlin,  J. 

Bowles,  G.  R.  Nee1d,Jobn 

Brownrigif,  S.  Owen,  Hugh 

Chaplin,  Col.  Palmer,  Robert 

Clerk,  Sir  G.  Pembeiton,Tho»as 

Clive,  hon.  R.  H.  Price,  S.  G 

Conolly,  E.  M.  Richstds  J. 

Dalhiac,  Sir  C.  Kichards,  R. 

Duffield,  Thomas  Rnss,  Charles 

Elley,  Sir  J.  Scarlett,  hon.  R. 

Finch  George  Shaw,  right  hon.  P. 
Folleti,  Sir  W.  Webb    Shirley,  E.  J. 

Forsler,  C.  S.  Sibthorp,  Colonel 

GTatii,  hon.  Colonel  Thomas,  Colonel 

Grimslon,  Viscount  Trevor,  hon,  A. 
Grimilon,  hon.  E.  II.     Twiss,  H. 

lUnjillon.G.  A.  Vere,  Sir  C.  B  ,  Bart. 

llariiy.J.  Vesey,  hon.  T. 

J^ickson.  Sergeant  Weyland,  Major 

Jones  Wilson  Voung,  O.  F. 
Jones,  T. 

Knntchbull,  Sir  E.  telurs. 

Law,  hon.  C.  E.  Hinde,  J.  II. 

Lawion,  Andrew  Alacteso,  D. 

Litt  (if  the  KoBB. 

Adam,  Admiral  Howard,  P.  H. 

Angersiein,  John  Howick,  Viacount 

Auwood,  T.  Hutt,  Wm, 

Bagshaw,  .lohn  Jephs  n,  C.  D. O. 

Baines,  Edward  Lefevre,  C  S. 

Barclay,  David  Lennox,  Lord  G. 

Bjrins,  Francis  T,  Listcr.E  C. 

llarnard.E  G.  Lushinglon,  Charles 

Birry,  G.  S.  Maher,John 

Beaiiclerk,  Major  Msijoribsnki,  S. 

ttewei.T.  Mirsland,  H. 

Blackhtirne,  John  Maule,  hon.  F. 

Blake,  M.  J.  Morrison,  J. 

Bodkin  J.  Mottyn,  hon.  E.  L. 

Brady,  D.  C.  Murr.iy,  J.  A. 

Brodie,  W.  U.  Musgrava,  Sir  n.,8(. 

Broiherlon,  J.  O'Ufien,  C. 

Browne,  R.  D.  O'Kerrall,  R.  M. 

Burden,  W.  Psimerslon,  Lofd 

"utler,  hon  P.  Parker,  John 

Campbell,  Sir  J.  Parrolt,  Jasper 

Chalmers,  P.  Parry,  Sir  L.  P. 

!,  Edward  Bolton     Phihps,  Mark 

Collier,  J.  Phillipps,  Charles  M. 

Copeland,  W.  T.  Poller,  R. 

Elpliinstone,  H.  Poultar.J.S. 

Ewart,  W.  Pryrae,  George 

Ferguuon,  R.  C.  Bippon,  C, 

Flrelwood,  Peter  H.  RobinMon,  O,  B. 

Gaskell,  Daniel  Roche,  D. 

Gordon,  R.  Rundle.J. 

Goring,  H.  D.  SetinleBeld,  Joshua 

Grattaii,  IJenry  Scott,  Sir  E   D. 

Groie,  George  Seymour,  Lord 

Gully,  John  Stanley,  E.  J. 

Hawkins,  J.  H.  Stricklaod,  Sir  O. 

Hector,  C.  J.  Stuart,  Lord  D. 

Hodges,  T.  L.  tlurii  Uaaiy  Club 

u*  oogic 


58.1  Trhk  and  Scotch  (COMMONS} 

T«lfourd.  S?r<»«nl  W«nJ.  H.  G. 

Ti-.ncr«l.  H.  W.  W.wji.  B, 

•niomiMon,  Aldetmon     Whnlky;6Hr»- 
1  hon.Wy.  Tlionx.  ViMt,  Sew""' 

TroulMTd|[e,SirE.T 
Tiilk,  C.  A. 
Villim,  C.  P. 
W  Biker,  C.  A. 
WRri.urtoi>,  H. 

The  Hou»e  returned.     The  report  to  be 
leceived. 


WiUiiiin»,  W.  A. 
Wyae,  Thomai 

TELLtRS. 

Steuart,  R. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 


Irish  and  Scotch  Vaobantb.] 
Mr.  nobert  Palmer  moved  the  second 
reading  of  ilie  Irish  and  Scoich  Vagranls 
Removal  Bill.  He  should  briefly  state 
what  the  object  of  the  measure  was.  wbich 
he  h»d-cbiainfd  leave  lo  bring  in  a  week 
ftto  It  was  merely  a  renewal  of  an  Act 
which  had  been  in  operaiion  for  the  last 
three  vears,  and  he  .hould  propose,  in 
order  lo  give  hon.  Members  an  opportu- 
nitv  of  esaminidR:  ilie  details,  that  it 
should  be  committed  that  day  sennight. 
Enormous  expense  had  been  previously 
imposed  iip«n  ihe  various  counties  around 
London  which  were  iharged  with  the 
expense  of  passing  those  vagrants  ;  and 
he  held  in  his  band  a  list  of  eight  or  nine 
counti.-.  ihroiiah  which  the  preat  road 
leodine  from  Lomlon  lo  Bristol  and  Liver 
pool  r..n,  »hi<h  would  show  ihe  House  the 
Bmoiint.  In  ih.-  o.inty  of  Berks,  under 
ihe  former  Uw,  there  hid  be^n  pHSsed  ii> 
ihe  vear  li*3i  no  less  ih-n  4.5'.9  peiso..-, 
HI  an  expense  of  1.139/.,  although  ihe 
coui.iy  hml  noiliiog  uhattver  tu  ilo  wiili 
ih.-»i-  piniiiers.  In  the  firat  vear  after  the 
(Msaing  of  the  ..e«  Aci,  Ifi34.  thrre  had 
been  i.nlv  one  indivtdn;il  pHwed.  at  an 
eM".-"r3'-      In   "-y-IB32.    7.000 

.,.,h*«.™.ye,.r,ihenumberhadheen9  376 
i«T«o....  al  «n  expense  of  2.950/.,  «hile  »' 
ilie  "Bme  couniv.  the  fifrt  year  niter  the 
ni-seinsj  of  ihf'new  Act,  the  number  1 
U.1  only  734.  at  a  cnsl  of  1.112/. 
Mi.l<lle««,  during  Ihe  Uf\  two  year*. 
Appeared  from  the  returns  of  the  county 
ireasurrr  tl.at  the  numlvers  «ere  in  1835 
456  persons,  at  a  cost  f  777/.,  and  n. 
1836  734,  ata  cost  of  1.200/.  liappeared, 
therefore,  that  the  saving  was  most  ejt- 
te.isive.  and  he  hoped  the  present  Sessioti 
w..uhl  not  be  allowed  to  lermmaie,  wiihoul 
a  renewul  of  that  tnost  useful  measure, 
otherwise  the  eviU  of  the  old  aysiein  would 
be  brouithl  agnin  ioio  operation.  He  tiaO 
been    ortetl   by  Sir   F.   Roe,   and  other 


VagratU.  W* 

police- magistratea,  to  attend  to  the  pasMncr 
,of  the  Bill,  as  it  had  been  fonnd  *ery 
generally  useful,  and,  under  thote  circom- 
stances.  he  trusted  no  opposition  would  be 
given,  but  thai  the  House  would,  if  they 
thought  fit,  make  it  a  permanent  meMnre. 
to  save  the  trouble  of  renewing  it  e»ery 
Session. 

The  Lord  Advocate  was  by  no  roeaas 
hostile  10  the  BilL  but  he  was  quite  ignorant 
of  its  details.  How  was  it  possible,  be 
could  be  otherwise  when  the  Bill  waa  not 
in  Ihe  hands  of  hon.  Members?  It  ap- 
peared that  it  was  against  the  people  of 
StKJtland  its  provisions  were  particolarly 
directed— and  how  were  they  to  becmne 
'quainted  with  its  provisions,  if  it  were 
1  be  hurried  through  the  House  ?  All  be 
wanted  was,  that  lime  should  be  given  to 
examine  its  details,  for  the  people  of  Scot- 
land be  would  contend  had  a  right  to  know 
what  the  legislation  of  that  House  wa«, 
withrespecltolhem.  He  suggested,  there- 
fore, that  Ihe  hon.  Member  should  postpone 
the  second  readmg  to  a  future  day. 

Mr.  Hawes  thought,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  had  assiened  no  good  groonda 
for  his  oppoaiiion.  In  the  borough  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent,  it  h«d 
been  found  very  useful,  and  he  should 
Ihertfore  give  it  his  cordial  support. 

Mr.  Young  believed,  there  was  no  reel 
point  of  difft-renee  between  tliehon,  Menc 
l,ers  on  both  side*  of  the  House.  As  (be 
hon  and  learned  Lord  Advo.ate  had  no 
^Ljccli'm  lo  Ihe  principle  of  the  Bill,  but 
onlv  Hsked  a  liiile  time,  he  thought  there 
r-oiild  be  no  ol.jerlion  on  the  pert  of  the 
lioii-  Member  for  Berkshire. 

Mr.  Cullar  FergHMon  was  quite  snre 
I  here  would  lie  no  reul  ground  of  oppoiilinn 
if  lime  WHS  allowed  in  order  that  the  people 
of  Scotland  might  examine  the  details  of 


the  Bill. 

Sir  Thomat  Frrmnntle  hoped  the  House 
would  secure  the  passing  of  the  Bill  during 
the  present  Session.  He  did  not  see  why 
ll)ere  should  be  any  jealousy  upon  the 
ibject  among  the  people  uf  Scotland,  for 
was  not  a  Scoich  but  an  English  Bill. 
.,  mcrtly  provided  that  the  Scotch  and 
Irish  vagrants  should  be.  sent  home— and 
the  sole  question  waa  in  what  way  the 
expense  should  be  borne  by  the  people  of 
England.  The  Bill  had  been  bitherlo 
found  lo  proceed  remiirlcably  well.  It  had 
been  a  vexata  quettio  for  many  years,  and 
been  introduced  as  an  experiment  after 
two  Committees  had  aat  upon  the  inhject, 
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Bod  no  complaint  had  hilheno  been  made 
of  ill  optraiioQ.  He  irutied  ihe  Houw 
would  make  it  a  permaneni  measure. 

Mr.  Palmer  had  no  v\»\i  id  hurry  ihe 
Bill  through  the  Houte,  but  he  wai  noi 
aware  that  a  law  which  had  been  ihree 

Seara  in  force  could  be  unknown  to  the 
on.  and  learned  Member  oppoiiie.  The 
whole  ihe  Bill  did  wa«,  to  alter  the  mode 
in  which  the  expense  of  conveying  home 
these  paupers  was  levied  and  appropriated 
^so  ihat  inalead  of  the  charge  being 
thrown  upon  the  several  coiiotiei  through 
whk-h  they  paased,  it  should  be  borne  by 
those  parishes  where  tlie  parties  became 
chargeable. 

Bill  read  a  second  lime. 

HOUSE  OF   LOKDS, 

Thariday,  February  16,  1837. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thursday,  February  16,  IS37. 

Hmrrn.]  PMJtloBipiwnted.  By  Mi.  Biwdh  uh]  tm. 
nl  other  Hon.  Umniu.  fMm  ATlnt"^  *™1  •ertnl 
ctbB  plKH,  for  Ow  AbonddB  or  CIiur4i  Rua — Bj  Mr 


Lm  {[HiBid) — By  ilr.  : 
Ur.  OY;omiui,  ftou  DoMtn  ud  < 
(i[Bl  Catfontknt  {Irdud).  md  Co 


Tithe  Commhtatioit  Act  (Eso- 
ladd).]  Sir  Edward  Ksatckbull  would 
ask  a  question  of  Ihe  noble  Lord  opposite, 
toacbing  the  Act  passed  last  year,  for  the 
Commutation  of  Tithes,  An  opinion  had 
gone  abroad,  that  his  Mnjeity's  Govern- 
ment  had  discovered  leveral  faults  in  Ihe 
woiking  of  thii  Act,  which  ihey  were  dis- 
posed to  remove,  by  inlroducini;  some 
remedial  measure.  Now,  he  wished  to 
ki>ow  whether  the  Government  had  any 
■ttcb  intention? 

Ltxd  John  BimtU  wu  well  aware  that 


such  a  report  had  gone  abroad,  but  from 
what  sourreR  it  had  issued,  he  cuiild  not 
conceive.  The  Comn.issjoner*  liaa  ui.i- 
forndy  espreswd  their  tBiisfaction  wiih 
the  present  meB>uie,  and  his  Mnjesiy's 
Government  had  certainly  not  recei>ed 
any  information  fioin  other  qnariers,  which 
would  lead  them  lo  douhi  the  correclnesii 
of  the  opinion  of  lliose  Gentlemen.  He 
would  tlierelore  sny,  that  the  Gov-trnmeut 
hHd  no  such  intention  us  that  alluded  to 
by  the  rinht  hoii,  Baroiiet. 

Mr.  Hodgtt  wns  com|>elled  lo  eipiets 
his  regret  at  ihe  rcplv  of  the  nolile  Lord  ; 
theie  were  rlriiises  with  re&pect  lo  rating 
tt'hich  lei^iiired  alteration. 

Suhject  dropped. 

Pritilf.ocs — Mn  LKCHMenF.CHAHL- 
Tos— Rkpoiit.]  Mr.  W,l|ii,mB  Wvnii 
brought  U|i  the  Rejiort  of  ihe  Coinmitlee 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  ra^  of  Mr. 
Lerhmere  Charlton,  which  was  read  as 
followi; — 

"  In  reponing  upon  the  question  which  hat 
been  referred  to  your  Committee,  they  propose 
lo  fotluw  Ihe  course  which  uaually  has  been 
adopted  upon  such  occasions,  of  flrai  iiaiinfi 
the  ciruumituncei  of  Ihe  particuliir  ca^e,  and 
afterwards  the  law  nnd  usages  of  Parliament, 
as  ii  appear*  to  apply  to  iliem. 

"The  warram  for  Mr.  Charlton's  commit- 
ment to  the  Fleet,  and  ihe  order  of  Court  nn 
which  it  was  founded,  weie  produced  to  the 
Coininittee,  and  it  appeared  that  he  was  r>om- 
mitied  by  the  Lord  Chancelloi  lor  wriiinv  a 
letter,  addressed  to  William  Brouaham,  Enq., 
one  of  the  Masters  of  Ihe  lliiih  t^urt  of 
Chancery,  conlaining  matters  scandalous  with 
respect  lo  the  said  Master,  and  an  attempt 
improperly  lo  influence  his  conduct  in  ihe 
matter  pending  before  him,  '  which  the  said 
Lord  Chancellor  deemed  to  be  a  conteiiipi  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery.'  The  order  not  pro- 
ceeding to  set  forth  the  letter  in  question,  or 
to  specify  the  parts  of  it  on  wliich  iliese  charges 
were  grounded,  your  Committee  therefore 
directed  the  letter  to  be  produced,  inasmuch  as 
they  considered,  Ihat  although  the  Lord  Chan. 
cellor  had  the  power  to  declare  what  he  deemed 
lo  be  a  contempt  of  the  High  Court  of  Chan, 
eery,  it  was  necessary  that  the  Hi'use  of  Com- 
mon), as  the  sole  and  exclusive  judge  nf  lis 
own  privileges,  should  be  informed  of  the 
particulars  of  the  contempt,  before  they  could 
decide  whether  the  coniempi  was  of  such  a 
character  as  would  justify  the  imprisonment  of 
a  Member.  Tliey  also  summoned  Mr.  CharU 
ton  before  Ihem,  and  afforded  him  an  op])or- 
tunily  uf  fully  stating  hi)  case. 

"  Upon  ihe  whole  eiaminaiion,  the  letter 
appean  lo  your  Committee  to  be  expressed  in 
an  iniemperale  and  improper  manner.  The 
lelier,howeveT,wu occasioned  by  inlonoation 


Priinli$u— 


{COMMONS}    Mr.  L.  OWUm— Jt«pw«. 


ittiwti  from  Ibe  tolidtor  in  the  mom.  the 
correclne**  of  «hi^    Mr.   CharlloD   had 
r«4ton  to  dnbl ;  bot  tb^  are  of  opinion  ' 
It  li  oftoflve  la  the  Huler,  and  thereby  to 
Iba  Mihwiijr   of  lb*   Court  nndar  which  h« 
■dad,  and  «u  an  alicmpt  improperly 
fioanca   hi*  conduct   in   the   mailer   pending 
befera  1 1 in,  with  a  >iew   lo  obuin  a  furilii 
bearing,  lo  which,  if  applied  Tor  in  a  prcpi 
Banner,     Mr.    Charlton    would    have    bc! 
miiiled. 

"  It  was  found,  in  iha  conrae  of  the  InreMi- 
(aiioD,  Ibat  llr.  Joaapb  Parfces,  the  aolici 
for  Ibe  parlies,  «bo  appeared  before  the  Mi 
tar,  in  oppoiiiion  lo  Mr.  Cdaihon's  clieii 
had,  daring  iha   inieifal  «hi<:h  occurred  bc- 


n  the 


and  V 


lion,  nritlen  a  leiler,  ni  ihe  reqi 
perion,  conlaining  Ihe  following 
■  Mr.  Cbarllon  may  lake  ray  honour,  and  I 
have  never  yel  violated  it,  that  he  is  perfecily 
aacur*  io  coming  lo  mj  bouie,  lo  tee  if  ivi 
can  adjuil  ihe  Ludlow  maiten,'  and  that  Mr 
ChRrlluiididarierwardi,iiicoii3er|ubn(;c,.it1ci>d 
a  meeting  ai  the  house  of  Mr.  Parkes,  niilioul 
any  inlerniption,  or  altempl  lo  esecule  ihe 
warrant  hy  Ihe  officers  who  held  it.  Youi 
Comniiltee,  therefore,  felt  it  neceisary  tc 
aicertaiii  whether  ihe  execution  of  a  process 
it*ued  on  the  ground  of  puniiliing  a  coniempi 
of  ihe  Court  of  Chancery,  had  in  nny  manuei 
bean  allowed  lo  be  enforced  or  impended,  al 
the  di*CKIioii  of  one  of  the  liiistant  parlies,  01 
to  be  rendered  lubienient  10  hia  oSjecis.  'I  hi? 
inquiry  has  tended  conildernbly  lo  lenalhen 
Ibcif  proceeding!,  but  the  re«uli  has  satialicd 
them,  ihat  no  giowHr  had  STer  been  aiven  by 
any  peraon,  or  exerciied  by  Ihe  aoliciior,  for 
thai  purpoie. 

"  Upon  the  law  and  usage  of  Parli 
■Becling  Ihia  case,  your  Commiliee  beg  leave 
to  refer  lo  the  statement  conlainei!  in  the 
Heport  of  the  (jommiitee  of  Privilegei  in  the 
ea«a  of  iha  Hon.  ^^illia^l  Long  Welleiley. 
presenltd  to  the  Housa  on  Ihe  USih  of  July 
1B31,  Iheprecedenu  ciied  io  which  they  will 
Dot  here  repeal. 

"The  Committee  are  deeply  Impressed  "ilh 
the  difficulty  and  im|>ortnnce  of  the  quetiion 
referred  lo  them,  in  the  absence  of  aulhoriiles 
to  which  they  can  refer,  as  clearly  in  point,  and 
directly  bearing  on  this  particular  case.  !i 
itill  be  seen,  from  the  early  casen,  that  ihe 
indent  deflnition  of  privileee  of  Porlianient  Is, 
that  it  belong  to  «*ery  Member  of  the  House, 
except  in  cases  of  treason,  felony,  or  refuiing 
lo  give  surety  of  ihe  peace.  These  exceptions, 
by  the  slatetnent  of  the  Commons  in  1641,  are 
fiinher  extended  to  all  indiciahle  offences ;  by 
their  resolution  in  169T  lo  forcible  entries  and 
detainers;  and,  in  1TS3,  in  conformity  with 
the  principle  ofthe  declaration  of  1841,  and  of 
■  subsequent  resotulion  in  16TS,  lo  printing 
and  publishing  aediiioua  libels;  to  nhlch  may 
be  BQded,  the  resolution  of  the  Lords  in  lT57, 
thai  pdrllege  shall  not  protect  Peers  againit 
proceaa  to  cnforca  the  habeat  ccjmi. 


"  The  ordinary  process  for  contempts  againat 
persons  having  privilege  of  Parliament,  or  of 
Peerage,  has  not  been  th^t  of  attachment  of 
the  person,  bat  that  of  sequestration  of  tbo 
whole  property,  which  has  been  found  lufflcient 

vindicate  iha  aulhoniy  of  tha  courts,  «T«n 
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led  by  Blackalone,  that  '  coit- 
lempls  commiiicd  even  by  Peers,  when  enor- 
mous, n<i(I  nccompiinied  villi  violence,  such 
as  forcible  rescues,  and  the  like,  or  when  Ihey 
import  disobedience  10  ihe  King's  writs  of  pro- 
hibition, kabeai  mrpmi,  and  the  rest,  are  pnniab- 
al.le  by  attachment ;'  and  Ibe  aama  doctrioe 
has,  on  different  occasions,  been  exprcaaad 
by  other  wrilcrd,  and  by  judges  of  high  au- 
Ihority. 

"  The  only  cases,  however,  in  which  altacb. 
menis  have  been  found  by  ihe  Commitlee  to 
have  been  actually  issued  against  priril^ed 
persons,  are  that  of  P.arl  Perrers,  by  the  King's 
Bench,  and  that  of  Mr.  Loug  Wellesley,  by 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  already  referred  to. 
The  former  nas  a  case  of  disobedience  to 
a  writ  of  habeat  eorput,  to  which,  while  Ihe 
discussion  was  pending,  it  had  been  dectarad 
hy  Ihe  House  of  Lords  privilege  of  Parliament 
did  not  extend ;  the  other  was  that  of  vKe 
forcible  removal  of  a  ward  of  iha  Court  of 
Chancery,  and  placing  bar  out  uf  the  juriadic- 
lion  of  Ihe  Court,  which  obvionsly  could  only 
be  checked  by  the  most  prompt  and  efficacious 
remedy. 

"  Since  ihe  silling  of  iha  last  Commitlee  of 
Privileges,  the  Act  of  2  and  3  Wilbam  4tb, 
c.  93,  enlilled,  ■  An  Acl  for  eoforcioir  the 
Process  upon  Contempts  in  ihe  Couria  Eccle- 
siHSiical  of  England  and  Ireland,'  has  passed, ' 
by  wbichponlL'mplBoflheEcclesiasliciilCoiirts, 
'  in  face  of  llie  Courl,  or  any  oilier  contempt 
lowatds  such  Couii,  or  the  process  thereof,  are 
directed  to  be  slgnihed  to  ihe  Lord  Chancellor, 
who  Is  to  i^sue  a  ivrit  de  eonltmiaft  mpicnde,  for 
taking  into  cuaiody  persons  charged  with  such 
conii  mpi,'  in  cnae  such  parson  '  shall  not  be  a 
Peer,  Lord  of  FarliamenL  or  Member  of  the 
House  of  Common..' 

"  Under  all  the  oircumsiances  of  ihe  case, 
your  Commitlee  are  of  opinion,  that  Mr. Charl- 
ton )  claim  lo  be  discharged  from  impriion- 
menl,  by  reason  of  privilege  of  Parlianitnl, 
ouuhl  not  to  be  admined. 
"  February  16,  183T." 
Repori  laid  on  the  Table. 
M  r.  Willmms  Wi/nn  ihen  said,  that  he  had 
bfen  further (tirecicd  bv  the  Committee,  lo 
call  the  utlention  of  the  House  lo  a  para- 
irmph  in  one  of  ihr  morning  newspapers, 
rcflfcling  upon  the  full  attendance  ol  Miin- 
bers  at  the  Commitlee,  as  being  caused 
solely  by  pariy  and  political  feeling. 
During  (he  time  that  he  had  sat  in  Par- 
liament, he  had  never  seen  a  Commlltee 
more  fully  atlended,  and  the  report  t\hich 
had  been  just  read,  would  show  that  Ihe 


„  Google 


$W  Ptivit^t-A  f  Ftfev  16)     Mr.'l.  CharltiH-^Rtport.      fi9^ 

Qf  justice,  U  ag^y^ted  iQ  thecaifeor.k 
Member  of  ihe  LegiilalurSi  and  no»  '  pri, 
vileged,'  It  reqiiires  little  knowledge  of 
ParTidinentar;  iiidtory;  and  legal  decUiontl 
to  be  abjb  jd  pronounce  tHflt^  ai  tn  the 
.■use  of  Mr,  Long  Weilesley,  tlie  CbuH  bf 
CliBn.cery  ought  not  to  be  overridden  bj 
Ihe  House  of  Common*.  With  respect  l6 
the  particubr  '  contempt 'assigned  by  the 
Lord  Cbrtncellor  Rgainst  Mr:  Chafllbis  «E 
apprehend  tiiat  ihe  Privilege  Cominitiee  il 
no  appellate  jurisdiction.  It  is  for  tha 
judge  lo  decide  what  is  a  '  contempt  of 
his  court  and  authority.  In  the  present 
instance,  the  perpetrator  is^  we  uoder- 
stand,  a  petitioner  and  counsel  of  ibi 
Court.  In  such  relaiions,  he  is  iurelj 
amenable  to  the  jdrisdiciion  of  the  Court 
in  which  he  petitions  and  practises.  But 
the  '  whippers-in  '  now  inlbrm  n»,  that 
this  peculiar  Committee  is  not  only  tb 
decide  rtheihtr  Mr.  CHflrlton  is  '  t>ri*i' 
leged,'  but  is  also  to  determine,  whether 
his  offence  is  or  is  not,  a  '  conlem^l'  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery — that  is  to  say, 
Ihey  are  lo  usurp  the  function*  of  the 
judc-e  !  Mr.  Charlton's  letters  to  Mr.  W 
Brougham,  and  to  the  Lord  ChH&ctllor, 
may  he  acceptable,  as  a  roatier  of  ta^tt, 
lo  the  Tories,  but  the  '  whippers-in'  will 
Hnd  it  hard  to  persuade  the  country;  of 
Ihe  House  of  Comfnons  collectively,  ilia 
hii  epistles  are  not  vnl^rar,  as  well  as  sub- 
versive  of  the  course  of  justice.  In  charity 
10  the  hon.  Member;  ihey  may  detiire  il 
use  him  for  ulterior  objects;  buij  what- 
ever the  report  df  a  '  whipped  '  Comrriiiteei 
Ihey  will  fail  in  persuading  &  reformed 
House  of  Commons,  that  the  Lord  Chaff' 
cellor  of  England,  and  the  highest  juiltcia) 
officera  of  the  realm,  are  to  b6  insdhed 
whh  impunity,  or  that  the  niunicipal 
ri{>lil9  of  a  populous  borough  are  to  bo 
sacrificed  to  the  old  nuisance  of  boraugh- 
mongering.  If  the  '  whip'  is  to  decida 
this  constitutional  and  imporiant  reference, 
we  hope  it  will  bs  applied  on  both  sides 
of  the  House.  Certatnly  il  is  the  duly  of 
every  Liberal  lo  attend  this  day,  in  order 
that  Parliament  itself,  as  well  ai  the  loid 
Chancellor,  may  not  bi  brought  inik 
'  contempt.'"  "The  right  hon.  Gentlem« 
then  moved,  after  handing  in  the  Mornikg 
Chronicle  of  Thursday,  Feb.  16,  to  thfe 
clerk  at  the  table,  that  John  Black,  tHe 
printer  and  proprietor  of  the  Morning 
CIvroiticIt,  be  summoned  to  attend  tA  t\tt 
bar  of  the  If  ouse  the  next  day. 
Lord  John  Rttuell  ctiuld  bate  trtalMd 


Committee  could  have  been  influenced  by 
no, othar  motive,  than  an  anxiply  to  act 
with  justice  and  imparljalily.  The  aceu- 
■ation  therefore  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  case 
w,hich  called  for  the  interference  of  the 
tit}use.  In  ordinary  Committee;,  sUch 
calumnies  might  be  safely  passed  by,  be- 
cause their  proceedings  were  open  lo 
the  public;  b<it  the  investigation  of  a 
Committee  of  Privileges  being  carried  on 
in  private,  there  was  no  oilier  opportunity 
of  contradiciing  the  imputations  which 
had  been  cast  upon, the  motives  of  hoii. 
Members,  than  by  bringing  the  paragraph 
immediately  under  the  notice  of  the  House. 
The  effect  of  it  was,  to  impeach  the  cha- 
racter of  a  Committee  silting  judicially, 
and  therefore  tended  directly  to  obatrufct 
the  course  of  jusiice.  The  passage  of 
which  he,  as  the  organ  of  the  Cotfimiltee, 
was  directed  to  complain,  was  as  follows. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  read  the  fol- 
lowing passage  frOtti  the  Worning  CArontc/e: 
■ — "  VVc  direcleti  attention,  ten  days  ago, 
to  the  indecent  conduct  of  the  Tories  on 
the  question  reapecling  the  claim  of  pri- 
vilege by  Mr.  E.  Lechmefe  Chatlion, 
against  the  process  of  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
for  a  gross  contempt  of  Court.  This  con- 
duct is  repeated  by  the  Tories,  who  are 
notoriously  'whipping'  the  Committee  of 
Privileges.  That  Committee,  being  sub- 
alantially  open  to  all  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commonsi  is,  it  would  seem,  to 
take  Ihe  place  of  packed  special  juries  of 
former  times }  and  such  is  the  rage  of 
party  spirit,  that  even  a  grave  and  respon- 
sible jndicial  enquiry  is  to  be  turned  into 
an  arena  of  political  faction.  The  Tory 
'  whipper-in,'  who  are  well-known  under 
that  denomination,  daily  display  the  at- 
moat  industry  in  the  exercise  of  their 
honoifrable  vocation.  It  matters  not  whe- 
ther the  authority  of  the  Great  Seal,  or  a 
great  constitutional  question  beat  issue, 
everything  now  is  to  be  sacriliced  to  party 
feeling,  and  party  objects.  The  simple 
Dialler  of  reference  to  this  Committee,  is 
ihe  consideration  of  all  matters  touching 
privilege,  and  the  consideration  of  the  let- 
Mrs  to  the  Speaker  from  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor and  Mr.  Charlton.  On  this  timpTe 
inqifiry  the  Committee  has  now  snte  in  se- 
cret and  acriemn  conclave,  a  full  fortnight. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  either  hai  or  has 
Bot  the  power  of  committing  a  Member  of 
Ihe  House  of  Commons  for  contempt.  No 
(aw  of  .cotnmon  sense  doubts  thata  vio- 
hriittft  of  iw,  01  a  conKmpt  of  fhe  cotttts 
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that  the  right  tion.  OeDtletnan  bad  taken 
tome  farther  time  for  consideration  before 
he  adopted  this  proceeding.  However,  ir 
the  right  hon.  Oemleman,  as  he  appeared 
to  be,  wasonly  the  organ  of  (he  Committee 
of  Privileges,  theo  he  mast  ssy  that  the 
Committee,  in  wishing  to  press  this  matter, 
had  not  io  his  jodgment,  taicen  a  course 
which  was  either  worthy  or  expedient. 
The  HoDse  had  been  accustomed  now 
for  some  years  to  indulge  public  writers  in 
a  great  latitude  of  otMervaiion ;  and  the 
custom  which  formerly  prevailed  of  Mem- 
bers taking  oSence  at  some  paragraph  or 
other,  and  calling  the  publisher  to  the 
bar,  had  fallen  into  disuse.  He  must  say, 
that  for  the  last  two  or  three  years,  if  any 
complaint  of  this  kind  was  to  be  made, 
those  who  had  most  often  cause  to  com- 
plain were  the  majority  of  that  House. 
There  were  no  terms  of  abuse,  no  terms  by 
which  men  could  be  vilified  or  lowered  in 
the  estimation  of  their  fellow  counlry-meo, 
which  bad  not  been  applied  to  the  ma- 
jority of  that  House.  But,  to  pass  over 
minor  observations  of  this  description  he 
would  refer  to  a  charge  delivered  by  a 
Lord  Bishop,  ia  which  after  representing 
the  majority  of  the  House  and  their  pro- 
ceedings to  be  under  the  guidance  of 
faction  who  wished  to  destroy  all  the  ii 
ilitutions  and  establishments  of  the  coui 
try,  said  that  certain  Members  of  that 
House  who  were  sufficiently  designated 
by  the  reverend  Prelate  professing  the 
Roman  Catholic  faiih,  had  been  guilty  of 
treachery  and  perjury.  He  must  say,  that 
if  they  were  to  take  notice  of  breaches  of 
privilege  of  this  kind,  they  ought  not  to 
lose  a  moment  in  vindicating  the  honour 
of  those  Membera  of  the  House,  who  for 
giving  thfir  votes  in  Parliament,  and  for 
nothing  else,  had  been  declared  by  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  in  his  charge  to  his 
clergy  to  have  been  guilty  of  treachery 
and  perjury.  For  his  own  part,  though 
when  he  read  that  pamphlet  be  thought  it 
fls  giDSS  a  breach  of  privilege  as  had  ever 
been  committed,  yet  he  was  convinced 
that  the  Members  who  were  attacked 
the  House  would  do  better  to  treat  it  with 
utter  contempt,  and  not  take  toy  notice 
of  such  proceedings,  but  act  according  to 
their  own  sentiments  of  what  was  their 
duly  as  Members  of  the  Legislature. 
Were  they,  then,  now  to  be  toW  that  they 
oa^hi  to  take  np  cases  of  this  kind,  io 
which  a  journalist  had  thought  proper  to 
»UM  that  some  Members  of  (he  Committee 


of  privileges  had  been  "  whipped  up,  *  and 
that  the  Committee  was  in  some  degree 
iflueoced  by  party  spirit?  Even  iup- 
postng  that  there  was  aome  foundatiOD  for 
that  charge,  what  did  it  amount  to? 
Why,  merely  that  party  feeling  prevailed 
that  House,  which  could  hardly  escape 
influence,  while  so  much  party  spirit 
existed  in  the  country,  and  that  some 
Members  of  the  Committee  bad  attended 
more  from  party  spirit  than  from  a  desire 
to  give  a  fair  aod  dispassionate  consider- 
ation to  the  question  berore  it.  He  wonid 
not  enter  into  the  consideratioo  of  the 
course  which  the  Committee  bad  poniied 
during  the  investigation.  He  thoeght 
that  their  best  vindication  was  in  the 
Report  which  had  been  presented.  Hiey 
had  given  as  their  opinion— an  opinion 
from  which  he,  on  the  only  occasion  on 
which  he  attended  at  the  Committee, 
differed — that  they  were  bound  to  sift  the 
entire  charge  against  Mr.  Charlton,  and 
examine  the  letters  addressed  to  the 
Master  and  the  Lord  Chancellor.  He 
differed  from  them  in  that  respect,  but 
these  Gentlemen  said  that  they  were 
bound  to  protect  the  Members  of  that 
House  in  the  enjoyment  of  their  just  pri- 
vileges, and  that  an  inquiry  was  necessary. 
He  believed  that  they  had  come  to  ■ 
correct  decision,  in  declaring  (hat  Mr, 
Charlton's  privilege  of  Parliament  ougbt 
not  to  protect  him  under  the  circurastancea, 
and  he  must  say  that  having  so  acted,  to 
prosecute  the  writer  of  a  paragraph  in  a 
newspaper  was  really  beneath  the  dignity 
of  the  House.  He  was  told  that  there 
were  paragraphs  on  the  opposite  side  with 
regard  to  the  divisions  in  the  Committee, 
either  attacking  or  ridiculing,  he  did  not 
know  which,  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney-General  for  the  part  he  had 
taken.  If,  therefore,  the  House  should 
resolve  to  call  before  it  the  writer  of  the 
paragraph  in  the  Morning  ChronkU, 
they  would  be  obliged  to  order  the  at- 
tendance of  the  printers  of  the  Monmg 
Pott  and  the  John  Bull,  and  see  what 
were  the  observations  which  had  been 
made  with  respect  to  the  conduct  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  really  did  hope 
that  the  Committee  would  be  latiified 
with  whet  had  been  done,  and  would  not 
think  of  carrying  the  proceedings  further. 
If  the  Committee  wanted  any  defence,  it 
was  contained  in  their  own  report.  It 
was  very  inconvenient  to  take  notice  of  all 
obiervations  on  the  cbanoter  and  coadaot 
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of  tbe  Members  of  the  Home  xrhen  acting 
in  tbe  perfonnaaGe  of  their  duty.  He 
reallj  hoped  the  nulter  would  not  be 
fnrther  proceeded  with,  end  that  it  would 
not  be  necemry  to  discoM  the  question, 
but  that  the  sense  of  the  House  would  be 
against  it 

Mr.  Praed  was  not  going  to  oppose 
himself  to  the  sense  of  the  House  on  this 
motion,  but  having  been  regular  in  his 
attendance  at  the  Committee  he  wished 
to  say  a  few  words.  The  noble  Lord  had 
attempted  to  defend  one  violaiion  of  their 

C'U^es,  by  referring  to  what  the  noble 
called  another.  He  could  not  how- 
ever conceiTfi  the  least  analogy  between 
the  case  cited  by  the  nobis  Lord  and  that 
to  vbich  bis  right  hon.  Friend  bad  called 
the  attention  of  the  House.  At  all  events, 
the  diKussion  of  a  question  of  very  grave 
importBnce  was  not  to  be  approached  in 
the  manner  in  nhich  the  noble  Lord,  as 
he  thought  with  very  mistaken  taste,  had 
treated  it  to-night.  He  was  very  sorry 
tiiat  two  questions  of  very  serious  Parlia- 
mentary importance  should  have  been 
received  with  levity,  but  he  assured  them, 
whatever  reception  might  be  given  to 
tbe  observations  he  had  to  offer,  that  it 
would  not  distorb  his  self-possession.  He 
tmsted,  at  the  same  time,  that  be  should 
not  himself  say  anything  offensive  to  the 
feelings  of  any  individual,  or  disconrleons 
to  tbe  House  at  lai^.  With  submission 
to  the  noble  Lord,  he  would  submit  to 
him  a  case  a  little  more  analogous  to  the 
case  then  under  their  consideration.  An 
individnal  had  written  a  private  letter 
ofiensive  to  a  person  exercising  the  func- 
lioosof  a  judge  in  a  particular  case,  and 
calculated  improperly  lo  influence  his 
decision  in  a  matter  pending  before  him. 
For  writing  that  letter  the  Lord  Chancellor 
bad  committed  that  individual  to  an  inde- 
finite imprisonment,  and  be  now  stood 
Gommittnl  to  the  Fleet  for  writing  that 
offensive  private  letter,  calculated  to  pro- 
duce an  influence  upon  the  decision  of 
the  proper  judge,  nntil  the  Lord  Chan- 
cell»  should  make  a  further  order,  fiut 
here  was  a  paragraph  in  a  newspaper  pub- 
lished, calculated  improperly  to  influence 
the  Members  of  the  Committee  of  Privi- 
leges in  the  discharge  of  a  judicial  dury, 
and  be  must  say,  that  the  writer  of  the 
paragraph  ought  to  have  some  kind  of 
rtgard  to  the  subject  which  formed  tbe 
natter  for  the  investigation  of  the  Com- 
nUlM.    b  did  appear  to  bim,  that  as  the 
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Committee  was  a  strictly  private  one,  end 
carried  on  its  proceedings  with  closed 
doors,  an  inquiry  was  necessary  in  tbta 
case,  because  the  writer  almost  assumed 
that  be  derived  his  information  from  some 
Member  of  the  Committee,  and  it  oo- 
cuned  to  him  that  there  was  no  other 
opportunity  of  pointing  out  the  gross  and 
scandalous  nature  of  the  paragraph  than 
by  adopting  this  mode  of  proceeding. 
For  bis  own  part,  having  been  most  as- 
siduous in  his  attendance  on  the  Com- 
mittee, he  would  say,  that  on  his  honour 
as  a  Gentleman  and  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment) he  believed  that  there  was  not 
a  shadow  of  foundation  for  one  single 
innuendo  contained  in  the  paragraph  in 
question. 

Mr.    Wt/nn  bad  no  wish  to  press  the 
motion,  but  he   had  brought  it  forward 


would  not  enter  into  any  argument  on  the 
question,  but  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
present  case  was  widely  different  from  any 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  cited,  inasmuch 
as  it  represented  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  silting  upon  a 
judicial  question  as  a  packed  special  jury. 
It  was  infinitely  more  offensive  than  any 
of  the  pubticBtions  which  bad  been  men- 
tioned. He  could  only  appeal  to  hon. 
Members  opposite,  who  had  attended  tbe 
Committee,  to  declare  whether  they  be- 
lieved that  any  Members  of  it  were  ac- 
tuated by  an  undue  political  bias.  He 
had  sat  in  the  chair,  and  be  certainly 
could  declare,  as  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr,  Praed)  had  done,  on  his 
honour  as  a  Gentleman  and  Member 
of  Parliament,  that  he  had  seen  nothing  of 
tbe  kind. 
Motion  by  leave  withdrawn. 

PftiviLEOxs  Publication.]  Lord  J. 
RuMell  next  rose  to  move  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee on  a  subject  certainly  of  very  great 
importance,  but  on  which,  at  that  stage  of 
the  proceedings,  he  did  not  think  it  right 
to  address  the  Home  at  any  length.  With 
regard  to  their  privileges,  it  appeared  tohim 
that  they  had  now  come  pretty  nearly  to 
what  was,  as  he  thought,  a  proper  position 
for  them  to  hold  —  namely,  that  they 
possessed  every  privilege  necessary  for 
carrying  on  their  proceedings  freely  and 
undisturbed,  while  they  did  not  wisb  to 
carry  tliem  beyond  that  limit.  In  former 
times  it  might  have  been  necessary  to  pu- 
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niih  ajudga  for  invadiDg  tlieif  privilege!, 
bacause  than  ths  prerogative  of  the  Crown 
had  be«&  amployed  for  the  purpose  of 
iiiterfcriDK  wiih  tlia  proceedings  of  the 
Houte,  But  Chose  time*  liad  long  since 
gone  by,  and  at  present  it  was  only 
neoessaij  for  them  to  lake  such  proceed- 
ings as  would  enable  them  to  carry  on 
their  discussions  or  ilcbates,  and  attend  to 
the  business  of  tlie  country,  without 
disturbance  in  the  exercise  oflheit  function. 
These  were  powers  which  all  courts  ought 
to  potsesi,  and  which  all  courts  assumed. 
ThequestioD  to  which  ha  wished  immedi- 
ately to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  was 
the  proceedings  which  had  taken  place  in 
the  Court  of  King's  Bench  with  respect  to 
the  publication  of  papers  ordered  to  be 
printed  by  the  House.  Now,  he  thought 
It  could  not  an  denied  that  the  House  must 
have  a  certain  ktitude  in  that  respect, 
and  that  they  ought  to  prescribe  far  theni- 
selves  what  that  latitude  ought  to  be^  In 
ordering  any  papers  to  be  printed  and 
published,  it,  was,  he  thought,  hardly 
heceasary  to  argue  that  their  distribution 
ought  not  to  be  confined  to  Members  of  the 
House,  becau^,  if  they  took  such  a  limit 
they  would  etidenily  be  without  the  means 
of  proceeding  and  judging  in  many  eases  for 
which  they  had  to  legislate.  Tt  was  one  of 
the  most  iniportaot  privileges  ofihe  subject, 
that  all  men  should  have  the  right  to 
make  their  romplaintg  known  to  that 
House,  and  if  the  Home  received  all  com- 
plaints that  were  made,  some  of  them 
which  were  not  capable  of  proof  might,  in 
the  eye  of  the  law,  be  considered  libels. 
But  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  HouEe 
to  lay  down  n  limit  so  as  to  prevent  com- 
plaints  being  made  to  the  House,  and  by 
the  House  transmitted  to  the  public  ;  if  its 
proceedings  were  not  known,  it  would  be 
impossible  for  the  House  lole^islate  for  the 
coontrj.  Then  arose  the  question  whether  if 
the  House  made  its  proceedings  in  any  way 
public,  it  was  to  do  as  in  former  limes- 
publish  them  under  the  authority  of  the 
Speaker  of  the  Honse,  or  in  any  other  way  ? 
Both  methods  were,  as  he  beiievod, 
publications  in  point  of  law.  The  issue 
of  1.200  copies  of  any  report  by  order  of 
the  Speaker  was  as  much  a  publication  as 
a  »ale  of  any  number  of  copies  ;  and  he 
could  not  see,  for  his  part,  the  grounds 
upon  which  the  issue  by  order  of  the 
Speaker  sboold  be  considered  a  fair  and 
permitted  proceeding,  and  the  pubticatioo 
ef  tkem  by  way  of  aale,  Md  uiKler  (he 


authority  of  the  House,  should  briBf  the 
printer  into  a  court  of  justice,  and  he  bfe 
made  to  iulTer  damages  by  action  at  law. 
But   before   they   calue    to   any   decided 
opinion  on  the  subject,  they  would    fiod 
it  more   advantageous  to   have    a    Select 
Committee  for  the  purpose  of  staling  to 
the  House  what    precedents   bad    ariseD, 
and    what  was  the   law   and    practice  of 
Parliament  with  respect  to  the  publieatioa 
of  their  proceeillngg.     The  question  wbieh 
had  arisen  was  one  which  fairly  brought  tbe 
matter  in  dispute  under  the  coasideration 
of  Parliament.     It  had  originated  in  the 
publication  of  a  report  which  he  had  hint' 
self  presented  to  the  House,  not  by  com- 
mend from  his  Majesty,  but  in  pursuanee 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  which  directed 
that  the  reports  of  the  inspei;tor9  of  piisons 
should  belaid  before  Parliament.  The  in- 
spectors had  stated  what  cases  of  abuse  they 
had  discovered,  and  the  reasons  whicfi  had 
induced   them    to  call  atlenlion  to  such 
abuses  ;  and  if  they  had  not  done  so,  how 
was  (hat  House  to  apply  a  remedy  to  a 
public  grievance?  There  was  no  stepping 
out  of  their    way    on    the    part  of  the 
inspectors  ;  no  wish  on  their  part  or  his 
who  laid  the  report  on  the  table  toinjurea 
private     individnal,    and,     therefore,    be 
thought,  that  if  in  such  cases  it  were  Dot 
allowable    for  the    House   to  publish    its 
proceedings,  and  they  were  to  submit  to 
such  a  restraint  on  their  power,  they  would 
be  setting   a    precedent  by    which    ibeir 
usefulness  as  members  of  the  Legislature 
would  be  very  much  curtailed,   and  in  a 
great   degree  destroyed,  and  they   would 
leave  persons  acting  under   their  orders 
liable  to  penalties  and  forfeitures  in  the 
courts  of  law.     He  would  not  detain  the 
Hoose  by  citing  any  precedents  now  j  he 
wished  rather  to  wait  till  the  Committee 
had  made  their  report,  and,  therefore,  he 
would   conclude  by    moving — "That  a 
Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  ascertain 
the    law    and     practice    of     Parliament 
respecting  the  circulation  and  publicalioD 
of  papers   printed  by  order  of  the  Houte 
both  prior  to,  and  since,  the  order  Cor  the 
sale  of  euch  papers." 

Mr.  Williama  W^nn  would  be  very 
sorry  to  enter  into  any  argument  fovnded 
on  the  particular  circutuiances  of  litis 
case,  which  were  stronger  than  all  others 
which  bad  occurred  with  respect  to  the 
attempt  made  to  limit  the  privil^gea^ 
tbe  House  ;  but  he  most  say,  th<n  U  thqi^ 
wu  0B«  CEiM    which  »fforiei   a   fa% 
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justiBcation  than  othen  for  the  exerciie  of 
their  anihority,  (hat  was  to  be  found  in 
the  present.  The  House,  in  consequence 
of  complaintK  that  had  been  made  respect- 
ing prison  discipline  had  passed  an  Act 
directing  inspectors  to  be  appointed,  who 
from  time  to  time  should  make  reports 
to  the  House.  A  report  from  those 
inspectors  being  printed  and  laid  before 
the  House  b;  the  Secretary  of  State,  in 
order  that  the  report  should  be  of  service, 
it  was  essential  that  it  should  be  circulated 
through  the  country.  He  might  be  allowed 
further  to  say,  that  it  was  essential  also  by 
publication  to  permit  those  who  found 
themselves  censured  in  any  respect  to 
defend  themselves  and  obtain  an  oppor- 
tunity of  making;  a  counter  slalenient. 
He  really  felt  bound  to  say,  that  this  case 
seemed  to  him  to  form  one  of  the  best 
vindications  that  could  be  made  out  of  the 
expediency  of  ordering  publications  of  (his 
Vind  to  be  sold,  even  if  they  had  not  the 
prxctice  of  Parliament  for  the  last  1 50  years 
in  their  favour. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Cummittee  ap- 
pointed. 

Pluralities.]  Lord  John  Russell 
moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Dill  to  restrain 
and  regulate  Pluralities,  and  to  eoforce 
residfnce  in  certain  cases.  He  did  not 
think  that  it  was  then  neccss^iry  for  liim  to 

S)  into  any  lengthened  explanation  of  the 
ill,  as  it  was  nearly  similar  to  an  Act 
which  was  introduced  last  year,  and  which 
passed  the  HouseofLords  and  wenlthrough 
some  or  its  stages  in  that  House.  The 
chief  object  was,  to  prevent  the  holdintj 
pluralities  in  all  cases  where  the  livings 
were  ten  miles  apart.  He  thought  that  it 
would  be  much  belter  to  discuss  the  Bill 
after  it  had  been  brought  in  and  printed  ; 
for  instance,  on  the  second  reading.  He 
concluded  with  moving  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  resirain  and  regulate  plurali- 
ties, and  to  enforce  residence  in  certain 
cases. 
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might  be  construed  ai  twenting  to  ihii  and 
the  other  Church  Bill. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

Bbhbfit    Societies.]      Mr.    Barlow 

Hou  rose,  in  pursuance  of  the  notice  he 
haa  given,  to  call  the  attention  of  tha 
House  to  the  number  of  petitions  presented 
from  various  parts  of  the  country  with  re- 
spect to  benefit  societies.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  of  great  advantage 
that  the  laws  by  which  they  were  governed 
were  embodied  in  an  Act,  and  that  this 
Act  should  be  so  framed  that,  while  it 
imposed  checks  sufficient  to  prevent  abuse, 
it  did  nut  unnecessarily  restrain  them,  or 
deprive  them  of  the  power  of  managing 
their  property.  He  had  endeavoured  in 
the  last  Session  to  obtain  a  Committe  to 
inquire  into  the  nature  of  these  societies 
generally,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, requested  a  postponement  of  his 
motion,  on  the  ground  of  the  important 
business  which  remained  to  be  done  at  the 
end  of  the  Session,  but  did  not  oppose 
the  motion  on  any  other  grounds.  He 
would  now  ask  what  more  important  busi- 
ness could  the  House  have  before  it  than 
this,  which  regarded  the  interest  of  12,000 
or  16,000,  societies,  the  number  of  mem- 
bers of  which  was  about  two  millions? — 
and  it  might  be  fairly  calculated  that  the 
interests  ofatleast  3,000,000  of  individuals 
were  involved  directly  in  the  welfare  of 
those  societies.  The  members  of  them 
wished  to  set  aside,  in  the  days  of  their 
yuulh  and  strengih,  a  portion  of  their 
earnings  which  would  assist  them  in  old 
age  and  sickness,  and  thus  be  euahted  to 
stand  aloof  from  the  assistance  of  poor- 
laws,  charitable  institutions,  or  of  alma. 
He  coneidererl,  therefore,  that  they  were 
worthy  of  encouragement,  and  instead  of 
being  controlled  and  restrained  by  one 
b^irrister,  that  they  should  be  allowed  to 
frame  their  own  rules,  which  should  be 
sufficient  for  their  government  when  signed 
by  the  magistrates  at  quarter  sessions,  or 
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the  nanagemeot  of  ibeir  property,  it  would 
be  w  much  tbe  better.  He  thought  that 
they  ought  to  be  allowed  to  frame  their 
own  lawi,  and  when  tho»e  laws  received 
the  SBDCtioD  of  the  magistraiei  at  quarter 
■eoioDi,  luch  laws,  so  sanctioned,  would, 
he  waa  certain,  be  found  well  adapted  lo 
promote  the  good  government  of  those 
wcieties  and  to  secure  the  objects  which 
the  members  had  in  view.  The  mode  at 
present  in  operation  tended  to  fetter  their 
operation,  and  to  restrain  their  increase ; 
and  the  variety  of  laws  which  were  now  in 
force,  and  which  distracted  and  bewildered 
simple  men,  by  their  apparently  contradic- 
tory character,  had  in  many  instances, 
OD  of  benefit  societies, 
id  forwarded  petitions 
ght,  and  iftbeircoin- 
ided,  the  House  ought 
I  to  substitute  some 
ould  be  understood, 
J  all  men.  Now,  tbe 
ns  coniained  in  the 
be  ascertained  after 
y,  and  he  therefore 
hoped  that  a  Committee  would  be  granted, 
upon  the  report  of  which  a  comprehenaire 
measure  could  be  framed  for  the  regula- 
tion of  those  important  institutions.  At 
present  there  were  twelve  or  thirteen  Acts 
relating  to  benefit  societies,  and  in  his 
opinion  all  those  Acts  ought  to  be  repealed, 
and  one  of  a  more  simple  and  general 
character  introduced  in  their  place.  The 
rules  of  those  societiei  ought  not  to  be 
placed  in  the  power  of  a  barrister,  residing 
at  a  distance  perhaps  from  the  spot  where 
the  institution  was  formed ;  nor  ought 
they  to  be  strictly  assimilated  to  each  other, 
for  local  peculiarities  would  necessarily 
demand  a  bodv  of  regulations  adapted  to 
those  peculiarities,  and  no  barrister  could, 
however  able  he  might  be,  form  one  gene- 
ral table  which  would  be  applicable  to 
every  case.  He  therefore  trusted  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  allow  a  Committee ;  that 
he  would  grant  those  institutions  the  pro- 
tection craved  in  the  petitions  which  had 
been  presented ;  and  that  he  would,  in 
abort,  allow  them  to  do  what  they  pleased 
with  their  own.  It  was  his  wish  to  aid  his 
industrious  countrymen  :  he  had  no  per- 
sonal object  in  view  in  bringing  the  subject 
before  the  House,  and  be  hoped  that  the 
praitewoithy  efforts  of  the  humbler  classes 
of  their  countrymen  lo  assist  each  other,  and 
to  keep  themselves  independent  of  the 
Poot-Uwa,  would  meet  with  every  eocour- 


Soeietiet.  eOO 

■gement  from  thst  Hoase.  The  bon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  for  tbe 
appointment  of  a  Committee. 

Mr.  PonUil    rAomnm  said,  it  waa  be- 
cause he  felt  deeply  the   iinportunce  of 
benefit  societies,  that  he  would  entreat  tbe 
House  not  to  grant  the  Committee  whic:h 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  moved  for.      Dur- 
ing the  last  few  yeara  several  Comuiitlees 
had  sat  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  ioto 
iperation  of  the  laws  for  the  rejjulatioa 
of    benefit    societies:  and  the  result  bad 
been,  that  a  Bill  was  brought  io  by  a  noble 
friend  of  his,  who  was  now  a  Member  of 
the  upper  House,   and    that  Bill    buwiag 
passed  both  Houses  of  Parliament  was  now 
the   Act  by   which  tliose   societies  were 
regulated.     The  hon.  Member  had  talked 
much    of    the    petitions  and   compleiots 
made  against  that  act;  hut  what  waa  the 
fact?     Since  1829  only  one  peiitioD   had 
been   presented    from    Scotland,  one  rrom 
Ireland,  and  about  twenty  from  En^and. 
Now,  what    was   the   number  of    benefit 
societies  in  the  United  Kingdom  ?     It  did 
not  fall  much  short  of  5,000.     If,  then, 
there  had  been  only  from  twenty  to  twenty 
five  petitions  presented  to  the  House  einc« 
the  year  1839,   there  were,  he  ihougbt, 
good    grounds    for    concluding    that  the 
members  of  those  societies  were  autisGed 
with  the  laws   aifecltng  the  regulation  of 
those  insiituiions.     He  was  convinced  that 
to  appoint  a  Committee,  or  to  propose   to 
alter    the    laws,     would    be    productive, 
instead  of  a  good,  of  a  very  bad,  eR'ect.    To 
adopt  such  measures  would  create  great 
anxiety  in  tbe  minds  of  the  members,  and 
give  rise  to  doubts  which  would  retard  the 
increase  of  those    socieiiea,  and    prevent 
many    from    joining    those    which    were 
already  formed,  though  they  might  be  ia- 
dined  at  present  to  enroll  themselves  as 
members.      The    hon.    Gentleman    com- 
plained of  grievances;    but  where  was  the 
hardship  ?     By  tbe   Act,  certain  privileges 
were  granted  to  those  societies,  and  all  that 
it  required  was,  that  if  they  chose  to  avail 
themselves  of  those  privileges  they  shonld 
conform  to  certain  things  which  the  Act 
enjoined.     Any   Gentleman   who  bad  sU 
tended  to  the  subject,  and  who  had  con- 
sidered the    operations  of  those  societies 
before  and  since  the  passing  of  the  Act, 
could  not  doubt  that  it  had    proved  ex- 
tremely beneficial.      Aa  far  as  he  could 
understand  the  matter,  the  effect  of  that 
Act  had  been  to  give  incressed  confidence 
to  tbe  menbera  ^  Uiose  societies,  and  «!• 
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dttionBl  tecurity  to  the  poor  bm  that  hii 
fuDdt  would  not  be  wasted  improperly. 
He  would  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
lo  one  Tbci,  which  he  thought  proved  the 
beneficial  tendency  of  the  Act.  Within  a 
period  of  six  years  the  ronttibutors  and  the 
amount  of  contribution!  had  nearly 
doubled.  In  1 829,  the  number  of  contri- 
buton  wai  300,000,  and  the  amount  of 
money  lodged  13,000,000/.;  while  by  the 
la*t  returns  it  appeared  that  the  nurn* 
ber  of  contributors  was  600,000,  and 
the  amount  contributed  upwards  of 
20,000,000/.  He  objected  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee,  because  the  moment 
the  Bubjectwastouched  upon  by  one,  alarm 
and  insecurity  would  pervade  the  minds  of 
the  poorer  class  of  society,  who  were  the 
principal  contributors.  If  the  ban.  Mem- 
ber thought  any  alteration  of  the  existing 
law  necessary,  let  him  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the 
purpose,  end  be  (Mr.  P.  Thomson)  for  one 
would  not  oppose  its  introduction,  but 
would  give  it  his  best  consideration.  The 
adoption  of  such  a  course  would  not  create 
that  alarm  which  would  result  from  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee.  No 
information  bad  reached  him  that  such  a 
Bill  was  necessary  or  would  be  productive 
of  good,  or  would  be  one  lo  which  he  could 
give  his  sanction;  but  he  considered  that  a 
more  preferable  course  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  follow  thiin  the  one  which  he  now 
called  upon  the  House  to  adopt. 

Colonel  Wood  regrelled  the  deiermina* 
tion  of  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  not  to 
grant  a  Committee.  He  thought  the  increase 
in  the  number  of  benefit  societies,  and 
their  gruwing  importance,  formed  a  new 
reason  for  the  appointment  of  a  Committee; 
while  the  introduction  of  the  recent  mea- 
sure of  Poor-laws,  which  had  thrown  the 
poorer  classes  of  socieiy  so  much  upon 
their  own  resources,  rendered  it  a  matter 
of  the  utmost  importance  to  secure  for  the 
poor,  annuities  in  iheir  old  age.  In  his 
opinion,  benefit  societies  supplied  those 
annuities  on  an  extensive  scale;  and  to 
have  those  institutions  well  regulated  was 
an  object  worthy  of  the  attention  of  that 
House.  According  to  Mr.  Price's  tables 
the  members,  on  the  payment,  periodically, 
of  a  trifling  sum  intheiryouth,  weresecured 
in  the  enjoyment  of  6s.  a-week  when  they 
reached  sixty-five  years  of  age,  and  13s. 
a-week  after  seventy.  If,  then,  the  poor 
werenot  to  look  to  the  worlihouie  for  relief, 
they  ought  to  be  encouraged  lo  lay  up  a 
fH^ion  of  their  eamiogs,  in  the  days  of 
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youth  and  itTength,  to  leciire  tbtnf  in- 
dependence io  their  old  age ;  and  that 
House  ought  not  to  refuse  a  remedy  for 
the  grievances  of  which  they  complained, 
or  to  consider  of  a  plan  for  extending  the 
benefits  which  those  societies  were  calcu- 
lated to  confer  upon  the  industrious 
poor. 

Mr.  Hume  was  sorry  that  a  Committee 
was  refused.  When  the  bon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Hoy)  brought  forward  a  similar  mo- 
tion last  Session,  the  only  objection  on 
the  part  of  Ministers  was  want  of  time ; 
and  he  distinctly  understood  that  a  pledge 
had  been  given,  that  no  opposition  would, 
in  this  Session,  he  oSered  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee,  He  did  think,  that 
what  had  fallen  from  hon.  Members 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  regard- 
iog  the  changes  which  the  Poor-laws  were 
operating  in  society,  was  deserving  of  the 
most  serious  consideration  ;  and  if  a  Com- 
mittee were  granted,  some  scheme  might 
be  devised  which,  by  means  of  those 
benefit  societies,  woula  render  the  lower 
classes  of  the  people  more  independent 
of  the  relief  afforded  by  the  workhouse  to 
the  poor.  He  doubted  whether  legislation 
would  be  of  any  advantage  to  the  larger 
societies ;  but  there  were  smaller  ones 
which  did  not  come  within  the  strict  rule, 
and  they  could  not  avail  themselves  of  the 
advantages  enjoyed  by  others.  He  wai 
aware  that  nothing  could  be  more  advan- 
tageous than  to  give  every  possible  encou- 
ragement to  provident  soci^ities.  He  had 
received  from  forty  to  fifty  deputations 
from  different  societies,  whose  petitions  he 
hid  presented,  who  approved  of  the  Bill 
as  a  whole,  hut  wishing  that  some  amend- 
ment of  it  should  take  place.  He  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  P. 
Thomson)  that  it  would  be  extremely 
improper  to  put  this  subject  at  sea,  but  an 
inquiry  ought  to  he  granted.  He  knew 
at  least  100  societies  that  i 
whose  affairs  could  not  be 
the  woikingof  the  present 
wished  to  know,  was  there 
inquiry?  Where  was  the 
only  objection  that  could 
loss  of  time.  If  the  C 
granted,  the  hon.  Member 
opportunity  of  bringing 
alleged  grievances  ;  and  if  they  turned  out 
not  to  ha  of  a  character  that  required  re- 
dress, the  House  would  not  be  bound  to 
act  upon  them.  But  if  any  benefit  could 
be  conferred,  why  should  it  not  be  done  t 
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gut(ed  many.  The;  have  tncreaied  tbt 
disgust  by  their  professional  derence  of 
our  esubfishment;  but  when,  except  in 
one  or  two  illuitrious  instance!  of  indln- 
diial  fidelity  have  they  defended  evange- 
lical religion,  or  taught  ihe  House  of  Letdi 
to  base  ail  legiilation  on  a  reverence  for 
God  and  for  hii  word?  It  has  siamped 
the  Church  witli  an  aspect  of  seculuity 
highly  detrimental  to  it;  spiritual  infiuence. 
It  has  accustomed  the  more  liceniiou 
journals  to  throw  unmeasured  conieoipl 
upon  the  whole  episcopal  order.  Jl  ha 
made  Bishops  courtiers,  it  has  estni^ 
them  from  their  clergy  ;  with  the  dignM) 
of  Peers  they  have  assumed,  perha^  nn- 
avoidably,  a  forbidding  superiority  o^fx 
their  brethren  ;  they  can  never  be  bro- 
therly— they  can  scarcely  be  paternal.  Oa 
all  accounts,  therefore,  their  retirement 
from  the  House  of  Lords  is  innch  to  be 
desired ;  and  the  Bishop,  who,  in  hit 
place  in  Parliament,  superior  to  telf~io~ 
terest  and  prejudice,  and  the  animosity 
which  might  be  caused  in  the  minds  of  a 
few,  should  move  this  removal,  would 
deserve  to  have  his  name  enrolled  among 
those  of  the  most  distinguished  fiairiota. 
Such  were  the  lenliment*  ofao  sDligrhtened 
clergyman,  in    the    substance    of    which 


with  ecclesiutical  duty  as  highly  dMri> 
mental  to  the  interests  of  religion,  and  as 
incompatible  with  the  episcopal  character. 
The  leputation  of  Lord  Henley  as  a  writer 
upon  Church  Reform,  was  well  known  to 
the  House,  and  that  noble  Lord  most 
distinctly  reconnnended  that  the  Bishops 
should  not  retain  their  seats  in  the  Upper 
House  of  Parliament.  That  eminent 
person,  Mr.  Knox,  a  high  Churchman, 
whose  correspondence  with  Bishop  Jebb, 
must  be  known  to  many  hon.  Members, 
observed  in  another  work — "The dignities, 
titles,  and  emoluments  of  our  establish- 
ment obviously  constitute  as  severe  a  test 
of  virtue  as  the  mind  of  man  could  well  be 
tried  by ;  and  that  these  objects  minister 
to  the  bad  passions  of  thousands,  must 
be  admitted.''  Such  were  (he  sentiments 
of  an  enlightened  clergyman  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  In  those  sentiments  lie 
was  sure  many  members  of  the  Established 
Church,  both  lay  and  clerical,  cordially 
concurred.  But  he  would  read  on  ex- 
tract from  a  pamphlet,  published  a  few 
months  ago,  entitled  Funditnenlal  Church 
S«/orm.  This  tract,  he  premised,  was 
written  by  a  clergyman,  who  had  not  an- 
nounced his  name,  though  the  finger  of 
fame  bad  pointed  at  the  author.  Voung, 
noble, liberal,  erudite,  eloquent,  and  pious, 
a  hundred  mitres  could  not  add  to  his 
impress iveness  in  the  pulpit,  nor  increase 
his  Christian  influence.  Tliewriterremarks, 
speaking  of  the  Bishops,  "  Some  o(  our 
Bishops  are  still  too  wealthy.  Should  it 
be  said  that  their  wealth  is  needed  to 
maintain  their  dignity  as  Spiritual  Peers, 
it  may  be  replied,  that  their  Spiritual 
Peerage  is  worse  than  their  wealth.  They 
ought  to  retire  from  Parliament,  and  then 
their  wealth  would  be  no  longer  requisite. 
Retire  they  will  before  long.  Public 
opinion  cannot  long  permit  such  a  hind- 
rance to  their  usefulness.  Of  all  the  irra- 
tional practices  defended  by  some,  and 
allowed  by  multitudes,  Just  because  wn 
are  so  much  creatures  of  habit,  this  is 
one  of  the  most  irrational.  In  every  view 
of  the  case  it  is  mischievous.  It  makes 
(be  whole  bench  a  moral  MaeUtroom, 
sucking     even     remote    circles 


ibers  of  churchmen,  clerical 
welt    as    lay,    cordially    pariicipaled. 
Those  were  the  observations  lie  admitted 
of  an    anonymous  clergyman;  but    what 
said  the  Rev.    E.   Duncombe,   Rector  of 
Newcasile-upon-Tyne,     in    a    patnpblet, 
entitled  vl  Guide  (o  Church  Reform?    H* 
hoped    the  House  would   besr    with  bint 
whilst  he  read  a  little  more  on  the  subject. 
Mr.  Duncombe  said  "  Pomp,  and    form, 
and  absence,  have  supplanted  the  autho- 
ritative powers  of  respect,  and  presence, 
and    affection.      Instead  of  flying    to   a 
diocesan   with  the  dependent  lova   and 
anxiety  of  children,  many  of  his  clergy 
approach  him   with   fear   and    trembliogi 
enter  his  palace  and  await  his  coming  with 
nervous  apprehension  and  broalhless  pal- 
pitations, and  quit  it  grateful  that  the  ill- 
lerview   is   over."     And     again  —  '*  Our 
Bishops  hold  merely  ibeir  formal  and  pe- 
riodical   intercourse    with    their    clBrgy, 
are    rarely    ever    seen,    still    more  rarely 
known,  by  the  laity  of  their  dioceses."— 
Besides  the  very  good    authority  he  hsd 


clergy  into  a  gulf  of  worldly  smhilion.  To 

the  Bishops  themselves  the  temptation  to 

worldliness  must  be  almost  insuperable."  ucsiucs  uic  vciv  ^utm    auinoriiy  ne  nau 

.     .     .     .     "  Sometimes  by  voting  with  already  referred  to,  he  begged  to  itraw  the 

Ministers  against  popular  opinion"  (the  attention  cf  the   House  to  the  evidence 

rev.  Gentleman  must  refer  toother  time*),  afforded  on  this  subject  by  a  dignitary  of 

1  however  conscientiously,  ibey  have  dis' |  Ihe  Established  Church.    "  A  good  aad 
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boneit  Bishop,"  sayi  a  canon  residentiary 
of  8t.  PbuI'b,  who  has  lately  written  a 
pamphlet,  commenting  on  the  acts  of  the 
eccleaiastical  commission  (1  thank  God 
there  are  many  who  deserve  that  cha- 
racter), "  ought  to  suspect  himseir,  and 
carefully  to  watch  his  own  heart.  He  is 
all  of  a  sudden  elevated  from  being  a 
tutor,  dining  at  an  early  hour  with  his 
pupil  (and  occasionally,  it  is  believed,  on 
cold  meat),  to  be  a  spiritual  Lord  ;  he  is 
dressed  in  a  magnificent  dress,  decorated 
with  a  tille,  flattered  by  chaplains,  und 
surrounded  by  little  people,  looking  up 
for  ibe  things  which  he  has  to  give  away  ; 
and  this  often  happens  to  a  man  who  has 
bad  no  opportunity  of  seeing  the 
world,  whose  parents  were  in  very  humble 
life,  and  who  has  given  up  all  his  thoughts 
to  ihe  frog*  of  Arlntophanes  and  the  tar- 
gum  of  Oukeloi.  How  is  it  possible  that 
such  a  man  should  not  lose  his  head,  that 
he  should  not  swell,  that  he  should  not  be 
gutlty  of  a  thousand  follies,  and  worry 
and  tease  lo  death  (before  he  recovers  his 
common  sense),  a  bumired  men  as  good, 
and  as  wise,  and  as  able  as  himself?" 
Various  writeTs,at  various  periods,  amongst 
iha  laity,  amongst  the  subordinate  clergy 
—of  episcopal,  nay,  oferchiepiscopal  rank 
—had  expressed  their  objection*  to  the 
union  of  ecclesiastical  with  secular  dignily. 
Archbishop  Leighton  would  not  allow  his 
household,  or  any  over  whom  he  had 
authority,  to  address  him,  my  Lord  Bishop, 
and  when  strangers  so  addressed  him,  he 
never  failed  to  express  his  displeasure. 
That  eminent  Prelate,  as  well  as  the  va- 
rious other  authorities  to  which  he  had 
referred  in  support  of  his  motion,  con- 
sidered the  title  of  Lord  as  a  distinction, 
the  tendency  of  which  was  directly  the 
reverse  of  fttvourable  to  the  intereiu  of  the 
Established  Church ;  so  far  from  securing 
the  aHeciionB,  it  did  not  even  command 
the  respect  of  the  people.  And  this  could 
hardly  be  matter  of  surprise,  for  the  in- 
fluence of  such  distinctions  naturally  was, 
to  engender  loftiness  of  demeanour,  con- 
lemptuousness,  and  arrogance  —  habits 
which  they  carried  with  them,  even  into 
the  sanctuary.  Ha  would  suppose  that 
any  Meml>er  of  that  House  happened  to 
go  into  a  provincial  cathedral,  he  would 
naturally  ask,  who  was  that  stately  per- 
sonage habited  in  robes  of  white  and  black, 
with  luwn  sleeves,  walking  up  the  aile, 
accompanied  by  his  dean  and  chapter, 
(tnd  his  vicars  choral,  preceded    and  fol- 
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lowed  by  the  inferior  officers  of  the  cathe- 
dral 1  the  organ,  which  should  peal  in 
honour  of  the  Creator,  sending  forth  its 
notes  to  welcome  the  creature.  If  anyone 
inquired  for  whom  all  this  pomp  was  pro- 
duced, in  whose  honour  this  splendid  and 
imposing  ceremonial  was  gone  through, 
the  reply  could  hardly  be,  that  it  was  in 
honour  of  one  of  the  representatives  and 
successors  of  the  apostles ;  such  a  reply 
would  be  hardly  consistent  with  the  gene- 
ral character  and  aspect  of  the  spectacle 
then  presented  to  view,  and  yet  it  would 
be  nevertheless  true  that  that  elevated  dig- 
nitary claimed  to  be  the  successor,  repre- 
sentative, and  imitator,  of  the  humblest  of 
munkind.  He  repeated,  that  if  the  inquiry 
were  made,  the  answer  would  be,  that  the 
personage  in  question  was  no  other  than 
the  Lord  Bishop  of  the  Diocese,  who  was 
now  welcomed  with  all  this  homage,  after 
seven  or  eight  months  absence ;  who 
had  arrived  from  his  London  mansion 
at  his  country  palace,  and  as  a  part  of  the 
ceremonial,  was  then  mounting  his  throne 
in  the  bouse  of  God,  to  be  gazed  at,  and 
reverenced  as  something  above  humanity, 
exempifrom  the  frailties  and  imperfections 
of  our  common  nature.  While  seated  on 
that  throne,  if  his  thoughts  wandered  lo 
the  last  vote  he  might  have  given  in  Par- 
liament, it  would  probably  turn  out  to 
have  been  one  tending  to  disturb  the  peace 
of  8,000,000  of  his  fellow-creatures,  and 
to  plunge  into  desolation  and  blood  a 
whole  people,  and  yet  if  he  were  called  on 
to  defend  such  a  vote,  be  would  say,  that 
it  had  been  given  in  the  service  of  God, 
and  in  the  faithful  discharge  of  his  sacred 
office.  Returning,  however,  to  the  grand 
ceremonial  going  forward  in  the  cathedral, 
he  would  say,  there  might  be  ECo0erB 
found  in  that  assembly  who  would  think 
that  its  gorgeousness  ill  accorded  with  tha 
humility  and  self-denial  which  were  gene- 
rally thought  lo  be  one  of  the  most  imporo 
tant  duties  of  a  Christian  Minister  to  in- 
culcate by  his  precepts  and  enforce  by 
his  example.  Might  not  a  person,  on 
leaving  such  an  assembly  as  that,  contrast, 
without  occasioning  much  surprise,  tha 
humility  of  the  apostles  with  the  magni- 
6cence  of  their  successors  7  It  was  a  mag- 
nificence  sufficient  to  dazzle  one  of  wa 
most  virtuous  and  amiable  men  that  ever 
sat  on  the  episcopal  bench — the  late  Bishop 
Jebb,  as  appears  from  his  correspondence 
with  Sir  R.  Inglis,  in  which,  within  the 
compasB  of   one  short  passage,  hq  twict 
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Tererred  to  his  eclhronement  ai  a 
in  which  he  felt  a  deep  interest 
the  perminsion  or  the  House,  he  would 
lake  the  liberty  of  reading  to  them  the 
passage  to  whii^h  he  referred.  It  was 
realty  not  beside  the  question  under  dis- 
cussion ;  and  he  considered  it  in  man)' 
points  or  view,  to  be  both  interesting  and 
important.  The  hon.  Member  read  the 
Toilowing  extract  from  a  letter  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  :— ■'  This  is  the  first  day  I  was 
able  to  set  apart  for  being  enthroned  in 
the  cathedral  of  Limerick.  On  many 
accounts— political,  moral,  and  religious 
— I  do  not  like  the  reducing  this,  which 
ought  to  be  a  solemnity,  into  an  unim- 
portant form  ;  matters,  therefore,  were 
K>  arranged,  that  the  chapter,  headed  by 
the  dean,  met  me  at  the  cathedral  door,  a 
short  lime  before  the  hour  of  daily  ser- 
vice, which  immediately  followed  the  act 
of  enthronement,  and  thus  one  had  some- 
thing more  than  a  legal  and  official  cere- 
mony." Thus  it  appears  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  good  Bishop — he  who  so 
extolled  the  humility  of  that  "  human 
seraph"  Archbishop  Leighlon — political 
eiidi  were  to  he  promoted,  and  religion 
benefited  by  his  unusual  ceremonious  en- 
thronement. The  following  year  he  left 
his  diocese  or  pastoral  duty  in  the  month 
of  January,  and  did  not  return  to  it  till 
September.  The  exercise  of  their  baronial 
duties  greatly  interfered  with  the  clerical 
offices  of  Bishops;  it  was  impossible  that 
a  Bishop  could  attend  to  the  duties  of  his 
diocese  and  to  his  duties  as  a  member  of 
the  Legislature  at  the  same  time.  But 
the  evil  was  rendered  still  greater,  as  it 
happened,  that  it  was  almost  alwnys 
found,  that  the  bench  of  Brsliops 
opposed  every  measure  of  a  liberal 
tendency,  or  which  enlisted  on  its  side 
the  feelings  of  the  people  ;  that,  in  fact, 
they  invariably  opposed  every  proposition 
that  had  for  its  object  the  extension  of 
liberty,  civil  or  religious.  It  was  not  the 
custom  of  any  other  Protestant  clergy  to 
mix  up  baronial  and  eccleEiastical  privi- 
leges. Id  the  Church  of  Scotland  there 
was  no  union  of  civil  and  ecclesiastical 
offices;  and  as  an  instance  of  the  rigour 
with  which  this  principle  was  enforced,  he 
might  mention,  that  Lord  Belhaven  was 
compelled  to  give  up  the  office  of  elder 
vhen  he  undertook  the  office  of  Lord  High 
Commissioner  of  the  General  Assembly. 
Neither  was  the  English  form  of  Church 
GovenimeDt  permitted  in  Denmark,  Swe- 
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den,  or  the  United  States,  or  amongst  the 
Protestant  Bishops  of  Germany.  The 
Esiabliihed  Church  in  England  was  the 
only  church,  except  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church,  which  suffered  the  heads  of  the 
church  to  intermeddle  in  political  affairs. 
But  in  some  Roman  Catholic  countries,  the 
Bishops  were  prevented  entirely  from  in- 
terfering in  political  affairs  and  the  coo- 
se(]uence  was  thst  they  enjoyed  the  rever- 
ence and  respect  of  all  classes  and  parties 
in  (he  country.  If  the  Bishops  of  the 
Church  of  England  followed  this  exam- 
ple, they  would  meet  with  the  same  reve- 
rence and  respect.  Let  them  remain  in 
their  dioceses,  let  them  promote  educa- 
tion, let  them  exalt  their  clergy,  and 
apply  themselves  devotedly  to  those  duties 
to  which,  by  the  most  solemn  pledge, 
they  were  bound.  They  vould  then,  do 
longer  be  assailed  ;  they  would  meet  ibeir 
reward  in  the  affection  and  reverence  or 
a  whole  people.  When  he  used  the  ex- 
pression of  "  exalting  the  clergy,"  be 
meant  it  in  a  very  different  sense  frfMO 
that  in  which  it  had  been  lately  used  in 
the  address  of  a  certain  prelate  at  an  ordi- 
nation. The  charge  to  which  he  alludad, 
comprised  forty-eight  octavo  pages,  forty- 
one  of  which  were  occupied  in  n  political 
discussion  of  certain  Acts  of  Parliament 
passed  last  Session,  one  of  which,  espect* 
ally,  this  political  Prelate,  described  as 
"  degrading  and  corrupting,"  as  "  wholly 
unnecessary,"  "  as  pregnant  with  the 
most  disastrous  consequences  to  the 
Church  of  England,"  as  replete  with  dan- 
.  ger  and  mischief;  and  he  chaises  the 
members  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission 
with  ■<  a  proneness  to  extend  their  own 
powers,  a  mischievous  latitude  and  laxitj 
in  construing  the  terms  in  which  their 
trust  is  confided  to  them;  a  violation,  in 
short,  of  both  the  letter  and  the  spirit  of 
the  commission  under  which  they  act,* 
He  would  ask  whether  charges  of  this 
description  were  calculated  lo  increase  the 
respect  of  the  people  for  the  Established 
Church  ?  And  let  it  be  remembered,  that 
the  Acts  thus  described,  thus  commented 
upon,  received  the  sanction  of  his  Ma- 
jesty, who  was  not  only  the  political,  but 
the  spiritual  bead  of  the  Church.  He  waa 
not  surprised,  when  the  heads  of  the  Church 
thus  took  the  lead,  that  the  inferior 
ctei^  should  follow  the  example  of  their 
superiors,  and  become  notorious,  from 
the  dean  down  lo  the  lowest  cnrale,  for 
their  addiction  (o  politic*.    Then  eoM 
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not  be  B^betier  proof  of  this  than  the  fact, 
that  Dr.  Hampden,  a  most  emineot, 
learned,  and  pious  man— was  made  the 
victim  of  clerical  Tcngeance,  because  he 
dared  lo  advocate  the  admission  of  Dis- 
senters to  the  University.  A  political  bias 
extended  through  the  whole  of  the  clergy 
from  the  highest  to  the  lowest.  In  the 
case  of  Dr.  Hampden,  the  clergy  of  the 
University  of  Oxford  and  (he  Vice-Chan- 
cellor, objected  to  the  appointment,  al- 
though it  was  sanctJooed  by  his  Majesty  ; 
and  they  bed  seen  many  instances  lately, 
in  which  the  clergy  of  the  Establislied 
Church  had  ahown  disrespect  lo  his  Ma- 
jesty's re  present  stive.  The  people  saw 
these  things,  and  saw  them  with  regret, 
and  they  attributed  them  in  a  greet  mea- 
sure, if  not  entirely,  to  the  political  cha- 
racter given  to  the  Church  by  the  admis- 
sion of  Bishops  into  the  House  of  Lords. 
The  hon.  Member  conchided  by  moving 
the  (bllowing  resolution  : — "  That  it  is  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  thai  the  sitting  of 
the  Bishops  in  Parliament  is  unfiivouiable 
in  its  operation  to  the  general  interests  of 
the  Christian  religion  in  this  country,  and 
tends  to  slienate  the  affectioos  of  the  peo- 
ple from  the  Established  Church." 

Mr.  Hawei  rose  to  second  the  motion  ; 
he  did  BO  most  cordially,  under  the  con- 
victiou  that  by  so  doing,  he  was  giving 
the  best  support  to  the  religious  character 
of  the  Established  Church ;  and,  at  the 
same  time,  acting  upon  the  soundest  prin- 
ciples of  religions  liberty.  It  was,  in  his 
opinion,  contrary  to  the  doctrines  of  reli- 
gious liberty  that  any  one  sect  or  denomi- 
nation of  Christians  should  possess  politi- 
cal powers  which  others  did  not  enjoy. 
Those  who  had  advocated  the  Test  and 
Corporation  Acta,  and  the  measure  of 
Catholic  Emancipation,  but  who  now  op- 
posed Government,  ought  to  have  Icoown 
that  the  vantage  ground  which  the  friends 
of  religious  liberty  had  thereby  obtained 
would  be  made  the  most  of  on  every  occa- 
iton  in  their  power.  They  should  not  be 
surprised,  therefore,  at  the  motion  which 
waa  DOW  made.  Lord  Henley  had  stated 
in  his  pamphlet  on  the  subject  of  Church 
Reform,  that  the  strength  of  the  Church 
ahoold  rest  in  the  heart  and  good  esteem 
of  the  people,  and  ought  not  to  be  pol- 
luted by  politics.  It  was  mischievous  to 
the  Church,  therefore,  as  well  as  injorious 
to  theStale,  for  the  Charch  to  mingle  in 
'  politics.  If  any  argument  were  wanted  to 
prore  this,  bo  would  point  to  the  Church 
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of  England,  and  ask  what  had  it  gained 
by  ita  political  supporters?  and  then  to 
the  Church  of  Scotland,  and  ask  whether 
that  Church  was  not  every  way  as  secure 
as  the  Church  of  England,  although  she 
had  no  Parliamentary  privileges  ?  Look 
at  the  Dissenters  of  England  also— was 
there  any  lack  of  defenders  for  their 
rights?  Not  at  nil.  He  was  convinced, 
that  if  the  Church  of  England  left  her 
defence  in  the  hands  of  laymen,  instead 
of  taking  it  into  her  own  hands,  it  would 
be  much  better  for  her. 

Mr,  Hitme  presumed  that  the  arguments 
which  had  been  used  by  the  hon.  Mover 
aod'Seconder  on  this  occasion  were  such 
as  could  not  be  answered,  at  least  nobody 
on  the  other  side  seemed  prepared  to 
answer  them.  He  rose,  therefore,  chiefly 
with  a  view  to  claim  the  vote  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. The  same  arguments  whiih  (he 
noble  Lord  had  used  ihe  other  night,  in 


giving  his  candid  opinion  that  dec 


■gymen 


ight  not  to  belong  t< 
the  peace — applied  to  Bishops  sitting  in 
Parliament.  The  noble  Lord  had  im- 
pressed upon  the  House,  that  the  duties 
of  clergymen  were  inconsisitent  with  the 
commission  of  the  peace.  If  that  argu- 
ment were  true  as  respected  clergymen  in 
general,  he  thought  it  peculiarly  applica> 
ble  lo  the  Bishops,  who  bad  plentv  of 
duties  to  attend  to  if  they  chose,  and  were 
well  paid  for  it.  Now,  he  would  first  put 
this  question  to  the  noble  Lord  :  whether, 
upon  the  same  principle  he  had  formerly 
laid  down,  the  presence  of  the  Bishops  in 
the  House  of  Lords  was  not  inconsistent 
with  their  sacred  duties?  The  Bisliops 
had  always  acted  the  part  of  political 
agents  in  the  House  for  the  Government 
which  had  preferred  them.     This  was  not 

Erecisely  true,  perhaps,  of  late  years,  for 
itterly  the  Bishops  had  been  generally 
opposed  to  the  Government.  But  let 
tliem  look  back  at  the  history  of  former 
years,  and  they  would  find  that  for  age's 
the  Bishops  had  been  the  constant  sup- 
porters of  Government  iu  everything  that 
it  proposed  militating  against  the  people, 
instead  of  interposing  as  peace- makers 
between  it  and  the  people  over  whom  it 
sought  to  tyrannise.  The  Bishops  had 
always  been  the  aiders  and  abeltors  of 
tyranny.  Did  any  one  deny  it  ?  He  defied 
any  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
point  out  a  single  instance  where  the 
Bishops,  ai  a  body  (he  did  not  deny  that 


619        The  Spirilual  Ptert.         {COMMONS}  Tht  Spiritu^  Pttrt.         MO 

there  had  been  some  honourable  exceptions 
occaaionnlly),  had  not  alwayi  been  fornard 
ill  aiding  and  abetting  against  the  people, 
and  every  reform  to  which  they  aspired. 
They  had  opposed  the  abolition  of  the 
Slave-trade ;  they  had  thrown  impediments 
in  the  way  of  the  education  of  the  people, 
while,  on  the  contrary,  they  ought  to  have 
considered  their  own  immediate  business; 
and,  as  for  every  improvement  in  the 
internal  slate  of  the  country,  he  defied  any 
hon.  Member  to  show  that  the  majority  of 
the  Bishops  had  ever  always  aided  and 
abetted  it.  By  such  conduct,  the  Church 
had  essentially  diminished  the  strength  of 
its  hold  on  the  country,  and  the  sooner 
(he  practice  of  Bishops  sitting  in  Parlia- 
ment was  done  away  with,  the  sooner  the 
Bishops  were  sent  back  to  the  duties  of 
their  dioceses,  the  belter  it  would  be  for 
themselves,  for  the  establishment  to  which 
they  belonged,  and  for  the  community  at 

Lord  John  Rutitli :  Sir,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  has  taken  upon 
himself  to  stale  my  opinions,  I  shall  take 
the  liberty  of  denying  the  accuracy  of  his 
report,  and  at  the  same  time  take  the 
opportunity  of  informing  the  House  what 
are  my  opinions  in  my  own  way.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  brings  forward  this  motion 
in  BO  doing  brings  forward  a  proposal  for 
a  change  in  a  very  essential  principle  of 
the  British  Constitution,  which,  as  he  must 
be  aware,  reci^tiises  "  the  Lords  spitilual 
and  temporal  and  the  Commons,  in  Parlia- 
ncDt  assembled. "  The  change  which  the 
hon.  Member  proposes  to  make  in  this 
constitution  is  of  a  very  essential  and 
prominent  nature.  It  is  not  like  the  change 
which  we  eflected  when  we  passed  the 
Reform  Bill,  which  was  done  upon  the 
ground  that  the  House  of  Commons,  which 
ought  to  represent  the  people,  did  not 
■ufiiciently  do  so,  and  that  it  did  not 
perform  the   functions  which   it  ought  to 

Erform,  and  in  consequence  of  which  it 
came  necessary  to  make  it  more  in 
accordance  with  the  ancient  Constitution. 
Now  there  is  no  such  claim,  there  are  nc 
such  pretensions,  in  support  of  the  present 
motion.  It  is  a  motion  to  alter  one  of 
the  most  ancient  points  in  the  constitution 
of  these  realms,  and  to  resort  upon  new 
grounds  to  a  new  constitution  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  aay,  therefore,  that  to  such 
a  change  I  am  averse,  unless  I  have  the 
strongest  reasons,  not  vague  and  undeter- 
mined,  but  strong  and  well  defined  reasons 


ts  support.  Now  the  reasons  by 
h  the  hon.  Oenileman  sought  to 
advocate  his  proposal  are  altogether  ragae. 
desultory,  and  unsatisfactory.  Th«  hon. 
Gentleman  began  by  talking  of  remaviag 
le  Bishops  from  the  House  of  Lords  : 
ut  appeared  to  be  altogether  uncertaio 
ith  what  object  towards  the  Church,  nnd 
here  his  object  would  end.  The  hon. 
Gentlemsn  quoted  Bishop  Leighton,  nnd 
then  pointed  to  the  Scotch  Church,  where 
there  are  no  Bishops,  in  contrast  with  the 
pomp  with  which  the  Bishop  is  instalUd 
in  this  country,  and  the  state  of  bis 
enthronement  on  attending  a  cathedral, 
which  ceremonies  and  state  I  hava  asen 
attendant  upon  the  person  of  ai  good  a 
man  as  ever  lived  in  this  or  any  olb«r 
country.  Now,  to  what  do  these  allusions 
tend  ?  Do  they  tend  to  the  queatioD  of 
the  removal  of  the  Bisbops  from  the 
House  of  Lords^  Not  at  all ;  but  to  the 
establishment  of  the  Presbyterian  system 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland.  The  boo. 
Gentleman  then  referred  to  th*  UnKed 
States,  where  there  waa  no  Church 
Establisbmeni  at  all.  When  the  hoa. 
Gentleman,  therefore,  proposes  to  me  to 
have  no  longer  a  Parliament  of  Lorda' 
spiritual  and  temporal  and  of  Commons, 
but  one  only  of  Lords  temporal  and  Com- 
mons, the  arguments  he  uses  lead  at  ante 
to  two  altogether  distinct  oonaideraliooa, 
namely,  in  the  first  place,  to  a  Church  in 
which  there  are  no  bishops ;  and  in  the 
second,  to  a  State  where  there  is  no 
church  establishment.  Now  I  must  own 
it  appears  to  ma  that  if  these  • 
grounds  upon  which  the  hon.  M 
proposes  the  change  he  particular! sea  in 
his  motion,  these  grounds  are  not  sufftcient 
to  support  that  motion,  nor  will  the  change 
he  wishes  in  it  be  sufficient  to  answer  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  purpose.  This  cba  ge, 
if  agreed  to,  must  lead  to  farther  change, 
and  I  must  own  that  such  a  change  once 
commenced,  I  cannot  sea  any  point  at 
which  we  may  consistently  stop  short  of 
the  constitution  of  the  United  SUIes,  in 
which  there  is  no  established  church. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  makes  this 
motion,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex,  argue  that  there  must  be  a  drstinetion 
between  civil  and  spiritual  functions. 
The  hon.  gentleman  ahoold  recollect, 
howerer,  that  in  this  connti^  the  head  of 
the  government  and  the  head  of  the 
Church  are  one.  The  King  is  the  head  of 
(li«  Church,  kod  the  Goremment  of  tbe 
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Cbureh  becomes  (hat  of  the  Government 
of  the  country  ;  it  is  inipOBsible,  Iberefore, 
witb  luch  a  ConalitutioQ  to  have  the  com- 
plete diilinetion  of  civil  and  spiritual 
fiiDclions  which  the  hon.  Gentlemen-desire. 
Such  a  distinction  cannot  exiat  conBislentl; 
with  a  church  ealabliahment.  Ii  is  a  very 
different  thing  for  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
to  ha*e  eaid  that  in  Ihe  appointments  of 
magUtratea  it  was  advisable  uut  to  selecL 
clergymen  where  laymen  conid  bo  found  to 
do  the  purpose;  this  is  a  totally  diilerenl 
principle  from  that  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Genlteman  to  remove  the  Bishops  from 
ikeir  seats  and  their  duties  in  the  Houie 
of  Lords.  The  Established  Church  is  a 
distinnt  part  of  the  constitution  of  this 
country.  The  Bishops,  by  holding  seats 
in  Parliament,  are  the  acknowledged 
representatives  of  that  pnrt  of  our  con- 
stilulion.  Ifthey  are  to  be  excluded  from 
their  seats,  1  then  do  not  see  by  what  rule 
we  could  exclude  the  other  orders  of  the 
clergy  from  seats  in  the  House  ofConinions. 
It  appears  to  me,  however,  that  the  Bishops 
we  that  portion  of  tiie  clergy  whichcan  beat 
execute  the  political  duties  of  the  Churrh, 
and  that  with  the  lesst  disturbance  or  in- 
terruption of  their  spiritual  functions,  m:iny 
of  these  duties  being  of  such  a  nature  that 
Ihey  can  be  attended  to  when  absent  from 
their  dioceses,  whilst  the  inconvenience  at- 
teadsDl  upon  clergymen  leaving  the  flocks 
of  their  respective  parishes  would  be  very 
great.  However  this  may  be,  I  must  sny 
J  know  not  upon  what  grounds  we  should 
pretend  to  exclude  this  great  body  of  men 
altogether  from  the  privilege  of  being  re- 
presented in  Parliament,  considering  the 
properly  that  belongs  to  them,  and  the 
>UI«»  they  hold  in  the  country.  Would  it 
not  be  exceedingly  unfair  in  Parliameut  to 
diMuss  and  pass  measures  affeciing  all 
these  ioterest^ — as  tithes,  and  advowsons, 
and  ecclesiastical  property  in  general — and 
to  say  that  on  all  these  great  questions 
they  would  not  allow  those  who  are  most 
deeply  interested  in  them  to  take  any  part  ? 
With  reaped  to  the  total  distinction  and 
di«tribulion  of  civil  and  political  functions 
1  own  that  all  experience  is  against  it,  for 
it  bas  been  fouod  that  persons  who  have 
reli(^OUs  functions  to  perform  have  not 
confined  tbemfelves  to  the  exercise  of 
thoee  fBDCttons,  but  have  frequently 
taken  part  in  political  contests.  But 
if  this  IS  a  chaTKCteristic  of  Bishops, 
does  not  the  same  description  apply  to 
DinuUn?    Since  I  have  been  ooonected 
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with  the  Government,  I  have  heard  of  ap  ■ 
plications  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  fat 
livings  of  which  he  had  the  patronage,  and 
may  therefore  take  the  liberty  of  stating 
how  these  applications  are  made,  and  also 
the  manner  in  which  the  patronage  was 
given.  1  know  that  both  in  the  time  of 
the  former  Lord  Chancellor  as  well  as  the 
present  Lord  Chancellor,  such  a  case  as 
this  has  frequently  occurred.  Application 
has  been  made  in  favour  of  a  deserving 
clergyman  or  a  curate  of  fifteen  or  twenty 
years'  standing,  and  it  has  been  urged  that 
he  was  a  gentleman  greatly  beloved,  that  he 
attended  to  all  the  spiritual  wants  of  his 
flock,  and  that  all  parties  were  anxious 
that  the  vacant  living  should  be  given  to 
him,  and  he  was  appointed,  Bui  might 
not  those  who  contend  that  civil  aud 
religious  functions  should  be  separated 
raise  their  voice  against  such  a  practice, 
and  say  that  though  the  curate  is  not  a 
violent  partisan,  his  brother,  or  hia  nephew, 
or  his  cousin  is,  and  that  the  living  ought 
not  to  be  given  10  an  individual  connected 
with  a  person  of  such  political  opinions? 
With  regard  to  the  Dissenters,  I  know 
many  ministers  of  the  different  sects  for 
whom  I  have  the  greatest  respect  and 
regard;  I  know  how  much  they  attend  to 
(he  spiritual  interests  of  the  Church  (o 
which  they  belong ;  but  if  1  were  (o  seletit 
those  who  are  most  respected,  and  if  I  am 
asked  whether  they  separated  religious 
functions  from  political,  1  am  glad  (o  lajr 
they  do  not.  1  am  glad  to  say,  that  so 
long  as  1  have  taken  a  share  in  politica, 
I  have  found  the  Dissenting  ministers 
the  warmest  friends  of  political  liberty, 
and  whenever  the  rights  of  their  fellow- 
subjects  have  been  in  danger,  they 
have  always  been  eager  to  promote  the 
cause  of  political  freedom,  and  1  give  them 
credit  for  it.  To  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  I  must  therefore  object,  be- 
cause  in  a  country  like  this,  where  political 
and  ecclesiastical  duties  are  so  inter- 
mingled, 1  cannot  see  how,  by  dint  of 
resolutions,  we  are  (o  reach  the  miflenniura, 
and  have  a  certain  number  of  persons  of 
(he  Established  church  ministers  of  religion 
— solely  and  exclusively  devoted  to  re- 
ligious interests,  with  their  eyes  constantly 
directed  to  what  is  above—and  another 
set  of  persons  who  shall  in  like  manner 
confine  themselves  to  pohtical  interests. 
The  hon.  Member  who  moved  the  resolu- 
tions said  the  Bishops  had  for  many  years 
voted  against  measures  in  favour  of  political 
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exceed  the  minoTity  of  last  Session, 
that  ■Hnority  had  eiceeded  that  of  the 
preceding  Session.  The  principle  was 
working  its  way  silently ;  there  wi 
current  nndemeath,  the  people's  m 
were  changing  on  the  subject,  and  the 
public  feeling  would  eventually  carry 
the  qoestion  through  the  House. 

Hr.  Charlei  BvUer  was  disappoioied 
with  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  be- 
cause at  an  early  part  of  the  evening  the 
noble  Lord  bad  made  a  capital  speech  on 
thdr  ride  when  he  described  a  right  re*. 
Prelate  as  a  libeller  and  a  calummstor. 
It  was  strange,  therefore,  that  be  could 
6x  on  none  but  one  right  rev.  Prelate, 
and  he  was  astonished  at  his  chivalry 
in  running  a  tilt  on  behalf  of  one  whom 
he  had  so  described.  The  noble  Lord 
had  asked  the  usual  question  when  any 
reform  was  proposed — how  far  would  they 
carry  the  plan  ?  He  would  give  a  plain 
answer:  the  answer  of  the  Radicals  <tas — 
they  wonld  carry  the  Bishops  to  the  door 
of  ifae  House  of  Lords,  and  let  them  go 
whither  they  liked.  The  roost  decent 
course  they  could  take  would  be  to  go  to 
their  dioceses.  The  noble  Lorrl  had 
spoken  of  Presbyterian  ism,  and  said  if 
the  Esublished  Church  were  Presbyterian 
there  would  be  no  Bishops  in  the  House 
of  Lords;  but  did  not  (he  noble  Lord 
know  that  in  France  the  Bishops  bad  no 
seals  in  the  Upper  House  ?  And  the 
same  was  the  case  in  Spain.  The  Bishops 
in  these  countries  had  no  legislative  func- 
tions to  perform,  and  why  should  not  Our 
Bishops  be  placed  in  the  same  position  ? 
Formerly  there  were  three  estates  in  this 
couotrf.  These  were  Lords,  Commons, 
and  Cie^;  for  the  Clergy  had  a  separate 
t-hamber,  and  were  as  much  entitled  to 
iegidation  as  the  Commons  or  Lords. 
That,  hoMVer,  had  been  done  away  with 
when  the  Convocation  was  abolished ; 
and  he  was  glad  it  had  been  abolished. 
The  e&ct  of  the  disposition  of  the  clergy 
to  meddle  in  poitlical  matters  had  fre- 
quently been  most  injurious  to  the  cause 
of  liberal  principies.  If  the  noble  Lord 
were  disposed  to  denv  this  fact,  be  (Mr. 
BuUer)  would  refer  him  to  a  late  con- 
tested election  for  Devonshire.  At  that 
election  the  noble  Lord  was  defeated  by  a 
majority  of  six  hundred;  and  be  had  un- 
derstood that  mote  than  sis  hundred 
parsons  voted  on  tbst  occasion  agaiost 
tb«  nobie  Lord.  The  noble  Lord  was, 
thenfore^  om  instance  in  his  owd  person 


of  the  evils  resulting  from  allowing  po- 
litical to  mix  themselves  with  ecclesiastical 
considerations.  At  the  same  time,  if  they 
took  the  Bishops  away  from  the  House 
of  Lords,  he  should  have  no  objection  to 
let  some  of  the  clergy  into  the  House  of 
Commons.  Indeed  he  should  be  glad  to 
see  them  there;  for  he  was  sure  they 
would  be  less  noisy  there  than  elsewhere. 
In  his  opinion  it  was  most  unfitting  that  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  shonid  hare 
religions  patronage  to  be  used  for  political 
purposes;  and  if  any  boo.  Member  would 
move  for  the  abolition  of  such  patronage, 
that  hon.  Member  should  have  his  sap* 
port.  While  that  patronage  exislnl, 
what  could  be  expected  but  that,  as  the 
noble  Lord  had  stated.  Bishops  elevated  to 
the  bench  by  a  Tory  Government  sbonld 
support  Tory  principles,  and  that  Bishop* 
elevated  to  the  bench  by  a  Whig  Qovem- 
ment  should  support  Whig  principles? 
Let  ihem  look  through  the  annals  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  they  woold  find  thai 
the  Bishop*  did  not  possess  one  legislative 
claim  on  the  gratitude  of  the  peOfHe,  On 
the  gratitude  of  Governments  they  had 
many  claims ;  none  on  the  gratitude  of 
the  people.  On  the  contrary,  whenever 
any  question  was  brought  forward  which 
agitated  and  interested  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, the  Bishops  were  always  found 
banded  together  as  one  man  to  defeat  the 
wishes  of  the  people.  They  bad  oppofed 
the  ^Million  of  slaveiT.  [Mr.]  He  said  they 
had.  Let  the  list*  of  the  divisions  on  that 
question  in  ihe  House  of  Lord*  be  ex- 
amined, and  that  would  prove  to  be  tbt 
case.  On  all  questions  of  religions  toler- 
ation Ihe  Bishops  had  shown  their  hos- 
tility to  liberal  prindplea.  He  was  for 
excioding  Bishops  frmn  the  House  of 
Lords  on  a  principle  recognised  by  the 
Constitution  in  other  matters,  Wby  were 
ihops  not  dealt  with  as  Judges  were? 
Judge*  were  excluded  from  the  tn>na 
of  politic*.  They  were  all  esdmled  with 
the  exception  of  the  Lord  High  Chan- 
celbr.  He  really  coakl  not  inderstaod 
the  cause  of  this  extraordinary  denial. 
His  argument  was,  thst  there  wss  only 
one  Judge  recognised  as  soch  in  Iba 
House  of  Lords,  namely  the  Lord  High 
Chancellor,  and  hi*  legal  merged  in  his 
official  function*.  Other  Jnogee  might 
Em  raised  to  the  peerage,  bat  they  did  not 
sit  in  the  House  of  Lords  as  Jodget. 
Member*  of  the  legal  profession  were  told, 
If  yoa  become  Jodges  yon  mnft  stp** 
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ratndwia,  ifnnii  ifBOacBl  Akshmm  jtwt— lUacw,  oaght  lo  W  punned  bj 
imOEMR."  Ttii  1^  Willi  ti  Mil,,  haLcmj  Mia,  aad  cverj  Minuter;  snd  bad 
•..  rf.  i:  liR  MmMFirr  »  a&arc  H  |  WK  ifa—J  uy  penioul  reeling  ta  pre- 
a  :|>iimid»  -mA  'Amm  ate  Mfjr  w-  j  Kst  Lia  from  frukly  SToviag  bi>  ophirofi 
'M  iAvnaqiKri  t— wmrfAt  ja*  »  gret  co««titwiw»«lqaf»tion  likeUiU 
:  hrk  3k  avEHirr  •»  a^HC  I  — hf  the  oMndentioti  of  tlic  Hoase. 
k  Am  «ftn  MpiiMiiaiiil  tt^  ;  TWk  «m  oae  afaJMlioD  to  tbe  motion  of 
mill  I  !■  «£  Ac  psa;^  If  it  ike  boa.  HeMbcr  for  Ariiburton,  wbich 
r  ■»  ptaari  A«  danctar  of  mack  bv  (Sir  R.  Peel)  as  being  at  ooce 
Kswh    Ettal  lo  it.     Tbe  bon.  Geotleman  aiked 


rin-l  TM  ^»:r«c«<  «f  ibe    ibcai  to  proceed,  not  bj  a  le^lat 

The  itaAanc;  sare.  bat  by  >  icaoIutioD.  Tbe  boo. 
B  19  wake  ai  Geetleaaa  aiked  tbe  Hotue  of  CommoBl 
tad  Pats.  Iziaead  to  a^nc  lo  a  raolalioo,  dcpciring  a  por- 
t>  Ac  iiwbwii  tioa  of  one  brancb  of  tbe  Legidatare  of 
H.  Ike  BaAap '  in  fnetioai  and  prrril^cs.  Now  irbst 
■an  M«r  M*ike  B«d  Mod  heck  af  tbe  Twa.\  li^  bad  ibey  to  lake  aay  sack  >tep?  If 
Lodaf  dhe  TuamBj.  Hafa  of  pnao- ,  tbe  boa.  GeatlemaD  were  desiioiu  of  in- 
tia*  ■«■«  hdi  ««( ta  tb«v  as  tbe  mwd  ,  volviag  tbe  Boate  of  Commooi  In  a 
■f  pafiuoal  aeniraa.  TW  boK.  GsBtle.  j  dileiaaM,  be  coald  oot  mcceed  mote  com- 
■^  affMBle  Bi^bt  aot  tbtnk  it  «tatb  -  pletely,  thaa  l^  penoading  ibem  to  pass 
wble,  w  Ibej  a^bi  not  tbiak  k  pradeat, 
Is  aigae  tbit  qaenioa.  Tber  niicbt. 
pcrbapa,  be  denroax  to  leare  to  ibe  noble 
LoH  tbe  anpo^ar  taik  of  defending  tbe 
Biabops  a^isM  tbe  feelings  of  the  people. 
It  was  of  little  iapofUace  what  tbcj  did. 
Let  tben  pi  on  in  tbe  waj  tbey  w«e 
goiag.  The  qoection  itself  was  making  a 
rapid  piaeiess  in  ibe  coootrj;  aad  be 
baid  BO  doaU  Ihal  ten  jeara  hence  tbe 
■ujoriij  in  its  faTour  woold  be  gteater 
Iban  the  roajoritj  against  it  m^t  (^tbapa 
be  om  tbe  present  occasion. 

Sir  Robert  Petl  said,  that  if  any  on- 
popglartty  were  attached  to  the  moat 
decided  opposition  to  the  motion  of  the 
boo.  Member  for  AsbbaTtoo,  to  hit  fat! 
ahare  of  diat  unpoputarily,  be  begfced 
leave  to  put  in  a  dbtioct  cl'sim.  Feeling 
as  be  did  upon  the  sobject,  be  certainly 
would  not  be  guilty  of  so  base  an  action, 
at  to  leave  the  whcje  of  the  unpopglarily 
wiib  the  noble  Lord.  It  might  not  serve 
tbe  noble  Lord  for  him  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
to  tay  ao;  but  he  must  declare,  that  he 
luver  heard  a  speech  delivered  in  a  more 
manly  manner  than  ihe  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord,  or  one  which  reflected  greater  credit 
on  the  Doble  Lord's  abilities  and  judg- 
mcot.  For  if  it  were  trae,  as  bad  been 
Mierted  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liikeard, 
tfaat  the  noble  Lord  had  lost  his  election 
for  Deronihire,  b;^  the  votes  of  600 
clergymen,  and  it  being  andoubtedly  tme, 
Ihal  a  large  majority  of  the  bishops  were 
itppoaad  to  the  present  Government,  tbe 
M»le  Lord  bad  set  a  moat  landable 
fiample  of  tbe  conduct  wbicb,  under  sacb 


which,  if  paaed,  woald  have 
no  rfect  whatever,  bat  would  be  itearly  a 
piece  of  waste  paper.  In  former  questions 
of  a  similar  aaiare.  It  bad  always  been 
proposed  to  proceed  by  Bill.  But  the 
bon.  Member  for  Asbbnrtoo  proposed  by 
a  reaoliiUon,  to  e^ct  that  which  he  de- 
spaired of  e&cliog  by  Bill.  Why  should 
the  House  of  CoeanNMis  risk  bringing  their 
own  reaolution — he  would  not  say  into 
contempt — but  why  should  they  pass  a 
retolDiioo  which  must  prove  invalid  and 
uoarailing  ?  Tbe  noble  Lord  bad  juttlj 
observed,  thst  tbe  inferencea  lo  be  drawn 
from  tbe  reaaoning  of  the  boo.  Member, 
led  to  much  more  serious  and  esteosiva 
consequences  than  the  bon.  Member  bim- 
aelf  aeemed  to  be  aware  oS.  Not  only, 
however,  was  that  the  case  with  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Mover,  every  a ign men t  which 
had  been  used  by  llie  hon.  Geotleman, 
who  seconded  tbe  motion,  went  the  length 
of  showing  the  expediency,  not  merely  of 
removing  the  Bishops  from  the  House  of 
I^rds,  but  of  abolishing  the  establishment. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  when  Par- 
liament repealed  the  Test  and  Corporation 
Acts,  they  established  the  principle,  that 
DO  leligiouB  creed  should  have  any  ad- 
vantage over  any  other.  He  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
had  never  heard  auch  a  principle  main- 
tained. The  hon.  Gentleman  also  con- 
tended, that  the  lame  thing  took  place  on 
pasting  the  Bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Romas 
Catholics.  He  (Sir  R.  Pee!)  had  never 
heard  so  before ;  but  be  had  heard  the 
direct  contrary.  It  would,  indeed,  be  8 
great  diacouri^ment  to  any  attempt  to 
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lelieve  any  porticn  of  the  people  from  civil 
diubilitieB,  ir  lh«  Honte  were  to  be  (old, 
"  You  niuBt  DOt  atoii  here;  yoa  mniteury 
joar  measure  infinitely  further,  and  stop 
only  with  the  destruction  of  the  Nktional 
Church."  Because  the  Test  and  Corpa> 
ntioD  Acta  were  repealed,  hecanse  relief 
«a«  granted  to  the  RoniBn  Catholics,  was 
it  thence  to  be  inferred,  that  no  one 
religious  creed  iboold  hare  an  adniDtage 
in  this  country  orer  any  other?  It  was 
evident,  that  if  these  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
to  succeed  in  expelling  the  BiAops  from 
the  House  of  Lords,  their  next  gtep  would 
be,  to  propose  that  the  Prorestaot  clergy 
riioDld  BO  longer  bold  the  exclusive  pos- 
sesaion  of  church  temporalities.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  had  mistaken,  not 
only  the  argument,  but  the  statements  of 
the  noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord  had  never 
talked  of  any  rapid  changes,  on  the  part  of 
Bishops,  from  Whig  to  Tory, or  from  Tory  to 
Whig  principles.  Tbe  noble  Lord  bad  sever 
talked  of  Bishops  rewarding  their  patrons 
by  mean  political  Bubsernency.  What 
was  the  fact  T  That  while  human  nature 
remained  what  buroan  nature  now  was, 
and  always  bad  been,  men  possessed  of 
patronage  would,  ceteris  partout,  exercise 
that  patronage  in  favour  of  (hose  who 
agreed  with  them  ia  opinion.  And  nothing 
could  be  more  reaionabie.  Why,  if  his 
Hajeaty's  present  Government  were  to 
depart  from  that  i»age,  and  were  ceterit 
paribus,  to  select  political  opponents  for 
BUhops,  would  not  the  House  hear  the 
loudest  reprobatioa  of  such  a  proceediog  ? 
Undoubtedly,  the  nobte  Lord  stated,  that 
during  the  long  continuance  of  a  Tory 
Government  In  power,  the  Bishops  gene- 
rally professed  Tory  principles.  But  did 
the  noble  Lord  add,  that  that  was  out  of 
servility  to  their  patrons?  Not  at  all. 
They  were  originally  selected  for  advance- 
ment to  Uie  beach  of  Bishops,  because  they 
were  supposed  to  bold  certain  political 
opinions.  They  did  hold  those  opinions; 
and  they  continued  to  hold  them.  But 
itwassaidby  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex, that  after  tbey  had  become  Bishops, 
the  hope  of  translation  to  more  lacraiivc 
sees  would  tempt  them  to  cbangs  their 
political    opinions,  and    to    maintain  the 

Crinclples  of  any  new  Government.  Had 
is  Majeatv's  present  Government  found 
thsttobethecBse?  The  political  opinions 
which  tbey  held,  at  the  time  of  their 
original  appoiotment,  they  Btilt  held  aud 
acted  iipon.  The  hope  of  translatioa  had 
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no  effect  upon  them :  there  was  not  oaaflf 
them  who  had  voted  that  blade  was  vbtte, 
Alt,  therefore,  that  their  worst  enemies 
eosld  allege  against  them  was,  that  they 
were  consistent,  bigoted  politicians,  who 
obstinately  adhered  to  their  own  opiniona. 
As  to  the  separation  of  the  oivil  from  the 
religious  duties  of  the  clergy,  ha  was  eon- 
vioced  that  it  would  be  a  measure  highly 
injaHous  to  the  country.  He  did  not  wisa 
to  see  the  Church  excluded  from  Hs  lair 
share  of  political  influence.  If  snch  an  ob- 
ject were  to  beaccompliehed  ;  ifthecleigy 
were  compelled  to  confiae  themselves  to  toe 
discharge  of  their  ecclesiastical  duiiea;  if 
they  werecomndled  to  eschew  all  reference 
to,or  interest  in,  temporal  matters;  if  they 
were  forbidden  to  participate  in  the  feelings 
avd  wishes  of  their  lay  countrymen,  be 
doubted,  whether  ioBtead  of  the  active,  in- 
telligent, enlightened,  patriotic  men,  of 
whom  the  great  body  of  the  clergy  of  this 
kingdom  was  at  present  compdied,  we 
should  not  have  a  set  of  lasy,  worthless, 
cloistered  by pocrttes.  Intothatquestionhe 
would,  however,  not  now  enter.  As  to  the 
plausible  arguments  which  had  been  uTf^ 
m  favour  of  the  destmctioQ  of  a  nonarcli- 
ical,  and  the  establishment  of  a  democrat- 
ical,  QoTCmmeBl,  he  sbonld  be  ashamed  of 
himself  if  be  condescended  to  say  a  single 
word  in  answer  to  them.  He  bad  risen 
ooly,  becaose  he  did  not  wish  it  to  be 
believed  that  he  was  capable  of  desiriog 
to  leave  all  the  unpopularity  of  resistini; 
the  present  motion  on  the  shoulders  of  the 
noble  Lord.  Whether  ^e  declaralioit 
might  be  popular  or  unpopular  he  oared 
not ;  but  he  was  prepare  to  give  his  most 
decided  opposilion  to  a  proposition,  the 
ultimate  tendency  of  which  would  be  to 
injure,  if  not  to  destroy,  the  civil  and  reli- 
gious constitution  Qf  England. 

Mr.  Ltuhin^im  expressed  bia  convic- 
tion, that  the  great  majority  of  the  people 
of  Eogtaod  were  desirous  of  relieving  the 
Bishops  from  their  Parliamentary  duties. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  93  ;  Noes 
197:  Majority  106. 


LUt  of  the  Atss. 


Agiio^y,  H.  A. 
BuobiidKe,  E,  T 
BahMS,  Edwi 


Bowss,  John 
Bowriog,  Dr. 
Bfabsion,  Sir  W. 
Btldwi'o,  Dr.  Brady,  D.  C. 

BsancUik,  Major  Bridnian,  Ilswhl 

Bewss,  T.  BrocklehnrsL  J. 

Bish,  Tbomai  Brolkerioa,  J. 

Blake,  M.J.  Browne,  R.D.        , 

Bodkia,  J.  BuckiDghan,  J.)^  C 
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Bullet,  ClMrlet 
Buder,  hoD.  P. 
CBllaghan,  D. 
Chalmen,  P. 
Chichester,  J.  P.'B. 
CUjr,  W. 
Collier,  J. 

CoBjngham,  liOid  A. 
Daocombe,  T. 
Dandai,  tion.  J.  C. 
Dandui,  J.  D. 
ElpliiiHloQe,  H. 
Evani,  G. 
Ewwt,  W. 
Finn,  W.  F. 
FiluimoD,  C> 


O'Connell,  D. 
U'Connell,M.J. 
O'CoDnell,  Morgan 
Oliphant,  Lawrence 


Palmi 


,  Oen. 


GilloQ,  W.  D. 
Grole,  George 
GuUy,  John 
Hall,  B. 
Harrey.D.  W. 
Haitie,  A. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Hindlcy,  C; 
Hume,  J. 
Humphrey,  J> 
Hutt,  Wm. 
Jmaef,  W. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Litter,  Ellis  Cunliffe 
Maclaggarl,  J. 
Mafaer,  J. 
Marjoribanki,  S. 
Martland,  U.  ( 
Molwworih,  Sir  W. 
Musgrare,  Sir  R.  BL 
Nagle,  Sir  H. 
O'Bnen,  C. 


ParroU,  J. 
Pattison,  J. 
Philips,  Mark 
Rnney.W. 
PolWr,  R. 
Power,  James 
Pryme,  George 
RippoD,  C. 
Roche,  WiUiam 
Roche,  D. 
Rundle,  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Buthven,  E. 
Scholelield,  Jofaua 
Stuart,  V, 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thorn  psoD,  Colonel 
Thornley,  Thomas 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Verney,  Sir  H.,  Bart. 
Villiers,  Charles  P. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Wallace.  Robert 
WarbuTton,  U, 
Waion,  R. 
Westenr^  boo.  C.  J. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
While,  Samuel 
Willis,  John 
Williams,  W. 

TELLBRS. 

Lushiogion,  Charles 
Hawes,  B. 


Agnew,  Sir  A.,  Bart. 
Alston,  R. 
Angerstein,  John 
Arbalhnot,  bon.  H. 
Asblej,  Lord 
Attwood,  M.; 
Bailey,  J. 
Barclay,  Datrid 
Barclay,  Charles 
Bating,  W,  B. 
Baring,  T. 
Barnard,  E.  O. 
Bttckett,  Sir  J. 
Bell,  Matthew 
Benlinck,  Lord  O. 
Bethell,  Richard 
BolUng,  Wm. 
Bortfawit^  Peter 
Bowles,  ti.  R. 
Brwnstoo,  T.  W. 
Brownrigg,  S, 
Brace,  C.  L.  C. 
BuUer,E. 

Bulter,SirJ.B.Yarde 
Bulwer,  H.  L. 
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Cam[ibell,  Sir  H. 
Canning,  hon.  C.  J. 
Canning,  Sit  S. 
Casllereagh,  Viae. 
Cayley,  Edward  & 
Chandos,  Marq.  of 
Chaplin,  Co). 
Chapman,  Aaron 
Chisholm,  A. 
Clire,  Visconnt 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Colbome,  N,  W.  B. 
Cole,  hon.  A.  H. 
Comptoa,  H.  C. 
Conolly,  E.  M. 
CooU,  Sir  C.C..  Bart 
Copeland,  W.  T. 
CorTy,Tl.iion.H.TJ« 
Crawley,  S, 
Crewe,  Sir  O.Bart 
Gurleis,  E.  B. 
DalUac,  Sir  C. 
Davenport,  John 
Didc,  Q. 
Duffleld,  Thomas 

Dogdf' 


Eaton,  Richard  J. 
Elley,  Sir  J. 
Fasakerley,  John  N. 
Fector,  John  Minet 
Finch,  George 
Fleetwood,  Peter  H. 
Tolkes,  Sir  W. 
ForsUr,  C.  S. 
Fort,  John 

Freemanile,  SirT.W. 
Gtskell,  J.  Milne* 
Gladstone,  W.  E. 
Gordon,  hon.  W. 
Goring,  H.  D. 
GrahBm,SirJ.  R. 
Grant,  hon.  Colonel 
Greene,  T. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
GrimitDn,hon.  E.  H. 
Hairord,  H. 
Halse,  James 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Harcourl,  G.  G. 
Hardy,  J. 

Harland,  W.  Charles 
Hayes,  Sir  E.S.,Bt. 
Heatbcote,G.J. 
Henuiker,  Lord 
Hinde,  J.  H. 

Hnbhnuse,  Sir  J.  C. 

Hogg,  James  Weir 
Holland,  Edward 


Houston  o,  G. 
Howard,  R. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howick,  Viscount 
Hoy,  J,  B. 
Hughes,  Hughes 
Hurst,  tt.H. 
Jackson,  Sergeant 
Jerris,  John 
Ingbam,  R. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H.,  Bt. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J .  V.  B. 
Jones,  Wilson 
Jones,  T. 
Irton,  Samuel 
Kerrison,  Sir  Edward 
Knight,  U.  G. 
Knightley,  StrC. 
Law,  hon.  G.  E. 
Lawfon,  Andrew 
Lees,  J.  F. 
Lofevre,  Charles  S. 
Lefroy,  Thomas 
Iiennox,  Lord  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lewis,  David 
Leveson,  Lord 
Long,  Waller 
Longfield,  R. 
liowther,  J. 


Madsan,  D. 


M'Leod,  R. 

Mahon,  Viseouni 
Martin,  J. 
Msule,  hoD.  F. 
Mauasell,  T.  P. 
Maxwell,  H. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Miles,  William 
Miles,  Philip  J. 
Mordannt,  Sir  J.,Bt. 
Morpeth,  Visconot 
Mosley,  Sir  O.,  Bt. 
MosivD,  ban.  £.  L. 
Neeld,Joha 
Norrejs,  Lord 
North,  Frederick 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
Owen,  Hngh 
Palmer,  Robert 
Parker,  John 
Parry,  Sir  L.  P. 
Patten,  John  Wilson 
Peel,  Sir  B. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Philips.  O.  B. 
Pigol,  Robert 
PI  umpire,  John  P. 
Pollock,  Sir  Fred. 
Poulter,  J.  S. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Priagle,  A. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Rice,  right  hon.  T.  S. 
Richards,  J. 
Richards,  R. 
Rickfbrf,  W. 
Rushbrooke,  Colanel 
Busaell,  Lord  J. 
Sandoo,  Viscount 
Scarlett,  hoo.  R. 
Scott,  Sir  E.  D. 
Scourfield,  W.  H. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shaw,  Tt.  hon.  F. 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Sibthoip,  Ctdonel 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  John 
Storm  ont,  Visoount 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  Ijord  J. 
Sturt,  Henry  Cbas. 
Talfourd,  S«n[«ant 
Tenncnl,  J.  E. 
Thomson,  C.  P. 
Townlejr,  R.  G. 
Trench,  Sir  Fretl. 
Treror,  lion.  A. 
Tnror,  boo.  G. 
TwiM,  H. 

Tynu,  C.  J.  Kemey* 
Vere,SirC.B.,Ban. 
Vesej,  bon.  T. 
Virian,  J.  H. 
Vivian,  John  Ennis 
Wall,C.B. 


Miiw  ifiiif  rnrfmmtiirt 
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West,  J.  B. 
Wetland,  Hajor 
WMe.  SenRDii 
WilLinn,  &>l>t- 
WimnopDn,  H.  J. 


HOUSE  OF  lord;. 

Friday,  Felrmaru  IT.  1ST 


ACTS.J  On  me  moti 
boarne,  tbe  Houe  ■ 
■■  ifae  B£sKtraiK>Q 

"BiiJ. 


V  ortin 


li. 


Order  of  llio  l>flv  f.ir 
ol~  ih(!   Munir 
Bill  hcii.!:  rrni 
Mr.//.Or,i 
Lord,  the  Sci 
he  had  recciv. 
diaturbances   tlial    hni 
m  ihe  norrh   of   lit'laiul.  u-m.-ii  upr. 
to  accoDDts  coniaini-d    m    rir)v«r>'   ii 

.    did  nol  know,  ivhctiicr  lti(>  BMitiilt  ■; 

result   ai   thp  me.-iin?    at    tm    Mar 

'    house-  but  itwis  Mateil.  thnr  thv  im 


I   tai7. 


arr.a^ei  Acij 


Loni^UauvrcB?.'   Sftii:.  ueir  Lonunin 


SBj  ome.  Be  «ia  i: 
va*  loo  JEK^  -!^sin-:i 
b«  concPTTsc  -.:1a;    .1,: 

of  the  niin^-.—:  -T,\r.-:i 

strike  out  l^«  inTrmt  • 


Tided  tor  :.'i  .i*  u 


hot:>  t 
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A%  B(Nid  oT  TVtd*.  wlMtber  u;  procMd- 
ingt  Iwd  bcw  ukon  b^  tha  CoTemmcot 
vith  reelect  to  dMrtcfing  banks  in  our 
G*M   »wl   W«it   ladiaa   Colonial    pot. 


Mr.  PimUtI  TAmum  uid,  Lhat  with 
NgMd  W  tke  Wctt  Indica,  ■  charter  had 
bata  fimi  by  (be  Crown  lait  summer  to 
caable  a  company  to  •dabliih  a  baok  in 
i1m  Wfai  ladiea,  not  coarefTing  any  ckcIii- 
ain  privilagas,  but  merely  giving  them  the 
powar  to  bank  ao  Tat  aa  ihit  conipany  wai 
coMiaracd.  ThalbankitBa,babeliered,no« 
i«  operatkui.  Ad  application  had  alio 
been  BBkde  in  the  coune  of  lait  lummer 
for  •  chartar  (or  a  bank  to  be  eaubliihed 
in  tht  Eaat  Indie*.  He  had  communi- 
cated the  *ie«a  of  the  applicaoU  to  hia 
right  hon.  Friend,  tbe  President  of  ilie 
Board  of  Control.  Hit  rit[ht  hon.  Friend 
ooDiidered  it  desirable,  before  (he  Oovern- 
raenl  came  to  a  decision  on  the  subject, 
that  a  oommuoication  should  be  made  to 
the  local  government,  and  till  an  answer 
was  returned  to  lhat  communication,  no 
further  lUps  would  be  taken  by  the  Go- 
Temmeot. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  wished  Id  ask  the  right 
kon.  QenLleraaa  whether  an  opportunity 
would  be  afforded  to  those  who  were  con- 
Deolsd  with  the  outports  of  rapresentfcig 
to  the  Government  iheir  opinions  on  this 
question  ? 

Mr.  PDulea  Tlwftumt  promised  that  they 
should  have  (ha  fullest  opportunity  of 
suting  their  seuttmenu,  and  that  he 
would  give  them  every  consideration. 

BetTnooT  Sugar.]  An  hon.  jtfenier 
wished  to  learn  from  ihe  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Board  of  Trede, 
wbaiber  it  were  true  that  any  obttruction 
bad  been  thrown  in  the  way  of  manufac- 
turiag  augar  from  beetroot  by  the  Govern- 
nepi. 

Mr.  Poulelt  Thonuom  said,  that  it  had 
been  reported  to  him  some  time  ago,  that 
preparations  were  making  in  this  country 
for  the  manufacture,  on  au  extensive  scale, 
of  angar  from  beetroot.  He  at  once  called 
the  Btiention  of  the  Boards  oF  Excise  and 
Customs  (0  the  circumstance,  Slating,  at 
the  same  time,  that  the  Government  would 
introduce  a  Bill  on  the  subject  in  the 
coune  of  this  Session,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  checking  the.  mnnuficture,  but  tu  pre- 
vent its  being  cacried  on  without  paying 
kny  doty  nt  all,  while  other  sugar  wns 
iHirthanad  with  a  duty  of  34j.    A  Bill  of 
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that  nature  was  bow  under  Ihe  conuderA- 
tioo  of  Govemownt,  and  would  be  intR»- 
duced  aa  soon  as  possible. 

Reco  r  de  Rfl'  Cou  RT8.]  Mr.  J,  S. 
Worllet),  in  moving  that  this  Bill  be  com- 
milMd,  stated  that  he  had  prepared  a 
clause  in  conformity  with  a  suggestion 
thrown  out  by  Ihe  noble  Lord,  namely, 
that  B  Deputy  Recorder  should  not  be  ap- 
pointed ill  any  borough  unless  the  town 
council  determined  that  such  office  was 
necessary.  It  was  stated  on  a  former 
occasion  that  this  Bill  would  be  attendnl 
with  an  addilionai  expense  to  the  boroughs 
in  which  Deputy  Recorders  were  ap- 
pointed. Now,  there  were  returns  on  the 
table  which  showed  how  the  svstem  had 
worked  in  Leeds  and  other  places,  bmI 
proved  that  so  far  from  ita  increasing  the 
expense,  that  it  bad  led  to  a  great  saving^. 
It  had  been  ai^ued  lhat  the  appointment 
of  the  deputy  ought  not  to  test  with  tbe 
Recorder ;  but  from  all  the  consideration 
be  had  been  able  to  give  to  the  sul^ect,  he 
was  satisfied  thst  that  was  the  beitar' 
rangement  lhat  could  be  made.  It  would 
be  highly  objectionable  to  leave  tbe  ap- 
pointment of  a  judicial  offlcer  to  the  town- 
council  of  a  borough. 

Mr.  Leader  would  ask  the  Attorneys 
General,  whether  he  was  right  in  stating, 
that  by  the  Bill  the  Recorder  might  ap- 
point a  deputy,  if  the  town-council  wished 
for  one  ?  Now,  if  so,  he  wished  to  know 
whether  the  council  was  to  have  any  voice 
in  the  appointment,  either  by  a  veto  or 
otherwise,  or  whether  it  was  to  rest  solely 
with  the  Recorder. 

The  Altomtg-General  said,  that  the 
council  were  to  have  no  veto  on  (he  ap- 
pointment.      They    were    to    determine 


vhether 


I  second  court  i 


I  the 

Mr.  O'Cmnell  suggested,  that  the  ap- 
poiQlmenl  of  the  Deputy  Recorder  should 
De  in  the  same  hands  as  that  of  (he  Re- 
corder. 

Sir  J.  Beckett  was  of  opinion  that  tbe 
responsibility  of  the  appointment  ought 
lo  rest  with  the  Recorder,  and  not  wTlh 
the  Government  or  the  council, 

Mr.  Harvey  thought  that  the  Crown 
should  have  a  veto  on  the  appointment  of 
the  Deputy  Recorder.  He  objected,  how- 
ever to  ihe  appoiiitmt^nt  of  Deputy  Recor- 
ders St  all,  ni  be  considered  Ihot  it  would 
be  fatal  to  the  iodependeBce  of  tbe  bar. 


.^yv 
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lb.  RaOmet  bcfgad  Ac  Bmk  to  io-  '  ^  h  W  . 

collact  that  the  Reconla  m  ta^mtMt 

for  his  own  acts,  bat  he  csaU  ■«  he  m  i 

for  those  of  hia  depatj.     TW  t/ljta.  at'  1 

the  Bill,  u  be  ondentood  it.  wh  M  ttMe    ' 

the  period  daring  wbicb  tkc  cant  a-u  u    ana  a 

sit.     Now,  be  woatd  •■ggcst  a  itmtij  fc    — viz^  uc  ;rt 

this,  initeid  of  adoplia^  ihal  pinpowd  la        ' 

the  Bill,  Damelj,  ibit  ibe  Rwoidv  ifcnaH 

be  compdled  to  bold  bii  coon  oAeacr 

than  he  did  at  precenl. 

The  AUoney-Gateral  nid,  iksl  sltk^ 
he  had  not  iDlrodaecd  ibe  Bui,  abick  had 
been  btonght  in  by  tbe  boa.  1 
Halifax,  be  had  no  objcctioB  id  s 
be  approved  of  the  prpriMOa,  k  bad  ba*c  fiui  a 
only  lately  cone  to  bit  kaosledgc  ibat  i1m«;  b<tf 
great  incooveDience*  bad  ariMS  ia  coaae-  bcUrt;  fac 
quence  of  the  qnanlity  of  bwncai  m  tbr  lauel*  or  [ 
Recorder'!  court.  Before  tbe  MaaieipaJ  be  ier»iaat*d.  and  am  gaiit>M  be  friid 
Reform  fiill,  there  were  two  coarts  naiMj,  fraa  aasenud  timintmtat.  W'a^  b* 
at  qaarter  aessiooi,  bol  sioce  tite  p-^amf  woatd  lak.  sbaajd  ao(  ik*  gewidar  a« 
of  that  meaaoFe  ooly  one  coatt  coald  be  oac*  a  laonrn  ■  TW  boa.  Mtmhtw  fat 
held.  This  bad  girea  ocrasioa  lo  jma-  L«cdaaMd,tiwtns<wk  acMr,  tbayaaaU 
tracted  litliDgi,  and  had  praeed  «eiy  bar-  fcqaire  maim  pay-  Tbas  waa  a  hakes. 
densome  to  Uie  jary,  aod  ezpeasn*  lo  Ibc  ;  rtiiliity  aHt  al  mmam^  aaA  act  eaiiried  •» 
witoeises  samoiOBed,  The  penoa  ta  be  j  haw  aay  aeigbl.  Tb«  «aad«aa  ml  ik* 
appointed  woold  aol  be  a  Dcpaly  Re-  |  piwaaiw  waa  ika  paiat  M  be  rsaaifiwd^ 
oorder,  but  tbe  Recorder's  awistaat,  b»- 1  aad  lo  have  the  laaMaa  aaca  a  ■aalk^ 
cause  be  wonld  bold  bis  coon  coa-  |  woald,  by  fnesg  tkaae  |  twins  boa  ciakr 
veniently,  and  be  woald  act  only  pn  iat  |  fiacaeat,  be  tha  aeaaa  ot  saviay  ax* 
vice;  so  that  if  he  mere  foaad  not  lo  gm    pense. 

■atitfactioD,  tbe  Recorder  m^hl,  at  tbe !      Mr.   Agliamif   ihowght,  that   i 

time   be    held    his   next   coarl,    appoiot  I  shoald   aot    rnaaia    ia    caafraaWeat 

another.  |  ibree,  two,  or  even  far  ea«  aMOtb,  if  A»f 

House  went  into  Commiitee.  roald  be  hcooe^  >o  I'***  saaaar.     Wby 

On  the  1 0th  Claose,  sboald  aot  tha  Rscoidsr  ui  wboMever  ibeas 

Mr.  C.  Bulltr  rose  to  more  an  aawad-  {  was  a  priMWcr  to  Iry  ';     Tha  aa^*«r  waa^ 

ment  to  the  effect  that  the  sessions  shoald  l  that  it  woald  be  npoasiMe  ■•  praaaas  • 

in  future  be  held  once  a-moorh.  respectable   Barnsicr  (of    \&'iL   m  300/, 
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mtion  of  jaatice.  In  kiaowa  conaty,  the 
county  of  Cambetlaod,  the  MtendaiKe  of 
Um  London  bar  had  been  productire  of 
tba  very  bett  cSecta ;  and  u  the  proposal 
of  the  boo.  Member  for  Batb  wooid  render 
^at  ntteodance  impowtble,  be  coald  not 
cooaent  to  iu  adoption. 

Mr.  Harvey,  in  order  that  the  House 
■ightbarean  opponoDily  of  reeoosideriog 
ibe  nhject,  thought  that  the  Bill  Bhoold  L« 
■ent  to  a  Select  Committee.  In  a  desaltory 
coRTersatioD  it  wa*  inpoasible  that  its  pro- 
nakMHCOaldbe  properljcoDsidered.  It  was 
proposed  to  pay  the  Deputy  Recorder  ten 
gaineas  aday.  He{Mr.  Harvey)  objected 
to  soch  a  mode  of  pajiug  a  judge,  at  it 
held  oat  a  strong  inducement  to  protract 
the  titlings.  Another  point  was  the  mode 
of  ai^XMDling  the  awislant-recordera.  It 
was  tme  tfaey  were  not  to  be  appointed 
witkoQt  the  sanction  of  the  lown-conncils, 
bat  the  clanse  retatinj;  to  their  appointment 
waa  <ragne,  and  it  did  not  appear  whether 
ibty  vera  to  be  elected  once  a-year  or  not ; 
or  what  was  to  be  the  proper  proceeding 
should  the  firat  intimation  made  to  the 
conncil  be  onatteDded  to.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  the  temptation  of  deputy- 
lecoidettfaips  would  fill  the  quarter  sessions 
with  a  race  of  stripling  barristers,  and 
ibns  eidode  the  attoraies  who  had 
hitherto  been  of  so  ranch  use.  In  a 
neigbbonrinfr  county,  be  could  infonn  the 
Hoase,  twojuTenile  members  of  the  pro- 
fession bad  presented  tbemseWes  at  the 
aetsioni,  and  insisted  on  clearing  the  court 
of  the  attomies ;  and  those  iadiTiduals, 
who  had  long  practised  before  the  court 
were  obliged  to  gire  way.  Those  two 
barristers  made  the  bar  ;  one  taking  one 
tide,  and  the  other  the  opposite,  in  all 
eases  which  were  to  be  decided.  But  the 
Hotise  could  not  do  justice  to  such  Bills 
at  the  present  in  a  desultory  conTorsation. 
In  order,  therefore,  (o  give  the  House  an 
opportunity  for  reflection,  he  moved  that 
the  Bill  be  sent  to  a  Committee  up  stain. 
This  motion  It  was  suggested  could  only 
be  made  in  the  House,  not  in  the  Com- 
mittee. 

The  House  resumed  and  the  Chairman 
reported  progress. 

Mr.  Harvey  moved,    iha   t   the  1 
lent  up  atairs  to  a  Committee. 

Motion  withdrawn.  Bill,  with  amend- 
nenti,  to  be  printed,  and  taken  into  further 
consideration. 
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Amendmekt).]  The  Atloruey  Qemewni  in 
moving  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  bm^ng 
up  the  report  of  the  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions Amendment  Bill,  said,  that  he  bad 
done  every  thing  to  meet  the  views  of  his 
boo.  and  learned  Friend  opposite.  One 
alteration,  be  bad  made  related  to  tha 
expenditure  of  the  town-councils.  The 
92d  clause  of  the  Act  specified  cenaio 
pnrposes  to  which  borough  funds  might  be 
applied.  To  provide  that  the  expenditure 
for  other  pnrposes  than  those  speci&ed 
should  not  be  made  an  abuse,  he  bad  pre- 
pared a,  clause  by  which  every  money- 
order  issued  from  the  common  council,  for 
any  purpose  not  specified  in  the  Act,  should 
be  lodged  with  the  clerk  of  the  peace  for 
three  weeks,  and  be  subjected  te  the 
opinion  of  the  recorder  of  the  place,  or 
other  corresponding  fuoctionary,  and  if 
disallowed  by  him,  should  be  declared 
null  and  void. 

Mr.  Marjaribanks  rose  to  complain  of  a 
want  of  courtesy  on  the  part  of  the  hem. 
Member  for  Kent  in  bringing  forward  a 
petition  reflecting  upon  his  (Mr.  Marjori- 
banks's)  constituents  without  giving  any 
notice  of  his  intention  to  present  that 
petition.  The  petition  to  which  he  referred 
purported  to  be  from  certain  butgessea  of 
Hytbe,  in  Kent,  and  was  presented  by  the 
right  bon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  East 
Kenton  Wednesday  lasl.Tbat  petition  was 
got  up  at  a  bole-and  comer  meeting,  and 
the  statements  it  contained  were  groaa 
exaggerations  of  the  facts  of  the  case. 
What  he  complained  of  was,  that  dw 
usual  notice  had  not  been  given  him  by  At 
right  hon.  Bnronet ;  and  although  they 
had  met  on  the  Monday  previous  to  ihe 
presentaiion  of  the  petitMHt.  yet  the  hen. 
Member  fur  East  Kent  had  not  infartatj 
him  (Mr.  Marjoribank*)  of  his  inteotioas. 
He  had  thus  been  denied  an  opporlaai^ 
of  stating  to  the  House  the  real  meriti  of 
the  case. 

Sir  E,  KnatchbuU  begged  leave  to  ea. 
plain.  The  charge  against  him  was  of 
want  of  courtesy  He  did  not  think  the 
complaint  was  well  founded,  for  he  was 
always  most  anxious  to  consult  the  feelings 
of  every  Member  of  the  House  and  cer- 
tainly in  the  present  instance  no  olTencewat 
intended.  The  hon.  Gentletnau  had  said, 
that  they  bad  met  on  the  Monday  previoos 
to  the  presentation  of  the  petition  froui 
Hythe.  '  On  that  day  however  he  had  been 
confined  to  the  House,  [i/lr.  Marjoiibmitt 
it  WBB  perhaps  Tuesday.^     He  had  n- 
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■trend  a  specific  charge ;  bat  as  the  hon. 
Genlleman  had  shiTted  bis  groand,  he 
hftidl;  knew  bow  to  deal  with  the  complaitit 
irhich  had  been  brought  against  him.  He 
admitted,  that  when  one  boo.  Member 
had  a  charge  to  bring  agaiost  another,  it 
was  uaoal  to  give  him  ootke  of  it.  Bnt 
he  (Sir  E.  Knatchball)  had  no  charge  to 
bring  against  the  hon.  Member.  "  Bnt," 
said  the  hon.  Member,  "  70a  hronght  a 
charge  against  my  constrtaeots,  and  joo 
ought  to  have  given  me  notice  thereof." 
NoiT,  be  contended  that  no  inch  dntj  was 
imposed  npon  him  either  by  the  taw  or  the 
Ksage  of  Parliament.  Wtut  be  bad  done 
was  this, — he  bad  gi*ea  notice  to  the 
Houae  that  be  would  present  a  certain 
petition  complaining  of  tbe  misconduct  of 
the  Mayor  of  Hythe,  and  be  thoagbt  thai 
that  was  a  sofficient  notice  to  tbe  bon. 
Member  that  he  intended  to  present  such  a 
pettlion.  The  neit  day  the  bon.  Member 
had  met  him  in  the  Hoose  and  with  a 
degree  of  warmdi  which  be  himself  was 
not  in  ihe  habit  of  exhibiting,  reproached 
faim  witfa  not  having  given  tJte  boa. 
Member-the  ofdioary  notice.  He  toM  ibe 
bon.  Member  that  notice  of  hia  iotentioa 
was  ioserted  in  tbe  papers  of  tbe  Hoose; 
to  which  tbe  bon.  Member  replied,  that  be 
bad  left  his  bonae  at  ten  o'clock  and  dnt 
(hose  papers  had  not  then  arrived.  He 
thought  that  he  had  now  said  sufficient  to 
convince  the  hon.  Member  that  be  b«]  not 
been  guilty  of  any  want  of  coortesy  towards  J 
bim.  If  he  had  he  begged  to  stale  ihi '  ' 
had  been  unintentionally.     He  woald 
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The  hon.  Member  for  Hythe  had  spoken 
of  the  meeting  at  which  this  petitinn  waa 
got  np,  and  bad  said  that  our  party  was 
very  skilful  in  Ibe  practice  of  getting  up 
bote-and-coroer  meetings.  Now  tbe  hon. 
Member  had  made  that  assertkm  very 
boldly,  andbe  wonldmeetit  as  boldly  wiib 
a  couater-assertion.  That  petition  was 
not  got  up  at  a  hole-and 'Corner  meeting. 
Any  opposition  which  be  had  given  to  tbe 
Bill  was  given  ariifa  tbe  intentiooof  anwnd- 
ing  it,  and  the  clanse  which  tbe  Attomey- 
General  bad  bfD<^;ht  np  thai  evening  ea- 
actly  met  bis  view  of  tbe  case.  He  hoped 
that  tbe  Attorney-General  wodd  let  (he 
Bill,  as  amentled,  be  peinted.io  order  that 
tbe  House  migfat  have  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  it  in  a  corrected  form  before  it 
left  (be  Hooae. 

Sir  William  FoUttt  asked  whether  the 
Atiorocy-General  iaiended  to  have  these 
clames  printed  before  (be  Bill  was  read  a 
third  time.  If  be  anderstood  correctly  the 
danse  which  his  Icanted  Friend  bad  now 
iBirodaced  for  the   better  coMrol  of  the 


crease  tbe  very  evil  which  it  was  piv- 
leasedly  intended  (o  chcclK.  Obi  (ben he 
did  not  oodentand  tbe  clause  adiicb  his 
learned  Friend  had  introduced,  and  that 
was  a  safficient  reason  for  having  it  prisled 
for  farther  consideration. 

The  report  brongfat  np,  and  taken  into 
cORsideraiion. 

SearUlt  be^sd  leave  to  bring  np 
a  clause  for  the  better  regnlstiog  lb« 
election  of  aldermen,     Tbe  present  1 


aik  the  hon.  Member  for  Hythe  whether  .  of  electing  aldermen  was  in  violaiion  of 
be  was  in  Uie  Honse  during  tbe discocsion  i  tbe  principle  of  ibe  Bill,  wbicfo,  as  b« 
on  the  petition  ?  [Mr.  S,  Mar/cribaMi$ :  nnderstood  it,  was  intended  to  place  eor- 
He  was  not.]       That  was  Jost  the  answer  ,  poratioos   noder  popular  conlrol  and  sv 


which  he  anticipated.  He  admitted  that 
the  petition  contained  a  seriooa  charge 
against  the  Mayor  of  Hythe,  bnt  be  bad 
not  presented  it  with  aview  <^inititatinga 
charge  against  any  person,  bat  with  (he 
view  of  obtaining  such  an  alteration  in  the 
law  as  would  prevent  tbe  Mayor  of  Hythe 
or  Ihe  mayor  of  any  oiher  place  from 
acting  in  a  similar  way  in  fulore.  He  had 
aaid  that  there  were  other  allegalions  in 
the  petition,  which  showed  the  animos  of 
the  parties;  but  he  had  refraiited  from 
noticing  those  allegations,  because  he  did 
not  wish  to  cover  those  parties  with 
obloquy.  These  were  the  facts  of  the  case, 
and  he  would  now  leave  Ihe  House  10 
judge,  whether  be  had  acted  wrongly  or 
•  nnkindly  to  any  of  the  parttea  cooceroed, 
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perintendencc.  At  present  tbe  »M*r- 
men  were  elected  by  a  majority  of  tb« 
council.  He  proposed  that  they  shonid 
in  future  be  elected  by  ibe  bnrgrsMS 
at  Urge.  Tbe  result  of  the  present 
mode  of  electing  aldermen  was.  that 
the  minority  in  the  corporilions  had  no 
representatives  at  all  among  tbe  aldermen. 
This  gave  both  parties  an  iiii«re«t  in  e*f- 
rying  tbe  election  of  a  msjofiiy  of  ibeir 
own  party  as  coancill'>rs ;  and  it  ofioo 
happened  thai  those  who  were  FffecUd  •• 
councillors,  wsre  sleeted  as  al'l*-rinen  by 
their  party  in  the  council,  to  givs  ir  sddi. 
tion*!  MreDgth  and  influriic*.  To  euro 
this,  he  would  giva  to  ih«  burgetMs,  iii%U»4 
of  to  tbe  conncil,  Ihe  power  of  sUctiAf 
:  tb«  aldermen. 
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Tba  bon. Member  brought  np  hit  cIbuh. 

The  Attorney- GauT<d  could  not  »y 
that  the  plan  ofallowing  the  aldermeu  to  be 
elected  by  the  burgeiies  at  large  was  not 
%  good  one.  It  would,  honerer,  be  a  fua- 
daoieDtal  change  in  the  coostilutioD  of 
iheu  corporaiioni.  The  clause  which  his 
hoo.  Friend  nished  to  alter,  was  a  clause 
framed  elsewhere,  no  doubt  with  the  same 
wisdom  which  pervaded  all  its  legislation. 
It  was  connected  with  many  other  clauses, 
and  an;  alteration  in  it  would  dislo- 
cate the  Bill  exceedingly.  He  thought 
that  his  hon.  Friend  had  better  bring  in  a 
Bill  (o  amend  (he  state  of  the  law  afiect- 
iog  Gorporaiions,  and  to  cure  the  defects 
which  had  been  introduced  into  it  by 
■mendinents  made  elsewhere.  At  present, 
according  to  the  clause  framed  elsewhere, 
the  aldermen  were  elected  by  the  council. 
This  Bill  introduced  no  organic  change  into 
the  original  Bill,  and  he  therefore  must  ob- 
ject (o  the  reception  of  the  present  clause. 

The  House  dividedon  ihe  clause : — Ayes 
34:  Noes  93:  Majority  £9. 

Mr.  Scarlett  rose  to  move  another  clause, 
the  object  of  which  was  to  give  to  every 
corporate  town  two  sheriffs,  as  in  Lon- 
don and  Dublin.  The  circumstance  of 
tber«  being  but  one  execuiite  officer 
was  calculated  to  create  distrust  and  ex- 
cite political  and  party  feeling.  It 
perfectly  natural  that  men  should  feel, 
at  least  suspect,  that  juries  were  not 
partially  chosen  when  there  was  but 
sheriff'.  To  the  esse  of  elections,  the  ssme 
objection  applied  with  equal  force.  The 
clause  which  be  then  submitted  to  the 
House,  would  neither  interfere  with  the 
duties  of  sheriff,  the  mode  of  election, 
nor  the  persons  by  whom  elected, 
but  merely  alter  the  number  of  those 
officers  in  towns  corporate,  electing  them 
u  the  aldermen  were  elected. 

The  Attorney-General  would  oppose 
Ihe  clause.  He  felt  tome  hesitation  as  to 
the  election  of  aldermen,  but  he  should 
decidedly  object  to  the  application  of  the 
same  principle  to  the  choice  of  sheriff*. 
He  conceived  that  Ihe  Bill  would  not  be 
improved  by  the  iotroduction  of  this 
clause.  There  appeared  to  be  no  reason 
whatever  why  two  sheriffs  aliould  be  ap- 
pointed. Why  not  have  three  or  five, 
that  there  might  in  case  of  differences  of 
opinion  be  a  casting  voice  ?  If  there 
to  be  two  sheriffs,  why  not  two  mayors, 
and  carry  the  dual  numbei  throughput 
the  whole  corporatioD. 


{COMMONS-}  Act  Amtninmi.  «44 

Mr.  ScarltU  knew  of  no  caw  whan  tb* 
circumstance  of  the  office  of  shaiiff  bsii^ 
executed  by  two  parsons  occasioned  doubt 
or  delay.  The  duty  of  shenff  was  oaaraly 
ministerial,  and  he  tberefora  thought  that 
the  clause  he  proposed  might  be  adran- 
tageously  adopted ;  bnt  as  bia  hoc.  and 
learned  Friend  did  not  concur  with  him, 
be  should  not  press  tho  quaatioa  to  a  dn»- 


Mr,  Finch  proposed  the  iniertion  of  Um 
following  clauses,  declaring, 

"  "niHt  nothing  in  the  Mnoidpsl  recited  Act 
contained,  shall  prcTSOt  the  levying  and  coU 
lectins  of  any  rate  by  the  towD-coaucil  in  anj 
such  borough  or  plaoe  in  the  said  recited  Aol 
meiitioaed,  for  the  purpose  of  paying  suy  dobt 
chargeable  upon  the  rales  of  an;  borough  or 
place  conlracled  before  Ihe  passing  of  this  Act 
or  the  said  recited  Act,  or  the  interest  of  any 
such  debt,  tec." 

He  bad  been  induced  to  propose  these 
clauses  to  prevent  the  hardship  lo  indi*i» 
duals  which  otherwise  might  occur.  To 
show  that  such  a  provision  wss  called  for, 
he  had  only  to  merttioa  a  case  that  had 
recently  occuned  at  St.  Alban'a.  Bafiire 
the  passing  of  the  Municipal  Corporatioaa 
Act,  the  liberty  and  borough  of  tbe 
town  of  St.  Alban's  were  authoriaed  coa- 
joinily  to  raise  money  on  the  aenuiiy  of 
the  rates  for  certain  focal  purpoaas.  A  nv- 
gentlemsn,  on  the  faith  of  the  law  as  tt 
then  stood,  lent  a  sum  of  money  to  the 
corporation  to  build  a  court-house;  and 
since  tbe  passing  of  the  Municipal  Corpo- 
rations Act  a  questbn  bad  arisen  aa  to 
whether  the  interest  should  be  paid  by  the 
liberty  or  the  borough  ?  The  effect  of  the 
doubt  was  to  deprive  the  party  of  hi«  in- 
terest: and  unless  the  Legislatum  inter- 
posed to  protect  him  by  an  enactment  of 
this  kind,  a  great  injutttce  would  be  in- 
flicted upon  bim,  as  it  was  by  no  ranns 
certain  that  the  Court  of  King's  Banch,  or 
any  other  legal  tribunal,  couU  afford  him 
relief.  Under  itich  con lideral tons  he 
trusted  that  tbe  bon.  and  learned  OentW- 
mao  would  not  oppose  the  motion. 

The  Attorney ■QmurtU  was  very  iony 
that  he  coutd  not  comply  with  Ihe  boa. 
Gentleman's  requcsL  The  clause  was 
unnecessary,  and,  therefore,  b«  must  ap- 
pose it.  It  was  a  mistake  to  sappose  that 
the  rev.  gentleman  alluded  to,  would  net 
get  his  money.  The  law  as  it  stood  weald 
afford  him  all  tbe  remedy  that  he  was  en- 
titled to  have,  and  as  to  wbich  parif, 
whtthar  tha  boMugh  «r  tbe  Mteity,  wu 
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iwUe  to  ths  paymfiit  of ibe  inlerst,  that  was 
&  ntttH  m  th«  dccuioti  of  the  Cooit 
of  Kiai'i  Bench,,  and  not  for  that  House. 

Mr*  Finok  resetted  that  the  boo.  and 
Inniad  Oratlemaa  diould  think  tbii  was 
not  a  OKH  for  the  inWrpoaitioa  of  tba 
HauK.  The  hon.  aod  learoad  Gentlemaa 
bad  esprcHed  it  ai  fais  opinion,  that  the 
party  who  lent  the  money  had  a  remedy 
la  thaCounofKtDS'a  Bench,  but  although 
that  might  be  bis  opinion,  and  he 
knaw  that  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor-Qe- 
neral  ware  usually  considered,  no  doubt 
properly  to,  the  giants — the  Gog  and 
Magog— of  the  Bar — still  il  so  bappeued, 
that  in  this  very  case,  a  different  opinion 
had  been  given  by  aaotber  lawyer  who  had 
been  consulted  upon  it. 

The  Solicitor' Qtmeral  said,  that  as  it 
was  impossible  for  the  House  to  determine 
the  judicial  point  which  had  arisen  in  the 
oaae  referred  to,  it  would  be  most  impro- 
per to  introduce  luch  clauses  as  these  into 
the  Bill.  He  must,  therefore,  give  It  his 
oppositioa. 

llr.  QoHlhttm  thought,  that  the  case  had 
MA  beeo  fully  stated  to  the  House.  The 
fact  was,  that  if  the  Municipal  Corpora- 
tion Bill  had  not  passed,  snch  an  injury  as 
was  now  complained  of,  never  would 
have  arisen.  The  party  advanced  his 
money  on  the  faith  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, which  empowered  the  Corporation 
to  pledge  the  rates.  He  lent  his  money 
to  build  a  court'honse,  and  although  he 
had  got  a  mortgage  on  the  rales,  it  turned 
out  that,  owing  to  a  difficulty  which  had 
arisen  out  of  the  new  law,  he  had  been 
deprived  of  that  interest  to  which  he  was 
Strictly  entitled.  Tbi*  was  not  just,  and 
whatever  might  be  the  opinion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite,  to  use 
the  words  of  bia  hon.  Friend,  "  the  Oog 
avd  Magog  of  the  bar,"  he  roust  deny 
that  it  was  oonsistant  with  justice  to  leave 
the  individual  alluded  to,  the  expensive 
raowdy  of  a  suit  in  the  Court  of  King's 
Bench,  when  the  evil  might  be  remedied 
by  a  proviiioit  such  as  his  hon,  Friend 
had  prttposad.  They  should  not  forget 
thai  the  whole  of  the  difficulty  was  of 
their  own  creating. 

T\»  Aitormeg'Otntnil,  thought  that  in 
Micb  a  cue,  that  House  ought  not  to  in- 
terfere. The  question  aa  to  the  liability 
of  tba  liberty  or  the  borough,  was  one 
whiofa  a  legal  tribunal  alone  could  decide, 

Mr.  Gmlbum  repealed  that,  as  the  in- 
ju*ti«e  bkd  arisen  out  of  the  Municipal 


Corporations  Bill,  they  were  bound  to  re> 
medy  it. 

Mr.  A.  Trevor  said,  that  if  the  course 
taken  by  the  boo.  and  learned  Gentlemen 
opposite,  the  law  officers  of  the  Grown, 
were  justice,  all  he  could  say  was,  that 
justice  was  but  an  empty  name.  Equity 
and  justice  would  suggest  a  very  different 

Mr,  O'Cottnell  did  not  think  that 
House  could  decide  such  a  question. 

Sir  T.  FrenumtU  said,  that  all  they  re- 
quired was,  that  just  debts  should  be 
paid ;  that  the  saddle  should  be  put  oo 
the  right  horse. 

Mr.  Jervit  said,  that  until  they  were 
in  the  position  to  say  on  which  party  the 
burthen  ought  to  fall,  it  would  be  absurd 
to  legislate  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Finch  said,  it  was  admitted  on  all 
hands  that  injustice  had  been  done.  That 
injustice  had  grown  out  of  their  own  Act 
of  Parliament ;  aod  although  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  declared 
that  the  King's  Bench  could  apply  a  re- 
medy, another  professional  roan  had  stated 
that  the  only  way  in  which  the  evil  could 
be  rectified,  would  be  by  a  short  Act  of 
Parliameot,  the  expense  of  which  he  said 
the  Government  ought  to  bear,  inasmuch 
as  it  was  occasioned  by  "  their  own  stupid 
blundering."  Now,  had  an  application 
been  made  to  Lord  Melbourne,  or  any 
other  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  to  bring 
in  an  Act  of  Parliament  on  the  subject, 
was  it  likely  that  it  would  be  attended 
with  success?  He  thought  notj  but,  at 
all  events,  he  was  satisfied  that  the  hon, 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  was  M 
much  engaged  with  his  own  deep  specu- 
lations, as  to  be  unable  to  see  the  nutter 
in  its  true  light. 

Motion  negatived. 

Mr.  Hodgton  Hind  moved  the  inser- 
tion of  a  clause  in  these  word* :— "  And 
be  it  further  enacted,  that  all  hospi- 
tals for  the  maintenance  of  aged  and 
decayed  freemen,  their  widows,  or  daugh- 
ters, which  have  heretofore  been  supported 
out  of  the  corporate  funds  of  any  oily  or 
town,  shall  continue  to  be  supported  out 
of  such  corporate  funds ;  and  that  ao 
often  as  any  vacancy  shall  occur  in  any 
sueh  hospital,  the  same  shall  be  filled  up 
within  three  calendar  months,  by  the 
mayor,  alderman,  and  council,  of  the  city 
or  town  in  which  such  hospital  is  situated. 
Provided  always,  that  no  part  of  the  ai- 
pense  of  such  noipital  shall  be  defrayed 
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out  of  any  borough   rate,  or  out  of  the 
produce  of  any  toils." 

Tht  AUorney-General  Baid,  that  as  the 
•ense  of  ihe  House  had  been  so  fully 
taken  upon  this  clause  alread;,  he  felt 
himself  bound  to  oppose  the  motion,  that 
it  be  brought  up.  On  a  former  oc- 
casion a  majority  of  nearly  two  to  one 
had  decided  against  the  clause.  As  the 
law  at  present  stood,  the  Corporations 
were  empowered  to  apply  the  surplus  of 
their  funds  to  the  general  bene6t  and  use 
of  the  inhabitants.  Unless  the  hon. 
Member  meant  to  make  the  clause  com- 
pulsory it  would  be  useless,  as  the  Corpo- 
rations had  now  Ihe  power  to  make  such 
B  provision  if  they  chose  to  do  so ;  and 
to  make  the  clause  compulsory  would  be 
an  injustice,  inasmuch  as  it  would  compel 
ihe  application  of  funds  intended  for  the 
general  use  of  the  inhabitants,  to  the  be> 
nefit  of  a  particular  class. 

Mr.  H.  Hind  contended,  that  in  equity 
these  parties  were  entitled  to  the  benefit 
which  he  sought  to  obtain  for  them.  Those 
institutionshad  heretofore  been  maintained 
out  of  the  funds  of  the  Corporations, 
lie  sought  to  obtain  for  those  iodivid' 
a  contiDuanre  of  those  advantage!  which 
they  had  heretofore  enjoyed. 

Mr.  Burdon  said,  that 
Corporation  of  Newcastle  « 
it  was  at  present  in  a  slate  little  short  of 
bankrupley,  and  it  was  not  likely  that  it 
had  inonfv  to  devote  to  this  purpose.  If 
the  hon.  Member  had  framed  a  clause  so 
as  to  include  decayed  men,  &c.,  instead 
of  confining  the  relief  to  a  particular 
cIhs",  he  wiiuld  have  supported  it. 

Mr,  Hohinfoii  considered  the  clause 
wo'ild  he  nu-^'Ntory,  unless  it  was  made 
compulsory  upon  the  town-council,  so  to 
eppiv  a  portion  of  the  fundi  of  the  Cor- 
■pota'tion.  He  il>ought  if  relief  of  this 
kind  were  to  be  piovided,  it  should  not 
be  for  a  pnrticular  class,  but  for  the  poor 
of  the  borough  generally.  He  felt  bound 
10  oppose  [lie  clause. 

Mr.  A.  Trevor  trusted  bis  hon.  Friend 
would  take  the  sense  of  the  House  on  the 
clause.  He  was  nntsuipriaed  that  justice 
and  equity  should  be  denied  the  Treemen. 
He  hail  no  hesitxlion  to  say  that  in  the 
language  adopted  by  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  justice  and  equity  wece  out  of 
the  question. 

Report  received,  and  Bill  to  be  reacl  a 
third  time. 


{COMMONS}  FWiritftfiroterif&oitoid;.  6AS 

Judges'  Opikions.T  Sir  EardUy 
Wilmot  moved  the  secona  reading  of  the 
Judges'  Opinions  Bill,  and  stated  that,  in 
former  times,  and  until  recently,  when  any 
difEculty  arose  to  any  cases  tried  at 
quarter  sessions,  by  persons  holding  the 
commission  of  the  peace,  such  difficoltj 
was  not  to  be  decided  unless  in  the  pre- 
sence of  a  Judge  of  Assize.  At  present 
it  was  the  practice,  if  the  friends  of  a  pri- 
soner convicted  at  quarter  sessions,  or 
before  a  recorder,  thought  that  the  convic- 
tion was  illegal,  to  forward  a  memorial 
to  the  Home  Secretary,  who  generally  re- 
ferred the  case  to  the  opinions  of  the  lair 
officers  of  the  Crown.  He  objected  that 
the  officers  of  the  Crown  should  be  the 
juslicial  referees,  and  he  preferred  retam- 
ing  to  the  ancient  practice.  He  proposed 
in  the  present  Bill  that  if  in  the  caae  of 
any  prisoner  tried  at  quarter  sessions,  a 
difficulty  arose  upon  any  point  of  law  the 
opinion  of  the  going  Judge  of  Assne 
should  be  taken  thereupon.  He  proposed 
that,  in  the  meantime,  the  prisoner  shanld 
be  respited.  If  the  Judge  decided  that 
the  conviction  was  legal  the  sen te ace 
should  be  carried  into  eiecotion ;  if,  on 
the  contrary,  the  conviction  was  held  to 
be  illegal  the  priioner  should  then  be  dis- 
charged.   He  moved  that  the  BUI  be  reed 

The  SolicUar-General  felt  that  the 
country  was  greatly  indebted  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  for  bringing  forward  his  measure, 
which  was  calculated  to  put  an  end  to  a 
moi't  objectionable  anomaly. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

FiCTiTiora  Voters  (ScoTLAnD)Coit- 
MiTTEB.]  Mr.  Horsman  moved  thai  the 
hon.  Member  for  Roscommon  (Mr.  D. 
O'Connor)  be  discharged  from  hia  attend- 
ance on  this  Committee,  and  that  Mr. 
Divelt  be  substituted  in  his  stead. 

Mr.  Gumming  Brvce  objected  to  the 
motion.  It  was  most  important,  in  order 
to  render  the  result  of  this  inquiry  useful 
and  satisfactory,  that  the  Committee 
should  be  free  from  all  imputations  of 
party  motives,  and  have  the  character  of 
perfect  impartiality.  He  did  not  think  at 
the  time  that  ihisCommittee  wa>  proposed 
that  it  was  calculated  to  effect  the  object 
it  proposed  to  accomplish.  ,  However, 
seeing  that  both  sides  of  the  House  were 
unanimous  on  the  subject,  he  gave  way. 
He  thought,  however,  that  the  plan  on 
which  the  hon.  Member  intended  to  pro- 
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ceed  was  lufficiently  indicated  when,  at 
the  commeDcement,  he  at  one  fell  swoop 
excluded  no  lesa  than  six  Scotch  Metnbera 
of  couotks,  and  Bubeequently  two  other 
Scotch  Members,  from  the  Committee,  on 
the  ground  thai,  as  the  inquiry  would 
refer  particularly  to  their  constituencies, 
they  were  not  eligible  to  be  placed  on  this 
Commitiee,  He  protested  against  this 
VDUBual  course  of  disqualiryin^  Members, 
which  in  cases  where  party  influence  was 
involved  in  the  issue  might  be  carried  lo 
a  dangerous  extent.  He  had  no  objection 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Roscommon, 
whose  impartiality  was  beyond  suEpicion, 
should  be  discharged  Trom  his  labours,  as 
he  understood  that  he  had  urgent  reasons 
for  going  to  Ireland,  but  he  objected  to 
the  proposed  substitution  of  llie  hon. 
Meoiher  Tor  Exeter.  He  had  had  a  very 
old  acquaintance  with  that  lion.  Member, 
and  personally  he  entertained  for  him 
much  regard,  but  be  certainly  objected  to 
having  him  placed  on  this  Committee. 
He  perceived  that  the  hon.  Member  had, 
ft  few  days  ago,  been  discharged  from  his 
attendance  on  the  Committee  on  private 
Bills.  Unless  there  was  a  particular 
motive  in  substituting  the  hon.  Member 
for  Exeter  he  did  not  know  why  such 
anxiety  should  exist  on  the  part  of  those 
at  the  other  side  of  the  House.  Now  he 
had  leasoD  to  know  that  Mr.  Patrick 
Stewart,  the  hon.  Member  for  Lancaster, 
and  Loid  Robert  GrosTenor  had  staled 
that  they  had  no  objection  toserve  on  this 
Committee,  He  had  not  any  objection  to 
the  appointment  of  either  of  those  hOn. 
Members,  but  he  certainly  thought  that 
there  must  be  some  motive  for  the  eager* 
neas  to  place  the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter 
OD  this  Committee.  That  hon.  Member 
had,  on  a  recent  occasion,  shown  little 
capacity  to  separate  the  innocent  from  the 
guilty,  as  he  had  voted  for  the  punish- 
menl  of  a  large  number  of  admittedly  in- 
nocent and  incorrupt  voters  because  cer- 
tain other  electors  of  the  borough  to  which 
they  belonged  had  been  proved  guilty  of 
bribery  and  corruption.  From  all  iliese 
CODS  id  era  lions,  and  feeling  the  importance 
thai  the  Committee  should  poasess  an  un- 
doubted character  for  impartiality,  he 
should  oppoae  the  motion. 

Mr.  Warburlon  wished  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  principle  on 
which  the  Committee  hud  been  appointed. 
It  waa  composed  of  an  equal  number  of 
M«nibets  from  both  aidea  of  the  House, 
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with  an  Jntermixtute  of  others  of  moderate 
politics.  One  of  the  Members  who  liad 
been  placed  on  the  Committee,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Roscommon,  was  obliged  to 
go  to  Ireland,  in  consequence  of  a  family 
affliction,  and  was  not  likely  soon  to  re- 
turn. The  Committee  was  to  sit  on  Tues- 
day next,  and  it  was  proposed  to  substitute 
in  hia  place  a  Member  of  equally  pro- 
nounced politics,  in  order  to  keep  the 
balance  of  the  Committee  equal.  Tbt^re 
was  nothing  in  iliat  proposal  which  could 
be  called  unfair.  And  to  take  an  hon. 
Member  from  one  Commitiee  to  serve  on 
another  was  nothing  unusnul. 

Mr.  Maclean  said,  that  the  Committee 
was  of  a  peculiar  character,  being,  as  he 
considered  it  similar  to  an  Elertion  Com- 
mittee. For  his  own  pnrt  lie  saw  no  occa- 
sion whatever  for  it.  The  votes  on  which 
it  was  to  make  inquiries  had  been  already 
decided  on  by  the  Courts  of  Registration, 
and  there  was  no  necessity  to  gri  over 
them  again.  Great  caie  ought  to  be  taken 
in  meddling  with  the  Commitiee,  after  its 
having  been  once  appointed,  and  he 
thought  it  singular  to  remove  an  hon. 
Member  from  one  Committee  to  place  him 
on  another. 

Mr.  F.  lUaule  was  of  opinion  that  to 
substitute  the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter  for 
the  hon.  Member  for  Roscommon  wasquite 
reasonable. 

Mr,  GeoTge  F,  Young  begged  leave  to 
observe,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Roscom- 
mon was  a  man  of  moderate  politics,  and 
that,  constituted  as  the  Commitiee  was, 
they  were  bound  to  substitute  some  Gentle- 
man whose  opinions  were  of  at  least  as 
moderate  a  nature,  in  order  that  the  House 
and  the  public  might  have  confidence  in 
the  result  of  the  inquiry.  He  believed  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lancaster  (Mr.  P.  M. 
Stewart),  who  was  in  every  respect  fitted 
to  assist  in  that  inquiry,  would  have  no 
objection  to  be  named  on  the  Committee 
in  the  place  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ros- 
common, and  he  would  move  as  an  amend- 
ment that  his  name  be  substituted  there- 
fore. 

Mr.  R.  Sleuart  supported  the  original 
motion,  and  defended  the  original  constitu- 
tion of  the  Committee,  a  list  of  the  mem- 
bers of  which  he  had  previously  shown  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburghshire. 

Sir  T.  Fremanlle  said,  that  when  a  noble 
Lord,  a  Member,  of  the  Couimitlee,  and  of 
thai  side  of  the  House,  was  likely  to  hava 
been  obliged  to  absent  himself,  they  had 
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difbrMt  coam  wm  Iboogbt  dmimmtj  on 
lh»  fnmmit  ■aoiiiMi  b^  hon.  M«nb«r>  op- 
oaiM^  h*  did  not  npeot  that  tboy  would 
Mwe  braagbl  forward  any  moUoD  to  alter 
iIm  MMiilDtiofi  or  tb«  CooiniittM.  There 
wtn  nany  hoa.  Gentlemen  present  per- 
feody  coAVCTuat  with  the  subject  of  in- 
quiry, and  to  whom  there  could  be  no 
obieclkm  on  the  ground  of  holding  very 
Btioag  political  opinions,  one  of  whom  be 
wwald  aaggtat  ought  to  be  named  In  plaoe 
of  tfa*  bon.  Member  for  Roscommon. 

Mr.  Horsma*  bad  proposed  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckingham  to  select  one  of 
twonamMi  but  tbatthehoo, Member  had 
raplied,  *'No)  propose  your  man,  and  then 
1  will  staU  my  objeclions  to  him." 

Mr.  0*00)1)10/1  beg^  to  difier  with  the 
bon.  Member  for  Tynemonih,  in  defining 
the  politics  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ros- 
common DBOfamoderateeharaeter.  Now, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter  nai  a  Whig  or 
very  little  more,  while  the  hon.  Member 
fi»  Roscommon  was  a  thorough  Radical, 
who  had  pledged  himself  (o  his  consti- 
tuency, at  the  last  election,  to  support  the 
present  AdroiQistratian.  He  had  voted  for 
the  Ballot,  the  Shortening  of  Parliament, 
Universal  Suffrage,  and  was  a  decided 
Bipealer,  and  yet  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tynemouth  had  asserted  that  he  was  a  man 
of  moderate  politics. 

Mr.  Jiobinton  wished  to  state  the  reason 
wby  ha  felt  it  incumbent  on  him  to  vote 
tot  the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter.  His 
predilectioBs  were  in  favour  of  his  Friend 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lancaster,  but  when 
he  recollected  that  the  former  Gentleman 
had  been  originally  proposed,  he  felt  that 
he  coald  not  object  to  him  now  withoct 
casting  imputations  on  him, 

Hr.  %rar/s(f  denied  that  any  imputation 
was  intended,  by  the  oppoution  given  to 
the  Bobitilution  of  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Exeter.  A  comparison  b^ 
Iween  two  hon.  Members  was  an  eitremely 
ddicate  point,  and  bethooghtihe  beat  way 
to  avoid  it  would  be  by  hon.  Members 
opposite  aoquiesoing  in  any  reasonable 
propoul  emanating  from  his  side  of 
ibe  Honse.  He  was  sony  to  heat  that 
the  polhics  of  the  O'Conor  Dm  were 
of  so  decided  a  ohankcter  as  that  described, 
bnl  still  there  was  no  man  carried 
further  than  that  hoa.  Member  those 
mtiona  of  honour  utd  impartiality  wbieh 


a  judicial  tribunal  ceaM  ahme  lead  to  • 
correct  conclusion. 

Sir  Oeorge  Clerk  said,  that  allboo^  be 
conceived  many  of  the  facu  at  originally 
stated  by  the  non.  Member  opposite  (Hr. 
Horsman)  to  have  he«n  founded  in  aiis- 
conception,  yet  he  offered  no  objection  to 
inquiry,  staling,  at  the  same  time,  that  the 
Ccmmtttee  should  be  so  conslituied  ac  to 
meet  with  the  conBdence  of  that  Home 
and  the  people  of  Scotland.  He  felt,  that 
as  it  was  to  be  an  inquiry  into  a  question 
of  a  legal  character,  it  was  not  only  neces- 
sary to  have  a  Committee  free  from  politi- 
cal bias,  but  one  formed  of  men  who,  from 
their  professional  habits  or  other  sources, 
were  best  calculated  to  turn  their  attention 
to  a  question  of  so  difficult  a  nature. 
Being  still  of  that  opinion,  being  anxious 
for  full  and  fair  inquiry,  and  being  desirous 
that  the  Committeeshonld  be  placed  above 
all  suspicion,  he  would  snggest  that  a  con- 
ference should  lake  place  between  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckingham  and  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  of  Slate  for  the  Aome 
Department,  in  order  thai  they  might  de- 
cide upon  substituting  son)e  hon.  Member 
to  whom  there  would  be  no  objection. 

Lord  John  Russell  had  seen  the  orignial 
list  of  the  Members  of  the  Comnrittee 
before  it  was  proposed  to  the  Hooae,  and 
thought  it  a  very  fair  one.  When  it  was 
proposed  to  the  House,  the  only  ohjectlon 
made  to  it  was  that  some  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  belonged  to  the  other  side  of  the 
House  might  not  be  able  to  attend.  He 
had  observed  that  if  that  should  prore  to 
be  the  ease  ibere  would  be  no  dlBculiy  in 
filling  op  the  vacancies  with  MemberB  of 
the  same  side  of  the  House;  for  no  one 
contended  that  the  constUotlon  of  Ibe 
Committee  was  irrevocable.  Now,  however, 
when  BO  hon.  Member  from  his  side  of  the 
House  was  unable  to  continue  his  ettemt 
anco  on  the  Committee,  the  substitution  of 
another  hon.  Member  of  sjallar  politicsl 
principles  was  opposed.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber fbr  Buckingham  was  not  entitled  to 
refuse  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cockermouth,  and  to  say,  "Doyoa 
propose  your  man,  and  I  will  slate  my 
objectioita  to  hia."  With  reference  to  ttn 
present  motion  and  amendment,  he  had 
only  to  say  that  he  had  every  conBdence 
in  both  his  hoc.  Friends'  names  (Mr, 
Divett  and  Mr.  Stewart);  hnt  that  «s  s 
anbstantlre  motion  had  been  imiie  forlhg 
Domlnalitm  Of  the  hoa.  Menber  for  Emct 
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)■  place  or  the  hon.  Member  fbr  Roicom- 
mon,  he  conid  not  consent  to  ibe  subitiiu* 
tjon  6t  the  Bsme  of  his  other  him.  Friend. 

Mr.  JaiHeB  could  not  avoid  observing 
that  the  diacusBJon  which  had  this  evening 
oecnrred  wai  calcolated  to  depreciate  this 
Hou«e  in  the  eves  or  the  country, 

The  House  oitided  on  the  original  ques- 
tion that  the  hon.  Memljer  for  Roscommon 
be  discharged  from  further  attendance  on 
the  Fictitious  Votes  {Scotland)Committee: 
~Ayet  133;  Noes  Ifl:     Majorit;  114. 

The  HoQse  again  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  oatne  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Eieter  be  substituted  for  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Roscommon:— Ayes  Ul; 
Noes  40:     Majority  71. 

HOUSE     OP   LORDS, 
Monday,  February  20,  1837. 
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MobicipalCorporatioKs  (Ireland) 
—Petitions.]  Lord  Cloncurry  said,  he 
had  to  preeettt  a  petition  from  a  lai^e  parish 
in  the  county  of  Westraeath,  in  Ireland  : 
and,  at  It  alluded  to  a  noble  Lord  who 
«UB  now  Id  his  place,  he  considered  it  to 
be  bis  dnty  to  read  it.  The  petition  was 
KSpectfuHy  worded ;  but  it  alluded  with 
considerable  feeling— with  hurt  feelings — 
to  a  speech  made  by  the  noble  Jxfrd  in  his 
place.  The  petition  was  from  the  house- 
holders and  landholders  of  the  parish  of 
Ballymore,  in  the  county  of  Westmeath, 
and  preyed  that  their  Lordships  would  take 
the  Municipal  Corporations  of  Ireland 
into  their  consideration,  with  a  view  to  a 
reform  of  them  as  extensively  and  as  fiilly 
as  had  been  extended  to  those  in  England 
and  Scotland.  The  petitioners  expressed 
their  rMrel,  that  a  majority  of  their  Lord- 
sbipi^  Honse  had  thought  fit  to  refhse  their 
asrcnl  to  the  measure  to  this  effect,  which 
had  been  sent  to  them  from  the  House  of 
ComiHOns,  thereby  inferring  that  the  Irish 
people  were  not  capable  of  managing  their 
own  aAlrs.  In  respect  to  the  enormous 
fibnaei  wUeh  utisted  in  theie  eerporatioM, 
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and  the  injary  which  resulted  from  theoi, 
arinng  from  the  want  of  a  wbolesom* 
popular  control,  they  had  been  so  fre- 
quently detailed,  that  the  petitioners  did 
not  think  it  necessary  to  state  them ; 
but  they  could  not  avnid  referring  to  cer- 
tain expressions  which  had  been  nsed  by 
an  influential  Member  of  your  Lordship*' 
House,  in  which  he  called  the  Irish  people 
aliens  In  blood. 

Lord  Lyndhinl  rose  to  order.  Peti- 
tioners could  not,  he  believed,  regularly 
allude  to  any  expressions  that  had  been 
used  in  their  Lordships'  House. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  was  of 
opinion,  that  this  was  a  petition  whicb 
ought  to  be  received.  The  terms  of  the 
petition  did  not  aver  that  the  expression* 
alluded  to  were  uaed  in  that  House ;  but 
it  did  refer  to  expressions  which  might  ot 
might  not  have  been  used  there.  The 
words  of  the  petition  were, — "The  peti- 
tioners cannot  avoid  referring  to  expression* 
which  had  been  used  by  an  influential 
Member  of  your  Lordships' House."  Now, 
he  did  not  mean  to  contend  that  these 
words  did  not  refer  to  expressions  which 
had  been  used  in  that  House,  fbr  he 
thought  they  did  :  but  still  he  could  only 
arrive  at  that  opinion  by  inference ;  and  it 
would  be  a  very  broad  principle  indeed,  IF 
they  were  to  lay  it  down  as  a  rale  that 
they  were  not  to  receive  petitions  In  which 
allusion  happened  to  be  made  to  express' 
ions  that  had  been  used  by  a  Member  of 
that  House,  but  nhich  did  not  state  that 
they  were  uttered  in  that  House.  That 
wonld  be  taking  a  wide  range  indeed.  It 
was,  however,  for  their  Lordships'  consi- 
deration, whether  they  would  receive  the 
petition  or  not.  He  thought  that  tbi 
petition  ought  to  be  received. 

Lord  CUmcurry,  as  the  petition  had 
been  conGded  to  hira,  must  request  their 
Lordships  to  decide  whether  it  were  to  be 
received  or  not,  for  he  had  a  number  of 
petitions  to  present,  in  which  the  same 
unfortunate  expression  was  alluded  to. 
He  was  not,  however,  sufficiently  ac- 
quainted with  the  forms  of  their  Lordship** 
House  to  give  an  opinion,  and  he  had  no 
desire  to  invade  their  Lordships'  regula- 
tions; but  he  woukt  only  say  that  the 
expression  referred  to,  wherever  it  might 
have  been  used,  had  produced  a  strong 
impression  on  the  minds  of  the  people  ^ 
Ireland,  who  were  of  opinion  that  the 
person  who  had  uttered  it  mast  be  an 
alien  to  the  feelings  which  should  remit 
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tram  tin  Chrittiaii  rdigmi,  or  he  would 
BOt  bsH  veniund  tbu  to  offiewl  m  maoj 
oailliont  of  people.  Wfacther  the  peti- 
tiooen  were  ti'ttn  in  blood,  in  ianguaire, 
atid  in  feeling,  from  the  penon  who  had 
UMd  the  HpreMioo  be  could  not  jadge. 
Neither  could  he  judge,  wheihet  the  iudi- 
vidoat  who  had  tbn*  spoken  wa«  slien,  or 
belonged  to  this  country  or  not ;  but  he 
wiahed  reipectfull;  to  lay,  that  he  coin- 
cided in  the  opinion  of  his  countrymen, 
that  they  ought  to  have  that  measure  of 
relief  and  justice  extended  to  them  which 
ihey  claimed.  He,  therefore,  left  it  to 
their  Lordships  to  decide,  whether  he 
■honid  present  those  petitions  to  the 
House,  or  return  them  to  those  by  whom 
they  had  been  placed  in  his  hands. 

Lord  Holland  said,  it  was  a  very  nice 
queatron  to  decide.  Although  the  peti- 
tioners did  not  directly  assert  that  the 
words  to  which  they  referred  had  beea 
used  in  that  House;  yet,  if  it  were  Ibeir 
Lordships' opinion  that  it  was  meant  to 
imply  that  such  expressions  had  been 
used  there,  he  thought  that  their  Lordships 
could  hardly  receive  the  petition. 

The  Marquess  of  Ctanrtcarde  said,  it 
frequently  happened  that  petitioners  were 
obliged  to  allude  direclly  to  what  bad  been 
■aid  in  that  House,  and  yet  their  petition 
could  not,  in  many  cases,  be  objected  to. 
He  would  instance  petiliona  in  n  hich 
judicial  decisions  were  referred  to.  [Lord 
Lyndhurtt :  In  judicial  cases,]  He,  un. 
doubtedly,  alluded  to  judicial  cases;  but 
he  thought  their  Lordships  would  find  it 
very  difficult  to  draw  a  line  of  distinction, 
and  to  say  in  what  cases  petitioners  should 
be  absolately  precluded  from  alluding,  even 
by  inference  to  expressions  used,  or  sup- 

EDsed  to  have  been  used  in  that  House, 
[e,  at  any  rate,  objected  to  the  petition 
being  refused,  without  knowing  what  the 
petitioners  really  did  say.  How  cuuld 
they  know  that  without  going  to  the  prayer 
of  the  petition } 

Lord  Lyndhurst  hod  only  thrown  out  a 
suggestion  to  the  noble  Lord  who  intro- 
duced the  petition,  in  order  that  if  any 
reference  were  made  in  it  to  what  had 
been  said  in  that  House,  the  noble  Lord 
might  see  the  propriety  of  withdrawing  iu 
Lord  Clancitrry  was  not  disposed  to 
withdraw  the  numerous  petitions  intrusted 
to  him,  all  complaining,  like  that  now  be- 
fore them,  of  the  Ungt:Bge  which  was 
refi-rred  to  in  it,  unless  the  House  refused 
to  receite  them.     In  presenting  those  peti- 


tions, be  wu  the  rcpresentttive  <^  a .  lugt 
body  of  his  fellow  countirmen,  with  whom 
he  certainly  puticipated  m  the  indi^atioB 
which  they  expressed  at  the  terms  wbldi 
had  been  applied  to  them. 

ViscouDt  Melbourne  suggested  that  the 
petition  should  be  read. 

The  petition  was  accordingly  read  at 
length. 

Viscount  MelbouTtie  said,  it  would  bo 
extremely  inconvenient  if  petitioners  were 
permitted  to  allude  to  expreeiions  used  by 
noble  Lords  in  the  course  of  debate.  He 
was  apposed  to  the  reception  of  the  pel^ 
tion  in  its  present  state,  and  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  consent  to  withdraw  it. 

Petition  withdrawn. 

Registbatioit  avd  Marriaoks  Acts 
SusFEHsioK  Bill.]  On  (be  Report  of 
the  RegiitratKin  and  Marriage  Act*  Sus- 
pension Bill  being  brought  up. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  observed,  that  the 
Bill  as  it  came  up  to  them  answered  every 
purpose  for  which  it  was  intended.  It 
provided,  that  the  two  Acts  relative  to 
Registration  of  Births,  &q,,  and  Mar- 
riages, whicli  «ere  to  come  into  operation 
on  the  Ist  of  March  next,  should  not  take 
eflect  till  the  30lh  of  June,  and  it  left  in 
operation  the  52nd  of  Geo,  3rd,  which 
related  to  registration  of  births,  and  the 
4ih  of  Geo.  4ih,  which  had  reference  to 
solemnization  o(  marriage,  which,  however, 
were  to  be  repealed  after  the  30lh  of 
June.  This,  as  be  had  before  said,  fully 
met  the  circumstances  of  the  case;  and, 
therefore,  the  amendment  introduoed  by 
the  noble  Lord  (ElJenborough)  one  former 
evening  was  unnecessary.  He  would, 
therefore,  now  move,  that  the  words  of  the 
second  clause  "  on  such  day  aa  the  regis- 
trar shall  appoint"  be  left  out,  as  in  bis 
judgment  there  was  no  necessity  for  the 
alteration. 

Lord  Brougham  was  of  tipinion,  that 
the  alteration  was  necessary,  for  by  the 
operation  of  the  two  clauses  of  the  two 
Acts  as  they  now  stood;  and,  as  wilhont 
the  alteration  they  would  stand,  all  mar- 
riages would  be  prohibited  from  the  tst  of 
March  to  the  30th  of  June,  and  all  mar- 
riages, except  those  authorised  by  licence, 
would  be  null  and  void.  His  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (the  Lotd  Chancellur) 
seemed  to  thick,  that  were  the  proposed 
alteration    suppressed,   there   might  arise 

3uestions  of  doubt,  but  not  questions  of 
ifficulty,  he   (Lord  Brougbmi)   would, 
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tberefora,  meretj  ihow  to  Ibair  Lordshipi 
ibat  qoeitioni  of  diScnttif  cren  might 
ariM.  Hit  Lordship  then  coDtraited  two 
aectioDi  of  the  two  Acts,  and  demonstrated 
that  the  dates  were  so  at  variaace  with 
one  another  as  to  produce  the  effect  he 
had  described.  He  had  considered  it  oe- 
cenary  to  make  these  remarks,  as  the; 
would  bear  out  what  be  had  already  said, 

Amendment  agreed  to.  Report  re- 
cerred. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Monday,  Tebntary  20,  1837. 


efpul  CotpmliiNH  (IiclBid)  Billi  mid  fn  Vote  irj  Ballot. 

Wiumi,  ftiMB  Noitlighiim  ud  oOht  pbCB,  IbiRiiHtof 
Dut;  <B  Fin  iHunaia.— By  Mr.  A.  WiLuiiu  Mud  Ui. 
Hinii.  frcm  LlmdowiT,  '  i.iy iW*.  UindDo,  ind 
Pibtey.  (gr  Bcfoa  (K  DMr  on  Soiqi.— By  Mr.  raidt, 
enn  Bnlfticd,  ftir  ABiBdiDHt  or  PHlorte^  AM.— B)  Mi. 
Riciuksa.  Mi.  Hdtt,  Mi.  Biraiu,  from  BiuUMUgh, 
DolirilT.  SmIlicDilB.  Dnrool.  ud  HuflMI,  tra  Acuul- 
BMK  oi  Poor  L«w  Act.  By  Mi.  AouoraT,  fran  CocfcB- 
BOMb.  fe(  Poor  Ltm  (IrdBd). 

Mdnicifal  Corpobations  (Ire- 
land). Committee.]  The  Order  of  the 
Day  for  going  into  Committee  on  the  Mu- 
nicipal Corporations  (Ireland)  Bill  having 
been  read. 

Lord  Frandt  Egerton,  in  riling  to  more 
an  iattroction  to  the  Commillee,  said,  that 
be  conld  hardly  hope  that  the  circumstance 
of  this  being  the  second  occasion  on  which 
be  bad  aodertaken,  in  deference  to  tbe 
wishes  nf  those  with  whom  he  poli  icall^ 
acted,  to  do  what  (he  House  would  admit 
be  *ery  rarely  oresuoMd  to  attempt  — 
samaly,  to  offer  bis  suggestJoni  as  to  the 
coone  aUcb  it  was  befitting  tbe  Hoiiie 
to  parsiw  on  a  qneation  of  great  public 
inleiMt  and  natiooal  coacern— he  could 
bardly  bt^  that  tbc  circtimstaoce  of  ibis 
b«v  ih«  s«cood  tint  of  his  briogiug  for> 
wiMllw  nfitioa  wbiA  it  ibotild  hare  ibe 
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honour  to  propose  would  bring  with  itself 
much  alleviation  lo  the  embarrassment  and 
difficulty  wliich  be  felt  in  approaching  this 
subject.  Upon  this  occasion  so  many  inci- 
dental topics  had  been  introduced,  in  the 
firitinstance.bythenobleLord  who  brought 
forward  tbe  subject,  for  reasons  which  he 
did  not  impugn,  and  to  which  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  object,  that  it  became  es- 
treraely  difficult  for  any  Gentleman  who 
wished  to  deal  with  the  subject  at  all  to  treat 
it  abstractedly  or  solely  with  reference  to  the 
merits  of  the  question  before  ibe  House, 
that  question  relating  to  the  manner  in 
which  they  should  deal  with  the  Bill  pro- 
posed by  ihe  noble  Lord  opposite  for  es- 
tablishing Municipal  Corporations  in  Ire- 
land. It  might  be  very  difficult  for  him,  in 
common  with  others,  to  avoid  altogether 
the  introduciion  of  incidental  topics  which 
unfortunately  led  to  irritation  and  animo- 
sity,  and  to  discussions  foreign  to  the 
immediate  subject,  bnt  he  would  do  his 
best  to  shun  any  unnecessary  introduction 
of  those  topics,  and  he  would  eipress  bis 
anxious  hopes,  that,  in  discharging  to  the 
best  of  his  ability  the  duty  which  he  bad 
undertaken  to  perform,  he  might  not  be 
supposed  desirons  of  referring  to  any  topio 
which  could  give  offence  to  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  There  were 
many  personal  reasons  for  his  wishing  to 
abstain  from  any  rejections  which  could 
give  offence  to  any  Members  of  tbe  Go- 
vernment, because  that  Government  con- 
tained many  Members  for  whom  he  enter- 
tained  feelings  of  friendship  and  regard. 
The  resolution  which  he  had  placed  on  the 
books  of  the  House  sufficiently  indicated 
to  tbe  noble  Lord  (J.  Russell)  and  the 
Gentlemen  who  supported  his  Administra- 
tion,  ibat  inasmuch  as,  with  some  slight 
ezceplioos,  the  noble  Lord's  Bill  was  the 
that  which  he  introduced  last 
year,  the  course  which  he  and  those  who 
did  him  the  honour  to  act  with  him  thought 
it  proper  to  follow,  without  any  deviation, 
was  the  same  as  they  bad  adopted  last 
year.  If  he  could  trust  to  the  recollection 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  of  what  occurred 
on  that  debate  in  preference  to  his  own, 
he  would  certainly  spare  himself  the  trou- 
ble of  recalling  to  the  attention  of  the 
House  spy  topic  which  was  (hen  advanced. 
But  in  the  speech  with  which  the  noble 
Lord  introduced  this  measure,  be  com- 
pressed in  a  small  compass,  and  after  a 
version  of  bi«  own,  the  arguments  which 
were  brought  forward  io  opposition  to  the 
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BUI,  tnd  be  beliercd  that  the  expieMxmi '  tbej  qseted  \a  answer  th«  iuUMM  of 

naed    bj   tbe  noble   Lord   were,  that  tbe '  Hancbeiler  tmA  BiraingkaH,  aad,  refer* 

only  argnmeot  adnoeed  in  anppott  of  tbe   rtn^  to  Ibc  petitiM  at  BdftMt,  dcDied  ihM 

newi  of  tboae  who  oppoied  w  Bill  were   tbetennaweretyMMTBOif.TbeaobleLonI 

—that  whereas  England  wai  inhabited  by   spoke  of  identity  of  lepriatioB  ;  hii  ojipo* 

EDgUthmen,  and  Scotland  by  Scotchmen,  -    ■-    ...-._.  t.      »       .   ,. 

becaose  Ireland  waa  inhabited  by  Irishmen, 

Ireland  wa>  aoi  fit  to  receive  the  particnlar 

■natitntiona  in  qaeation.   The  Hook  would 

aee    that  cheer    asanred    him    that    the 

Home  did  (ee — that  it  wa>  not  altogether 

unimportaat  for  him  to  duclaim  tbe  ex- 

pretuona,  and  the   arguneat   which  was 

--    -'    '   Ib   the  terms  employed    by  the  [hoo.  Membm :  ¥c*  it  is.]  At  all    eveata. 


nents  spoke  of  (be  Asisiuit  E 
iMictJon,  and  hdd  bioa  of  hiaown  PoUm 
Bill,  and  he  now  had  to  thank  the  MUe  Load 
for  anpplying  hha  with  another  topic  frnM 
the  raeaiure  wbieb  be  «as  abovt  to  Imio- 
duce  fOT  the  establishment  of  Poor-lavt  is 
Ireland.  He  believed  tbe  aaeamre  of  the 
noble  Lord  was  net  yet  printed.   [Serenl 


noble  Lord — terms  which  could  not 
otherwise  than  ofieasive  to  the  feelings  of 
the  people  of  Ireland.  It  might  suit  the 
pnrpose  of  the  noble  Lord,  whose  tenure  of 
office  and  of  power  depended  on  the  de- 
gree of  the  political  thermometer  at  which 
be  could  beep  up  the  excitement  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  on  questions  of  public 
mterest,  to  couch  the  arguments  of  Gen- 
tlemen on  that  side  of  the  House  in  forms 
and  expressions  well  calcnlated  to  awaken 
the  national  pride  and  arouse  a  sense  of 
injured  honour  in  the  people  of  Ireland — 
feelings  which  he  should  be  the  last  roan 
to  undenalae,  bat  which,  when  misdirect- 
ed, were  not  likely  to  lead  to  a  cool  and 
dispassionate  judgment  on  political  ques- 
tions.  He  never  said — and  he  believe)  he 
might  say  for  bit  Friends  on  that  side  of 
tbe  House,  that  no  Gectleman  who  usually 
■at  there  had  said — anything  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  a  right  to  strip  down  to 
the  naked  and  offensive  proposition  he  had 
enunciated.  He  had  never  said  that  there 
was  any  thing  in  the  national  character  of 
friibroeo,  aa  such,  which  should  disqualify 
them  f>oni  participating  in  any  benefits 
which  Parliament  might  be  able  to  confer, 
bat  that  there  were  circumstances  in  the 
social  condition  and  presentstate  of  Ireland 


tbe  report  of  Ht.  NicboUs  was  now  ii 
hands  of  Members,  and  he  must  say,  tbat, 
whetfaer  looking  at  tbespeech  oftbe  DoUtt 
Lord,  which  did  him  the  ntmoat  ciidit,  or 
the  report  on  which  it  wu  Ibnwied,  !>• 
creasing  proofs  were  aSorded  of  the  Afli- 
cnlty  of  applying  that  identity  ofl^idatinn 
which  the  noble  Lord  declnw  to  be  Jon- 
ticfl  to  Ireland.  He  thought  that  lbs 
report  of  Mr.  Nidiolla  abowed  in  every 
page,  at  least  in  every  important  ptgCf 
a  laudable  desii*,  without  the  aceonpaay- 
ing  power  to  apply  tbe  identical  if»stilatioM 
to  Ireland  which  were  established  in  Eng- 
land. To  take,  for  instance,  the  paragrai^ 
In  the  report  relating  to  tbe  nnion  ok  pe- 
rishes under  a  board  of  Guardtano,  Mr. 
Nicbdl*  said,  that  if  it  were  dewrable  to 
establish  in  the  several  pariahes  of  Irdud 
a  parochial  machinery  snailar  to  that  which 
existed  in  England,  be  believed  tbe  altevft 
would  fail,  for  the  description  of  penoss 
requisite  for  constitating  such  a  anohiBefy 
would  not  be  fourtd  in  the  great  majorl^ 
of  Irish  parishes.  And  he  went  on  tony, 
that  the  system  of  united  paiishea  acting 
nnder  a  combined  amogement  was  there* 
fore  more  necessary  even  than  for  England. 
Tht  difTerence  between  the  measnre  which 
the  noble  Lord  proposed  to  introdoce  inte 
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Lord's  attentioB  than  lie  covld  wttb-^he 
tiiM&t  ths  IntrodtKtiDD  of  lb«  new  Poor- 
law  hito  those  dlitricla  of  the  north  in 
vimh  it  had  not  full;  come  into  operation. 
Hii  eorrefpondent  had  told  him,  that  for 
the  last  two  yean,  he  had  never  failed  to 
attend  at  oneof  the  boards  which  had  been 
fbmed  in  the  township  to  which  he  be- 
longed. That  corrnpondent  of  his  was  a 
dei^maD,  who,  in  the  discharge  of  his 
relJpoua  duties,  had  always  conducted 
blmsdf  in  the  most  exemplary  manner, 
ntd  he  believed  it  would  be  found  throogh- 
a»l  the  country  that  cler^men  had  been 
most  Tatnable  assistants  m  working  the 
Engttsh  Bill.  He  did  not  know  whether 
that  observation  could  be  extended  to 
clergymen  of  other  penuasions.  It  sure- 
ly, then,  would  not  be  contended,  at  least 
l>y  Protestant  Gentlemen,  that  the  Proteit- 
ant  clergy  of  Ireland  were  more  dis- 
ijaalified  for  this  office  than  their  Eag- 
liab  brethren  ;  but  he  had  not  the  smallest 
donbt  that  the  noble  Lord  had  acted  right 
in  determining  that  neither  the  Protestant 
nor  the  Catholic  clergy  should  be  mem- 
bers of  the  board  of  guardians.  Could 
there  be,  then,  a  stronger  proof  of  that 
difference  between  the  two  countries 
which  prevented  the  application  of  an  in- 
demnity of  institutions  to  both,  than  that 
no  clergyman  of  any  persuasion  whatever 
afaoold  be  a  member  of  the  board  of 
guardians  in  Ireland  t  It  might  be  de- 
sirable, if  they  were  dealing  wilh  ihe  details 
flf  this  Bill,  to  show  that  a  scale  of  rating 
flhonid  rather  have  been  adopted  as  ihe 
modeof  qnalificalion  for  the  elective  fran- 
chise than  that  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord ;  but  as  they  were  not  dealing  with 
those  details,  he  would  not  at  present 
troubla  the  House  with  the  sul^eci.  The 
honse  would  hardly  thank  Hm  for  endea- 
vouring to  recite  from  memorv,  or  to  read 
hma  Hansard,  the  precise  languaee  in 
which  his  arguments  were  conveyed  on  a 
fttnner occasion.  Sapposing.however,  that 
the  noble  Lord  continued  to  be  tincon- 
vinced,  and  supposing  that  gentlemen  on 
that  fthe  opposition)  side  of  the  House 
•tS  fcit  the  lame  Directions,  he  admitted 
tint  tm  very  important  questions  re- 
*  *  r  consideration  on  the  present 
I  believed  them  to  be  im- 
he  did  not  rest  his  oppo- 
on  any  mtemal  or  in- 
'.oUection  foonded  on 
|-W(tfa  would  better 
dnling  with 
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the  slave  question  ihan  a  member  Of  t 
British  House  of  Parliament  whtle  ipeakiog 
of  his  Roman  Catholic  fellow-countrymen. 
Of  these  two  questions,  which  It  would  not 
take  him  long  to  discuss,  the  first  was  whe- 
ther this  Bill  contained  any  alterations  or 
modifications  which  could  remove  the 
objections  which  the  opposition  entertained 
to  it ;  the  nest  was,  whether  the  state  of 
Ireland  had  been  so  much  altered  and 
modified  as  to  produce  a  change  of  opinioD. 
With  regard  to  the  first  question,  ine  BUI 
seemed,  with  one  exception,  to  be  much  tbe 
same  as  that  of  last  year.  On  that  eacep* 
tbn  he  felt  it  his  duty  briefly  to  make  a  few 
remarks.  It  related  to  the  appointment 
of  sheriffs.  He  believed  that  In  the  Bill 
of  last  year  the  election  of  the  sherilTs  was 
left  to  the  town-council,  subject  to  Ihe 
silent  disapprobation  of  the  Lord-Lieo- 
tenSnt.  The  elective  nature  of  that  ap- 
pointment was  objected  to,  and  it  was 
defended  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  likely  to  work  extremely 
well,  and  because  the  numl>er  of  towns 
which  would  t>e  exposed  to  the  infliction 
was  limited  to  eight.  But  it  was  again 
urged  that  those  eight  cities  contained  the 
preponderating  fraction  of  those  who 
would  be  affected  by  the  Bill,  and  the 
prayer  of  Abraham  was  preferred,  that  even 
for  the  sake  of  those  eight  cities  that  prt>* 
vision  might  be  excluded  ttont  the  Bill. 
That  request  was  no  sooner  made  than  it 
was  acceded  to,  and  thus  the  Bill  received 
a  modification  of  some  importance.  Bnt 
on  the  present  occasion  the  Bill  appeared 
to  have  undergone  another  modificalton. 
The  recess  afforded  leisure  for  reflection, 
and  an  opportunity  of  listening  to  advice 
andacquiriogioformatlon.  ThenoUe  Lord 
had  doubtless  received  advice  from  some 
quarter  which  induced  him  to  repent  of  the 
solitary  sin  of  a  culpable  act  of  conoesaioa 
to  a  minority,  and  instead  of  the  old 
mode  Ihe  noble  Lord  had  adopted  another 
modification,  which  left  the  oltimale  n^ 
sponsibility  of  a  veto  with  the  Lord-Lien* 
tenant  after  six  names  at  two  dtSlereat 
periods  had  been  proposed  to  him  by  the 
town-conncil.  He  could  easily  oonceive 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  lbs 
Home  Department,  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  fbr  Ireland,  could  not  anticU 
pate  any  possible  inconvenience  from  raeh 
an  arran^ment  so  long  as  they  h^  the 
Government  of  Ireland,  Really  the  opi* 
ntoni  of  (he  present  Goreroment  of  Irdntd 
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appeared  bo  extremely  liberal  oa  the  aub- 
ject  of  qualification  for  officer*  of  trust  and 
confidence,  that  it  would  bardly  come 
within  the  compass  of  any  probability  that 
SDT  person  could  be  elected  under  this 
Bill  to  whom  the  Lord- Lieu  ten  ant  could 
offer  any  Krious  injection.  It  was  per- 
fectly obvious  that  the  circumsiance  of  a 
person's  being;  a  noturious  and  eager 
political  partisan  could  not  form  any 
objection  to  the  prevent  Government,  sup- 
posing that  he  agreed  with  the  Govern- 
ment to  a  certain  extent,  however  much  he 
mightgo  beyond  their  views.  Theymight 
also  feel  confident  that  an  occaiional 
violation  of  the  law  would  form  no  sub- 
■tantive  objection  to  an  individual's  ap- 
pointment, and  therefore  the  noble  Lord 
vrould  anticipate  no  inconvenience  in  work- 
ing the  machinery  of  Government  under 
this  provision.  But  he  might  be  allowed 
to  surest  the  possibility  of  a  Government 
being  etiablished  in  Ireland  holding  dif- 
ferent opinions  to  those  of  the  present 
Administration.  He  did  not  refer  to  a 
Tory  or  an  Oran^  Government,  or  any 
particular  Government  whatever;  but  he 
could  imagine  the  establishment  of  a 
Government  which  would  think  that  a 
character  ai  a  political  agitator  was  not 
much  of  a  recommendation  for  an  office 
which  was  largely  concerned  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  —  a  Government 
which  would  be  slow  to  act  on  the  prin- 
ciple that  an  occasional  violation  of  the 
law  was  in  itself  a  qualification  for  the  due 
administration  of  it,  and  that  a  casual 
experience  of  its  minor  penalties  would  be 
iilcely  to  lead  to  its  merciful  administra- 
'  tion.  This  was  the  principle  on  which,  as 
he  understood,  country  gentlemen  occa- 
siooally  acted  when  they  appointed  the 
principal  poacher  in  the  neighbourhood  to 
the  confidential  office  of  gamekeeper;  the 
principle  upon  which  in  Italy  the  bandit 
became  the  escort  of  the  traveller;  and  the 
gentleman  wbo  bad  figured  in  the  records 
of  brigandage,  the  discoverer  of  crime 
and  the  guard  of  his  sovereign's  person. 
However  unlikely  it  might  be  that  any 
Govemment  of  this  description  might  be 
eatablished,  slill,  looking,  not  at  particular 
government,  looking  not  with  reference 
to  any  particular  individuals,  but  with  a 
reference  to  the  policy  of  any  government 
whatever,  he  must  say,  that  be  wished  to 
legislate  for  all  possible  and  contingent 
pivernmenu  ;  and  he  really  thought  that 
)t  would  be  better  to  leave  the  Domination 


of  sheriffs  at  once  subject  to  the  Lord> 
Lieutenant,  instead  of  exposing  the  IrisK 
Government  to  an  ultimate  collision  with 
the  town-conncil.  He  did  not  attach  aqy 
extraordinary  importance  to  this  change, 
but  it  certainly  contained  no  argument 
which  could  be  instrumental  in  recoDcilbg 
Gentlemeti  on  his  side  of  the  House  to 
that  part  of  the  measure  to  which  tber 
objected:  and,  to  do  the  noble  Lord 
justice,  he  did  not  suppose  that  he  had 
framed  it  with  any  such  intention.  Hav- 
ing disposed  of  this  question,  he  would 
next  turn  to  the  more  important  one^ 
namely,  whether  any  change  which  might 
have  been  alleged  to  have  occurred  in 
the  situation  and  prospects  of  Ireland 
since  last  year  coutd  produce  a  com- 
sponding  change  in  the  aspect  of  the  (iae»- 
tion  under  cons ideratipn.  The  noble  Lord 
wbo  introduced  this  subject  bad  drawn 
a  very  flattering  picture  of  the  slate  of 
Ireland;  dipping  his  pencil  in  rainbow 
colours  when  he  spoke  of  matters  which 
were  utualiy  of  a  melancholy  and  sombre 
hue,  the  number  and  atrocity  of  the 
crimes  committed  in  Ireland.  This  Blat«- 
ment  bore  indirectly  on  the  question  to 
far  as  the  crimes  which  had  their  origin 
in  political  animosity  were  concerned. 
In  the  first  place,  the  noble  Lord  had 
taken  credit  for  the  Ir'iab  Government  for 
the  extinction  of  those  singular  disturb- 
ances which  went  in  Ireland  by  the  narae 
of  "  fair  and  faction  feuds,"  and  he  cer- 
tainly beard  with  some  surprise  that  theta 
strange  disturbances  bad  been  rather  en- 
couraged than  discountenanced  by  the 
local  authorities,  and  regarded  with  some- 
thing like  favour  by  the  central  govern- 
ment, acting  on  the  odious  maxim  of 
divide  et  impera. 

Lord  John  Russell  had  not  made  thii 
charge  against  the  central  Government, 
but  he  had  stated  that  it  was  abeUed  by 
some  local  magistrates. 

Lord  F.  Egerton  had  not  alluded  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  but  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
for  Ireland.  [Viscount  Morpetk;  You 
should  quote  correctly,  then.]  He  be^:ed 
the  noble  Lord's  pardon,  but  he  under- 
stood the  noble  Lord  had  applied  that 
charge  to  the  central  Government  of 
Ireland.  But  he  could  not  guess  to  what 
Government  the  noble  Lord  alluded.  Ha 
was  not  there  to  answer  for  any  of  them  : 
he  was  not  there  to  defend  Lord  Angleiea, 
nor  Lotd  WeUesley,  nor  anj  other  Loid- 
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Lieuteoant  of  Ireland ;  bat  this  he  would 
■ay  for  himself,  that  be  would  not  for  a 
moment  condescend  to  serre  noder  any 
Lord- Lieutenant  who  would  so  act,  nor 
would  he  have  remained  one  hoor  in  com- 
municttion  with  a  Lord  Chancellor  who 
refused  to  dismiss  a  magistrate  proved  to 
have  been  goitty  of  such  culpable  con- 
nifance.  With  regard  to  the  singular 
cessation  of  these  disturbances  in  that 
country,  he  was  glad,  for  the  sake  of  the 
unfortunate  victims  who,  without  any 
intelligible  resBOn,  engaged  in  them,  to 
hear  that  such  was  the  case.  But  he 
might  be  permitted  to  express  a  doubt  on 
one  or  two  features  of  the  case.  As  to 
what  they  had  heard  of  the  miraculous 
and  sudden  cessation  of  outrage,  be  ques- 
tioned whether  it  would  be  enduring. 
He  well  recollected,  when  the  Catholic 
Association  was  in  the  plenitude  of  its 
power  and  its  influence,  that  they  laid 
interdict  on  this  particular  description  of 
outrage,  and  it  was,  as  they  were  told, 
suppressed  by  the  Association ;  but  when 
the  Emancipation  Bill  had  passed,  it  very 
shortly  after  revived  in  fall  streugth  and 
vigour.  The  same  sort  of  interference 
had  been  now  employed,  and  he  feared 
that  its  effects  would  not  be  more  lasting. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  Shanavests 
had  fallen  into  the  armsoftheCaravats.or 
whether  the  Black  Hens  had  embraced 
the  Magpies,  and  the  Four- year-old  a 
the  Three-year-olds — for  by  such  strange 
appellations  were  some  of  the  factions 
known  when  he  was  in  Ireland- 
appeared  to  him  that  there  were  other 
reasons  besides  the  love  of  quiet 
people,  for  this  sudden  cessation.  With 
regard  to  the  flattering  picture  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  drawn  as  to  the  state  of 
crime  in  Ireland,  he  should  be  most  happy 
to  find,  when  the  returns  were  presented, 
that  they  confirmed  the  noble  Lord's 
statements.  He  did  not  mean  to  question 
their  accuracy,  and  he  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  would  do  him  the  justice  to  belie< 
that  no  disappoiDtin""'  "''h  rp«™>Pi 
parly  or  political 
him  from  rejoicing 
outrage  in  Ireland; 
felt  a. 
of  tl 

county,  Tipperary,  i 
with  which  he  had 
true,  as  he  appreb 
the  committals  to  tl 
the  lut  twelve  moo 
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1,557;  and  if  it  were  true  that  out  of 
these,  making  every  allowance  for  tha 
difScuhy  which  presented  itself  to  the 
successful  prosecution  of  crime  in  Ireland, 
a  difficulty  which  had  been  severely  felt, 
still  if,  in  spite  of  that  difficulty,  no  less 
than  1,350  persons  had  been  convicted 
of  the  offences  with  which  they  were 
charged,  it  would  he  too  much  to  say 
that  the  state  of  crime  in  Ireland  was 
altogetber  satisfactory.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  these  returns  might  not  be 
more  favourable  than  those  of  some  former 
years,  or  of  any  particular  former  year.  If 
these  returns  showed  any  diminution  in 
the  progress  of  crime,  no  one  would  re- 
joice at  it  more  than  himself;  but  at  the 
first  blush  of  the  statement  made  by  the 
noble  Lord,  he  was  rather  surprised  to 
find  a  county  which  bore'such  a  figure 
iu  the  calendar,  quoted  as  a  favourable 
instance  of  the  improving  situation  and 
increased  tranquillity  of  Ireland.  There 
were  many  details  connected  with  this 
eubg'ect  with  which  he  might  easily  detain 
the  House,  and  perhaps  with  some  slight 
advantage,  but  as  they  were  not  relevant 
to  the  present  Bill,  and  as  he  was  not 
standing  there  to  make  out  a  case  against 
Ireland,  he  would  abstain  from  entering 
upon  them,  although  the  noble  Lord  was 
at  liberty  to  inspect  them  if  he  pleased. 
There  was  another  circumstance  in  the 
present  state  of  Ireland  which  it  was  far 
more  painful  to  deal  with  than  with  sub- 
jects that  did  not  concern  any  individual 
either  present  or  absent.  Il  was  impossible, 
however,  for  him  to  dismiss  it  altogether 
without  some  remarks.  He  alluded  to  the 
National  Associaiion,  and  which  appeared 
to  him  to  have  exchanged  its  former  name 
of  Catholic  for  one  not  much  improved, 
as  it  was  borrowed  from  revolutionary 
times,  and  which  called  itself  the  Na- 
tional Association  of  Ireland.  [An  hon. 
Member ;  No ;  the  General  Association,] 
Indeed  I  then  it  was  much  to  the  credit  of 
the  Association,  that,  having  begun  with 
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4»e*Mm  «f  iU  mUc  Lard*a  VJL  Tbm 
«w  «M  fMnuc,  bowncr,  ahamt  it  that 
was  Nowrkable.  It  Biffct  bin  beea 
■ipiwil.  tmdcr  ifae  pafMlu  Gotenmwiit 
of  (he  wUe  LmJ  M  tte  ImmI  of  iflUn  in 
Ifid^l,  AOirtrolM  M  rt  wm  in  ibe  admi- 
■  of  the  Uw  hf  aMtOBgdi^MNition 
iry — it  *<e^t  hive  be«n  eipected 
•Mr  «Mn  th«  poliiical  view*  of 
th*  l*«in(nl  Anociuion,  it  would  have 
fcift  Irnlajid  If  ihe  c\cn\t>nt  and  protection 
tri  tlir  Oovcmmcnt,  m  far  M  regnrd<.>d  the 
inuiqiiilliBBtinn  ^nd  paritifBlion  of  that 
(V<«)ntrv.  Thr  nohlr  l^rd  liad  epoken  of 
liord  MiitpnivF  u  Uir  par  iicator  of  Ire> 
Wd.  \r»b,  wliai  did  ihe  General  Amoti- 
»iwth  *«>,  nfwiti  i-hBi  fviiiii  ^  In  h»  opioion, 
Ib^  inwMv.  ttit  pov^'t  of  Lord  Jiulgravc 
wiiVi  (tw  f  nuowM  dimnHpoTL.  (."hie  at  the 
1mmU>^  mmmum*  m'  thai  AaMtciaiioa  wa> 
•^  mmm:  d<wr!.  H  a  m^ojuikn  drawn  W 
^Uk  c^ai  «a^K  *ii^liiT  Atv^racT,  ana 
4aM<t  t-V^  NiAnMnnnu  naritkiattin  to  all 
4)if  M«NMh(«  K  JMil*r>As  m  d(d  not  know 
*!>«■*> n*  r>>*  7xa:T7  w4w>  j^rw  op  U>ai  reao- 
^•Mh  »«)')  mN  M  iW  f«>(«(-«t  moment 
W  «*  M  ;hw»  Mnaw  whs  w>M«  ottcially 
M(f«i^  w  k£<'«u«c  tk*  iM'd-Lk'uMniant 
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iM  «)4  iti««  *  lia.Mi  W  «M  *(«  kdmioiMw : 

W  .^^  w«  i 
irMi  >nxr>  1M< 

V.   «W    lt«^'. 
S-IMA  *  W**  ♦«' 


Cotporutooa.  lait  year,  the  AttOTBc;f> 
Gcotral  for  Ireland   had  apokcB  of  the 

working  of  the  Act  of  the  9th  of  Gtotgt 
3rd,  and  had  nid  that  Kctaiiao  iii8n«BCs 
had  not  been  obaerrable  in  ita  operation 
whererer  it  had  been  put  in  force.  Would 
that  hoa.  and  learned  Gentleman,  if  ba 
were  now  in  the  House,  venture  to  tell  him 
that  there  waa  a  probabiUty,  or  even  a 
poaiibility,  that  that  organization  which 
«vBt  to  control  the  elective  franchise  In  all 
parts  of  Ireland  for  ParliameDtary  pur- 
poses, would  not  be  extended  to  the 
elector!  under  this  Municipal  Reform  Bill  } 
He  doubted  whether  there  was  any  town 
in  any  of  the  scbedulesaltached  to  theBill, 
•o  humble  as  to  be  deemed  beneath  the 
notice  and  attention  of  these  paciScators. 
It  had  been  mid,  that  it  was  very  desirable 
to  create  in  theac  towni  a  Bpecies  of  local 
aristocracy  that  was  not  in  eiistence  at 
present.  For  fais  own  part,  he  was  as 
little  a  friend  to  the  cenlraliiiog  ayitem  of 
France  as  could  be  well  imagined ;  and  he 
•bould,  therefore,  be  glad  to  sea  ibat 
species  of  local  aristocracy  created  in  the 
towDl  of  Ireland,  no  matter  whether  it 
war«  elected  or  not.  But  was  there  any 
chance  that  the  local  aristocracy  created 
under  the  patronaee  of  an   Association 
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m  (licir  abolilion, 
and  impartial  ad- 


iL  ivas  now  just  ona 
0  I.Qid  bioiiglit  for- 
ilj  iiii.ilar  to  tiiepre- 

.1   ^[uiiiiJs,  t[i|>ported 
.■,^fur  tlie  only  new 
□  id  had  em- 


-kd 


1  the  e 


■  -      f  -'      r-     .,,,1    A=sc 

■  '^ ' i,-n!(s,  which  would 

'  •  -.— '1.1.^1    I,,-    ihf.    |>M;?cnt  moiion,  if 

..^.o>.^.,  iiaiuc-iy.  to  extend  and  perpe- 
I  iiTi'^ror'  iriiicition  amongst  ihe 
>■■,!,  icrmlf.  whii-h  the  rrfiisal  of  one 
•in-i^h  ,,f  ilip  1  o^islnlure  to  do  them  jus- 
■-".  l.'.f|  iinfr-rt'iiiately  i-nnscd.  Was  the 
iiniisp  npvpr  to  rerape  from  this  vicioua 
,..r,.|(.  when  Trclnnd  was  concerned  ?  The 
por^»lp  mmr'hinpd  of  tlie  want  of  justice, 
nmi  imiir-p  wn"  to  be  denied  to  them 
thev  complained.     If  ihey  were 


what 


iHld    be    the    i 
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the 
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ThT  the  Commiltee 
■:nl..li',n of  Municipal 
I'll.  \\(  empowered  to 
I'  .?  nb'diiion  of  such 
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M  hv.  that  Ihey  were  indifferent  to  the 
mailer  jn  dispute— that  they  could  not 
niiprpciate  the  vninc  of  municipal  institu- 
tiDDB.  and  cared  little  for  the  boon  which 
tilt-  Legislahire  wished  to  force  upon  them. 
I  his  was  always  the  logic  of  the  Conser- 
vaiivp  piiriy  ;  silenceand  indifference  were 
alwavs -lyiionyraous.  In  1831  ihe  people' 
of  hlnirlnnd,  according  to  Mr.  Croker, 
were  inriJHercnt  to  the  Reform  Bill,  be. 
cRu^c  ihe  three  preceding  years  there  had 
l)'?pn  few  petitions  for  reform  i  nor  was  it 
until  ihe  table  had  groaned  under  the 
weis^ht  of  pelitions  from  every  comer  of 
tlip  empire  that  they  could  be  undeceived. 
What  ihen  was  their  course?  Why,  they 
exclaimed  against  the  vehemence  with 
which  the  claims  of  the  people  were  ex- 
pressed, and  protested  they  would  never 
yield  anything  upon  compulsion.  They 
did  yield,  notwithstanding,  and  just  io 
lime  10  preserve  this  country  from  a  revo- 
lutionary struggle.  But  now,  untaught, 
unwarned,  they  were  repeating  the  same 
experiment  in  Ireland,  forgetting  that  it 
must  lead  inevitably  to  the  same  result. 
Yel  surely  much  had  passed,  even  since 
last  Session  to  convince  them  of  their 
error.  Was  the  noble  Lord  satisfied  him- 
self with  the  results  of  his  motion  7  Had 
he  put  an  end  to  agitation  in  Ireland,  by 
witholding  municipal  instilutioas  I    What 
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wm*  lh«  ■rgumont  ujnon  which  he  bod  now 
tWt^  hi*  caicT  Wiiy,  that  Ireland  was 
oi)«  v«il  Rirns  fif  political  agitailon.  That 
although  thiHP  normal  icliool*,  of  which 
tW  lltitiiv  hail  heitrd  lomuch  ln«t  Seuion, 
Wl  not  t>w<)  citnblithed,  Irelind  wat 
uuvvmKl  iiut  by  tlio  Lord-Lisutcnant,  noi 


ere 


v$  iho  Hriiiil)  pKrltaineiit,  but  by  a  Par* 
ImhwiI  *Utli)||t  h)  Oubliii,  under  ilia  name 
CT  lh«  Ornorfll  Aiouoinlioii,  debating,  do- 
|ilH>ntlm|[,  iKiciinilhtft,  the  iliacufsioii*  oF 
(h«l  Uotixr,  \\\ww  ovtMy  |ioiul  in  which  tlio 
W»ll'«i* iinreland  wm  coui'orncd:  levying 
trwtliilttittoiif.  And  «Ktcndin)i  lit  hiflucncL' 
l^n  lW  mpiiAl,  tn  thv  tvmotcil  cunicn  oT 
iW  v^>uniry,  \\f  iidnuiK'd  (hit  ta  bo  nn 
•td.  \\*  adntitit^)  \\\*,\  •octcty  would  ba 
in  M  Mtitidi^i  tml  h««lihirr  ttai*  if  no  inch 
AKttK'Mtiitn  rx)*t<rd,  unil  \f  lh<  tVelingi  of 
lh«  |Mp«|tt«  (bund  \(<ut  ihrouHh  the  k'tfiti- 
in«t«  t^honn^U  wUivh  the  Contttiution  hnd 
tw\><idrd.  DhI  if  tl)<a  AMwitlion  were 
•H  rvd,  wh«l  h«d  produced  it  t  When 
WNil  «hY  xiMt  it  fitintttlt  Whnt  was  the 
rvtull  nt  it*  inllut<ni<«f  U  wut  Tormcd 
«fli>i  th«  fuduiv  uriwg  tuL-ccMiva  nttempia 
to  biing  lt>  an  aniimUt  adjuitmcDt  iha 
twu  i)u«*liiiua  \\\  which  th«  Irith  peopla 
touk  thv  dMpeat  intcnMt  Tha  lithe  quai> 
(tun  alone— ^dioui  m  iliat  iinpoat  un- 
iluiibivdlv  wn*  lo  the  Iriah  people,  and 
doubly  ouioua  at  it  had  been  rendered  by 
the  lataproceediDgt  in  the  Court  of  Ei- 
cbequor,  by  which  the  highlit  powers  or 
the  law  had  been  veiled  in  the  hands  of 
ita  moat  ignoble  and  degraded  function- 
ariea— had  failed  in  producing  it.  It  waa 
Ihe  noble  Lord'a  motion  negatived,  in- 
deed, in  that  House,  but  carried  through, 
in  odious  perfection  eUewhere.  under  the 
aponsorship  of  one  of  the  nobie  Lord's 
political  associates,  that  was  the  parent  of 
the  AHiociutiun.  No  sooner  were  the  Irish 
people  convinced  that  there  was  a  parly 
here  determined  to  withhold  from  them 
rights  of  which  they  saw  Englishmen  and 
Scotchmen  in  the  traoquil  enjoyment, 
upon  the  insulting  plea  of  national  incom- 
petency, than  they  determined  lo  avail 
themselves  of  every  resource  which  the  law 
admitted  of,  in  order  to  obtain  their  rights 
from  the  Legislature  of  their  country, 
They  combined  for  this  purpose.  There 
waa  nothing  illegal  in  this  combination. 
There  waa  no  law  under  which  the  sittings 
fif  the  General  Aiiociation  could  be  inter- 
fered with  or  suspended:  its  members 
aimply  exercised  that  same  right,  which 
Waa  exercised  in  various  ways  by  almost 


every  one  of  tbote  whom  he  mm  A^  wL- 
dressine-  The  Conieiialiwa  m  1631  mam 
entitlea  to  protest  against  polidalnMaa; 
they  did  not  Uien  bektng  to  tbea.  B«K 
now  that  they  had  covered  tbe  laad  wiA 
iheir  Conservative  Clnba.  and  Coowns- 
live  operative  Associatiotts,  witk  their  pre- 
sidents, and  secretaries,  and  tre*coier«. 
and  public  discussions  duly  regirtefed  by 
the  Conservative  press,  who  saw  in  tbe^ 
nothing  but  the  purest  effusicn*  of  p«- 

Du  Asiociation  which  differed  IrocB  thev 
own  dimply  in  this,  that  it  represeDied  the 
feelings  not  of  a  few  hundreds,  bnt  of 
some  millions  of  Iheir  fellow-country meo  ? 
Was  it  perfectly  legal  and  coostiLutionsl 
for  one  Association  to  bring  the  King's 
Government  into  contempt,  by  denouncing 
the  measures  which  the  Ministers  and  a 
mnjority  of  that  House  had  sanctioned, 
for  putting  an  end  to  the  disastrous  tithe 
war  in  Ireland,  bo  little  better  than  tpolia- 
tiun  and  sacrilege ;  and  was  it  illegal  and 
unconstitutional  in  another  Associatian  lo 
pats  resolutions  expressing  its  conviction 
that  the  only  way  to  preierve  the  Prote^ 
tanl  Establishment  in  Ireland  at  all  was  to 
reform  it.  for  that  nothing  but  a  different 
appropriation  of  Ihe  tithe  fund,  could  re- 
concile  the  people  to  its  existence?  No  ; 
the  light  of  combination,  which  always 
must  and  would  exist  in  a  free  country, 
and  which  was  now  applied  to  every  ques- 
lion  of  general  interest,  must  be  exercised 
by  both  sides,  if  exercised  by  either,  and 
the  party  must  not  complain  who  hap- 
pened to  be  ihe  loser.  What  was  it  that 
gave  to  the  Dublin  Association  its  national 
character,  but  tlie  e;iislence  of  grievances 
which  nine  Irishmen  out  of  ten  had  an 
interest  in  removing?  Redress  tbie 
grievance  and  the  Association  falls  to  the 
ground — though  this,  he  feared,  was  the 
laBt  mode  in  which  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  seek  to  suppress  it.  On  the  cod< 
trary,  whatever  expectations  might  have 
been  entertained  previously,  as  to  the 
course  which  the  Conservative  party 
would  pursue  npoD  the  present  occasion, 
there  was  little  prospect  now  of  concilia- 
tion or  concession.  They  were  determined 
evidently  to  make  this  not  a  civil  but  a 
religious  question.  The  noble  Lord  had 
said  that  the  Corporations,  if  established, 
would  be  in  Tact  so  many  batteries  agniaat 
the  Church;  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
tho  Member  for  Cumberland,  had  urged 
this  argumeni  with  itill greatemhamsnse. 
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Talk  not  to  me  of  muo'tcipal  institutioni, 
he  said,  or  of  the  claims  or  the  Irish 
people  to  local  governmeot,  I  tell  you  that 
the  FcQteatant  Church  is  upon  the  verge 
of  ruin.  The  majority  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  are  Catholics:  I  entertain  a  just 
dread  of  Popery  and  Catholic  domiDa- 
tion>  and  I  will  never  assent  to  any  mea- 
sure by  which  the  hands  of  that  majorily 
can  be  itranffthened.  What  was  that  but 
10  Bay,  that  because  one  act  of  injustice 
liad  been  committed,  injustice  must  be 
perpetual.  Because  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, in  virtue  of  their  right  of  conquest, 
had  saddled  Ireland  with  a  Church  Eatab- 
liahment  which  she  did  not  want,  and  from 
which  seven-eighths  of  her  people  derived 
no  spiritual  benefit  whatever,  therefore 
they  were  to  deny  to  her  municipal  in- 
stitutions which  she  did  want,  and  foi 
which  these  same  seven-eighths  of  her  peo- 
ple expreased  the  most  ardent  desire.  He 
admired  the  zeal  of  the  right  hon.  BarO' 
qel,  but  iie  lameuted  his  indiscretion.  He 
&ared  ihai  the  Protesunt  Church  was 
sufficiently  popular  in  Ireland  to  support 
the  additional  odium  which  would  thus  be 
cttst  upon  it.  Ordinary  minds  would  have 
eodeavoured  to  disconnect  the  two  ques- 
tions, and  to  convince  the  Irish  people, 
that  it  was  oot  from  motives  of  religioi 
jealousy  that  the  reform  of  their  corpora- 
tions was  refused;  but  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  scorned  such  subterfuges.  He 
told  them  fairly,  that  it  was  as  Catholict 
that  be  mistrusted  them,  and  would  ex- 
clude tbem  now  and  for  ever  from  the 
pale  of  the  British  coDStitutton,  by  deny- 
ing to  them  rights  which  were  denied  tc 
DO  man,  whatever  might  be  his  creed,  ir 
any  other  part  of  the  British  empire.  Bui 
this,  he  repeated,  was  the  policy  of  hon 
Gentlemen  opposite.  They  meant  la  figbl 
thebatileasareligiousqueation.  Theno-po- 
pery  cry  waa  to  be  raised  again  ;  the  preju- 
dices of  the  ignorant  were  to  be  intlamed, 
and  the  most  odious  imputations  cast  upon 
all  who  ventured  to  differ  from  them  in  the 
discharge  of  their  political  duties.  If  this 
were  not  their  intention,  for  what  pur- 
pose had  the  right  boa.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Cumberland,  read  At  that 
tabis  the  other  night,  the  oath  talien  by 
Roman  Catholic  Members  on  entering  that 
Hoase  ?  Ererrbody  knew  what  he  meant 
to  imply 
atwl,otl 
witbmt> 
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forward  the  present  motion,  for  bis  opi- 
were  always  expressed  with  charac- 
teristic moderation,  but  to  a  right  rev. 
Prelate,  who  had  very  recently  accused 
the  Roman  Catholic  Members  of  that 
House,  in  a  charge  to  the  clergy  of  bis 
diocese,  of  treachery,  aggravated  by  per- 
jury :—"  When  we  call  to  mind  that  such 
was  the  nature  of  the  measure,  such  the 
argument  by  which  it  was  enforced,  I 
know  not  in  what  milder  terms  the  indig- 
nation of  an  honest  mind  can  be  expreased, 
than  by  characterising  the  conduct  of 
those  who  demanded  it  as  treachery  ag- 
gravated by  perjury.  No  obloquy — how- 
ever it  may  lie  attempted  to  heap  obloquy 
on  all  who  thus  feel  and  thus  proclaim 
their  feeling — no  violence  of  invective — . 
from  whatever  quarter,  and  in  whatever 
place,  high  or  low,  it  may  he  uttered — 
shall  deter  me  from  giving  expression  to 
similar  indignation,  as  often  as  it  shall  be 
called  forth  by  similar  perfidy,  exhibited 
in  such  a  cause."  If  this  was  the  spirit  in 
which  the  contest  was  to  be  carried  on — 
if  this  was  the  aaiinus  with  which  men  of 
high  ability  and  high  standing  were  to 
enter  into  it,  they  too,  whose  sacred 
calling  might  inspire  them — if  not  with  « 
little  more  of  Christian  charity  towards  our 
opponents,  at  all  events  with  more  of  de- 
cency and  of  moderation  in  expressing 
iheir  dissent  from  them,  ha  could  see 
nothing  in  that  contest  that  would  not 
affix  indelible  disgrace  on  the  national 
character.  But  be  this  as  it  might,  he 
would  never  shrink  from  professinK 
and  defending  the  opinions  which  he  hela 
in  that  House  in  the  face  of  the  country. 
He  had  seen  something  of  the  feelings  of 
Eoglishmen  of  late  upon  these  Irish  ques- 
tions, and  he  knew  that  when  the  facts 
were  fairly  stated,  an  appeal  m^ht  always 
be  made  from  their  prejudices  to  their 
justice.  They  would  see  the  fallacy  of 
the  grounds  on  which  the  noble  Lord 
rested  his  present  motion — they  would  see 
that  there  could  be  no  monopolizing,  no 
exclusion,  no  tranaiier  of  powers  from  one 
exclusive  faction  to  another,  where  the 
power  transferred  was  vested  in  the  whole 
body  of  the  people.  They  knew  the  value 
of  municipal  institutions,  that  they  taught 
men  to  respeet  the  laws,  and  gave  them 
an  interest  in  enfoTcing  them ;  and  they 
DO  reason  why  the  people  of 
ould  be  deprived  of  these  insti- 
KiBuse  the  majority  were  Catho- 
ley  were  told  that  these  Cathe* 
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lira  were  hoatileto  England  and  to  British 
connexion,  they  irould  point  to  the  fact 
that  the  8)(itation  or  the  repeal  question 
had  been  dropped  from  the  moment  that 
Ireland  possessed  a  GorerntneDt  disposed 
to  do  justice.  Lord  Mulgrave  vras  tvhat 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  had 
termed  him — n  lucky  accident.  His  en- 
deavours had  as  yet  been  unassisted  by  the 
Legislature;  not  one  Irish  question  had 
been  settled  by  Parliament;  and  yet  the 
spirit  which  had  been  infused  into  the 
executive  by  Lord  Mulgravehad  produced 
both  tranquillily  end  confidence.  Of  this 
the  reports  of  ihe  judfces  and  of  the  assis- 
tsnt-barristera,  afTorded  the  best  testimony. 
But  in  elfecling  this,  the  executive  had 
been  assisted  by  loral  associations,  framed 
for  the  purpose  of  putting  an  end  lo 
prcedia)  diaiurbance,  by  that  very  people 
which  the  noble  Lord  declared  lo  be  inca- 

Eible  orself-government.  The  people  of 
ndand  were  perfectly  competent  to  judge 
of  ihese  facts ;  and  they  would  outweigh 
with  them  a  thousand  vague  assertions 
Let  the  House  do  its  duty,  by  rejecting 
the  motion  of  the  nohle  Lord — let  it  sanc- 
tion the  policy  upon  which  the  present 
Crthinet  had  slaked  its  existence— and  they 
might  appeal  to  the  country  with  the  most 
perfect  confidence  that  public  opinion 
would  mtifv 


Mr.  Maclean 


if  he   had 


the  purpose  of  replying  to  the  arguments 
of  the  hoD.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  he  certainly  should  not  have  been 
called  on  to  discharL'eavery  difficult  task, 
for  he  had  listened  t'l  the  hon.  Member 
with  SDK  e  df-gree  of  atlemton,  and  could 
affirm  that  there  was  in  his  speech  but  one 
point  of  an   argumentative   character,  but 


™  put   M 


Hueh   ! 


e  thai  he  desired 
■n  answer  to  it.  That  question  was, 
"  What  did  the  Adminislntiion  of  the 
present  day  propose  to  do  with  the  Pro~ 
lestant  Church  of  Ireland  V  But,  although 
this  subject  had  been  fully  investigated  by 
men  quite  competent  to  the  task,  yet  he 
frit  that  it  was  etill  the  duty  of  English 
Members  to  show,  however  humbly,  their 
sympathy  with  the  minority  in  Ireland — 
of  those  who  were  about  respectfully  to 
approach  that  House  with  proofs  that 
they  were  a  suffering  minority.  The  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  in 
that  House,  however,  had  lately  quoted 
sentiments  from  en  euthorily  which,  when 
mentioned    in  that  House.  invarTohly  re- 
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cetved  the  attention  that  was  its  dn^^ 
sentiments  which  he  urged  on  the  Hoaae 
as  those  that  would  be  the  basis  of  this 
measure  of  Corporation  Reform.  Tie 
language  which  the  noble  Lord  then 
quoted  from  a  speech  of  Mr.  Pox  wsa 
such  as  must  strike  even  the  most  unob- 
servant person  with  no  ordinary  degree  of 
alarm.  The  noble  Lord  then  declared  that 
in  legislating  for  Ireland  he  would  not 
betake  himself  to  the  theories  of  Black- 
stone  or  of  Locke,  but  act  upon  the  sen- 
timents of  Mr.  FoK  ;  that  he  would  con- 
cede, and  proceed  with  concession  until  he 
pleased  the  people  of  Ireland.  Here  wa» 
a  groundwork  that,  if  pushed  lo  its  fall 
extent,  would  furnish  matter  of  jast  alarm 
to  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  and  of  the 
whole  empire.  But  the  noble  Lord,  in 
giving  the  observations  of  Mr.  Fox,  should 
at  least  have  also  let  the  House  hear  the 
answer  made  by  Mr.  Pitt,  and  the  reply 
to  that  answer  which  Mr.  Fox  tboug;ht  it 
necessary  to  give.  Mr.  Pitt,  in  his  answer, 
regretted  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had,  in 
the  warmth  of  his  feelings,  broached  doc* 
trinesof  a  mischievous  tendency,  and  had 
let  fall  some  incautious  expressions.  What 
was  Mr.  Fox's  reply  to  this  ?  He  said  r— 
"  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
asked  why  he  who  moved  the  iu dependence 
of  the  Irish  Parliament  in  1782  should 
now  wish  lo  exercise  a  controlling  power 
over  that  Legislature?  His  answer  wa«-^ 
in  1782  he  was  for  giving  the  liish nation 
what  they  asked  because  they  thought  tt 
was  best  for  thcin.  In  like  manner  he  did 
not  propose  the  measures  which  he  had 
recommended  on  that  evening  because  he 
approved  of  them,  but  because  the  people 
of  Ireland  desired  them,"  But  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  now  say  that  he  disepprored 
of  the  measure  which  he  was  about  to 
introduce  because  it  pleased  the  people  of 
Ireland.  Yet  this  was  a  part  of  the  decla- 
ration of  Mr.  Fox,  on  the  principle  of 
which  he  was  to  base  his  Irish  legislation. 
The  noble  Lord  made  no  distinction  be- 
tween the  circumstances  of  the  time  at 
which  Mr.  Fox  spoke  and  the  present. 
At  that  lime  there  were  two  Legislatures 
in  existence,  acting  independently  of  each 
other.  Mr.  Fox,  indeed,  was  taunted 
with  surrendering  the  independence  of 
that  Parliament  which  he  had  guaranteed 
in  1782.  Mr.  Fox  was  for  that  kind  of 
concession  which  Roman  Catholic  Eman- 
cipBtion  afterwards  granted;  and  in  that 
very  debate  he  stated  that  there  maa  an 
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eccletiastical  eslabVrBhtnent  in  Ireland  too 
large  for  the  actual  vents  of  (he  people. 
All  these  circumBtances,  taken  in  connex- 
ion with  the  declaration  of  the  noble 
Lord  on  a  former  evening,  formed  a 
ground-work  suflicient  to  alarm  those  who 
saw  in  this  measure  not  merely  a  reform 
of  Municipal  Corporationi  in  Ireland,  but 
rather  that  which  the  great  leader  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  had  declared  to  be  its 
real  object — the  establishment  of  normal 
schools  of  agitation.  He  had  good  foun- 
dation for  his  assertion  when  he  maia- 
tained  the  intimacy  of  the  connexion  of 
the  Government  with  thehon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  and  his  designs. 
That  connexion  and  its  nature  had  been 
over  and  over  again  asserted,  and  it  had 
as  often  been  denied;  but  had  any  man 
yet  risen  in  his  place  in  that  House  and 
denied  the  declaration  made  by  ihe  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Tipperaiy  to  his 
constituents  in  Ireland  at  the  commence- 
ment of  thai  connexion  ?  This  was  the 
emphatic  language  used  by  the  hon. 
Member  on  that  occasion!  "Accord- 
ingly we  entered  with  them  into  a 
close  alliance,  and  at  the  meeting  at 
Lord  Lichfield's  formed  that  compact, 
and,  1  trust,  indissoluble  junction,  by 
which  so  much  has  been  effected." 
On  what  ground  was  this  compact  now 
■aid  to  be  based  ?  On  the  necessity  for 
corporation  reform.  But  was  that  the  pre- 
test  then  put  forward  ;  No.  The  stand 
was  then  to  be  made  on  ihe  necessity  for 
diminishing  the  Church  Establishment  in 
Ireland — that  was  the  key-slone  of  the 
arch — that  was  the  corner-stone,  then,  of 
Ihe  building  they  sought  to  destroy.  But 
look  at  the  declaration  the  hon.  and 
Learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  made  a 
short  time  ago  at  that  Catholic  Association, 
which  received  the  patronage  of  one  sec- 
tion of  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  and  was 
repudiated  by  others.  And  here  he  would 
lemark  that  it  was  rather  peculiar  that  no 
answer  had  ever  been  eriven  bv  the  noble 
Lord  to  that  vi 
bj  an  hon.  ant 
Opposition  side 
noble  Lord  inter 
the  Association 
up  in  Ireland  ? 
given,  it  was  tn 
Lord.  When  t 
that  the  noble  \ 


20}  C  Ireland j-~Committe9.  662 
for  the  existence  of  that  Association  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  started  up, 
and  said  that  if  the  noble  Viscount  bad 
made  any  such  declaration  he  had  com- 
mitted a  great  indiscretion.  But,  from 
that  time  to  the  present,  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  had  given  no  answer  whatever  to 
the  question  so  pertinently  put  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  The  noble  Lord 
had  never  yet  said  whether  he  intended  to 
look  at  the  existence  oF  the  Association  aa 
an  offence  against  the  laws  and  whether  it 
did,  or  did  not,  come  under  the  operation 
of  the  Act  of  1792.  Why  did  he  and  hit 
Friends,  basing  their  operations  on  the 
declarations  of  thehon.  and  learned  Mem- 


ber for  Kilkenny,  say  that  the  present 
question  was  virtually  the  Church  question 
masked  under  that  of  corporate  reform  1 
The  noble  Lord  had  thought  fit  to  rest  his 
Government,  not  on  that  principle  through 
which  he  came  into  power,  after  having 
overthrown  the  Government  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tam worth — 
not  on  thatBiU  which  thehon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Tipperary  declared  was  the 
ground  work  of  the  indissoluble  compact 
and  junction  between  his  party  and  iha 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite;  but  in  the 
first  week  of  the  Session  he  came  down 
to  the  House  parading  the  Corporation 
Reform  Bill,  and  took  the  opportunity  of 
stating  that  he  rested  the  existence  of  his 
Ministry  upon  it.  Why  did  the  noble 
Lord  take  this  step  ?  Because  he  very 
plainly  saw  that  the  majority  with  which 
he  had  originally  come  in  on  the  Church 
question  had  very  sensibly  diminished  ; 
and  that  there  was  a  probability  that 
on  this  question  of  corporation  reform^ 
one  that  at  the  first  glanre  wore  a  less 
objeciionable  aspect,  and  seemed  founded 
on  more  plausible  grounds  —  a  greater 
number  of  votes  would  be  found  re- 
corded on  the  Minisierial  side  when  they 
came  to  a  division.  If  this  was  the  real 
and  true  explanation  of  recent  events,  and 
of  the  late  chanze  in  the  course  of  conduct 
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weakening:  ihe  Protestant  Church  ai 
eMabliihed  by  law;  yet  the  Honse  had 
aeen  boo.  Members  Toting  againat  that 
moiioD,  who  would  not  be  nnderatood  to 
wish  to  weaken  the  Protestant  Chnrch, 
bat  who  did  not  actaple  to  support  a 
measDre  which,  by  the  declaratioos  of 
■one  of  its  most  powerral  supporters,  was 
to  be  looked  upon  as  a  mere  stepping-stone 
to  ulterior  and  more  important  measures. 
He  bad,  however,  another  and  a  still  more 
lecenl  proof  or  the  intentions  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny,  as  to 
the  integrity  and  continued  existence  of 
the  Protestant  Established  Church  of 
Ireland.  No  later  than  the  day  before 
yesterday,  a  deputation  had  waited  oo 
that  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  from 
Ibe  Radicals  of  Lambeth.  Now,  he  must 
aaj,  that  on  some  points,  and  in  some 
respects,  he  (Mr.  Maclean)  really  bad 
great  respect  for  the  Radicals.  They  were 
men  entitled  to  this  praise — that  they  went 
straightforward  with  their  propositions. 
They  did  not  mince  matters.  They  were 
for  at  once  fighting  out  the  great  contest 
between  the  principle  of  a  democracy  and 
that  of  a  constitutional  monarchy.  They 
bad  held  forth  the  language  of,  he  sin- 
cerely believed,  men  honestly  believing  the 
prindples  and  opinions  they  professed. 
They  fairly  told  whst  they  meant,  and,  so 
far,  and  for  those  qualities,  he  (Mr.  Mac- 
Iran)  respected  them.  But  when  they 
(the  Opposition)  wished  to  bring  to  a  fair 
and  open  contest  the  truth  of  their  princi- 
ples, there  rushed  in  a  third  party — not 
agreeing  with  either— who  effectually  pre- 
vented both  from  ascertaining  the  real 
feeling  of  the  people  on  the  respective 
principles.  They  acted  the  part  of  the 
Sabine  ladies.  At  one  time  they  could  not 
bear  those  with  whom  they  were  now  in 
■trictcommunion ;  but  having  once  fornieii 
the  connexion,  they  were  ready  to  rush 
on  the  drawn  swords  of  their  opponents. 
What  was  the  reply  of  the  hon.  and 
learm;d  Gentleman  to  the  Lambeth  depu- 
tation ?  In  his  letter,  dated  Feb.  9lh, 
1 837,  would  he  found  this  passage : — "  You 
stale  twelve  points  of  the  Radical  creed. 
To  prepare  you  to  meet  me,  [  will  tell  you 
how  far  1  agree  with,  and  where  I  differ 
from,  you.  1,  A  truly  reformed  House  of 
Commons. — I  heartily  agree.  2.  Equal 
represenlutioo. — 1  agree.  3.  Universal 
■uSVage. — 1  agree.  4.  Vote  by  ballot. — 
I  agree,  fi.  Short  Parltuments. — I  agree. 
&.  No    properly    qualification. — I    Sigree. 


7,  A  national  system  of  education.—I 
agree.  8.  Just  taxation.— I  agree.  9.  Pfo 
Established  Church.  —  t  agree."  Now, 
was  not  this  as  solemn  a  declaration 
as  that  House  could  require,  of  the  views 
entertained  by  the  ban.  and  learned  Geo- 
lleraan  on  the  subject  of  the  Churcb 
Establishment  in  Ireland?  By  the  ex- 
pression "  1  agree,"  he  must  also  be  beM 
to  mean  that  he  would  nse  his  exertions 
to  procure  those  things  which  he  tbua 
showed  his  desire  to  attain.  Ifthefaon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  so  openly 
urge  such  views  here,  where  he  was  under 
some  sort  of  control,  how  much  the  more 
would  he  do  so  where  he  was  superior  to 
all  control  ?  It  was  on  a  consideration 
of  all  these  important  declarations  that  be 
was  of  opinion,  that  these  Municipal  Cor- 
porations ought  not  to  be  placed  under 
the  influence  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman ;  for  if  the  House  did  give  him 
that  vast  power,  if  they  did  open  those 
normal  schools  of  agitation,  they  would 
furnish  him  with  the  means  ofatlaininjp 
all  those  objects  to  which  he  did  rrot 
!<cruple  to  declare  all  his  political  exerlioni  - 
pointed.  He  would  appeal  lo  the opinioiii 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  expressed,  not 
whilst  speaking  in  that  House,  but  wbwi 
writing  as  a  philosopher  in  his  closet.  In 
the  noble  Lord's  treatise  on  the  British 
Constitution,  he  staled,  that  in  the  con- 
cessions made  to  the  Dissenters  in  ihe 
reign  of  William  and  Mary,  the  Romati 
Catholics  were  not  included ;  and  the 
same  noble  Lord  further  observed,  that  it 
was  true  that  in  the  reigns  of  Elizabeth  and 
James  Isi,  the  Roman  Catholics  bad 
sought  for  foreign  assistance,  had  engaged 
in  plots  and  assassinations,  had  struck  at 
the  root  of  British  freedom  and  independ. 
ence,  and  though  he  doubted  whether  the 
refusal  of  concession  were  wise,  he  fully 
acknowledged  that  it  was  just.  With 
such  admissions,  he  desired  to  know 
upon  what  principle,  or  by  what  maxim 
of  prudence,  could  hon.  Members  de. 
fend  that  course  of  policy  which  went 
to  place  the  Church  Establishment  in 
Ireland  at  the  feel  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic hierarchy?  There  was  a  great 
demand,  indeed,  of  "justice  to  Ireland." 
Now,  if  that  meant  equality  in  every  re- 
spect,  he  admitted  that,  in  some  respecUi, 


they  did  not  deal  out  equal  justice  to 
Ireland.  For  instance,  in  Ireland  they 
were  not  called  upon    to    pay  aaseMea 
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were  laid  on,  Ireland  might  have  bee 
used  u  much  as  she  could  bear;  but 
■ince  then  the  condition  of  Ireland  had 
natenBllv  improved,  and  yet  Ireland  was 
not  called  on  to  bear  the  proportion  of  this 
ipecies  of  taxation.  At  the  same  time  the 
analogy  which  had  been  said  to  exist 
between  the  Municipal  Corporetions  of 
England  and  those  of  Ireland,  was  not  a 
just  analogy.  In  England,  the  Corporations 
were  much  older,  and  the  people  posaessed 
a  much  larger  interest  in  them.  The 
Corporations  in  Ireland  were  in  same 
degree,  he  might  almost  saj,  a  sort  of 
citadel,  for  the  protection  of  the  Protestant 
interests.  Those  Cotporalions  had  con- 
tinued to  give  to  the  Protestant  interest 
ibe  adTantage  of  being  adequately  repre- 
sented  in  Parliament.  Now,  these  and 
other  advantages  they  al  that  side  of  the 
House  bad  agreed  to  surrender.  He 
would  also  remind  the  House,  itiat  when 
It  had  been  declared  as  the  opinion 
of  the  House  and  of  the  Crown,  that  it 
was  desirable  that  the  Orange  Society 
should  cease,  those  hon.  Members  who 
were  connected  with  that  society  came 
forward  in  the  most  honourable  manner, 
and  used  every  influence  in  their  power  to 
prerail  on  those  societies todissolve  ibem- 
selves,  and  their  efforts  were  succeuful. 
Were  not  those  instances  to  which  he 
bad  referred,  a  proof  of  the  disposition  of 
tboie  at  that  side  of  the  House  to  make 
concessions?  Emancipation  was  granted 
to  the  Irish  people,  and  they  were  told 
that  that  measure  would  be  sufficient  to 
•nsure  the  peace  and  tranquillity  of  Ire- 
land. He  need  not  say  whether  that 
measure  had  succeeded  or  not.  The  Irish 
agitators  now  came  forward  to  ask  for  the 
establishment  of  normal  schools  of  agita- 
tion in  Ireland,  and  io  that  he  and  his 
Friends  refused  to  concur.  They  were 
fighting  the  battle  of  the  English  people, 
but  that  was  not  the  question  on  which 
the  contest  was  to  be  finally  decided.  The 
people  of  England  were  anxious  to  resist 
any  measure  bv  which  the  interests  of  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland  could  be 
injured  or  compromised.  That  was  the 
great  question  to  be  decided,  and  it  was 
their  dut^  to  see  that,  neither  by  open 


of  that  great  question.  He  trusted,  then, 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  lose  no  time  in 
bringing  that  question  forward,  in  order 
that  they  might  see  how  far  the  noble 
Lord  was  prepared  to  propose  a  satisfac- 
tory settlement  of  the  question.  He  did 
not  know,  however,  how  far  the  influence 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  might 
interfere  with  the  noble  Lord,  in  reference 
to  that  settlement  which  he  appeared  to 
desire  so  much.  That  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  made  many  promises  an 
declarations,  but  it  was  unnecessary  to  say 
how  far  they  had  been  realised.  He  had 
stated  that  this  measure  was  necessary  to 
the  peace  of  Ireland,  and  that  its  rejection 
would  lead  to  the  most  dangerous  results. 
He  would  say,  however,  of  the  language 
of  the  hon.  Member,  "  Sub  risu  lachrymas 
sub  melle  venenum."  For  the  reasons  he 
had  slated,  he  felt  bound  to  oppose  this 
measure.  No  sufficient  grounds  had  been 
stated  in  snpport  of  the  plan  now  brought 
forward,  and  until  he  found  arguments 
stronger  and  more  sufficient  than  those  on 
which  the  supporters  of  this  measure  relied, 
he  felt  bound  to  meet  it  with  his  most 
decided  and  strenuous  opposition. 

Mr.  Bellew  would  feel  very  much 
obliged  ti>  the  House  if  they  would  for  a 
few  minutes  listen  to  the  observations 
which  he  wished  to  make,  and  he  assured 
them  that  he  would  not  abuse  their  indul- 
gence or  trespass  at  any  very  unreasonable 
length  upon  their  patience.  The  Catholic 
question  was  for  forty  years  the  great 
stumbling-block  amongst  statesmen  in 
legislating  for  Ireland,  and  it  appeared 
unfortunately  that  it  was  not  yet  removed, 
for  let  hon.  Gentlemen  disguise  it  as  they 
might,  the  whole  beginning  anil  end  of 
their  argument  amounted  to  this — "The 
people  of  Ireland  are  Catholic;  we  can- 
not, therefore,  trust  them  nith  the  ma- 
nagement of  local  affairs ;  the  people  of 
England  are  Protestant,  and  they  may  be 
so  trusted."  For  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  it  was  not  sought  by  any  one  to  de- 
fend the  present  corporations,  or  to  con- 
sider their  total  abolition  as  any  injustice. 
The  interests  of  the  present  Protestant 
corporators  were  most  unceremoniously 
dealt  with,  just  in  the  same  way  as  were 
the  Brunswick  clubs  at  the  time  of  eman- 
le  regretted  the  more  deeply 
eling  should  continue  to  be 
ith  so  many  Irish  queations, 
had  the  other  night  a  most 
roof,  when  this  feeling  did  not 
iw  anxious  Geatlemeii  or  all 
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sides  of  the  House  vere  to  unite  iu  appro- 
bation of  the  Bill  for  the  relief  of  the  poor 
of  Irclaad;  and  there  was  no  one  wiio 
more  warmly  or  more  eloquenlly  than  the 
noble  -Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Lan- 
CBBhire,  bore  tesUmonj  to  the  kindly  feel- 
ing, and  the  naturnlly  good  and  generous 
ecnliments  of  the  Irish  people.  From  all 
be  had  ever  licard  of  the  character  of  that 
noble  Lord  as  a  landlord,  tlie  persons  on 
bis  estates  would  be  ungrateful  indeed  if 
they  did  not  evince  the  warmest  regard 
and  personal  attachment  to  him.  He  only 
regretted  that  the  noble  Lord  should  not 
hare  an  equallygood  opinion  of  the  higher 
class,  who  would  become  possessed  of  the 
franchise  under  the  present  Bill— a  class 
having  the  advantages  of  education,  of  a 
more  extended  intercourse  with  their  fel- 
low-cittzens,  and  in  many  instances  being 
in  a  situation  which  gave  them  a  positive 
interest  in  standing  well  with  their  fellow- 
townsmen  of  all  ranks  and  persuasions. 
Indeed  the  manner  in  which  the  power 
intrusted  to  boards  chosen  under  the  0th 
of  Geo.  4th,  for  cleaning  and  lighting 
towns  in  Ireland  had  been  exercised,  was 
a  praclical  proof  that  no  partiality  in  the 
selection  of  persons,  on  religious  grounds, 
wasto  lae  apprehended.  In  theonly  tow 
in  bis  county,  namely,  Dundalk,  where 
board  of  this  kind  existed,  he  wnuld  ver 
ture  to  say  that  no  man  of  any  party  con 
plained  of  the  persons  elected.  He  could 
not,  fitr  his  part,  understand  how  Gentte- 
men  who  opposed  this  Bill  on  the  ground 
that  the  persons  who  would  gain  the  chief 
beikcfit  from  it  were  Catliolics  could  ob- 
ject on  the  same  principle  to  a  Bill  foi 
supersediDg  all  the  magistracy  of  Ireland, 
nine-tenths  of  whom  were  Protesianl,  and 
vesting  in  the  hands  of  Government  the 
ftutire  administration  of  justice  in  that 
ootiatry ;  fbr,  much  a«  they  had  heard  of 
the  abuse  of  power  by  the  present  Go- 
vernment, it  seemed  there  were  no  ol^- 
Itons  to  conBding  to  them  all  tlie  addi- 
tional power  to  be  given  nnder  the  present 
Bill.  If  religion  and  not  fitness  were  to 
be  tbo  test  for  thedepositariesof  power  in 
Ireland,  and  that  such  was  the  feeling  on 
the  part  of  Tories  he  had  a  tight  to  assume 
Atun  the  fact  that  there  was  hardly  a 
dngle  instance  of  a  Calholio  having  b«en 
pKHDoted  to  office  under  a  Tory  Govern- 
ment, bow,  he  asked,  was  it  possible  that 
any  Government  could  be  carried  on  with- 
out having  one  or  other  party  enlisted  in 
perpetual  and  irreconcileable  hostilitjio  it? 
Oeotlcmcn  were  very  food^  when  it  an- 
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swered  their  purpose,  of  referring  to   tbo 
peculiar  circumstances  of  Irelana.    N'ow 
the  peculiar  circumstances  of  Ireland  were, 
that  there  were  7,OUO,000  of  Catholics 
and  700,000  Protestants.   This  peculiarity 
3  never  dwelt  on  when  the  Church  vraa 
question.     As    Mr.  Cobbett  observed 
;e,  "  we  talk  of  his  M^esty's  army  nod 
his  Majesty's  navy,  but  we  never  talk  of 
Majesty's  debt — O,  no,  it  is  the    na- 
tional debt."     The  preponderance  of  Ca- 
tholics,   though    a  very    strong    reason 
against  their  being  admitted  to  corpor*- 
tions,  was  none  in  the  worid  against  their 
paying  tithes.     Indeed,  the  proposed  re- 
form of  the  corporations  was  opposed  lest 
It  might  ultimately  interfere  with  the  col- 
lection of  tithes.     It  was    opposed    ex- 
preisiy  on   the  ground  of  danger  to  the 
Irish  Church.     Legislation,  in  fact,  as  far 
OS  Ireland  was  concerned,  must  stand  still 
because  they  had  a  Church  EstablishmenL 
'  e  same  argument   was  used    agunst 
laucipation  and  the  Reform  Bill,  and, 
his  opinion,  with  considerable  show  of 
justice.     But  how,  after  having  conceded 
the  principle  of  this  Bill — as  he  main- 
taine<l  they  had  done,  by  the  two  mea- 
sures which  gave  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
the  power  of  returning  a  myority  of  Irish 
representatives  to  this  House — they  could 
think  that  they  could  for  any  time  prevent 
a  perfect  equality  in  everyrespeet  between 
ibe  two  countries,  appeared  to  him  most 
extraordinary.     When  it  was  slated  that 
the  effect  of  the  Bill  at  present  before  the 
House  would  be  to  confer  power  esclu- 
sirely  on  Catholics,  he  was  temuteil  to 
refer  to  a  piece  of  evidence  in  the  Irish 
Poor-law  Report,  as  he  thought  it  aSinded 
a  very  good  illustration  of  the  ideas  of  ex- 
clusive power  entertained  by  some  persona. 
A  witness  of  the  name  of  Rowan,  in  the 
county  Down,  was  asked  if  many  persons 
would  emigrate  if  a  free  passage  were 
given!  His  answer  was — "  Several  would, 
liecause  their  privileges arein&inged  upon 
as  ProtesUnts."     The  explanation  of  this 
turned  out  to  be  that,  uotillatelj,  tbeCa- 
tholics  got  no  leases,  but  the  ProtesOtiti 
had  good  ones  i  but  now  the  landloid  toolL 
whoever  paid  the  highest  rent.     iuH  ia 
the  same  way  as  Mr.  Rowan  considered 
that  the  landlord  who  preferred  the  teosat 
who  was  most  industrious,  and  who  paid 
him  the  highest  rent,  was  trenching  ufun 
his  privileges  as  a  Protestant,  did  boo. 
Gentlemen  opposite  seem  to  contidei  the 
present    Bill    as    interfering  with   tbeir 
rights.  ThatitnasiiiteiuiedbytiieGaw)- 
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cipktioii  Bill  to  admit  Catholics  to  corpo- 
ntiou  there  conM  be  no  doubt,  aa  there 
were  special  eosctmeDls  ia  tb&t  Hill  pro- 
viding that  the  insignia  nf  office  belooging 
to  the  Diayor  or  other  officer  should  not  be 
diaplayed  at  aiif  house  of  worship,  aare 
that  of  the  Established  Church.  But  it 
wt*  every  day  becoming  more  evideat, 
and  the  late  obserratioDB  of  the  righc  hon. 
Sarooet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth,  left 
no  doubt  of  the  fact,  tbal  theMinistrywho 
passed  Emancipation  only  yielded  to  a  dire 
and  irresistible  necessity,  under  the  im- 
pression that  tbe  Catholics,  having  once 
obtained  an  equality  ia  the  eye  of  the  law, 
Vould  not  in  any  way  interfere  with  tht 
practical  working  nf  the  machine  of  Go- 
vernment, and  with  u  (iseil  delerminatioii 
on  their  part  to  retain  plac-e  and  power  in 
the  hands  that  had  hitherto  possessed  them. 
Now,  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  by  do 
means  acquiesced  in  this  plan  ^  and  if  it 
were  imagined  that  anyGnvernmeni,  such 
ns  might  be  supposed  to  be  formed  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  could  exist  in  this 
country  in  direct  collision  with  a  large 
majority  of  Irish  representatives  on  a 
question  altogether  Irish,  it  was  easy  to 
foresee  that  Ireland  would  only  add  one 
mure  to  the  number  of  Ministries  she  had 
already  broken  up.  The  people  of  Ireland 
were  never  so  united  as  at  the  present 
moment.  They  were  never,  consideringtheir 

g)Wer,  so  reasonable  in  their  demands. 
Qt  in  addition  to  all  further  incentives  to 
resist  a  Tory  rule,  thL-y  had  now  ihe  con- 
Tictlon,  that  the  hon.  Uaronet,  the  Member 
for  Tam worth,  could  not  afford  to  act  with 
forbearance,  but  must  deliver  himself  up 
into  the  bands  of  the  most  itncomprn- 
nisjng  of  the  Orange  party,  and  the  rule 
of  that  party  in  Ireland  would  meet  with 
a  resistance  so  fixed,  so  decided,  so  tem- 
perate, but  so  powerful,  that  it  would  be 
impossible  for  any  Government  to  conteml 
with  it.  If  the  battle  were  to  be  fought, 
he  rejoiced  It  was  on  sQch  a  question  as 
the  present;  and  he  rejoiced  the  more 
when  he  contrasted  the  sentiment*  of  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  with  those  expreMed  by 
bla  Migesty's  Ministers.  After  tbe  full 
and  clear  statement  made  during  tbe  past 
week  by  tbe  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 


himself  the  gratification 
humble  testimony  to  tbe  bleuinga  pr»- 
daced  by  Lord  Mulgrave's  gDvemnient, 
and  of  expressing  the  debt  of  gratitode 
which  he,  in  common  with  nine-tenths  of 
bis  countrymen,  felt  to  that  noble  Lord, 
and  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land,  for  the  good  they  had  already  ef- 
fected. Gentlemen  opposite  might  ex- 
press what  opinion  they  thought  Bt;  but 
this  he  fearlessly  stated,  that  this  was  the 
first  Government  considered  by  the  great 
majority  of  the  Irish  people  as  identified 
with  their  interests,  and  in  whose  admi- 
nistration of  justice  they  had  confidenccj 
— by  that  majority  recollect  who  returned 
sixty-three  Members  to  this  House,  and 
who  would  increase  that  number  on  the 
first  opportunity.  The  present  Govern- 
ment, it  was  true,  had  not  as  yet  been 
able  to  dry  up  the  springs  of  discontent, 
but  the  waters  of  bitterness  had  been 
stopped  in  their  course-  They  had  pre- 
pared the  mind  of  the  Irish  people  for 
good  laws  by  the  manner  in  which  they 
had  administered  the  existing  ones.  They 
had  done  more  to  attach  Ireland  to  Bri- 
tish connexion  in  two  years  than  had 
been  achieved  by  their  predecessors  in  the 
course  of  their  whole  lives  j  and  by  pla- 
cing their  tenure  of  office  on  the  foie  of 
the  present  Bill,  they  had  shown,  that  as 
Ihey  came  into  power  on  the  principle  of 
doing  justice  to  Ireland,  they  were  deter- 
mined not  to  retain  it  one  hcmr  after  they 
were  unable  to  carry  that  principle  into 
effect. 

Mr.  John  Youjig  vished  to  stale  brielly 
I  own  view  of  the  question.  As  an  in- 
dependent man  he  had  hoped  (bat  paitiea, 
ifter  engaging  in  tbe  warmest  opposition, 
aight  have  made  motual  concessions,  and 
ananged  this,  aa  ihey  had  frcqiienily  done 
other  qneations,  on  the  solid  basis  of  the 

Eublicgood.  Snch  a  cooiuiBination  seemed 
opeieta,  and  he  regretted  that  this  would 
but  add  another  to  tbe  melanchcly  instan- 
bow  diHietilt  it  was  to  legislate  for  Ire- 
land,  a  conntry  nhere  every  pvivata  inler- 
esl  was  permitted  to  inteTfere  with  public 
inlereata,  and  where  the  heads  and  betfttof 
both  parlies  were  heated  not  nt^^'l'  by 
"  )t  by  religiooi  enthusiasm.  There 
ictions  which  had  given   great 
>  (he  opposite  side  ofihe  Houss, 
isaPiotntant  Irish  Member, he 
his  dot*  to  say  he  did  not  par- 
II  had  been  urged  that  tb«  cor- 
wovld  b«   &\M    by    ftomtt 
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futWKv*  k>M^  t»  Bfilnti  tntflniti,  and 
shiw'^lw'nt  to  Vtriiwh  MAMxioi).  At  flm 
4w«>  »ivk«M»  <mt)Mt  mIKiuI  partiiD 


*  «4iie«*i  vubMquently  lie 

ki9^k^i'««MM*MlWiw  ikelmndioflhc 
WJWW*W  t*4  »l»>»w     budtv*  liltis  likalir 

«||>H«  ii4<ftHf^  Mwl  Wtm^MMUl  would 
«jjt  ]^«b4Mu>   IMtv<R   ttwit  potitivt  and 


■afe,  bad  tut 
Ireland — and  tbcy  anr 
rounded  by  maiduda  m 
judice,  and  so  crednkM 


I  to  receive  tbe  n 
tiei,  and  to  lufier  tbcinielm  Id  he  k 
(guided  by  leadera  so  liule  aoapdaaB  ^ 
to  couniel  them  in  tbe  readiert  mmA  ^a^at 
model  of  eluding  or  breaki^  the  "«7 
which  they  bad  ibciuiel^  heas 
lately  engaged  in  framing'.  Uad^  aaA 
circumilBncei  the  appreheonooa  of  the 
Prateitants  were  well  roaoded,  and  their 
re«iitance  juit  and  reaBonable.  Tlie  hoa. 
,  'ii^JvJUiMi  '!>  UM  sVmmiAnmww  «f  Itttt  I  Mtimber  for  St.  A 1  ban's  talked  ofamnglb- 
tfit^tM^  )N^>Mi  lUit^M  s'VK^l'v  wmU  <Niin{  the  hands  of  Government.  Bedif 
ihkt,  iftt)ir  -^ttM  ii»x<^>  «u«(  wwt  y*v|HM>  MM  know  how  the  Hon.  Member  prapdMJ 
toiw,4M'witttK'f*V^'lfrfyii»W't»M«*i#»>»>>H>l  .  h>  rtf^l  that  object;  but  undosbtedl^ 
lffW«t.. !>mt  i>(  >^Mtf^  twJi  >»^  W 'JNtf^vtl  W  ^W  weakness  of  the  Government  waa  <nt 
<A,  '4ri<^  >M  ■■wim*^  '*^fini,  iJk4X«»W».  <  tM'  lh«  ^nat  miscbiefa  of  Ireland.  The 
^tMfi  iMt^  '^t^HMfk  twwi  wtcs  M#  WMhM  '  vlilStwlliM  lu  the  way  of  an  adjustment  of 
>u4fs^ttWMi<;  j'V.'^'  In-  l^-fV^yiMWtWHit..  aaiii : ))»« i^uestion  had  been  greatly  added  to  by 
yi4f  ■i<«|Wi'HM^  Vi  <^  S^NN>#^  ito»  tW«k  I  lt)9  anfortunais  position  of  the  Govern- 
ltVVWtci>  tJH>  Wtfet>4  ^t*  ^«*«  >M»M  MM-al,  which,  instead  of  softening  dowa 
^  Mtt^-^MVx.  '^Wy  i;u>t4><(a  ^  ^V4««--  auiuHMiiks,  and  holding  a  balance  b»- 
iikj.  V;>*4  •»  ti  *i.i«v  ps'wwrtU  1  ti«*««  conteoding  factions,  had,  on  all 
weosMaa,  been  cS>lig«l  to  come  forward 
as  tb«  advocate  and  champioa  of  oae 


tk« 


VK«  ^lUA  VWv  W^h^l  m*K  W  uMtktM^MlU 
tMyA^Mk  9i  t^«M  )^<i«t«4SJiMM,  uM^«d  an 
HuJ(«M(^  4kwJ  iMKi><»<t«<aLM'«  wtuv^  all  svb- 
att^waii  MMiuM  ««!«  HMbte  to  daunt  or 
•>(«<««M»,  ftul  such  defftQCM  are  no 
toBrer  wanting.  The  power  of  tbe  law, 
b«w»d  by  public  opinion,  has  long  ago 
stopped  ibow  escesses  wbich  prevailed  in 
rudar  ag«s.  These  institntioos,  therefore, 
though  to  lehemenlty  demanded,  were 
out  of  date,  and  Jtl-Buited  to  the  temper 
or  the  exigencies  of  these  times  :  while, 
it  must  be  admitted,  all  the  ends  and 
advantages  of  self-government  could  be  as 
well  and  more  cheaply  atUined  by  the 
means  pointed  out  in  the  noble  Lord's 
amendment.  The  violence  with  which 
they  were  sought  begot  suspicion  and 
alarm  in  the  minds  of  the  Protestants  of 
Ireland.  They  knew  not  lo  what  nses 
they  were  to  be  turned,  or  how  tbey  might 
be  injured  by  these  new  engines,  if  once 
set  in  motion.  The  Member  for  Kilkenny 
declared  openly,  "  Give  me  Corporations, 
and  I  will  do  anythiof ."  What  were  the 
minority  to  conclude?  They  knew  his 
vast  powers  of  perverting  measures  to  bis 
own  purpose;  they  saw  that  progress  of 
knowledge  and  improvement,  which  bad 
taken  place  in  England  and  made  rafonns 


partir,  on  which  it  relied  for  its  i 
«xHt«uc«.  While,  iberefore,  they  called 
ibeeuelves  liberals,  and  loudly  professed 
their  principles  to  be  the  right  of  freedom 
as  to  opinion,  and  security  from  persecu- 
tion, what  was  taking  place  under  their 
rule  in  Ireland? — what  freedom  of  opinioR 
could  the  Protestant  elector  exercise? 
What  security  from  persecution  was  en- 
Joyed  by  the  Protestant  clergyman? 
He  did  not  blame  the  Government  for 
their  attention  to  the  wishes  and  demanda 
of  the  Roman  Catholics ;  their  numbers, 
their  rapidly  increasing  wealth,  their  in- 
telligence, must  enforce  the  attention  of 
any  and  every  statesman.  But  if  this 
attention  were  exclusive— if  Governmeat 
as  they  had  lately  done,  selected  only  tbe 
more  violent  and  hot-headed  even  of  that 
party,  tbe  consequence  must  be  uo- 
compromising  resistance  from  the  Pro- 
testants and  Presbyterians — a  resistance, 
he  would  say,  to  which  at  any  other  cob> 
Juncture,  and  in  quieter  times,  neither 
their  wishes  nor  their  principles  inclined 
them — necessity  compelled  them  to  it— 
by  it  they  might  not  ensure  ulticaate  auD- 
cess,  but  they  bad  all  the  cbanco  of 
delay  in  their  favour.  Tbey  would  eani 
the  respect  of  their  opponenU— teiuh 
them  not  to  count  cd  a  light  and  nijf 
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triniBidi — and  on  olher  ckximom,  >ad 
protnMj  eren  oo  the  precent,  wiii^  btm 
them  Tairer  tenna  and  a  Bon  huMMiaUe 
compromise  than  they  Kcmcd  wQliag  to 
ofier. 

Hr.  CharUt  BvUer  obMmd,  tkal.  al- 
t'bongh    he  had  already 


powdto  ham  waked  all  ihacftct  ^a« 
the  h«Ma  Bind  «hich  covU  poaAly  ha 
expected  IniH  thcH.  The  boa.  Mrf 
hsuMd    Memher   tor    KUkesaj,   ha  ^• 


had  not  been  foitanate  i 


which  be  o^hl  mm  W  have  eaid. 


catcbng  the  i  GealfeaMfl  opposite  alwav*  beea  ao   vcfj 

■-'-'   '-  ■— '    canMatCMMoadvcfeAintiBatlDeo*. 

sit  ih^tseKes  ■■  anaar  of  the  bfce  kbd. 

Bat  he  aooy  go  hnher.     He  vorid  cs»- 

cede     ■         - 


Speaker'*  eye,  he  was  raiher  glad  it  bad 
happened  so,  as  it  bad  afforded  him  an 
opportaai^  or  listening  to  two  speeches 
from  Oentiemen  on  opposite  side*  of  the 
House  —  speeches  which,  temperate  im 
themselves,  had  diis  very  remaii^4e  ■»- 
Telly  in  their  faroar,  that  they  spoke  to  the 
qnestion  before  the  House.  The  bon,  and 
Manied  Gentleman  who  had  preceded  the 
last  two  hon.  Members  had  taken  a  rery 
different  coarse.  He  bad  foand  appa- 
rently so  little  to  grapple  with  in  ibe 
speech  of  the  hon.  Hember  for  St. 
Alban's,  that  he  bad  been  obliged  to  reeor 
to  the  first  speech  of  the  DoUe  Lord  on 
bringing  this  qaesUon  forward  the  other 
night,  and  to  a  speech  made  by  Mr.  Fox 
forty  or  fifty  years  ago,  for  materials  for 
his  speech.  Tbe  ntrtile  Lord  the  other 
night  had  certainly  made  oiw  qnoiatioa 
from  Fox  which  had  eridently  made  a 
very  deep  impression  opoo  the  boo. 
and  learned  Gentleman  and  other  boo. 
Gentlemen  on  the  olher  sideof  tbe  Hooae. 
It  was  where  tbe  great  orator  spoke  of  a 
"  miserable  mooopoliziDg  miaority,"  a 
description  perfectly  tme  in  itself,  very  \  what  the  dcNj^  frf 
personal,  and  moreover  very  alliterative.  !  Mentber  are,  tn  what  h«  svonvs?  W«  mat 
This  it  was  which  had  evidently  f>alt«l  boo. '  not  what  yoa  eafl  wfiniiaaa,  hM  «b>C  f 
Gentlemen  opposite  no  little.  For  bis  own  '  regard  as  taasK.  (»  set  M  e«  «ar  flMl 
part,  however,  be  did  wonder  very  n)»d> .  a^mst  a  dat>^  wXtch  w«  tfttj^  I*  S^ 
whether  it  weold  be  posaiUe  at  any  um*  '  ffhtntd,  U  net  fnm  ih«  Im*.  awl  Ismm^ 
to  carry  on  a  discwsaio*  on  ti.it  labjeet ;  Mentbtr,  ff«m  s^awfaHy  «t*«.  It  m  «m 
wiiboot  endless  refenoecs  to  pobetaven  b«s<tM»s  Ut  (ak«  ew>,  rti4<  mttit^  W  Mr 
and  ma^alratca,  whom  nadcr  Mhe<  ek-  '  a*y  •)*«  «lw  sh»l[  Iw  aM«  b>  ta**  I*  «vil 
cnmstances  tbey  wonld  never  have  e#rf«  iW  nxiforio**  wWi>  w<  pmff69tt  w 
heard  of— etemd  allukms  Co  Ibe  C*- ,  «*iet  (sv  tiut  h>tiMaf  t4  mii-.jnm  n*4  tt 
iholic  Association,  and  iiKrassnable  *»- '  a^ita^  I  fMkt  bcfs  MMk  <n«A«4,  Hhv, 
tracU  from  all  the  speedtes  ddrverol  W  •  tint  «  haJ  h«<i«  p^ssihto  l»  iiwis  *« 
the  bon.  and  leaned  Member  fee  KiC-  ■  ptrst  ytahDm  ft«^.  aM  Mty  A>M»  |W 
kenoy,  at  pnUic  dinners  for  (be  bsc .  sowktiOM.  b«<  at*>  frM*  *ll  <iw»i<s»iftawi 
6fteen  or  twenty  years.  Above  all,  be  was :  '4  a  f»nj  m  •  tAmfUfuff  imumt  I  4& 
■nxions  to  know  whether  it  wonU  ever  be  f  nM  kMw  wb«lMr  f  A<*H  g(S*  a«iM>y  ^•f' 
feauUe  for  bon.  Gentlemen  U>  rtmOmet  mm  t»  pi  iAtm%  ->n«b  m^  mmj  mtmmm 
Hch  an  argnment  witbont  wnsawitly ,  fA  Ike  msforfMe*  «4  fh<*  tifMWfMW/  b«t  f 
using  tannlrag  allanoM  to  tbe  bon,  and  '  4*  ••(  Marfait  !#  sny  Anf,  M  w»y  tiyMtUm. 
learned  Gentleman,  and  tbe  sabacrvwncy  ibemr  mw«(«ivim  reaysiWrtut  rW  w<wwi»i() 
of  his  Majesty's  Minister*  to  bim— Ibenws  |  i*«tit'«nM«  n^  »  iMuMtj  mn  lb«  MM  i#. 
which  be  had  himself  beard  repcMed  ten  ,  KVMdnK  wbieb  •  l.«f{MMivf#  m  ('•Ifiitf  «H 
thousand  times  on  a  modcvatecafeabi6M,tli>ciM»M4fft«(lM>^«MlK4#y,  tinmHrHl 
ud  which,  tberefort,  Bi|>t  wd  be  fVp- 1  «Xf«HM«  IIhM  t  4«Af«  Aow  (Im  MWf 


whether  ibey  riionid  grant  fiee  aMnsraaal 
institnlioas  to  the  peofle  at  Ireland.  We 
are  shallow  lepslaiora,  rontiwcd  th«  boa. 
and  learned  Slcarfter,  if  we  devise  oar 


tcnioo  c^  aU  grcu  insiitniisns  to  Ibc  par' 
poses  of  personal  agpaadsscaaanC,  aad  the 
profit  of  patty;  it  wt  i||rik>id  lias 
evil  from  this  CVCowen  aIsM,  mA  dsMa 
that,  if  be  were  lo  die,  ao  other  CrCtrnmOt 
woald  ever  a^ain  rise  to  tronUe  as ;  and 
if  wedonotsosbapetbeiastklioaa  absefc 
we  give  to  the  Irish  pc«|4e  an  lo  seeaas 
them  from  tomttthm%  met*  ibaa  th* 
betioat  of  a  day,  or  tbe  aasf.i^Ma  t4  a 
'  ijrle  iodiridaal.     What  naatlers  it,  tbca^ 
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triumfd) — and  on  othet  occaabna,  and 
probably  ercn  on  the  present,  wring  from 
tbem  fairer  lenni  and  a  more  honourable 
compromtM  than  they  seeraed  willing  to 
ofl«r. 

Hr.  CkarUt  BuUer  oburred,  that,  al- 
tbough  he  had  already  risen  once  and 
had  not  been  fortunate  in  catching  the 
Speaker's  eye,  he  was  rather  glad  ii  had 
happened  so,  as  it  had  afforded  him  an 
opportanity  of  listening  to  two  speeches 
from  Gentlemen  on  opposite  sides  of  the 
HoQse  —  speeches  which,  temperate  in 
themselves,  had  ^is  very  remarkahle  no- 
velty in  their  favoar,  that  they  spoke  to  the 
question  before  the  House.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  preceded  the 
last  two  hoD.  Members  bad  taken  a  very 
different  course.  He  had  found  appa- 
rently so  little  to  grapple  with  in  the 
weech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Alban's,  that  be  had  been  obliged  to  recur 
to  the  firat  speech  of  the  noUe  Lord  on 
bringing  this  qnettion  forward  the  other 
night,  and  to  a  speech  made  by  Mr.  Fos 
fbrty  or  fifty  years  ago,  for  materials  for 
liis  speech.  Tbe  noUe  Lord  the  other 
*>%t)t  had  certainly  made  one  qootation 
^om  Fox  wbtcb  bad  eridently  made  a 
'*^  deep  impression  upon  the  hon, 
*nd  learned  Oeolleman  and  other  hon. 


posed  to  have  wwlced  all  tbe  effect  v\ 

tbe  hnman  mind  which  could  poasiUy 

eipected     from    them.    The    hon.    i 

learned    Member   for    Kilkenny,  be 

mitted,  said  many  things  at  difierent  til 

which  he  ought  not  to  hare  said.     It  < 

very  wrong;   but  be  would  ask,  bad  h 

Gentlemen  opposite  always  been  so  i 

careful  at  Coaservatiie  festivals  not  to  et 

mit  themselves  in  anyway  of  tbe  like  ki 

But  be  would  go  forUier.     He  woold  c 

cede    the    charge    that    Ministers    m 

playing  into  the  bands  of  the  hon.  i 

learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  ; — he  wo 

admit   all  tfab,   and  then  he  would 

what   had    it  to  do  with  the  questi 

whether  they  fhoold  grant  free  munici 

insti  tut  ions  to  tbe  people  of  Ireland.     ' 

are  shallow  ]epiliion,  coo  tinned  the  h 

and   learned  Member,   if  we  devise 

schemes    of  gorernmeDt  without    tak 

into    account   the  iovariaUe    dispoait 

in    hnman    nature   to  attempt    the  f 

version  of  all  great  institutions  to  the  p 

poaes  of  persooal  aggrandisemeiit,  and 

profit    of   party  ;    if  we  apprebeod  t 

evil  from  this  (XConae])  alone,  and  dra 

that,  if  he  were  to  die,  oo  other  (yCoM 

would  ever  again  rise  to  trooblc  ns  ;  i 

if  we  do  not  so  shape  the  institntiona  wfa 

we  give  to  the  Irish  pec^e  as  to  see 

them    from    something  more    ibas 

'     '  '       '     ,  or  tbe  ambitioa  o 

What  aiatters  it,  lb 

tf  tbe  boa.  and  lean 

at  he  avows?  We  w: 

BOnfcsaioM,  bn  wba 

0  set  na  OD  au  gn 

s'bicb  we  ought  to  i 

n  tbe  boft.  aad  lean 

tebody  dsc.     It  ia  • 

ire,  llmt   nedher  Im  i 

be  aUe  to  ton  to  i 

M  wbicb  we  pwpoM 

tot  of  maiioM  Md 


iappMwry  rnatmu.  I 
I  AMftt  mamj  p 
wAmo  m  mjonim 
«f  Ibw  qMatMNs,  b« 
ay  ibalf  m  my  opini 
ipect*#j  the  flNlDm 
wstrran  tlMRMst 

prcanrtAiy,    TW  • 
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arcDS  for  local  emulatioii,  it  u««s  the  tb«  nugntncy,  ihe  poUtt,  ihe  Bdwyaii 
tUte  from  many  an  ambilioa  which  woatd  traUon  of  justice,  «iid  the  mui^naait  oC 
otherwise  agitate  it,  antl  consolidates  the  the  kical  funds  niaed  for  theK  pwpOHs 
power  of  the  people,  by  placing  in  its  are  concerucfl,  and  the  dtTHtoa  of  the  rest 
gift  not  merely  the  tofty  piizes  of  na-  of  the  mu:iicipal  fanciioiu  amonc  bawds 
tional,  but  the  cheaper  objecU  of  uuDi-  of  comics  ^  ion  era  cKomb  for  the  parpoMS 
cipa),  distinction.  1  hope  the  Hotue  will  of  pkiio^,  li^:.lia»,  drainiog  aad  wuchic^. 
excuse  me  for  having  taken  a  course  of  The  first  part  cf  ihis  plim  seems  to  nw  tu 
argument  always  rather  unpopolar  ID  such  reijuire  little  dcKosiioa.  It  b  a  nssple 
an  assembly,  and  for  having  epparenEly  adoption  of  ihewontkiodofceatrahaatM, 
gone  into  a  description  of  the  abstract  of  which  we  ba*e  sees  tlie  iflsfholy 
policy  of  municipal  self-govemoient,  in-  results  in  the  feeble  and  enfr^htiag  syska 
stead  of  cooBniDg  myself  to  its  appiica-  of  local  manageiBeikt  which  has  for  tW  lot 
bitity  to  Ireland.  I  hare  done  so  because  fbny  years  existed  in  Fiance.  Asyste»aa 
I  think  it  shortens  my  ai^ument;  because,  coairvy  to  oar  Dational  habUa  and  tlw 
if  I  am  right  in  my  estimate  of  the  general  whole  spirit  of  our  insutotioiM  will  hardly 
advantagea  of  free  municipal  goTemmeut,  be  adopted  in  »  period  in  which  we  ban 
I  may  now  with  confidence  ask,  what  ample  and  satisfactory  tesiimoay  at  ihc 
country  in  the  world  ataods  more  in  need  mischief  which  it  hasdooe  ia  every  tomotrf 
thait  Ireland  of  the  vivifying  and  hamao'  in  which,  for  the  nisfonane  nf  its  ■»• 
izing  influence  of  Jmt  i  tut  ions  ?  I  know  habitaota,  it  has  been  allowed  10  pmaii. 
no  country  in  the  world  which  waott  There  is  aome  planMbility  in  the  yropoeil, 
more  than  Ireland  the  Blimnlos  to  its  of  tl^ie  noble  Lord  for  sobdividing  wwicTpil 
industrial  enemies,  the  vigilant  watch  fuaciioDS,  and  intrMliog  the  diSierent  de- 
over  its  local  management,  which  muni-  partmenls  to  cowHwiisioeera;  b«t  iIm  great 
cipal  self-government  would  give.  I  know  objection  to  this  is,  that  sneb  anbdmMMS 
no  country  in  which  it  ia  so  necessary  to  will  prodBceapetfcyaioegdeetors, and  JH 
do  something  to  rally  public  sympathies ,  an  inferior  cIm  of  mts  to  lake  oe  ihsia 
around  the  laws,  and  make  the  preaerva-  selves  the  manageaMai  of  local  afiaira. 
tion  of  order  and  the  administration  Collect  all  these  powers  together  and  pot 
of  justice  B  part  of  the  bosiness  of  the  them  ia  the  hands  of  somebody ;  let  the 
people.  And  perhaps  the  most  important  same  people  sopenntead  all  the  details  d 
ConsiderstioD  of  all  is  one  which  Gentle-  mnnicipai^ovemnkenr.maaa^the&aances, 
men  00  the  other  side  seem  always  in-  administer  jtutire,  and  direct  police;  aad 
dined  to  forget  in  these  discustions,  ihe  wielding  all  these  powers  wilt  bean  o^ 
namely,  that  Ireland  has  a  representative  ject  of  ambif  ion  sofSeient  to  tempt  pevso— 
Government:  that  rave  as  you  may  at  the  of  property  and  lotehigeMe  10  compete  fct 
mode  in  which  the  Irish  people,  in  a  great  these  offices,  and  eacile  ihe  iafe*esl  ol 
majority  of  instances,  exercise  their  fran-  people  as  to  the  elertion  for  thes.  Bnt 
chise,  nossne  man  can  dream  of  depriving  subditide  these  far.eiicnaaod  place  them  « 
(herooFiti  that  ihis,  therefore,  is  a  fact  separate  hands,  »nd  the  saere  si»|(le 
of  which  you  cannot  get  rid,  bat  to  which  bnsioessof  lighting,  or  pevma;,  or  drainiag;, 
yon  mutt  confine  your  policy ;  that  jon  will  possess  m>  teir.ptat'On  tur  a»y  p 
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pover  of  a  demagogue.  It  would  create  good  government  in  Great  Briistn.  This 
Mrera)  sources  of  agitation,  but  thereby  is  the  real  mischiar  or  that  church.  Ita 
diminish  the  intensity  of  heat  now  col-  |  mere  existence  has  indeed  been  a  dreadfal 
lected  into  one  focus.  I  think,  with  Gen-  '-  evil.  It  has  been  a  constant  insult  to  the 
tieinen,  that  the  influence  of  the  priest- i  great  mass  of  the  community,  a  constant 
hood^  particularly  of  the  Catholic  priest-  cause  of  irritation,  a  perversion  of  a  great 
hood,  is  an  evil,  and  that  the  immense  I  national  fund  to  the  miserable  purposes  of 
influence  which  the  hon.  and  learned  :  a  sect  and  a  fuction,  and  an  obstacle  to 
Member  for  Kilkenny  enjoys  is  one  which  the  endowment  of  the  national  religion  in 
BO  one  desires  to  see  in  any  well-ordered  the  country  in  the  world  which,  perhaps, 
state.  And  this  is  why  1  call  for  freely-  ,  more  than  any  other,  wants  the  connexion 
elected  corporaiions  in  every  town  in  Ire-  of  the  Slate  with  the  Church  of  the  peoj:^. 
land,  because  I  think  that  human  wit  has '  But  the  observant  mind  can  discover  in. 
never  devised  a  more  effectual  counter-    direct  effects  far  worse  than  these.     For 

Elite  to  the  absorbing  influence  of  a  party  ,  in  order  to  maintain  this  institution  in  de- 
ader, or  a  more  potent  burner  against .  fiince  of  the  hostility  of  the  nation,  you 
the  encroachments  of  the  priesthood.  But :  h.ive  been  obliged  to  pervert  every  other 
the  ground  on  which  the  right  hon.  insti'ution  of  the  country,  and  the  train  Of 
Baronet,  the  Member  forTamworth,  has  '  aiixillitry  grievances  has  been  far  worse 
rested  his  opposition  to  the  measure  pro-  than  the  one  which  they  have  been  lum- 
poeed  by  Ministers  is  a  simple,  and,  with-  moned  to  aid.  It  is  for  the  maintenance 
out  meaning  any  ofience  to  any  other  of  the  church  that  the  administration  of 
Gentleman,  is,  I  believe,  the  real  ground  justice  has  been  corrupted — it  is  for  that 
on  which  it  is  resisted.  With  the  general  !  turbnienceand  disorder  have  been  deliber- 
effecta  of  different  forms  of  municipal  |  aiely  encouraged— it  is  for  that  the  local 
government,  he  seems  to  trouble  himself  I  mal-administration  of  the  Gnancea  ia 
very  little.  He  asks  but  one  question—  allowed — it  is  for  that,  above  all,  that  the 
'*  What  effect  will  the  establishment  of ,  Irish  people  have  been  as  long  and  aa 
these  popular  bodies  have  on  the  [rish  '  much  as  possible  deprived  of  the  free  ex- 
Chnrch?"  He  imagines  a  prejudicial  ercise  of  the  elective  franchise.  But  the 
effect ;  and  therefore  he  refuses  to  establish  connexion  between  these  evils  and  the 
them,  because,  in  his  opinion,  every  other  |  existence  of  the  Establishment  was  what 
consideration  must  be  sacrifit^ed  to  the  |  it  required  some  reflection  to  trace.  Iti 
maintenance  of  that  Church.  He  believeH  i  this  case  we  are  spared  the  trouble  of  that 
diat  whatever  power  you  put  into  the  proof.  It  is  confessed,  and  every  man 
baitds  of  the  Irtsh  people,  it  will  be  used  who  sees  that  Iieland  is  deprived  of  that 
to  rid  them  of  that  Church;  and  in  order,  i  municipal  government  which  has  been 
therefore, to  maintain  the  Church,  he  insists  '.  established  as  the  best  for  Scotlarid  and 
on  debarring  the  people  from  any  voice  in  ,  for  England,  sees  also,  that  that  privation 
the  arrangement  of  their  local  affairs.  I  |  is  a  consequence  of  the  eiistence  of  the 
rejoice  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ■  Church  Establishment.  I  do  not  quarrel 
avow  such  a  principle  of  government,  I  with  the  premises  of  thisreasoning.  I  be- 
have always  been  an  undisguised  enemy  lieve  that  the  existence  of  the  Establish- 
oflheeaistenceofthe  IrishChurchEetab.  ment  is  incompatible  with  the  exisU 
lishment.  I  have  never  dissembled  the  !  ence  of  good  municipal  or  any  other 
horror  with  which  I  have  always  regarded  ]  good  institutions  in  Ireland.  Rest  your 
K  as  the  most  revolting  profanation  of  all    case  on    that  alternative,  and    I    believe 

ihat  >■  vPn^irflhlB  in  rh^.,;-„;.„    .«A  ,1.=  I  .k. u  „f  i:„»i„„j   »ii|   noi  hesitate 

I  the  conclusion 
igainst  corpora- 
strong  one  in 
;  and  that  it 
tssily  of  abating 
confessed  to  be 
free  institution, 
for  the  expres- 
igs  of  the  Iiish. 
right  hon.  Gen-' 
!|mreil  to  carry 
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laid  down  t  1  ihottld  be  glad  to  koow 
W«  he  M  to  carry  on  the  gornnoMBt  of 
Uwliad  on  ineh  a  piincipfe;  aitd  I  an 
l(bd  be  hu  adopted  the  principU,  heoanie 
I  Ml  convioeed  be  will  find  it  more  ditfi- 
CMk  to  manage  Ireland  in  (hat  way  than 
in  BDj  other.  Hii  Majeitj'a  Qovernment 
have  given  an  intelligent  and  diatinct  plan. 
Tbey  beve  apoken  oat,  aod  declared  (Iml 
eome  what  may,  they  will  give  municipal 
eorporattonB  to  the  Irish  people.  They 
have  ttaked  their  exJatence  as  a  Govern- 
Ment  OD  that  point,  and  by  that  they  tUnd 
or  fall.  Hilt  ia  honeat  and  patriotic  con- 
duct. I  am  glad  the  noble  Lord  has 
taken  np  auch  a  poiition,  and  applaud 
kirn  for  adopting  >uch  large  views.  I  can 
noderatand  the  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord, 
but  I  cannot  understand  equally  well  the 
poeition  taken  by  the  ridit  hon.  Baronet. 
By  what  ayaiem  of  Irish  policy  is  he  to 
itand  or  fall  ?  I  hope  the  Irish  people 
vlll  reaiat  any  Government  framed  on  his 
principle.  My  approbation  of  their  con- 
duct will  depend  on  nothing  but  their 
MCceas,  and  they  may  rest  assured  that  if 
they  opjftote  such  a  Govemnient,  they  will 
meet  with  the  sympathy  of  every  liberal 
Blind  ia  the  civilised  world.  It  was  be- 
fore such  a  resistance  the  mind  of  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  quailed.  That  noble 
Duka  said  he  would  not  hazard  a  civil 
war.  iM  me  ask  the  riglit  hon.  Baronet 
if  he  ii  prepared  to  do  so  7  I  wish  to  say 
nothing  offensive  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
lleman;  on  the  contrary,  I  speak  of  him 
always  with  feelings  of  reaped;  and  here 
I  cannot  avoid  adverting  to  the  charges 
brought  against  him  for  the  part  which  he 
took  in  ibe  settlement  of  the  Catholic 
question.  I  wholly  overlook  the  old  and 
obaolete  charge  of  epottacy — I  blame  him 
not  for  changing  from  the  wrong  to  the 
right  course  ;  but  I  blame  him  for  remain- 
ing SI  long  immoveable — I  blame  him  for 
earning  in  on  tba  tbonlden  of  the  mob  on 
the  no-pO|)ery  cry — for  having  adopted 
this  means  to  defeat  a  pohtical  rival ;  and, 
when  in  power,  for  having  abandoned 
those  principlea  to  which  he  had  so  long 
adhered,  and  which  had  fixed  him  in 
oSce.  Now,  I  ask,  if  that  ts  not  the  course 
which  he  must  now  pursued  I  fear  the 
atrocities  that  might  be  committed  in  this 
country  in  a  ctvil  war  for  the  Establishid 
Church  of  Ireland.  I  believe  the  rtdil 
ban.  Baronet  has  not  well  considered  Tiis 
COttTK.      He  changed    on    the    Catholic 


b  he  prapaw 
predsaly  a  aimilar  pUa  T 
aligfateet  apprebeosioD  aa  to  the  raaak. 
1^  tneastira  will  be  carried  eitber  bj  lb* 
M«aeat  Ooveraraent  or  by  the  right  has. 
Baronet.  There  may  be  a  temponry  de- 
lay, but  carried  it  will  be.  Wfaataaw 
might  be  aaid  of  the  bigotry,  it  cooM 
nev»  be  each  as  to  make  the  peap(a«f 
England  aay,  "  Cost  what  it  may,  tbcy 
will  keep  up  the  Irish  Church,  and  all  IM 
misgovemment  which  it  entaila  on  tlw 
people  of  Ireland."  The  people  of  Bng- 
land  are  a  ceuttooa,  thinking  people,  mod 
if  it  is  your  purpose  to  give  (uH  effect 
lo  the  system  on  the  principle  laid  doi»* 
by  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  nde,  yoa 
will  6ad  you  have  no  reason  to  eongratis- 
late  yourselves  on  being  anpported  by  a 
portion  of  the  people  of  this  country. 

Mr.  Boriktvick  denied  the  validity  of  the 
argument  founded  by  the  hon.  Gendnnaii 
who  had  just  sat  down  on  what  had  been 
formerly  done  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  tbe 
Member  for  Tamworth.  The  questton 
was  not  what  might  have  been  dose  bf 
that  hon.  Baronet  on  a  previous  ooeaskm, 
but  what  it  was  wise  and  eipedicDt  to  do 
at  tiie  present  uKiment.  For  hie  own 
part,  he  should  mni^  like  to  see  the  poal- 
tion  of  both  parties  in  that  Home  siub  aa 
to  render  necMsary  an  appeal  to  tbe  poqile 
that  very  night  on  the  meaauTe  bnwgfat 
forward  fay  hia  Majesty's  Hiniatera,  and 
he  waa  r^y  fearle«aly  to  stand  by  tbe 
result.     He  might  aak  what  tl 


there  « 
the  present  condition  of  Ireland  which 
called  for  the  application  of  maaicipal 
corporationa  lo  that  country?  be  augbt, 
even  if  he  admitted  that  those  corpora- 
tions  were  «s  corrupt  aa  was  asserted  by 
their  greatest  enemies,  ask  what  remedy 
for  such  corruption  could  be  found  iapit- 
ting  power  into  the  hands  of  ao  opponta 
nnd  contending  faction,  and  bringioe  into 
annual  collision  all  the  prejudices  and  par- 
tisanship of  the  country }  he  miKht  ask 
whether,  it  bein^  at  present  difncult  to 
maintain  legal  rights  in  Ireland  without 
bloodshed,  to  do  au  would  not  be  attci>ded 
with  infinitely  more  difficulty  amidst  the 
general  hostility  nnd  disturbance  wbicb 
the  new  mnoicipnl  law  must  occoeiou? 
But  he  wished  to  place  the  question  tipon 
that  proper  basis  on  which,  from  its  first 
itgitation  to  the  present  hour,  it  hnd  not 
hitherio  been  plnceil.  The  supporter*  of 
this  Bill  demanded  justice  for  Ireland.  He 
was  quite  readv  to  admit  that  as  mtirh 
justice  should   be  done  to  Iidand  as  to 
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Kwtll>»4  veA  S««(ttJM)^  Vlay.  ke  vkuhU 
|P»ItHtk«t>  «a4  aUow  tbal  IreUad  hqd  pr^ 
tituij  tb»  HAW  nltttKins  tct  tbe  Crown  and 
in  Ci«(verwnHit  ss  Ejwland  ami  Scotlood 
hod;  Bat  he  then  awedj  have  jou  done 
juuioe  to  £it([UDd )  Have  you  done  j  us- 
tiw  ta  Scotland  ?  Hu  Hmt  which  you 
ksvo  dooe  for  BngUnd  itod  for  Scotland 
bees  advaatag^aua  ?  He  was  tiue  of  those 
who  had  in  tbat  House  entered  their  pro- 
test a^inst  tbe  ^glish  Municipal  Reforni 
BUI.  He  wua  one  of  those  who  had  oh- 
jecled  not  oaly  to  the  details,  hut  to  the 
priDciple,  of  that  meoaure.  He  was  one 
q(  those  whQ  h»d  contended  that  the  oa- 
tessible  ot^eot  of  thut  meuure,  the  popu' 
lai  control  of  corporation  funds,  was  noi 
its  real  objeoti  which  was  to  serve  for  a 
Uine  the  cause  of  a  political  faction.  H' 
had  tohl  the  House  in  prospectu  what 
would  be  the  consetjuencee  of  the  Fnglish 
Municipal  Reform  Bill  j  be  would  now 
atAte  what  had  been  its  consequences. 
The  borou^  whiqh  he  had  tbe  hnnour  to 
represent  could  not  be  purchased  by  Trea- 
■ury  gold.  A  nobleman  of  the  highest 
rea(«Bctabl]ityi  with  reference  both  to  his 

C'  ~Ic  and  to  bis  private  character,  and 
ed  by  all  tbe  iofluence  of  the  Trea- 
surj',  bad  b«eD  sent  iIowq  to  that  borough, 
but  the  constiluencf  had  rejected  him, 
and,  with  the  Independence  which  they 
would  alwajw  maintain,  had  returned  an 
boD.  and  gallant  Oentleman,  who  would 
do  honour  to  their  choice.  When  the 
£Dgli«hMuntcipalReform  Bill  was  in  pro- 
greta,  that  boroagb  Intrusted  to  his  eare 
R  petition  against  its  principle.  He  would 
now  show  how  welL-fonnded  were  their 
anticipations  respecting  It.  It  appeared, 
lh«n,  that  wbaraas  the  borough  of  Eves- 
ham  bad  bean  taxed  unly  80i.  a  year  under 
the  ancient,  corrupt,  and  Tory  system  of 
munioipol  government  —  that  whereas 
while  under  that  system  local  and  cheap 
justlca  was  brought  to  the  door  of  the 
inhabitants— and  that  whereas  ft>ur  had 
been  ttie  average  number  of  criminal  coses 
tn  the  borough  in  the  course  of  tbe  year, 
tbe  borough  was  now  taxed  by  tbe  new 
Bill  to  the  amount  of  600/.  per  annum, 
and  crimes  had  increased  in  tlia  proportion 
of  five  to  ons.  The  oau«e  of  the  latter 
eril  wu  obvious.  A  man  tempted  to  the 
oommiselon  of  crime  was  deterred  by  tbe 
knowledge  that  if  detected  he  would  be 
trlod  next  week,  or  next  nioulb,  with  the 
eyes  of  all  his  friends  and  relatione  upon 
him  J  but  became  redtless  when  he  knew 
iMt.hii  trial  would  take  place  at  a  remoter 
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period,  at «  distance  from  lua  home,  aad 
in  a  place  where  there  were  no  personf 
whose  frown  or  approbatioo  had  ftnjr 
moral  iofiuence  over  bim.  Whenever  he 
met  his  constituents,  they  demanded  a  re-: 
ped  of  the  Municipal  Reform  Act  as  it 
referred  to  them.  They  were  groaning 
under  what  the  Gentlemen  opposite  caltea 
"justice  to  Bngtaod."  Ought  not  the 
Hou^o  to  pause  then  when  the  same  just 
tice  vvfts  required  forlreJand.  It  had  beeq 
alleu;ed  by  the  hon-  Kfember  for  Liskeard, 
against  those  who  thought  with  him  (Mr. 
Borthwick)  on  this  subject,  that  they 
wished  to  defend  the  Protestant  Church 
in  Ireland.  He  willingly  admitted,  that  if 
all  he  saw  in  this  measure  was  dangerous 
to  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland,  on 
that  foundation  alone  he  would  be  pre- 
pared to  resist  It.  He  had,  however, 
shown  tbat  it  was  to  he  deprecated  oq 
other  grounds.  To  him,  however,  it  waa 
perfectly  evident  that  the  ultimate  effect 
of  the  measure  would  be  to  destroy  the  Pro- 
testant Church  in  Ireland,  and  to  destroy 
divine  truth  in  that  country.  Wheti  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  moved  the  instmc* 
tlon  to  tbe  Committee  had  said  he  wished 
tp  strengthen  the  root  of  the  Protestant  tree 
in  Ireland,  what  was  he  to  think  of  the  do. 
nunelations  against  the  Protestant  Church 
in  Ireland  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lis. 
keard,  but  that  eontrarf  elements,  eon* 
tending  passions,  oonnicling  opinions, 
opposing  Interests  were  all  brought  into 
olay,  not  for  national,  but  for  parly  ob< 
Jeots^  Another  hon.  Member,  who  pro* 
feaeed  the  Roman  Catholic  religion,  ex* 
pressed  his  dislike  to  the  f^teetanf 
establishment  because  it  was,  in  his  opi* 
nion,  an  unhallowed  union  between  A* 
Church  and  the  State.  He  said  this  I  hel 
who  submitted  to  the  authority  of  the 
Pope  as  a  temporal  king,  and  w«s  go* 
verned  spiritually  by  a  coUege  of  (inointed 
priests  !  It  was  right  to  atrip  ifin  qties- 
tion  of  ell  tbe  adventitious  oircurostancea 
will)  wbleh  an  attempt  had  I>aea  made  to 
obsoura  it.  So  exposed,  it  was  simply  a 
question  of  democraey  sgainst  monarfihy 
-"^f  infidelity  (and  that  not  iqdividuM, 
but  national  infidelitj)  agaipst  religion. 
For  the  reasons  which  he  had  stated,  and 
not  because  he  agreed  in  the  policy  of  tb* 
noble  Lord  opposite,  he  ahutdd  vote  with 
the  noble  Lord  who  opened  tlge  debate  hf 
moving  the  inf  (ruction  to  the  Committer 
Mr.  PoitUtT  sfid,  that  he  was  as  ful|y 
prepared  aa  any  hon,  Kfember  oo  the 
other  side  of  the  House  to  resist  tg  tbfl 

"«  Google 


71 1  jtfmudpai  Corporatmt 
uimcNt  «ny  aiuck  that  raigfat  be  tnade  on 
ihe  toand  heart  and  anbttancc  or  the  Pro- 
tntant  Charch  of  Irelaad:  bathe  did 
think,  that  ihe  claim  of  that  country  to 
municipal  iaitila(ion«  aras  aoanswerable. 
He  regretted  to  hear  the  same  course  of 
ar^ment  adopted,  m  bad  been  uied  in 
the  last  Session  of  Psrtiament.  It  is  con- 
leaded,  that  because  the  mere  busiDeis  of 
the  lowD*  in  Ireland  could  be  got  through 
and  transacted  without  corporatioDS,  that 
these  were  unnecessary;  and,  on  other 
pounds,  that  the;  were  dangerous.  He 
thought  the  claim  of  Ireland  consisted  in 
the  right  or  the  people  to  manage  their 
own  concerns,  by  their  own  local  admi- 
nistralions.  This  right  he  re^rded  as  in. 
limately  connected  with  the  national  spirit 
©r  a  coontry,  ultra  the  mere  proceedings 
to  be  done  and  performed.  The  habits  of 
baiiness  produced  by  these  institutions 
were  a  part  of  ibe  education  of  a  people — 
which  education/  in  a  comprehensive  view 
of  it,  went  far  beyond  the  mere  period  of 
youdi.  He  would  ask,  what  would  the 
people  of  Liverpool,  Bristol,  and  Exeter 
Bay,  if  they  were  told  that  they  were  to 
be  deprived  of  their  corporauons,  and  that 
their  towDi  might  be  most  perfectly 
lighted,  watched,  and  paved,  without 
them  ?  No  power  of  Government  could 
deprive  them  of  these  institutions,  which 
were  bound  up  with  the  distinctive  excel- 
lence of  the  British  character,  as  con- 
trasted with  that  of  any  foreign  nation. 
The  King  may  appoint  a  Minitter — that 
Minister  may  possess  a  moat  extensive 
power — but  neither  the  King  nor  his  Mi 
nister  can  nominate  a  mayor,  or  create  a 
town-councillor.  This  appeared  to  him 
to  be  the  true  nature  of  tlie  claim,  which 
had  received  no  answer  from  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  who  moved  the  in- 
struction in  opposition  to  the  Bill  of  hif 
Majesty's  Ministers.  The  hon.  Member 
observed,  that  this  proposition  to  give  up 
the  M  close  corporations  of  Ireland,  was 
one  which  carried  with  it  no  political 
grace  whatever.  At  what  time  were  these 
abandoned?  Precisely  at  that  moment 
when  it  was  no  longer  possible  to  retain 
them.  The  offer  itself  was  one  of  neces- 
sity, and  gave  no  political  instruction  or 
guide  whntsoever.  There  was  the  greatest 
fallacy,  even  in  the  mode  of  mailing  it. 
It  was  said  in  1835,  thnt  the  time  was 
arrived  to  give  up  the  close  corporations 
ofEnKland— in  1836,  that  the  lima  waa 
■rrivaJ  to  give  up  tba  Irif'  Dora* 
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tiooi.  He  (Mr.  Poalter)  aiaerted  that  if 
that  wer«  tnie,  it  was  equally  true  that  tbe 
time  had  arrived  at  any  antecedent  period 
that  might  be  named.  If  Lord  Bacon 
were  alive,  he  wonld  have  ranked  tbia  in 
his  classification  of  fallacies — he  voald 
have  said,  "  When  statesmen  who  haTc 
conducted  a  Government  on  a  contracted 
system,  find  themselves  reduced  to  aubmit 
to  a  new  order  of  things,  whenever  they 
are  obliged  to  consent  to  any  measure  of 
a  beneficial  kind,  they  will  always  assert 
that  the  time  is  arrived  for  the  measure  in 
question,  implying  thereby,  that  the  tinne 
had  not  arrival  till  the  moment  of  their 
concession.  This  will  be  said  for  the  pur- 
pose of  convening  and  protecting  the  old 
system,  and  of  endeavouring  to  recon- 
cile the  old  with  the  new,  the  two  being 
utterly  irreconcileable."  Lord  Bacon 
wonld  have  used  some  such  language  as 
this,  and  would  have  called  this  fallacy 
"  fallacia  lemporit."  The  fallacy  being 
entirely  contained  in  the  matter  of  time. 


one  with  being  responsible  for  the  c 
system  in  this  country.  He  believed  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  to  him  had 
been  as  much  controlled  by  it  as  any  one 
on  his  side  of  the  House ;  but  if  from 
motives  even  of  honour,  this  sort  of  fal- 
lacy waa  to  he  adopted  to  protect  the 
character  of  former  Governmenlt,  it  was 
impossible  for  any  talent  whatever  to  sua- 
tain  it. 

The  hon.  Member  then  observed,  that 
on  this  night,  as  well  as  on  a  fonner, 
strong  rejections  had  been  made  upon 
certain  resolutions  which  had  been  passed 
at  a  public  meeting  in  Dublin,  and  these 
resolutions  had  been  contrasted  and  com- 
pared by  the  right  ban.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Cumberland,  with  the  oath 
taken  by  certain  Members  of  this  House, 
and  the  inferencehad  been  drawn  of  a  viola- 
tion of  that  oath.  Thehon. Member  declared 
that  no  man  more  deeply  than  himself  de- 
plored, or  more  strongly  protested  against 
these  resolutions  than  he  did  :  but  when 
he  heard  them  relied  upon  as  amounting 
to  the  violation  of  the  oath,  he  felt  bound 
to  apply  to  this  subject  his  most  serious 
consideration.  The  great  body  of  reflect- 
ing men  had,  be  contended,  finally  deter- 
mined that  the  King's  coronation  oath 
could  not  be  extended  to  any  legislative 
matter  without  the  most  inconvenient  con- 
sequences. He  felt  quite  clear  that  a 
similar  principle   of  conslruction  as  tc. 
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things  in  pari  maferiif  ought  to  be  applied 
to  the  Catholic  oath,  and  that  legislative 
matters  do  not  fall  within  the  purview  or 
scope  of  it.  He  thought  it  was  wholly 
imposaible  to  have  a  right  undentanding 
of  this  gatb,  without  superadding  to  the 
words,  "  as  settled  by  law,"  these  further 
words,  "  or  to  be  hereafter  so  settled  or 
established,"  and  with  this  opinion,  the 
■entiments  of  Lord  Somers,  and  c  f  Polles- 
fen,  as  expressed  in  the  debate  in  1688, 
on  the  coronation  oath,  completely  coin- 
cided. Lord  Somers  observed,  "  It  is 
said,  that  by  this  we  are  going  about  to 
alter  the  constituiion  of  the  church. 
Though  the  constitution  be  as  good  as 
possible  for  the  pieienttime,  none  can  be 
good  atali  times.  Therefore  I  am  for  the 
word  '  may,'  and  that  tvill  be  a  remedy  at 
all  times.  Pollexfen  thought  with  Lord 
Somers.  "  We  are  all  agreed,  and  I  hope 
ever  shall  be,  to  the  Protestant  religion 
established  by  law.  We  desire  to  consider 
whether  the  lattvr  words  shall  be  added 
or  not.  I  see  no  manner  of  reason  against 
it;  we  all  agree  in  substance,  but  if,  by 
Ihe  wisdom  of  the  nation,  it  shall  be 
thought  fit  to  alter,  we  are  at  liberty  to  do 
it.  No  man  that  mainuins  the  law,  but 
maintains  the  whole  legislature,  which 
alters  and  redresses  the  law,  from  time  to 
time,  as  there  is  occasioo."  Now,  as  the 
resolutions  in  question  did  not  appeal  to 
physical  force,  or  to  a  civil  war,  and,  how- 
ever objectionable  in  their  tone  and  spirit, 
contemplated  nothing  but  a  legislative  re- 
cognition, ihey  could  not  constitute  a  vio- 
lation of  that  oath  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Cumberland,  had 
referred.  The  hon.  Member  then  said 
that  the  Gentlemen  opposite  always  dwelt 
Upon  the  extreme  opiaions  of  certain  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland,  to  the  entire  exclu- 
sion of  the  only  real  and  just  issue,  and 
upon  these  extremes  they  rested  their 
whole  political  case  before  the  people  of 
Eng^od.  He  fully  admitted  these  ex- 
tremes, and  would  resist  them  to  the  last, 
but  must  insist  that  this  was  a  most  unfair 
and  delusive  course.  He  could  not  fail 
to  make  great  allowance  for  hon.  Mem- 
bers, writhing  under  the  recollections  of 
the  long  misgovernment  of  Ireland,  pos- 
sessing warm  imaginations,  and  a  power- 
ful eloquence,  however  much  he  regretted 
the  errors  into  which  they  had  been  be- 
trayed. He  could  not  expect,  in  a  state 
of  great  public  excitement,  to  be  able  to 
t»j  to  the  fluctuations  of  the  hnman  mind, 
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any  more  than  to  the  fluctuations  of  the 
ocean,  "  Thus  far  shall  ye  go,  and  no 
further."  The  extreme  opinions  which  had 
so  unfortunately  been  propounded  might 
have  been  most  surely  foreseen  and  snti- 
ripated— however  much  he  lamented 
them,  however  sincerely  he  believed  that 
they  did  the  greatest  injury  to  the  right- 
eous cause  of  good  government  —  they 
created  in  his  mind  no  surprise  whatever. 
But  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposilehad  made 
the  most  powerful  use  of  these  extremes. 
They  knew  the  tenderness  of  (he  English 
miud  on  the  sacred  subject  of  their  reli- 
gion. They  knew  how  easily  plausible 
delusions  might  be  imposed  upon  the 
people  on  such  a  subject.  He  (Mr. 
PouUer)  could  almost  forgive  them.  They 
must  have  been  mote  than  morliti  men 
had  ihey  resisted  the  enortnous  temptation 
of  advancing  so  powerfully  their  great  po- 
litical interests,  by  working  upon  th'- 
honest  feelings  and  simplicity  of  th? 
people.  The  hon.  Member  said,  it  is  still 
a  rule  of  British  law — it  was  once  a  rule 
of  British  society,  that  every  man  or  set  of 
men  were  responsible  solely  for  their  own 
actions,  their  own  principles,  and  their 
own  measure.  Oenhlseon-e  .Thisr'ith 
tiemen  opposite  had  utterly  violated  and 
trampled  ipon.  They  had  been  raising 
throughout  the  country,  at  every  public 
meeting  of  their  party,  without  exception, 
the  most  false  and  immaterial  issues. 
They  had  reviled  and  reproached  the  most 
honest  and  conscientious  men.  They  had 
attempted  to  fasten  upon  the  GovernTnent 
and  upon  the  conscientious  supporters  of 
the  Government,  the  violent  and  unjus- 
tifiable conduct  aud  language  of  mher' 
persons.  If  the  hon.  Gentlemen  weie  in 
earnest,  and  meant  to  act  with  sincerity, 
they  would  bring  to  trial  the  only  real 
issue  that  affected  the  justice  of  the  case, 
and  that  issue  was  this,  whelhei,  if  they 
passed  this  Bill  as  due  to  the  just  claims 
of  the  Irish  people,  they  would  not  find 
an  immense  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons  against  allowing  it  to  be  used 
as  a  stepping-stone  to  ulterior  attacks 
upon  the  sound  heart  and  substance  of 
the  Protestant  Church  of  Ireland  honestly 
and  religiously  distributed.  A^inst  ihe 
lamentable  doctrine  of  "  instalments,"  so 
unfortunately  agitated  in  Ireland — against 
the  destructive  principle  of  the  wedge — 
and  against  that  delusive  cry,  which,  in  spile 
of  the  vast  and  imporlaot  charges  whirh 
have  taken  place,  and  are  now  going  for* 
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TU  boa. 

iTwIl  braif  jovr  repoacbn 
tia«  to  ibM  praef  which  Bea  wUhtn  jooi 
Mn  Mwar ;"  sod,  in  wb?  the  ezproiioa 
"ma,  ht  btgKcd  to  diKlaim  preUading 
(«  ham  any  authoritf  to  neak  of  the  Go- 
WMMHt,  Of  of  other  Members;  but, 
lihhwuh  ha  Uood  ttona  iwl  oDConaccted, 
fMliBf  that  ba  waa  apcakiog  both  hoaealJy 
lad  coucientioiialy,  ha  thought  it  woold 
faa  as  iaaali  to  other*  not  lo  nae  the  ki^ei 
lam.  Tba  htm.  Maoobtr  Baailj  dacUred. 
tkM  If  boB.  GentlaoMa  oppoaiie  woold, 
by  paaaiag  lUa  Bill,  and  by  coniag  to 
aoMa  juit  aaltlanent  of  iha  Iriih  Cbareh, 
bring  him  and  tboM  who  thonghl  with 
him  to  ihat  fair  trial  which  waa  doe  to  the 
parfeot  purity  of  all  (heir  poliiical  inten- 
tlonii  they  would  prove  to  all  mankind, 
Utat  If  thaj  »er«  attached  to  the  great 
lyilem  of  national  improTenent,  if  tbey 
nit  bound  to  come  up  fully  and  freely  to 
that  moat  important  line  which  teparatea 
mtJontl  improvement  from  apotialion, 
they  ware  ai  determined  never  to  traos- 
graaa  it ;  that  they  would  maintain  even  to 
the  death  the  anpremacy  of  the  tawt,  the 
high  prineiplea  of  pvblic  peace  and  public 
order,  and  the  abaolate  and  legitimate 
•acDrity  of  every  deicription  of  properly. 

Mr.  Ementm  Tenxent  aaid,  that  io  ihe 
few  obwrvatiou  which  he  meant  to  offer 
on  tbia  toeaMPe,  and  upon  the  geseral 
condition  of  Ireland,  he  did  not  propoae 
to  adopt  the  recommend  aiioo  of  the  boa. 
Member  for  Liakeud  (Mr.  C.  BoUer), 
that  be  riunild  omit  from  the  cooiideratiua 
of  the  qaatiwt  all  reference  to  the  Go- 
verMBeni,  and  to  the  atate  of  pi^ic  feel- 
ing in  the  couatry.  He  did  not  mean  for 
Ibe  amyteaoeot  of  that  hoo.  Gentleman, 
to  enact  the  f>aTt  of  Hamlet  without  the 
coatt  aad  Ophelia.  He  waa  deairons  to 
MMify  himself  ttma  the  charges  which  bad 
been  made  againit  him  and  thoia  with 
whom  be  acted  by  the  ban.  Mambeia  for 
St.  Alban'a,  and  the  county  of  Lontb.  The 
bon.  Member  forSt.  Alban'a  bad  imputed 
(o  them  rdigioua  intolerance,  io  refusing 
*o  ealaUish  farther  municipal  power,  fw 
no  other  reason  than  that  the  more  nuroe- 
nma  body  of  Roman  Catholics  ought  to 
ibare  thia  power;  and  the  boo,  Siembar 
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Cboa*  ef  Ea^aiid  amd  WaJM.  ^  .^ 
dt  ■»»■«,  befaa  aBwliu^  aa^  panicslBd| 
to  the  (BWH  pmvHUiw  at  ibMBi^aariia 

«hid)  had  JMt  bcca  ■  lawi  b*  ihe  aaUe 
Lard,  the  Mnber  far  SmA  Lawaa*^ 

tojaati^  hMsetf  aaa  there  waA  «fcaah* 
hmi  the  hoaoar  to  eaacf  m  offaHaai,  aad 

10  act  ia  coBJaactiaB  mpam  thia  ^mbIm^ 
Emm  the  chafes  wbicfa   had  b^m  pma^ 
veciagly  raade  agaiaat  theaa  by  Aam  a4* 
dMercd  ftoaa  the  nana  pa«ae<  by  iha 
Biiiwiity  of  ^e  tiamt  b  tiStwLmn  lait 
It  had  been  impated   Is   thaaa   Aat  Acy 
were  actuaud  by   a  spirit    af  ia|ifiriaaa 
bigotry  and   of    religinaa    iatoir  raacr,  ia 
wkbhaldiBg    maaieipal    poipgr   fiaa   the 
inhatHtaata  of  the  towaa  ia    Iretaad,  C* 
no  other  reaaoa  than  becaaue  the  ^oiiiy 
of  them  were  Roman  Catholics :  awl  ih^ 
had   been  charged  with   oSenag  a  ddi- 
berate  insult  to  the  people  oT  that  coatfi^ 
in  opposing  the  measure,  iaaamoch  as  it 
was  said  tlut  they  tbns  declared   them  1* 
be  unworthy  of  beiog  intraated  wiih  e^m' 
powers  of  self-go*eromcol  with    the  nM 
of  the  empire — with  Eaglaiidond  ScotiaMt 
Each  of  tboae  allegations  ha<Ur.  £menaa 
Tenneot)   most   distioctly   aad    positiniy 
denietl.    Jn  the  fifit  place,  he  deued  tbat, 
BO  far  as  Protestants  were  conoeoaed,  aia<a 
the  passing  of  the  Rdi^  Act  of  1839, 
the   mere   foot  of  religioa,   nooaaiteclMl 
with  Other  cooslderalious,  had    beeti   n- 
garded,  either  in  an  iadiridnal  or  a  ciaae, 
as    any   ground    of   eadosioo   from    civil 
rig-his  of  any  deaoription  whatever.     He 
wtsbod   be  could  estaod  this  disclaiitWT  (« 
every  other  sect  and  deDomiaatio^  :    bat 
it  was  idle  to  attempt  to  deny,  that  wbihc 
identity  of  religion  amongu  PrataataMts 
bad  no  further  iaflaeoce  ibaa  as  a  boad  «f 
Cbiistiaa  communion,  the  religion  of  the 
Raman  Catholic  charcfa  had  become  » 
IwUnd  a  myelerioaa  symbol  ofasaooiatiaa 
trtiich  uaila  its  prcAssao  in  eoe  compaei 
union  for  the  attainment  of  every  ohject, 
secuhrasweliassacred.  Menofotber^ef- 
suasiooa,  whikt  tltey  caocurrMl  in  opiaiaa 
on  the  subject  of  religion,  f^   lliiiimiilin 
at  liberty  to  exercise  their  individaal  jadf- 
roeet   upon   other   eutters,   and  to  take 
opposite  sides  upon  political  quealwai. 
But  amoDgat  the  Remaa  Catholics  in  hf 
land  en  inatance  was  ao  rare  as  to  ba  ^ 
moat  oBkaovn  of  penow  disaenting  Am 
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A*  WBtiaient)  of  the  gaatial  bady,  or 
uJopttPK  A  cfiurM  difTerait  Trom  that  of 
ijbe  raajofily.  The  profeuion  of  that 
rtligien  bad  thus  become  the  oitentible 
■jnbal,  if  Qot  the  affiliating  lie,  of  a  great 
political  body;  and  it  wai  this  body  to 
whom  they  were  oppoaed;— not  from  the 
Hnidegt  of  iheir  religion,  aa  had  bsen 
warily  auerted  for  a  welUunderatood  pur- 
pose, but  from  the  political  power  which 
they  wielded  and  the  political  objects  at 
whici)  they  grasped  i  and  the  itnputation 
Utat  in  oppoNDg  Ihi;  measure  they  had 
bew  influenced  by  any  bigotted  hostility 
to  the  fioajaa  Catholic  church,  was  but 
tbe  wily  artifice  o(  those  who,  when  de- 
tailed in  political  intolerance,  would 
Kfeen  themselves  behind  the  shield  of 
iiligioua  freedom.  Equall;/  onfoupded 
was  tbe  other  assertion  that  in  tlie  course 
which  they  had  pursued  they  had  refused 
to  intriut  the  people  of  Ireland  with  the 
paver  of  adnuoisteriog  their  ovn  local 
•flairs.  The  very  first  clause  of  the  ia- 
■Iruction  which  bad  that  night  been  moved 
by  tbe  noUe  I<ard  went  to  efiect  the 
abolition  of  those  monopolies  by  whicb 
lite  people  of  Ireland  had  been  for  cen- 
tHiies  excluded  from  all  participation  io 
ounkipsl  government.  And  the  sub- 
•titDle  whieb  he  proposed  to  adopt,  namely, 
the  principles  and  provisions  of  the  Mu- 
iticipal  Act,  the  9th  Geo.  4Lb.,  actually 
affiMded  a  wider  and  more  popuW  basis 
•f  aalf-gonronieDt  than  was  provided  Iq 
the  olaoaea  of  the  Bill  now  voder  tbe  con- 
sideratioD  of  the  House.  He  would 
•araeatly  entreat  the  atlention  of  hon. 
ttesaben,  and  more  especially  of  English 
Members,  to  this  important  fact.  He 
luMw  ikat  there  were  many  lion.  Qentle- 
ven,  smd  eome  ot  them  on  his  own  side  of 
Ab  House,  who  voted  agaiast  him  oa 
Uiat  raeasare,  uader  (he  would  say  it  with 
all  peesible  respect)  ao  e<roneous  irapres> 
ason,  and  an  imperfect  undersUndiog  of 
itM  ofaiacts  and  effecC— under  ihe  impres- 
sion lliat  they  were  about  to  abolish  insti- 
titfirme  whieh  had  bees  found  beneficial 
far  muflicipal  purposes  i»  England,  and 
vUdi  tliey  were  Udd  could  be  r^dered 
cqoaUy  ao  in  Ireland,  and  that  they  were 
afcaat  to  aSki  no  adequate  substitute  to 
suMdv  their  nlact.  or  Lo  perform  their 

it  these 
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stituie  which  was  recomm^ided  io  ih«  filh 
Geo.  4th,  so  far  from  excluding  ttie  people 
of  Ireland  from  the'  power  of  self  goveniv 
raent,  its  baiia  wai— he  would  repsat  >tr^ 
so  ample  and  »e  popular,  that  there  vaa 
not  a  decent  householder  in  Ireland  OB 
whom  it  would  not  confer  a  vota  and  « 
voice,  in  every  department  of  his  muni* 
cipal  affairs,  and  in  the  election  of  bia 
authorities  end  officers  who  were  to  bava 
the  assessmept  and  expenditure  of  hie 
local  taxation.  He  did  not  speak  on  lbi| 
point  merely  from  theory,  but  from  egr 
perience ;  he  staled  thla  as  the  Itepresenta* 
tive  of  the  most  important  commereial 
lown  in  Ireland  J  Belfast),  whiob  had  ao* 
tually  discarded  Us  own  corporate  aystaat 
for  the  purpose  of  adopting  in  its  IocjU 
acts  the  principles  of  tne  9th  Geo.  4th, 
and  was  now  governed  on  the  very  prin- 
ciples recommended  for  universal  adoptioa 
throughout  the  other  towns  of  Ireland  bf 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  South 
LancBsbire.  It  might  perhaps  be  etm* 
sidered  no  trifling  fwoof  of  the  popalar 
character  and  provisions  for  self-goveriiB 
ment  conferred  by  it,  that  it  was  not  only 
suggested  in  tbe  present  Bill  for  tbe  adop- 
tion of  the  town  eouncils  of  Ireland,  b^ 
in  the  Bill  of  last  year  it  was  made  coiite 
pulsory  on  twenty  towns  to  adopt  it  is* 
stead  of  a  corporation,  and  left  it  die* 
cretionary  with  eighteen  others.  Ami 
during  the  last  summer  it  had  aetually 
been  adopted  of  their  own  aceard,  ana 
by  tbe  common  consent  of  all  parties, 
in  some  of  tbe  most  thriving  and  im- 
portant towns  in  the  north  of  Ireland. 
In  the  present  Bill  it  was  not  only  pro- 
posed to  alter  the  constilutian  of  all  tha 
eaistiug  corporations,  but  to  confer  new 
charters  of  incorporation  on  all  such 
towns  in  Ireland  as  might  desire  it  Widi 
this  ofTer  open  to  them,  with  the  choice 
actually  proposed  to  them  tietween  a  popu- 
larised corporation  and  the  system  aug- 
gested  by  the  noble  Lord,  four  of  the 
prioci[^  towns  in  Ulster  had,  within  tha 
last  four  mouths,  made  choice  of  the  latter, 
and  adopted  tbe  9tb  of  Geo.  4tb,  Bally- 
mena,  with  iu  population  of  5,000  or  6,000 
inhabitants,  was  one  t^  them ;  Dromora,. 
in  the  county  of  Dovm,  was  anotha; 
LisbuTB,  one  of  the  mast  rising  and  pros- 
perous towns  io  Ireland,  had  followed  the 
example  ;  and  Carrie kfergus,  one  of  tha 
principal  corporate  lowos  io  the  schedido- 
to  this  Bill,  had  actnaliy  superseded  i(« 
praieat   eorporatiwi,   rejected   tbe    r«« 
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on*  propOMd  to  it,  »nd  made  choice  in-  I  from  the  rgfCtJon  of  tfce  Bill  of  tan  5—^^ 
■feMoftberimpleanil  efficient  proviuonB  I  theesuibliibiiieot  (»f  the  Nstiooal  Amocu- 
of  the  Ml  rf  Geo.  4th.  With  fart*  and  I  lion  in  Dablin,  which  they  were  tnfatwd 
etam^  ndi  u  ihete  before  them,  he  I  ipning  from  the  r^ectioo  of  the  meaiarettf 
tmted  that  hon.  Member*  woald  we  tbe  \  last  year,  aod  was  designed  to  pcosiote  th- 


frbdwod  sod  injatlKe  of  tbe  asaertion 
that  Gentlemen  on  that  lide  of  the  Honae 
WBredeairom  of  peiaecn ting  the  reli^o 
of  tbe  Roman  Catholics,  or  ot  depriving 
the  people  of  Ireland  of  their  rights  of 
aelf- government  in  their  municipal  aEfaira 


ipl'iahment  of  thV     Tbia  faeJitg  ibe 

cane,  he  wonld.appeal  ereo  to  tbe  rcEonb 
of  that  Tcry  Aisociation>  nod  be  wooM  ia- 
qatre  what  proportioD  of  tbeir  time  and 
their  deliberatioDS  had  been  deroled  to 
this  charter-qnestioD    of  their  ioathntioo  ? 


To  the  conrae  which  had  been  folloncd  by  |  So  far  as  their  proceediogB  had  reached 
tbe  Doble  Lord,  the  Member  for  South  '  the  eye  of  the  public,  they  were  altogeths 
Lancashire,  and     hia    sapporten  on   ihe '  f  ngrosaed  by  the  diacaasion  of  poor-laM 
'  aanddoNDgthelBBtSessioD  I  and  tithes,  or  takes  up    with    the  qoarreb 
"  ' '  and  reconciliations  at  tbeir  hon.  Hemiien, 
whilst  the  one  great  object  of  their  fooada- 
tion  was  utterly  abandoned  and  fot^otiai. 
Having  introduced  ihe  oaiae  of  that  Asso. 
ciattoD,  he  would   here   make  the   owy 
observation  with  which  it  was  his  ioteDliea 
to  trouble  the  House  regarding  it ;  be  meaat 
with  reference  lo  the  relative  proportion  of 
Protestanis  and  Roman  Oatholics  ofwhiefi 
ilB  Memben  are  composed.      It  had  beta 
slaled  as  a  matter  of  congramlation  od 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  that  it  was 
formed  of  persons  of  every  pcrauasion  and 
from  every  quarterof  Ireland, and  thebcai' 
Member  for    Kilkenny,  if  he    recollected 
ariplit,  had  mentioned  that  one   third  of 
its  Members  were  Protestanta.     Now,  what 
was  the  fact  ?   Tbe  Association  compriaed, 
ro  January  last,  2,946  members,  of  whom 
only  263  were  Protestants,  and  of  these 
84  were  Englishmen  and  membera  of  the 
corporation  of  London  ;  whilst  of  th«  '*' 
maining  Roman  Catholics  upwa^"  of  600 
were  bishops  and  clergy  of  tbe  Chopch  of 
Rome,  making  an  average  of  nearly  three 
Roman  Catholic  priests  for  one  Prvteatant 
layman  who  had  joined  it.     Hewtahedto 
draw  no  in'erence  from  this  fact  as  to  the 
objects  of  the  Association  on  other  mat- 
ters, but  on  this  question  of  Municipal 
Corporations  Ihey   had   utterly   failed    to 
create  the  eicileroent  or  to  produce  >be 
agitation  which  ihey  eipecled.     He  could 
state  with  confideuce  that  this  question  had 
no  real  hold  of  ihe  minds  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  that,  except  for  factions  and 
political  purposes, they  were  indifferent  to 
its  Fate.   They  dreaded  the  Fearful  expense 
which  corporations  most  entail ;    they  had 
heard  of  them  only  in  the  tale  of  their 
abuses  and  con-uptions:    they  had  never 
known  Ihem   as  institutions  of  utility  and 
advantage,    and   ihey  had  never  derived 
from  them,  nor  did  tbey  expect  it,  one. 


of  Parliament,  he  gave  bis  most  cordial 
aapport,  because  he  believed  it  to  lead 
to  an  efficient,  a  bnaioeis-like,  and  a 
peacefhl  system  for  the  government  of 
towns  in  Ireland  ',  and  be  had  resisted 
the  principle  of  (bis  measure,  because  he 
believed  tbat  tbe  corponiie  constitution 
which  it  proposed  to  establish  was  uo- 
•uited  to  Ibe  habita  and  the  wants  of  (he 
people,  aud  would  prove  pernicious  to  the 
peace  and  prosperity  of  the  country.  He 
had  seen  too  much  of  the  state  of  public 
feeling  in  Ireland  to  be  blind  to  the  fact, 
that  the  people  of  that  coaniry,  having 
nerer  been  accustomed  to  these  cumbrous 
and  complicated  machines  for  the  guvern- 
menl  of  these  towns,  did  not  understand, 
and  did  not  wish  for  them, — and  that  they 
were  forced  upon  them  by  those  whose 
ioteniionitwasio  use  them  as  instruments 
for  the  promotion  of  dangerous  political 
objects.  Re  had  seen  sufficient  of  the 
state  of  Ireland  to  koow  thai  the  partial 
clamour  which  had  been  got  up  on  this 
iobjecl  was  the  result  or  laborious  and  not 
very  successful  agitation,  and  that  the 
feelings  of  the  people  had  only  been  kept 
alive  upon  the  subject  by  associating  with 
it  the  more  exciting  and  intelligible  topics 
of  the  abolition  of  tithes,  and  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  Protestant  Establishment 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  fur  Kil- 
kenny had  threatened  them  last  year,  that 
in  the  event  of  the  refusal  of  corporate 
reform  on  iheir  own  terms,  Ireland,  from 
its  ulmont  extremities, should  resound  with 
the  indignant  demands  of  an  insulted  and 
higb-minded  people,  and  that  the  table  of 
the  HoDse  should  totter  under  the  petitions 
which  would  pour  upon  it  from  every  out- 
raged h»mlet  and  parish.  He  would  ask 
where  urns  the  accomplishment  of  that 
thieat?  Where  were  those  mountaius  of 
ind^ant  petitions  ?  The  only  visible  result 
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aingle  bta  of  ndvantage.  The  very  report 
of  the  commiBBton  nhicb  formed  the 
pDdndvwk  of  thii  measure  had  stated 
them  to  be  unpopular  and  Bugpected  io 
Ireland ;  injartons  in  sgme  iDstaoces,  use- 
lega  iit  othen,  and  io  ail  insufiRcient  and 
inadequate  to  the  porposeaof  such  inititu- 
Uoni ;  Mid  yet  it  waa  these  injurioas,  use- 
lew,  inaufficient,  and  iaadeqiiate  bodies 
that  the  present  measure  proposed  to  restore 
and  to  re-establish,  in  preference  to  sub- 
■titaling  for  Ibem  a  system  as  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord,  so  efficient  as  to  be  ade- 
quate to  all  their  useful  purposes,  and,  at 
the  sBme  time,  so  simple  as  to  be  obnoxious 
to  ncme  of  their  abuses  and  corruptions. 
BtU  the  question  which  had  been  opened 
op  to  the  House  by  the  noble  Lord  had 
been  not  so  much  that  of  the  obvious  ad- 
vantegiet  which  the  people  of  Ireland  may 
derive  from  the  course  nhich  he  had 
recommended,  as  that  of  the  disastrous 
consequence*  which,  in  the  present  disor- 
Kaniaed  condition  of  that  country,  might 
be  expected  to  result  from  the  adoption  of 
a  measure  such  at  that  which  had  been 
introduced  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secre 
tary  of  Slate  for  the  Home  Department. 
In  alluding  to  that  topic,  it  was  impossible 
to  avoid  adverting  to  the  causes  which  had 
tended,  if  not  to  produce,  at  least  to  ag- 
gravate that  unhappy  cond  ition  of  society  ; 
and  amongst  the  most  prominent  of  these 
must  unfortunately  he  regarded  the  conduct 
of  the  present  Government  in  that  coun- 
ty, more  especially  as  regards  iheir  abuse 
of  the  prerogative  and  patronage  which 
had  been  intrusted  to  them  by  the  Crovrn. 
In  endeavouring  to  follow  and  to  support 
the  noble  Lord  in  the  statement  which  he 
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grievances,  because  the  most  immediate aod 
the  most  perilous  in  its  effects  upon  the 
safety  of  property,  and  the  security  of 
society,  was  the  abuse  of  the  prerogative 
of  mercy  by  the  Lord- Lieu  tenant  of  Ire- 
land :  and  frightful  as  had  been  the  expo- 
sure already  made  to  the  country  of  the 
conduct  of  that  noble  Lord  in  this  particu- 
lar, he  felt  aatisfied  that  before  he  resumed 
his  seat  he  would  satisfy  the  House  that 
they  were  as  yet  in  comparative  ignorance 
either  of  the  enormity  or  the  extent  of 
these  escesses.  It  would  be  but  wasting 
the  time  of  the  House  to  allude  either  to 
the  equitable  principles  on  which  this  pre- 
rogative should  be  based,  or  upon  those 
cautious  and  constitutional  guards  by  which 
its  exercise  should  bevi^ilantlyrestrained; 
and  equally  idle  would  it  be  to  waste  words 
in  the  demoostration  of  that  which  must 
be  obvious  to  every  man  of  ordinary 
judgment,  namely,  the  eocouragemeDt  to 
crime,  the  impediments  to  juatice,  the 
contempt  of  the  law,  and  the  general  de- 
moralisalion  which  must  ensue  where  this 
great  prerogative  of  the  Crown  ia  wielded 
as  it  had  been  in  Ireland,  without  any 
regard  to  the  nature  of  the  crime,  the 
feelings  of  the  criminal,  or  the.  circum- 
stances of  the  offence,  but  solely  for  the 
purpose  ofaltainingabad  popularity  by  an 
unwise  and  unjust  exhibition  of  clemency 
to  the  unworthy.  From  the  numeroua 
cases  which  bad  been  forwarded  to  him 
from  Ireland,  from  persons  whose  feelings 
had  been  outraged,  and  whose  wrongs  had 
been  insulted  by  this  dangerous  practice, 
he  would  not  trouble  the  House  with  more 
than  a  very  few,  in  order  to  shew  ratbei 
the  character  than  extent  of  these  uncon- 
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bail  to  ktep  tba  paaca.  But  a  Terj  few 
da^B  afterwaids  taa  five  wu  remitted  and 
the  priaoner  liberated  bj  the  Lotd^Lien- 
teotat  at  Iha  iateHiMencr,  it  wat  italed, 
of  the  ban.  Baranet,  wbo  it  UsnibeT  for 
the  ooonty,  and  eat  at  Urn  to  laaffa  at 
tba  Coort  of  Kid^'i  Bench,  and  iU  farea 
•f  jnatica.  Now  if  there  erer  wa*  a  caaa 
whieh  OB  the  verj  sarbce  repudiated  the 
axatciae  of  the  nwreiiul  prerogative  of  the 
Crown,  ben  wat  one.  Hmn  waa  an  ia- 
■tMtC*  ID  which  the  criminal  avowa,  before 
hia  ofleoca,  hi*  ioleation  to  commit  it, 
lafeies  after  ita  attampied  perpetration 
•Be  eyilable  of  apology,  offera  ia  ita  deCenee 
no  one  senttnce  of  rewnt  or  palliation  ; 
and  thia  detennieed  ot^nder,  od  the  aole 
laterferenca  of  hi*  political  pttrao,  ia  at 
•oee  relieved  fRMn  the  puniahment  of  hia 
fanit,  Mafgned  after  ntatute  delibaraiien 
hy  the  aMemfa4ed  jadgea  of  the  firat 
criniBal  tribaaal  in  the  land.  What  muit 
be  the  impreaaioii  which  such  an  iaterfer- 
eoce  of  power  maot  make  upon  the  ig- 
noraait  and  the  disconieMed,  but  that  the 
•enteace  of  that  oonit  was  tyraanicnl  and 
■imeceaaarilf  crael,  when  it  is  tboa  aa- 
cerMDOniooatj  abn^ated  end  aet  andefaf 
the  aibitiary  inta^renoe  of  the  LonJ- 
lieutenant  7  Above  ell,  what  mtiat  be  the 
feriiaga  of  the  praaeontor  in  sach  a  caae, 
when  after  a  aeriaa  of  peraecationa  and 
rfenna  eddored  from  the  defcodaat,  after 
aM  the  coata  and  anzietj  of  brin«;ing  hini 
lo  iuatiee,  he  aees  the  protection  of  the 
eourt  of  law  withdrawn  from  bim  by  the 
sole  act  of  Ibe  Lord-I^atenant,  aod  hia 
penecfltor  agun  let  looae  to  haraia  and 
■ultieBt  Imat  He  (Mr.  E.  Tennent) 
wo«M  meatioD  to  the  Hooae  bat  one  uUter 
eaae  of  tbta  character,  which  bad  within 
the  laet  few  4vf*  been  oomnnraicated  to 
htm  by  parties  wboae  kaowledge  of  the 
feets  left  no  dooht  upon  hia  mind  of  their 
nneral  accaracy.  For  a  aeiica  of  yeaia 
Mr.  Williara  Aitnatrong,  of  Roxborwt^, 
in  the  covnly  of  Armagh,  waa  eerioaaly 
ii^OTad  and  annoyed  by  vanoaa  daprada- 


party,  anch  aa  destroyisg  yoong  pianta- 
titwa,  digging  down  of  ditdiiaa,  pallia^ 
down  gates  and  pieca,  tnmiog  vp  potatoes. 
serving  of  Rockite  aoticaa  on  ibe  tenaMa 
not  to  pay  their  rant  at  th«  vaoal  lita^. 
waylaying  three  atewaids,  &G.  Ac  ;  and 
br  fire  years  aveiy  effitft  to  detect  th« 
offeodera  waa  noavailiog,  althongh  a  ■»• 
ward  of  2501.  was  one  time  offered,  aad 
other  large  sums  aftecwarda.  On  the  2fith 
of  June,  1831,  tbe  aoundtag  of  faoroa  oaa 
the  lopa  of  the  bills  announced  that  aiMae 
movement  waa  intended,  which  waa  (■- 
presented  by  aome  of  tba  couolry  propla 
who  came  up  to  tits  hoaae  as  a  oBJaJ 
going  to  Fortrhill,  fonr  milea  distant,  la 
tear  down  Dr.  Campbell's  bonaa  and 
cbnrch.  Id  the  moroiog,  hoverer,  Ae 
tmtb  came  out,  and  fifty  percbca  of  a  nay 
expentire  ditch  made  by  Mr.  Annatsoay 
wa*  levelled  to  the  ground.  Oa  Iha  lu^t 
of  the  19thof  September,  1834,  teaatka 
crop  of  oats  in  staek  in  foai  fieida  waa 
carried  away.  As  soon  as  Hr.  iliiiMliiiiift 
beard  of  this  he  got  search  wananta,  and 
foand  the  corn  in  the  bam  yards  of  thna 
peraona  in  the  neighbourhood,  ooa  erf 
whom  was  &iher  to  a  priest.  These  mas 
arere  coaunitted  to  Armagh  gaol,  aad 
tried  at  tha  spring  assiies  in  1836,  eam- 
victed  and  aentenccd.  The  pneat'*  Ather 
baring  confessed,  was  imprisoiud  fix  throa 
moQtiu,  and  the  otfacra  twdae  and  fifieca 
months.  Tlicse  precaMions  cost  Ur.  Anii> 
strong  much  time  and  money,  and  ha 
hoped  that  the  example  would  have 
served  to  obtain  peace  for  him.  HoweTer, 
in  tbe  aummer  of  1832  Lord  M^oktc 
made  his  tour  to  the  north-east  of  Irabad, 

visited  Armagh  gad.  Without  any 
inrcstigatioR  of  the  facta,  or  cooaaldBf 
any  one  except  Turner,  tbe  gw^r,  be 
ordered  these  men  to  be  liberated  on  iba 
8fx>t.  There  was  DO  memorial  in  thia  case, 
nor  did  his  Excellency  ever  ask  tbe  namoa 
of  the  priaotkers.  Caaes  lilte  these  arc  not 
a  mere  reslisalion  of  juetioc— they  are  aa 
aggravation  of  crime.  The  aaffiviog  pasty 
ia  not  only  adding  •ajary  ts  ittjary  hy 
iocarriog  the  toil  and  Iha  ceat  of  a  pio- 
aocutioo  whiah  ia  to  end  in  ^  inuHUiiqr 
of  the  gailty  parly,  hot  the  orimiaal  hiau 
self  ia  encouraged  to  the  commission  of 

ices  ;  ainoe  area  the  dcaad  of  fiotec- 
tioo  is  overcome  by  the  cartaioty  of  im> 
pasky.'  Tbe  noble  Lord,  tbe  SacDatary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Departmaot,  bad 
•Uaded  en  « ivraw  avaHiDg  tallM  pMtiiw 
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foe  Iiclud  by  which  the  Crown  proae- 
catori  wen  prohibited  rrom  exerciunf  ih« 
riglit  at  Mttiag  uide  jurort  ia  cnminil 
run  Of  th«  peraicioui  cfiecU  of  tkia 
ngBlation  his  leuoed  Friend  the  hon. 
ll«mbcr  for  fiandoo  (Mr.  Jacluon)  had 
gi»ta  00  a  fonoer  owauon  •  remarkftbl* 
iBCtancs  in  tbe  case  of  the  nurderera  of 
Carter,  ia  the  Queea's  county.  But  b< 
bald  in  hii  hand  tbe  details  of  a  eaaa 
wfaicb  nts,  if  poasible,  nore  atrociaue  io 
|wiat  of  crime  than  even  the  case  of  Um 
nonUrers  of  Cuter,  and  more  i^r<:hen- 
■ifale  aa  n^rded  the  condsct  of  the  Irish 
OovemneaL  And  that  the  reault  of  that 
n^alatkin  bad  been  to  defeat  Um  ad- 
mwistiation  of  jostice  and  the  execulion 
•fths  law,  b^  enabling  tbe  priMoer  to 
ndiioe  bk  jury  to  ibe  number  who 
mew  ftvouraitle  to  himself,  whilst  it 
pciohibited  tbe  Crown  from  objecting 
to  ar  reMOFin^  a  single  itidividual,  eren 
with  the  luKiwledlge  of  his  disposiljon  to 
•batract  tbe  conrie  of  justice,  so  illfls- 
tiadoii  could  be  uore  convincing  than 
tbe  case  which  he  was  about  to  submit 
to  lb«  HoHU.  In  tbe  case  of  the  King  tt. 
U'Carran  and  others,  three  men  were 
tried  at  tbe  Monaghan  asaises  for 
tbe  murder  of  a  Protestant,  whose  offence 
vae  his  bavifig  beconie  tenant  to  a  fam 
tiom  which  a  Roman  CutboUc  bad  been 
pceviously  qected  by  bis  landlord,  llie 
■uirderirasacconipaMed  by  ctrcumttancea 
tbe  oKtstbarbannis  and  deliberate  :  it  was 
perpetrated  in  the  neon-day,  and  cloae 
^  a  bog  in  which  several  bnndred  persoos 
vera  woiking  at  tbe  time,  bat  who 
afiacded  do  aasistauce  to  the  wntcbed 
victiaa.  Tbe  prisoners  were  tried  three 
aeveral  tknei :  the  defeitce  was  the  nsual 
bish  esMdient  of  an  »lihi,  to  which 
tber  baa  alMHidaoee  ^  wilnesaet  to  swear, 
asd  each  ttOM  (be  jury  aerated  witbovt 
CMUB^  to  a  verdict.  What  in  ibis  case 
was  tbe  conduct  of  Ihe  Government  ? 
l>id  ibsf  suspend  tbe  ordn  which  had 
been  isaoad  for  abstaining  fren  exercising 
^  right  to  aet  aside  jurors  who  were 
kamni  to  be  ^tnicting  tbe  cwurse  of 
the  law  ?  No.  But  evm  sapnoaiag  that 
for  the  sake  of  tbe  uniformity  -of  pt»ctice  or 
asy  atber  similar  comideratioD,  they 
abatauied  Chhr  doing  so,  did  they  rasort 
to  any  other  ocpedieot  within  their  jpower, 
aad  remove  (he  uial  to  tbe  King's  Bench, 
where  they  wobU  bam  been  certain  of  an 
■    jory    and    W) 


deciaioD  ?  luatead  of  doing  tbia,  tbcy 
made  terata  with  tha  bomicidM  t  Ibcy 
oompRMBised  the  mtuder,  and  peioiittoa 
the  perpetrators  to  emigrate  (o  America  oa 
considenttoa  of  their  coDseotiag  to  a  plw 
of  guilty  of  uansUugbter,  thus  indadaf 
tbe  wretches  to  adtait  that  they  had  tbrio* 
suborned  a  host  of  perjured  wttneaaes  Xa 
prove,  by  an  nliii,  tbe  D«D-GOSB[Btssiou  of 
a  crime  which  they  ware  then  ooatent  to 
plead  guilty  under  the  tecboicalqaibfaia  <tf 
a  name  ;  asd  tbe  murderers  who,  but  Sot 
tbe  order  of  the  Attorney- Oeaeial.  weaU 
bare  expiated  their  giiih  by  tbeir  bve^ 
were  permitted,  by  the  co^rwniae  «f,  the 
Crown,  (o  retire  as  emigrant*  to  Amerida. 
He  (Mr.  E.  Tennmt)  would  aot  91  farmer 
into  these  details  of  individual  caaes, 
though  he  was  prepared  wiUi  othen  of 
eqnat  importance,  and  stieoded  with 
circumstances  of  oqual  aggravatioii  aad 
injasticc.  Bnt  he  would  eoDse  at  oaee 
to  a  statement  with  regard  to  the  exiMt 
to  which  dieae  proceeding*  of  the  Loid- 
Lieutenant  had  been  carried,  wbiob  ba 
confessed,  from  its  SDegnitudeaiidstertiiBg 
results,  be  felt  almost  rducUU  to  oier  to 
the  House.  Froaa  the  soarees  which  ba 
(Mr.  E.  Tennent)  had  drawn  the  infor. 
mation,  be  felt  aatborised  hi  saying  that 
be  idaced  the  most  implicit  retiaace  oa  its 
autbentictty  awl  truth ;  bat  if  tiM  facta 
which  it  disclcaed  be  inconect,  the  retamt 
which  bad  been  recently  moved  for  by  hie 
boD.  Friead,  the  Hember  for  Bandaa, 
woald  serve  at  oace  to  rectify  tbeemr,  if 
such  there  be.  The  House  was  not,  h« 
was  sure,  even  after  tbe  disdosvrss  which 
had  bees  already  made,  prepared  to  bear 
the  extraordinary  aaBooneemeDt,  that  MM 
of  eighty  ocBvieled  crimiaab  since  July 
Last,  no  less  than  420  bad  been  Aaehaige4 
by  Lofid  Holgnve  apon  his  own  indtridual 
authority,  and  without  a  refcreoce  to  a 
judge.  Aad  his  inform^ioa  Ubcwiaa 
authorised  him  to  add,  diat  for  aevetsd  o€ 
ihcse  Uie  official  orders  for  d 
not  even  yot  been  mad) 
from  the  Castle,  although 
were  delivered  and  the  criminsJa  at  lilwrty. 
With  ngard  to  this  Bill,  be  woM  adL. 
with  facts  wek  as  these  befote  than, 
whether  thsM  he  evidenea  «f  aweh  a 
healthy  tone  of  society  as  ooald  warmt 
tbem  u  fncreauBg  the  democratic  pawac 
(rf  the  people,  or  of  such  aaafoand  w«H- 
i^nlatod  syatem  of  Qneemmeot  aw  to 


airtbonse  us  to  aapaeut  the  pnseat  patmaB 
Bssoftbwraknt    fliM  Bill,  likt 
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miiM  «f  objMliM  on  tb*  ptrt  of  tbe 
Pn)Uitutt,w«atlMiiMliTidaaliieoiDpel«iil 
to  tbe  oSms  to  which  thsj  migtit  be 
tHwiritil  t  but  •»  vut  K  propoitioo  u  thu 
tuM  Mftfcelj  b*  coiuiaend  tbe  con»- 
i|«aac*  of  •■  Mcidentt  and  «onld  require 
■BiBMliiiif  mofe  tfatn  ft  limple  denial  to 
eoDtiaM  bim  thai  it  wai  not  the  raault  of 
a  eod  aoddeUbcTate  religioui  parttuDthip. 
And  here,  oonoecbBd  «>th  thii  queatioD  of 
partiaaa  patronage  in  Ireland,  there  was  a 
dKumttance  of  somewhat  a  pertonal  ua- 
Um  U  regarded  himidr,  aiul  which  be 
vovM  beg  the  indutgeace  of  the  Houm 
tar  one  soment  to  allade  lo.  Id  referriDg 
oo  a  recent  public  occiwon  at  Glasgow, 
to  the  partiality  which,  in  all  tbcir  appoint- 
rnenta,  the  preient  Irish  administration 
bad  exhibited  for  Roman  Catholics,  be 
made  um  of  the  words  that  Mr.  O'Connell 
had  himself  dedared — "  that  the  dominant 

Ky  would  prefer  the  worst  Papist  In 
md  to  tbe  best  Protestant  in  tbe  king- 
dom," and  that  the  conduct  of  the  Qovern- 
ment  had,  in  every  instance,  corroborated 
the  assertion.  To  this  statement  the 
learned  Member  took  an  opportunity  of 
giving  an  earl^  denial,  by  deolKring  to  hii 
coDSlituenls,  in  that  style  of  polishtd 
coartesy  which  is  so  peculisrly  his  own, 
that  it  was  "  k  lie — a  Tory  lie,"  So  far 
as  any  penogal  feeling  could  be  excited, 
be  Tq;ardad  this  expression,  coming  from 
■uch  a  quarter,  with  perfect  indiSerence, 
either  as  impugning  his  own  veracity,  or  as 
affecting  that  of  Mr.  O'Connell  But  as 
he  did  not  coniider  it  compatible  with  tbe 
honour  or  the  character  of  that  House, 
dint  one  of  its  Members  should.  In  the  face 
of  his  constituents  and  the  country,  sli^- 
Eoatise  another  with  the  brand  of  unquali- 
fied falsehood,  and  that  no  explanation 
should  be  offered,  he  was  now  prepared  to 
vindicate  himself  from  the  charge,  by  pro- 
ducing his  authority  for  the  lime,  the 
place,  tbe  occasion,  and  th«  person  to 
whom  the  learned  Member  made  use 
of  the  very  words  which  be  had  attributMl 
to  bim,  and  which  he  (Ur.  O'Connell) 
thought  proper  to  deny.  Tbe  words 
which  he  used  were  as  be  stated  before — 
that  Mr.  O'Connell  had  expressly  de- 
clared that  the  dominant  parly  in  Ireland 
would  prefer  "  ibe  worst  Papist  to  the 
best  Protestant."  In  the  work  which  he 
hflid  in  hie  hand,  and  which  contained  tbe 
letters  addressed  by  Mr.  Feargus  O'Connor 
10  Mr.  O'Connell,  st  the  twenly-rourth 
page  oocnrs  tbe  following  circumsUntial 


sod,  till  he  quoted  it  m  tb«  o 
rcfened  to,  nocontradicttd  nana 
"  The  only  nan  who  had  yoat  sapfi 
upon  theconteitin  1S32,  andwboweo: 
a  repealeit  waa  tbe  Gentleman  who  warn 
returned  with  me  for  the  county  Cswkc 
the  fact  of  your  supporting  him  atmck 
me  as  being  very  strange;  «ftd  wfaca 
talking  with  you  upon  the  subject  at  Ik* 
October  assizes  of  Cork,  I  asked  you,  how 
you  supported  Mr.  Barry,  who  refnucd  b» 
pledge  himself  upon  the  repeal  qusotio^ 
that  being  your  great  tesU  The  conTeti»r 
tion  was  in  the  court-house,  and  yocr 
reply  was,  '  Because  the  people  will  vot« 
for  bim,  as  he  will  have  the  priesta.'  i  u> 
Gured  you  that  such  was  not  tbe  ctm;  that 
the  priests  were  repealers  to  a  maot  and 
they  wanted  another  repealer:  yos  ob* 
served  that  he  was  a  Catholic,  and  that 
the  priests  would  support  bim  npop  that 
account  i  to  which  1  replied,  that  I  waa 
a  ProtesUnt,  and  they  much  preferred 
me.  '  No,'  said  yon,  <  they'd  rather  have 
the  worst  Papist  than  the  best  Pro. 
testiuit.'  "  This  suiement  of  Mr,  O'Cob- 
qor  waa  his  (Mr.  E.  Tennent's)  authority 
for  the  words  he  had  quoted  fron  it ; 
and  whether  it  was  a  "  be."  or  a  "  Toijr 
lie,"  he  now  lef^  to  the  fvrllw  adJMtawat 
of  that  boo.  Gentleman  and  ttw  latmed 
Member  for  Kilkenny.  He  had  lo  apolo* 
gise  to  the  House  for  the  length  at  wbk^ 
he  had  unwillingly  iatruded  upon  Uwir 
attention;  but  the  grounds oa  which  be 
objected  to  tbe  intrwluction  of  this  mea- 
sore  in  the  present  unhappy  and  anoma- 
lous condition  of  Ireland  were  so  broad, 
that  he  found  it  impossible  to  bring  )it 
observaiions  within  a  narrower  epeot. 
He  could  not  ait  down,  however,  witboai 
expressing  a  feeling  of  regret  that  although 
such  ample  details  bad  been  laid  bebse 
tbe  House  of  the  state  of  tbiit  country,  so 
much  still  remained  unnoticed  and  un- 
touched. It  is  impossible  for  those  who 
are  not  living  and  in  ha6it«  of  associating 
with  the  people  of  Ireland,  to  conceive 
the  deep  and  widely-spreading  feeling  of 
alarm  with  which  they  are  at  present 
inspired,  or  to  imsgine  the  myriad  of 
galling  circumaiances,  trifiing  perhaps 
individually,  and  loo  trivial  to  be  related 
on  an  occasion  such  as  this,  but  all  por- 
tions of  a  whole,  and  contributing  lo  swell 
the  general  aggregate  of  disorganisation 
and  diuontenu  For  years  bock  we  base 
had  continually  ringing  in  our  ears  the 
cry  that  Ireland  had  been  ruled  by  a  fae>-. 


m      MmMpal  CluywWfeni        {Fi 

tion  tad  gownwd  only  <>r  •  ptrtf ,  bat 
BMBi  (UriBg  the  pahniM  da^  af  Fn>- 
taaHBtaieandnaey  wt»  ahe m  tboronghly 
ruled  by  a  paity,  nnd  for  a  party,  as  she 
ia  at  the  preunt  momeDt.  Nor  U  that 
parly  lew  formidable  Trom  the  fact  that 
tkair  inflnence  is  maiatainad,  not  by  the 
■inalexpadientaof  a  Government — not  by 
the  operation  of  their  measurei  and  the 
malts  of  their  regDonsible  policy,  but  by 
the  influence  of  tlieir  arbitrary  and  un- 
controlled authority,  and  by  the  perver. 
nOQ  of  their  patronage.  Wai  the  House 
tbe«,  he  would  aak,  prepared  by  passing 
tliia  Bill,  to  auginent  that  patronage  which 
had  been  already  so  groasly  abused,  or  to 
add  immeasurably  to  the  power  of  that 
turbulent  and  democratic  party  to  whose 
ambition  and  whose  unconstituliooal  pro- 
ceedinga  the  evils  of  that  unfortunate 
coantry  were  attributable  ?  Condemning, 
M  all  did,  the  monopoly  of  influence 
wbtcfa  these  corporations  had  so  long 
limited,  and  entailed  upon  one  denomina- 
tioD  in  the  state,  were  they  about  to 
trtnufer  that  monopoly  to  another  party 
aa  and  nwre  f      "  " 


e  forraidable.  aad 
io  wboaa  hands  it  woold  be  liable  to  every 
objectiOD  alleged  agsiost  iU  present  in- 
TMtmem?  He  trusted  that  inatead  of 
ruihing  into  so  rackleM  and  headlong  a 
couiae.  the  House  would  pause  and  exa- 
milie  dispassioaately  and  calmly  the  pro- 
poiilion  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  North  Lancasbifc — a  proposition  to 
wblch  he  gave  bis  most  willing  support, 
because  he  believed  it  to  be  calculated 
not  only  to  remove  all  abuses  and  cor- 
rapliODs  which  were  incident  to  the  pre- 
sent system,  but  to  secure  the  impartial 
adniaistralion  of  justice,  the  peace  and 
good  government  of  the  towns  of  Ire- 
land. 

Viscount  JUbrpefft:  As  this  debate.  Sir 
.—as  far,  at  least,  as  concerns  the  motion 
pat  into  your  bands — is  an  exact  repre- 
ientation  of  what  took  place  last  year,  not 
only  bein^,  as  I  believe,  exact  in  [Kiint  of 
time  and  in  its  circumstances,  but  in  the 
letter  in  which  it  was  drawn  up,  I 
should  hnrdly  have  thought  it  necessary 
to  express  my  opinion  fully  on  the  sob- 
Ject.  And  nn  this  occasion,  aho,  I  feel 
that  it  Is  not  vei^  necessary  for  me  to  (fo 
Into  an  examination  of  the  aT;gua^ents  that 
have  been  brought  forward  on  the  other 
side  after  the  admirable  and  impressive 
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;  C.  Bnller),  nor  ebalt  I  aUflBoipt  to  fcHow 
him  through  the  powerful  and  coBpr»> 
benSive  reasoning  be  displayed.  T  confeM 
Ibat  I  was  not  astonished  that  the  ban. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  epiAa  lait 
shrunk  fmni  attempting  to  answer  him. 
Instead  of  adverting  to  any  of  those  prin* 
ciples  which  niunt  guide  us  in  the  dectstoit 
to  which  we  must  come,  and  to  thoea 
prinoiples  which  involve  the  general  tenonr 
of  imperial  potfcy,  the  hon.  and  hamcd 
Gentleman  has  not  only  travelled  owr  tiM 
details  which  were  so  copiously  brougjw 
before  the  House  in  the  debate  of  a  -foit- 
night  ago,  bnt  he  has  evidently  ddiveied 
himself  of  a  speech  which  was  intendad 
for  that  occasion.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  gone  over  egaiii,  at  immenaa 
length  and  with  entire  monotony  of  tone, 
the  whole  subject  of  the  alleged  abuse  of 
tbe  prerogative  of  mercy  which  proved  ao 
fruitful  a  topic  on  the  oocauon  to  which  I 
have  alluded.  He  says  he  haa  no  donbt 
that  encb  details  are  very  dieagrarable  to 
bis  Miyesty's  Minista^.  It  may  be  irk- 
some to  tbe  House,  indeed,  to  have  tbeaa 
tietnils  so  often  dinned  into  riMir  easa,  bnt 
any  details  which  may  be  brought  forwaid 
I  win  enter  upon  to  tbe  bast  of  myaU* 
lity,  nnd  I  will  in  no  case  be  deterred 
A^  grappling  with  any  charge  whMi 
may  be  brought  agaiast  the  OovemiDent 
of  which  I  have  the  hononr  to  bee  Member. 
^Vben  I  lafit  addressed  the  House,  I  sub- 
mitted it  to  the  indulgence  of  the  House, 
that  when  individual  charges  are  brought 
forward,  it  is  always  impossible  at  tbe 
moment  to  be  prepared  with  the  particn- 
lar  answer  without  an  opportunity  of 
consulting  the  ofllcial  documents  on  Ibc 
subject;  but  1  have  found  in  every  case, 
after  I  have  had  (he  opportunity  of  con- 
sulting those  ofHcinl  documents  —  the 
source  of  authentic  infornMlion — that  the 
colouring  which  has  been  put  upon  the 
case,  by  the  parties  bringing  the  cbane, 
has  been  altogether  stripp^  off,  aair  a 
satisfaclory  answer  affbrded.  I  endea- 
voured, to  the  Ijesl  of  my  ability,  to  trayel 
through  most  of  the  charges  whldi  were 
brought  forward  on  the  last  discussion,  by 
the  bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bandon. 
There  was  one  case  particularly  alluded 
to,  that  (^  Maguire,  wiui  was  l{l>erated  by 
theLord-Lieutennnt  on  his  visit  of  inspec- 
tion to  the  gaol  of  Cavan,  the  man  beln^f 
imprisoned  on  a  char^  of  shooting  at  h 
revenue  officer,  a  charge  which  naturally 
le  House  to  be  one  of  con- 
nitude.    Now,  It  • 
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bvonr  of  the  prisoDcr,  signed  by  magis. 
tntea  of  sll.  fiarticfi,  that  it  had  deaily 
been  abown  on  the  trial,  in  the  opinion  of 
tbe  nugiatntes,  that  the  shot  was  not 
find  with  malicions  intent,  but  ont  of 
mere  bravado— out  of  mere  bravado  I 
repeat ;  for  it  was  proved  on  tbe  trial. 
that  tbe  boat  from  which  the  prisoner 
fiiedtheshotwaa.atthe  time,  about  three- 
qnartersofa  mile  from  the  shore  on  which 
Uie  revenue  officer  stood.  The  fair  infer- 
coce,  theredare,  was,  that  the  attempt  wa« 
not  ao  mwslf  malicious  as  the  sneers  of 
bork  Membeis  opposite  would  seem  to 
infer.  UpoQ  this  memorial  being  for- 
warded to  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  a  corre- 
spondence took  place  between  the  Lord- 
ueoteoaot  and  Baron  Pennefather,  who 
preyed  at  tbe  trial,  so  far  b  it  from  tbe 
met,  that,  in  any  case  of  serious  magni- 
tnde,  the  Ixinl -Lieu tenant  has  acted 
without  having  previously  tbe  fullest  and 
moat  unrestrained  communication  with 
tbejndges.  The  result  of  the  correspond- 
ence was,  that  Baron  Penne&ther,  while 
he  did  not  recede  from  his  original  opinion, 
in  tbe  course  of  his  correspondence  de- 
clared, that  it  was  a  point  for  tbe  consi- 
deratioo  of  the  Lord-Li  euleoftDt,  and  the 
■eatence  was  then  commuted  from  trans- 
portation for  seven  years  into  imprison- 
ment for  two.  This,  however,  was  less 
tbe  point  of  quarrel  set  up  hy  the  hon. 
and  leaiued  Sergeant,  than  die  subsequent 
liberation  of  tbe  man.  That  liberation 
took  place  in  consequence  of  the  unani- 
mous represenUtion  of  the  gaoler,  the 
sub-gaoler,  and  the  local  ioapector.  On 
what  grounds  !  Not  because  the  prisoner 
had  behaved  wellln  his  prison,  bntbecanse 
these  parties  declared  that  tbej  could  not 
answer  for  the  man's  life,  if  he  were 
longer  confined.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Belfast  has  dwelt  largely  on 
the  case  of  Magrath,  wbo  was  liberated 
from  Dandalk  gaol.  Tbe  real  circum- 
■tances  of  the  case,  however,  are  in  no 
d^ree  auch  as  to  warrant  the  tone  of 
opprobrium  which  the  hon.  and  leametl 
Member  has  attempted  to  throw  upon  the 
liberation  of  this  party.  The  oBence 
charged  against  him  was  the  attempt  tn 
provoke  another  party  to  flirht  a  duel.  I 
am  told,  and  I  know,  that  Alagrath  bad 
strong  provocation  ;  and  that  there  were 
many  alleviating  circumstances  in  his  esse. 
I  do  not  say  that  any  circumstances  would 
indnce  me  to  look  lightly  at  the  offence 
of  provoking  to  a  duel,  but  in  reference  to 


tbe  Lord-Lien temmt  after  the  tri^,  signed 
by  all  the  Jurors  who  tried  the  cUe.  l^he 
memorial  roos  thus  :— 

"  We,  the  underaigned  Jurors,  wIm  tried  the 
caseof 'The  Kiott,  at  the  prosecution  of  Bicb- 
ard  RenisoD,  gainst  Daniel  Migrath,'  at  tbe 
last  ScMion*  held  at  Duodallt  for  the  coonty  of 
Louth,  hereby  certify  that  ne  did  not  find  tbe 
said  Daniel  Magralh  guilty  on  the  Grst  connt  of 
the  indidmenl,  riz.,  of  nriling  a  letter  irilh 
lnl«Dt  to  provoketbe  prosecutor  to  fi^t  adoel, 
not  conceiving  that  letter  to  have  been  writtan 
with  unfrieDdl]'  feelings  towards  the  prosecnMr. 
That  it  was  with  great  hesitation  and  reluctanec 
we  found  him  guilty  on  the  second  conol,  via., 
posting  the  prosecntor ;  as,  from  the  evidetice 
laid  before  ns,  we  conceived  the  said  Daniel 
Magrath  bad  been  harried  into  such  posting 
noder  feelings  greatly  eicited  by  the  coodoet 
of  tbe  prosecutor  hinndf.  Tbe  third  cowDt 
was  merely  general  aud  fbrmal.  We,  on  tbe 
occasion  of  findiug  him  guilty,  reconmeoded 
bin)  to  the  meicy  of  the  Conrt;  and  haviM 
heard  that  he  has  been  sentenced  to  a  month^ 
imprisonment  in  the  gaol  of  Kilmainbam,  to 
pay  I  fine  of  \0OL  to  tbe  King,  and  also  Itnd 
security,  himself  in  AOO/.,  and  two  tecnitiea  In 
2501.  each,  to  keep  the  peace,  we  now  finAar 
recommend  him  to  tbe  clemency  of  hit  EicaU 
lenc;  the  Lord-l<ieatenant  of  Ireland. 

"  John  Godbj,  Foreman  Fat.  OeoBingt 
John  Carrol  Nidi.  Maritey 

Bobert  Sheckleloo         Symon  Bjrae 
John  Chambers 
Pat.  Connick 
WiUiam  Skelton 


Nich.  Callao 
William  Corbslly." 


This  memorial  was  signed  by  all  the  jurora- 
The  memorial  was  also  signed  by  the 
Lord-Lieulenant  of  thecounty,  a  Member 
of  this  House,  and  by  several  Magistrates 
of  the  county  of  all  parties :  end  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant,  in  this  instance,  considering 
that  the  case  had  been  tried  at  the  quarter 
sessions,  did  not  refer  it  to  any  judge. 
The  particulars  of  the  case  of  Armstrong 
I  have  not  at  the  moment  by  me,  and  T 
therefore  cannot  enter  well  into  the  details 
of  the  outrage  on  his  ditch,  which  has 
been  so  eloquently  dnelt  upon  ;  bat  I 
roust  say,  I  cannot  consider  ibis  a  case  of 
sufficient  magnitude  to  be  lugged  in  head 
and  shoulders  in  a  debate  upon  the 
question  whether  corporate  reform  shall  or 
shall  not  be  given  to  Ireland.  With  respect 
to  the  number  of  prisoners  liberated  by  the 
Lord- Lien  tenant,  I  shall,  with  the  leave  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  wait  for  the 
returns  moved  for  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant  before  I  go  into  the  point,  I  have 
no  wish  to  make  any  conceaunent  on  tb« 
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making  the  retarns  full  and  complete,  1 
Bballmove,  that  ia  addition  to  the  returns 
required  by  the  hoa.  and  learned  Sergeant 
tbere  be  returns  made  of  all  the  memorials 
presented  to  the  Lord -Lieu  tenant  in  favour 
of  pritonera.  Nothing  has  been  said  by  the 
hoD.  and  learned  Member  who  last  spoke 
to  impugn  the  chief  grounds  on  which  we 
rest,  to  test  thepolicy  of  the  measures  which 
tha  Government  of  Ireland  have  pursued 
— nnnel;,  the  general  decrease  of  crime 
in  that  country.  The  noble  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  has  told  us  he  has  ad. 
vices  from  Tipperarj  not  corresponding 
with  the  Btatements  we  made  on  the  sub- 
ject.  All  t  can  say  is,  that  neither  1  nor 
iny  noble  Friend  near  me  have  quoted  i 
thing  but  the  official  documents,  and  have 
relied  on  no  more  ■DSpictous  iuformalion 
than  the  chaises  of  the  juries  at  assizes, 
and  of  assistant  barristers  at  quarter  ses- 
sions. But  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Belfast  wishes  to  renew  tbe  attack 
commenced  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Ser- 
maot  on  tbe  subject  of  the  rules  laid  down 
nr  setting  aside  jurors  in  criminal  cases, 
and  alluded  to  the  case  of  the  Carters,  on 
whicfa  the  hon.  and  learned  Sergeant  laid 
such  stress  in  his  attacks  on  the  executive 
Government  of  Ireland  and  its  law  officers. 
The  expressions  used  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Sergeant  are  these.  I  should  not 
eo  into  the  subject  but  that  I  have  been 
dragged  into  it.  The  hon,  and  learned 
Sergeant  says, 

"He should  nowiDention  amatterof&ct  il- 
Jutlrative  of  the  practice,  and  it  was  one  which 
b«  thought  would  occasion  some  surprise  in  the 
minds  of  Englishmen.  It  was  the  case  of  a 
Protestant  family,  named  Carter,  resident  In 
the  Queen's  county ;  they  ''rere  tenants  of 
X.ord  ManrboTOUgh,  and,  at  the  lime  to  nhicb 
he  refeiTM,  weie  in  possession  of  a  piece  of 
land,  for  which  they  paid  rent,  and  to  which 
tbej  were  Justly  entilled.  They  proceeded  to 
fence  it  in.  An  attack  was  made  upon  them, 
and  one  of  those  poor  men  was  so  severely 
beaten  that  he  lost  his  senses,  and  he  believed 
was  at  present  the  inmate  of  a  lunatic  asylum. 
The  same  parties  beat  the  elder  Carter,  and 
pot  him  to  death.  They  were  indicted  for 
murder.  One  of  the  parlies  known,  or  at  least 
very  generally  believed,  to  have  been  assisting 
in  tbe  perpetration  of  this  crime,  openly,  in  the 
nooD-day,  was  givioj;  his  assistance  to  the 
prisoners  respecting  their  chnllengei  of  the 
jnroia ;  but  the  Crown  no  longer  exercised  its 
ptivilege  of  putting  by,  and  of  course  there  was 

In  aniwer  to  Ibis  I  do  not  wish  to  itly  upon 
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any  other  document  than  a  letter  which  I 
will  read  from  the  gentleman  who  conduct- 
ed the  case  for  the  Crown,  Mr.  Tickell, 
whose  name  is  Bvnonymous  with  the  high- 
est integrity-  and  honour,  and  whose  testi- 
mony will  perhaps  be  the  more  readily 
received  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  from 
the  circumstance  that  Mr.  Tickell  is  by  no 
means  enthusiastic  in  bis  attachment  to 
the  existing  Government.  Mr.  Tickell's 
letter  runs  thus:— 

■<  10,  Ciare>Btreel,  Feb.  11, 1837. 
"Dear  Master  of  the  Rolls, — I  have 
just  read  the  report  of  Jackson's  speech,  to 
which  yon  referred  me  in  your  note.  I  never 
before  heard  the  slightest  imputation  against 
Mr,  Dillon  (the  person  to  whom  I  presume  be 
alludes  as  one  who  was  generally  oelieved  to 
have  been  a  participator  in  Carter's  murder), 
and  I  really  was  exceedingly  surprised  at  the 
Serjeant's  statement  in  this  respect.  With  re- 
spect to  Mr.  Dillon  assisting  tbe  prisoners' 
attorney  as  to  the  challenges  he  should  make, 
all  I  can  say  is,  that  I  did  not  see  him  do  so, 
and  that  neither  did,  as  I  believe,  Mt.  Geahi 
Mr.  Dillon  belongs  to  what  is  called  the  liberal 
party;  he  is  a  brother-in-law  of  Mr.  Lalor, 
the  late  Member  for  the  Queen's  County,  and 
either  has  been  called,  or  intends,  I  hear,  to  be 
called  to  the  bar.  The  Crown  solicitor,  acting 
upon  the  inslroctions  he  received  not  to  set 
aside  individuals  on  account  either  of  their  re- 
ligion or  their  party  politics,  did  not  object  to 
Mr.  Dillon  being  on  the  first  jury,  not  being 
aware  of  there  being  any  other  ground  of  ob- 
jection to  him.  With  respect  to  the  second 
statement  of  Jackson,  [hat  on  the  succeeding 
trial  a  convict,  a  man  found  guilty  of  offences 
of  the  same  class  wiih  those  for  which  tbe 
prisoner  was  indicted,  was  on  the  jury,  it  was 
discovered,  after  the  jury  had  been  sworn,  that 
a  man  of  tlie  name  of  Fittpalrick  (an  extremely 
common  one  in  Queen's  County)  was  on  it, 
who  had  been  about  three  or  four  years  pr»< 
viously  convicted  of  a  riot.  Some  doubts, 
exist  in  the  mind,  I  believe,  of  Mr.  Gealo 
whether  the  juror  and  tbe  convict  were  one 
and  the  same  person,  lliere  certainly  was  a 
Fitipatrick  indicted  in  1833,  but  his  prose* 
cntor  was  also  indicted  by-  the  Crown  tor 
perjury.  At  the  last  trial  of  those  tried  for  the 
murder  of  Mr.  Carter,  the  next  of  kin,  or  some 
person  professing  to  acton  their  behalf,  called 
on  the  Crown  to  abandon  the  prosecution  and 
to  allow  them  to  conduct  it,  with  a  view  mani- 
festly to  the  selection  of  a  jury.  This  we 
refused  to  do,  and  also  declined  to  allow  an 
interference  with  the  conduct  of  the  trial.  Mr. 
Geale,  however,  staled  in  court  to  the  attorney 
of  the  next  of  kin,  that  if  he  would  suggest  to 
him  any  substantial  cause  lor  setting  aside  any 
individual  he  would  do  so,  but  that  be  wovld 
not  exercise  that  right  merely  because  it  was  ~ 
allesed  that  a  roan  was  of  this  or  that  parly. 
Had  we  acceded  to  the  wishes  of  the  next  of 
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kin  in  diis  cue,  we  could  not  ban  refused  a 
(intilar  request  nhiob  wu  made  in  the  *erj 
neii  circuit-lown— Carlow ;  when  it  was  sug- 
(eited  to  Ihe  Crovn  salicilor  to  hand  over  ihe 
pHMeeaiion  in  Slv'a  eaie  to  the  neit  of  kin, 
with  tha  Tiow  of  thut  exerting  the  Ctown'i 
n(ht  of  talliDg  by.  In  thii  latter  case  there 
ware  alevan  Prfitettanta  on  the  jury,  and  I 
bava  DO  heaitaiion  in  taying  (although  tha 
ja>7  was  as  respeciabte  as  could  be),  ihai  if 
(t'Ong  polilical  feelings  were  to  be  allowed  as 
a  causa  for  selling  by,  some  of  ihose  genile- 
nen,  who  were  as  hononrable  and  ns  good 
juron  I  firmly  believe  at  could  be  spleclei), 
mifhl  also  bave  been  objected  to.  Again,  in 
another  trial,  which  look  place  in  Marybo- 
rooBh,  thai  of  Abbot,  a  Protestant,  who  was 
(riH  for  Ihe  manslaughter  of  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic, no  juror  was  set  by  on  Ihe  part  of  the 
Crown,  If,  howerer,  the  next  of  kin  had  been 
al  liberly  to  exercise  that  privilege,  a  jury  of 
Roman  Calholici  might  have  been  selected, 
and  ihat,  too,  in  a  case  in  vrhich  the  prisoner 
would  not  ha>e  been  allowed  a  single  pe- 
TBinptory  challenge.  The  principle  laid  down 
by  you  was  acted  upon  in  ihe  fairesland  most 
tnipariial  manner;  and  I  have  nol  the  sliglilesl 
dinculty  in  staling  my  belief  Ihat  it  was  pro- 
ductive of  much  more  good  than  evil.  Divided 
and  inflamed  by  party  spirit,  as  many  parls 
of  the  home  circuit  were  and  are,  it  has  struck 
ma  wilh  surprise  bow  generally,  notwitb- 
■tioding,  the  juries  have  done  their  duty.  I  do 
nol  believe  that  a  single  person  was  sel  aside 
on  eiiher  of  the  two  last  circuits  (at  least  not 
more  than  two  or  ihree,  if  there  were  any),  and 
yet  jou  will  find,  that  whilst  the  number  of 
GOnviclions  in  England,  ai  compared  to  ibe 
Bcqaillah,  is,  I  believe,  about  one  in  four,  the 
proportion  on  the  home  circuit  here  is  the 
Taferae,  ihere  being  three  or  four  convictions 
for  one  acquittal.  During  the  last  two  circuits 
wa  had  some  party  cases,  arising  out  of  iiihe>. 
Id  ibe  county  of  Kildare  the  jury  convicted 
•  rich  farmer  of  the  name  of  Pr^ndergast,  of 
having  been  concerned  in  one  of  these  riots. 
In  Aleath  a  similar  conviclinn  look  place; 
there  were  several  other  instances  in  which  tiio 
juries,  even  in  what  might  be  called  party 
Cawh  honestly  discharged  iheir  duty. 

"  Id  auramej'  aHiiei,  iBSH,  there  were,  I 
learn  from  the  solicitor,  forty-one  conviclioos 
out  of  fifty-seven  trials  on  the  home  circuit. 

"  In  Lent,  1836,  out  of  one  hundred  and 
tbtrlaen  trials,  there  were  eighty  oonviclions, 
tnd  in  three  caae*  the  juries  disagreed. 

"  Intummar,lS3G,  out  of  sixiy 'Seven  trials. 
Ultra  were  forty-sii  convictions,  and  five  cases 
io  which  the  juries  could  not  agree. 

"Now,  out  of  the  whole  of  these  caaes,-I 
could  not  fix  upon  a  doien  in  which  I  should 
bave  differed  from  the  juries,  nor  do  I  recollect 
balf  >  doieo  in  which  1  ihoucht  the  Crown  had 
•ny  reason  to  complaia.  It  appaars  to  me, 
tharefort,  an  anfdir  waj^  of  judging  of  the 
oparationofa  general  principle,  by  selecting 
*"'  "*"■"-"-  a  particular  caaa  Uke  thai  of 
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Carter's.  Even  in  this  U(t«r  one  iDnok  iB%iit 
be  said  to  justify  the  view  taken  of  it  bj  aomm 
of  the  jury  as  to  several  of  the  prisoners.  The 
approver  on  the  last  trial  committed  a  very 
important  error  in  identifring  one  persoD  for 
another ;  but  granting  that  a  conviotion  (boaM 
have  taken  place,  the  gaueral  rerotti  of  da* 
aystam  ihould  be  looked  at,  and  tha  evil*  of  it 
fairly  balanced  with  its  advantages. 
"Believe  me,  dear  Master  of  the  Bolls, 


Mr.  Sergeant  Jaahson  proteatsd  that  he 
had  nol  used  the  expression  atUibutad  to 
him  in  tefetence  to  Mr.  Dillon  i  b«  bad 
said  nothing  of  the  »ort. 

Viacount  Morpeth  ■  The  expreatioa  n- 
garding  him  that  he  wu  geDsrall;  belierad 
to  be  a  parlicipator  in  the  crinie. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jncison  aaid,  that  ftll  b* 
said  was,  ifaat  a  party  in  queidoa  w%* 
giving  hi«  advice  ai  to  ihe  chaileoginj  of 

Viscount  Worpttk  contionad :  Let  ifaa 
Home  consider  the  aumtnai^  of  the  c%»e 
of  the  Carters.  It  has  been  ti*wd  tlirvs 
times.  In  the  two  iirst  Instanoea  tht  jvry 
wen  not  agreed.  The  queatioa  thn 
came  before  his  right  hon,  and  Icarocd 
Friend  wlieiherthe  lanie  parties  should  be 
tried  a  third  lime,  Gvidenoe  had  tru- 
spiied  to  attach  auapicion  to  another 
party,  and  the  right  hon.  and  leamsd 
judge  had  to  aay,  whether  the  same  per- 
sons should  he  put  on  their  trial  again, 
and  whether,  if  so,  the  persons  agait>at 
whom  suspicions  had  just  arisen  should  be 
tried  with  them.  The  ihree  prisonera  were 
tried  together ;  and  on  this  third  trial  an 
approver  commilted  an  error  in  identifjing 
tha  party:  yet  now,  because  on  this 
third  trial  the  jury  could  not  find  tha  meii 
guilty,  it  was  stated  that  justice  was  not 
done  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  quoted  other  cases,  and  into 
ihe  particular  circumstances  of  those 
cases  I  shall  make  it  my  business  to 
irtquire.  I  waa  in  my  place  during  the 
whole  Session  i  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  (he  Master  of  At 
Rolls,  then  Attorney -General,  was  also  In 
his  place  to  meet  any  charge  that  might 
be  pade  respecting  this  very  case  of  Mr. 
Carter.  But  not  one  word  was  said  of  it; 
neither  was  one  word  said  of  Mr,  Fog- 
berly'a  case  then.  But  the  great  secret  of 
Mr.  Fogherty's  offence  was,  the  decision 
which  he  formed  in  tha  tnaeof  lodgers,  at 
Belfast.  The  great  outcry  raised  against 
him  was,  that  he,  id  order    to  try  tiM 
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^untion,  had  nfused  to  admit  the  claitoi 
of  lodgen  that  cnme  before  him.  Thii 
oaie  wag  afterwards  ai^ued  before  thi 
twelve  judges,  and  whai  was  the  reiult 
Wby,thedeciiionofMr.Fogherty  waaheld 
by  ifaoin  to  b«  right.  Dut  with  what  superioi 
purity  had  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  valued 
non-resident  freemen,  "  The  poiat  of  non- 
reiidenee  need  not  be  menlioned  1"  And 
then  a  law  was  passed,  and  a  decision  of 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
oarae  to  enforce  this  virtuous  mandate, 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Belfast 
complains  of  the  Irish  Gavernment,  that 
they  have  not  given  judgeships  to  Mr 
Watran  and  Mr,  Brewster.  With  that  com 
plaint  1  have  had  uo  right  lo  quarrel ;  noi 
will  I  quarrel  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  objections  to  the  appoint- 
mente  made  to  the  assistant  barristers  hi  pa. 
On  both  these  classes  of  appointments,  the 
Irish  Government  were  willing  fearlessly 
to  rely.  But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man is  not  satisfied  with  condemning  U19 
decision  and  appointment  of  the  judges.and 
«f  the  asuatant  barristers,  hs  even  stoops 
to  quarrel  with  th«  appointment  of  the  sc- 
c«UDtant<general  to  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
He  said  that  the  Government  had  acted  al- 
most from  a  apirit  of  corruption,  in  choos- 
ing a  friend  of  their  own,  instead  of  ap. 
pointing  Mr.  Dawes.  No  doubt  Mr,  Dawes 
IS  a  roost  axsroplary  man ;  but  I  have  yet  to 
iMm  that  it  i|  incumbant  upon  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  to  promote  to  the 
head  of  any  department,  a  gentleman  who 
haa  hitherto  held  a  very  subordinate  office, 
However,  with  respect  lo  the  appointment 
of  accountant-general  to  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  I  shall  leave  the  name  of  Bar- 
rington  to  speslc  for  itself,  which  will  show 
that  it  is  not  upon  a  very  radical  principle 
that  that  gentleman  was  appointed.  The 
fummarvand  conclusion  of  all  the  charges 
of  tbe  hon,  and  learned  Member  for  Bel- 
fast is,  that  the  House  could  not  intrust 
with  any  increase  of  patronage,  a  Govern- 
ment  which  bad  so  shamelessly  and  ini- 
quitQuiIy  esercised  that  which  has  already 
fallen  to  their  charge.  Then,  what  does 
tbe  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  propoaa 
to  dot  Why  he  proposes  that  the  House 
should  vote  for  «n  amendment,  which,  if 
I  were  to  judge  by  tbe  speech  of  my  noble 
Friend,  who  had  moved  that  amendment, 
and  from  a  similar  motion,  and  the  Bill 
in  pnrsuance  of  it,  of  lail  year,  does  not 
in  the  least  degree  diminish  that  patronage: 
but,  on  tbf  contrary,  tenda  to  give  addi* 
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tional  patronage  to  that  iniquitous  and 
shameless,  and  jobbing  Government,  to  a 
great  extent.  Besides  the  appointment  of 
magistrates,  and  recorders  of  corporate 
towns,  this  Bill,  if  his  noble  Friend  suc- 
ceeded in  inducing  the  House  to  assent  |0 
his  amendment,  would  give  tbe  Govern- 
ment the  powerof  naming  Commissionert 
to  preside  over  tbe  distribution  of  the  re- 
venue of  all  the  corporations  of  Ireland. 
I  must  refer  to  one  tning  which  fell  from 
my  noble  Friend  who  opened  this  dis- 
cussion, but  who,  whatever  party  differ- 
ences prevail,  never  acted  in  a  manner  of 
which  any  one  could  justly  complain.  Ths 
nobie  Lord  said,  that  I  had  endeavoured 
to  fasten  upon  the  members  of  a  format 
Gofernment  of  Ireland,  tbe  cause  of  th« 
party  feuds  and  factions  that  disgraced 
Imland.  Now  I  should  be  very  loath 
to  make  any  oharge  of  ao  grave  a  Dstim, 
against  tbe  Government  of  which  my  nob)« 
Friend,  Lord  Aaglesea, formed  so  prominent 
a  part.  I  wish  to  state  what  it  was  that  I 
said.  Ihelieve  my  words  nare — thattbei« 
factious  feuds,  m  soma  inalances,  had  met 
with  aonoivano*  from  Uie  neighbouriog 
magistrates,  and  that  they  bad  not  alwayi 
been  met  with  sufficient  energy,  with  « 
view  lo  their  suppression  by  the  central 
Government  of  Ireland.  That  was  a  widely 
different  thing  from  saying  that  the  Go> 
vernmeotof  Ireland  had  connived  at  thoM 
proceadinga.  Now,  with  reipeot  to  th« 
question  immediately  before  tha  House,  to 
which  I  beg  to  invite  the  attention  of  hon. 
Members ;  1  must,  in  tbe  first  place,  ob* 
serve,  that  the  course  has  again  been  n- 
sorted  to — when  the  propriety  has  beea 
urged,  of  conferring  oa  the  people  of  Ir«> 
land  those  in  Gti  tut  tons  and  privileges  wbiati 
have  been  already  conferred  on  tne  peopU 
of  England  and  of  Scotland— of  turnmg 
round  upon  the  advocates  of  this  polioj, 
by  pointing  either  to  some  enactment  in 
the  laws  already  existing,  or  to  some  mea- 
sure which  is  in  progress  through  lh« 
House,  as  iDcoQsislent  with  that  pob'oyt 
Last  year,  tha  Constabulary  Bill  was  r»- 
farred  to  as  of  considerable  servioa  in  this 
way.  Indeed,  it  was  felt  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers  opposite,  to  be  of  such  use,  to  show 
that  the  Constabulary  Bill  was  an  efficiant 
measure  for  Ireland,  while  it  justifi^  « 
departure  from  a  similarity  of  legislation 
for  tbe  two  countries,  that  it  was  pawfd 
with  a  prodigality  of  confidence  in  Minis- 
ters through  the  House,  without  caniur*  t 
but  it  was  found  oecesaary  afterwsjd*  t« 
?  B2 
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GtUM  the  inott  wealthy,  the  moat  promi- 
nent, and  numerically,  the  greatest  por- 
tion of  the  communjiy  are  or  that  persua- 
sioo.  The;  enjoy  those  offices  without, 
ai  far  as  I  am  aware,  giving  ground  of 
any  real  umbrage  to  others.  I  hope  that 
nothing  now  remains  to  prevent  their  Dis- 
senting brethren  from  taking  their  appro- 
priate share  of  those  offices  and  honours. 
So  in  Scotland,  the  great  majorily  of 
offices  is  in  the  hands  of  Presbyterians. 
But  Ireland  is,  though  I  will  not  quarrel 
as  to  what  degree,  in  a  considerable  de- 
gree. Catholics ;  therefore,  if  they  remaici 
in  their  natural,  and  because  natural,  their 
moat  healthy  state,  the  Catholics  will 
be  fonnd  in  greater  abundance  in  all  those 
departments  which  are  open  to  Catholic 
energy  and  enterprise,  and  attainable  by 
habits  of  activity  and  of  business.  Whe- 
ther the  Roman  Catholic  failh  and  doc- 
trine, as  such,  are  to  lose  or  gain  ground, 
ie  a  question  dependent  upon  higher  arbi- 
triment  than  that  of  human  legislation.  It 
only  depends  upon  us  to  do  justly  and 
.  fairly  by  all.  Therefore,  as  far  as  exclu- 
sion or  eligibility  to  civil  offices  or  emolu- 
ments is  concerned  with  the  Catholic  reli- 
gion, as  such,  that  House  has  nothing 
whatever  to  do.  Let  each  hold  firmly  to 
his  own  opinion  upon  that  subject,  and 
leek  only  that  influence  and  predominance 
which  reason  and  justice  alone  sanction. 
With  respect  to  this  night's  debate,  I  do  not 
consider  that  there  has  been  much  novelty 
of  argument  advanced.  There  was  one 
striking  and  startling  ai^ument,  indeed, 
which  f  must  own,  very  much  surprised 
me,  and  still  more  so  as  coming  from  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth,  and 
which  has  been  confirmed  by  my  noble 
Friend  who  has  moved  the  amendment.  I 
mean  the  ground,  now  for  the  first  time 
taken,  or  at  least  for  the  first  time  set 
forth,  whereon  to  rest  the  denial  of 
corporate  government  and  privileges  to  the 
people  of  Ireland,  namely,  that  it  may  ba 
fouadprejodicial  to,  and  affect  the  interests 
of  the  Established  Church.  Do  we  hear 
this  fVom  the  friends  of  the  Church,  from 
the  champiooi  of  the  Establishment  ?    Is 
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sound,  or  her  fabric  so  firm  and  bo  im- 
pregnable, that  you  can  call  together  all 
the  scattered  elements  of  enmity  to  select 
her  out  as  a  mark,  and  to  assail  her  port- 
holes? What  is  the  stale  of  the  case? 
The  bulk  of  the  Irish  people,  whether 
with  right  reason  or  not,  consider  the 
denial  of  corporate  government  and  privi> 
leges  to  them,  after  they  have  been  con> 
ceded  to  England  and  Scotland,  as  a 
grievous  injury ;  and  they  are  in  a  most 
excited  and  infiamed  state,  on  account  of 
the  mode  in  which  they  conceive  that 
grievance  inflicted  on  them,  and  the 
ground  on  which  they  conceive  it  to  rest. 
What,  on  the  other  hand,  is  the  state  of 
the  Church  ?  On  totally  distinct  grounds,  it 
has  already  become  obnoxione  and  unpo- 
pular, and  it  is  to  a  grealdegree, threatened 
and  exposed,  harassed  and  impoverished. 
Her  revenues  are  but  scantily  paid;  and 
her  ministers  in  many  instances,  most 
painfully  destitute.  And  what  in  this  case 
do  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  propose 
to  do  to  help  to  raise  her  head  to  restore 
her,  by  increased  forbearance,  to  favour! 
Why,  they  virtually  tell  the  Irish  people, 
"  Most  probably  it  would  have  been 
thought  right  to  give  you  Municipal  Cor- 
porations. The  natural  presumptioti  (said 
the  right  hon.  Baronet]  would  have  been 
to  confer  on  you  what  has  already  been 
conferred  upon  the  people  of  England  and 
Scotland.  There  is  considerable  presump-- 
tion  in  favour  of  a  municipal  law  Tor  he- 
land,  on  account  of  the  antiquity  and  the 
simplicity  of  the  institution."  Bat  after 
admitting  this  natural  presumption  to  exist, 
the  right  hoD.  Baronet  steps  in  and 
says — "  This  roust  not,  however,  be  CBr> 
ried  into  effect,  because  the  interests  of 
the  Church  may  be  implicated  and  pre- 
judiced, and  the  current  of  equal  legisla- 
tion, if  applied  to  the  Corporations  of 
Ireland,  may  be  found  in  some  collateral 
manner  to  afiect  the  full,  and  fair,  and 
round  proportions  of  the  Church  Estab- 
lishment, and  therefore  the  people  of  Ire- 
land must  not  have  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions." They  are  not  to  choose  their  own 
chief  magistrates ;  their  town-councils, 
lot  to  meet  to  discuss  and  legislate  for 
own  minote  local  affairs;  not  because 
I  bodies,  as  far  as  I  am  aware,  can 
:tly  affect  the  interest  of  a  single  cler- 
an,  much  less  of  the  Church  itself, 
lecause  the  right  hon.  Baronet  fears 
noral  contagion  of  that  very  principle 
[ual  law,  and  responsibility,  and  celf> 
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continue,  I  hope  to  meet  with  that  for- 
bearance and  tadulgence  which  is  befitting 
K  legislative  atsemblj.  I  maintain  that 
my  noble  Friend  shares  jq  that  delusion  in 
wnich  Ministers  appear  to  be  plunged 
with  regard  to  this  question,  and  the  affairs 
of  Ireland  gienerally.  They  mistake  their 
own  potition,  notwithstanding  the  warn- 
ings alike  of  friends  end  opponents,  and 
go  blindly  burrowing  on  with  a  set  of 
measures  which  every  human  being  but 
themselves,  on  oneside  and  the  other,  can 
•ee  with  half  an  eye  must  lead  to  results 
directly  the  reverse  of  those  which  they 
anticipate.  In  this  respect.  Sir,  they  re- 
semble those  madmen  whom  all  the  world 
but  themselves  think  to  be  insane,  yet  who 
think  themselves  in  the  enjoyment  of  a 
mind  perfectly  sound  and  unimpaired. 
They  say,  that  we  are  perfectly  blind,  and 
that  we  dont  see  to  what  their  measures 
tend.  It  is  true,  they  •sy,that  those  who 
■upport,  and  those  who  oppose  ui,  both 
agree  io  that  to  which  they  think  our 
meaaures  will  lead;  but  both  parlies  art 
quite  wrong — they  are  both  misiaken. 
Those  who  oppose  us  think  that  we  warn 
todestroy  the  Church,  and  therefore  op- 
pate  us,  no  doubt  honourably  and  con* 
■cienlioudy;  those  who  support  us  think 
want  to  destroy  the  church,  and  therefore 
tbey  support  us,  no  doubt,  honourably  aoc 
consoientiousty.  We  agree  with  our  oppo- 
nents in  their  wish  to  preserve  and  aug 
ment  the  influence  of  the  Church,  hut  we 
agree  with  them  on  this  point  because  we 
consider  that  those  very  measures,  from 
which  supporters  and  opponents  alike  ex- 
pect the  destruction  of  the  Church,  will 
be  the  salvation  of  the  Church.  I  say, 
then,  that  with  regard  to  this  question,  I 
am  borne  out  in  asserting  that  my  noble 
Friend  and  his  Majesty's  Government  mis. 
calculate  the  position  in  which  they  stand. 
They  profess  to  have  one  object  in  view, 
and  their  opponents  profess  to  have  the 
same  object.  Their  supporters  profess  to 
aim  at  a  directly  opposite  object ;  and  yet 
Ministers  propose  to  as  to  adopt  measures, 
wbichthosewhoare  most  anxious  to  obtain 
them  advocate  on  grounds  directly  opposite 
to  those  which  they  pretend  to  entertain. 
What  is  the  conclusion  to  be  drawn  from 
this  ?  That  both  the  great  parties  are 
equally  wrtMig;  that  nine  out  of  ten  men 
in  this  Honse,  and  out  of  it,  are  grossly 
deceived  with  regard  to  the  effect  of  the 
■neuurea  they  submit  to  us ;  and  that  that 
uudiftliatiDiKnble,  though  tnoaopolizing, 
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minority,  is  really  the  only  body  in  th« 
House  of  Commons,  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  or  in  the  country,  which  clearly  set 
their  way  before  them  I  I  have  a  gresi 
re8{iect  for  many  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo> 
lite,  but  I  cannot,  in  defiance  of  th« 
opinion  of  every  clear-sighted  man,  givt 
them  credit  for  being  the  only  acuta  and 
clear-sighted  men  in  England.  I  am  in- 
duced to  suspect  that  they  are  blindly 
following,  or  rather  are  being  blindly 
driven,  along  a  path  of  which  they  do  not 
see  the  end  ;  while  those  who  very  clearly 
do  see  it,  are  exulting  in  the  Cimmerian 
darkness  in  which  they  are  ioYolved.  Tha 
very  significant  expression  used  by  tha 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
at  a  very  Radical  meeting  the  other  day, 
serves  as  a  very  good  index  to  the  opinions 
which  are  held  by  their  friends  on  this 
head.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
gave  this  most  judicious  advice  to  the  Rs* 
dical  audience  whom  he  addressed — "  If 
you  mean  to  kick  out  the  Whigs,  kick 
them  out  in  God's  name ;  I  don't  care, 
but  don't  do  it  till  they  have  given  me  th* 
Irish  Municipal  Bill."  I  tell  you,  the 
hon.  Member  did  use  that  language  ;  ha 
really  did.  But  why  be  surprised  at  it  t 
That  is  language  to  which  my  right  bun. 
Friend  is  very  well  used  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman — I  do  not  mean  per- 
sonally— as  well  as  all  the  rest  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  The  Radicals arecon- 
linuatly  saying,  "  Let  these  poor  miserabla 
Whigs  go  on  till  they  have  paseed  oar 
measures;  push  them  on  to  a  ceriain 
point,  and  then  kick  them  out."  We  sra 
told  that  it  is  no  argument  against  any 
measure,  to  say,  that  the  passing  of  it  may 
lead  to  the  enactment  of  ulterior  measures. 
I  admit  that  that  is  no  argument  againsta 
measure  if  it  be  good  in  itself,  and  that 
we  ought  not  to  be  deterred  by  the  fear 
of  consequences,  or  the  apprehension  that 
ulterior  concessions  will  be  detnanded, 
from  giving  that  which  is  just  and  not 
dangerons.  I  admit  that  to  he  no  ai^n- 
ment;  but  I  say  it  is  a  sound  and  snb- 
slantive  argument  against  a  measure  if  yoQ 
are  told  by  your  own  friends  that  they 
support  it  with  the  certainty  of  attaining, 
through  its  instrumentality,  the  ulterior 
objects  they  have  in  view — objects  which 
every  man  in  this  House  knows,  nnd 
which  they  do  not  themselves  conceal,  to 
be  the  overthrow  of  the  established  insti- 
tutions of  the  country ;  and  I  will  tell 
my  ngble  Friend  in  addition,  when  the^ 
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liave  accompliilMd  that,  the  oveithnm  of 
Hinnten  tbenuelvcf.  I'fae  hon.  Member 
fer  Kilkenny  has  not  left  n>  rery  mm 
the  dark  on  this  point.  I  think,  at  all 
events,  that  joa  mil  not  dispute  hisacote- 
ness,  bis  knowledge,  of  the  state  of  Tre- 
Und,  and  of  the  power  of  the  nrions 
levers  which  may  be  called  into  action  for 
effecting  his  objects.  On  these  points,  I 
think,  we  are  all  agreed ;  and  I  think  no 
one  will  now  be  inclined  to  dispute  the 
power  he  exercises  in  the  Go»emnient.  I 
think  the  House  cannot  have  forgotten 
that  moat  stgni6caDt  passage  quoted  the 
Other  day  from  a  very  recent  speech  of 
his — "Give  me  municipal  reform,  and 
with  that  I  wai  effect  all  the  rert."  What 
is  my  answer?  I  say  I  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member;  in  the  present  state  of 
Ireland  I  believe  he  woald  ;  and  therefore 
— «nd  yon  have  yourselves  to  blame  for 
the  concluiioo  to  which  I  am  forced  to 
come— end  therefore,  with  roy  com 
this'  measure  of  municipal  reform  you  shall 
not  have.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man says  he  will  hare  it.  Sir,  I  do  not 
make  this  declaration  in  the  name  ' 
person  so  insignificant  and  so  humble  as 
myself,  bat  I  venture  to  say,  in  the  name 
of  the  Honse,  in  the  name  of  the  Parlia- 
ment, in  the  name  of  the  nation,  that  the 
line  which  la  now  taken  by  the  Oeaeral  or 
National  Association  of  Ireland,  ii  the 
moat  formidable  obstacle  to  the  passing  of 
this  Bill ;  and  I  tell  them,  that  so  far  from 
being  intimidated  by  their  threats,  so  far 
from  being  led  to  concede  to  clamour  that 
which  we  would  not  give  to  justice  \3reat 
chetri»g];  I  understand  Ihese  cheers;  and 
yonr  cheers  would  signify,  that  we  do 
deny  to  justice  what  we  would  concede  to 
violence;  hut  I  tell  yon,  that  the  louder 
the  demand,  and  the  more  terrible  the  in- 
timidation, the  more  determined  will  the 
people  of  England  be  that  it  shall  not  be 
granted.  But  now  with  regard  to  this 
mncb-lauded  Corporate  Reform  —  this 
beautiful  pretence  on  which  the  cozening 
cry  of  justice  to  Ireland  is  to  be  grounded 
—this  new  sine  qud  ntm;  where  is  your 
evidence  of  the  great  iitness  of  society  in 
Ireland  for  its  reception,  or  of  the  great 
anxiety  of  the  people  of  Ireland  to  obtain 
it  ?  At  the  end  of  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament,  after  we  bad  dared  to  doubt 
the  propriety  of  passing  it,  we  were  told 
that  vve  should  be  overwhelmed  with  peti- 
tions from  every  quarter  of  Ireland  ex- 
pressive of  the  indignation  of  the  people 
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of  their  sense  of  insalt — of  ibeir  teietimg 
o(  intolerable    injury    and    degTwbtion. 
Why,  what  pethiros  have  we  bod  T     How 
many?     I  took  the  trouble  myadf  to  a». 
certain  the  number,  and  it  appears  bj  the 
votes    of    the    Honse,    that    thirty-AMir 
petitions  have  been  presented  in  favour  of 
Corporate  Reform.  On  the  6th  of  Pebrw- 
ary  three  were  presented;  on  the  13th, 
five;    and  in  order  to  get  up  even   thm 
number,    they  must  couple  frith  that    a 
prayer  for  sometbiog  more  popular.     Oa 
the  13lh,  five  were  presented,  and  with 
them,  from  the    same    places,   five    ac- 
companying    petitions      against     tithes 
and  in  favour  of    the    ballot      On  the 
14th    two  were  presented   in    favour  of 
Corporate  Reform,  accompanied  by  two 
for  the  abolition  of  tithes,  and  two  for 
the  ballot.     On  the  IStb,  fourteen  petK 
tions  were  presented  for  corporate  reform, 
thirteen  for  the  abolition  of  tithes,  and 
twelve  for  vote  by  ballot.    And  on  last 
evening  eleven  for  corporate  reform,  with, 
in  this  instance,  three  only  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  tithes,    and   five  for   the  ballot. 
Whether  more  are  coming  01  not,  1  do 
not  know,  and   do    not  much  care;    for 
these  petitions  are  got  up  at  simultaneous 
meetings,   where  I  have    not    the    least 
doubt  on  earth,  with  all  my  respect  for 
the  right  of   petitioning,  that  if  it  were 
the  orders  of  the  General  Association  to 
petition  Parliament  to  cut  my  head  off  my 
shoulders    without     the    intervention    of 
judge  or  jury,   just  as  many  signatnret 
would  be  obtained.     With  regard  to  this 
alleged  great  anxiety  for  corporate  reform, 
whence  do  the  petitions  come?      From 
the    towuB  which  are  to    benefit   by  the 
measure?     No.     We  have  a  petition  from 
the  trades  of  Dublin ;  another  from  Kil- 
kenny;   and,  what  with  the   aid  of  the 
ballot  and  tithes,  and  the  heat  of  the  late 
election,  another  from  Longford,  another 
from  Monaghan,  and  another  from  the 
very   important    town    of    Enniscorthy. 
These    are    the  only   towns  upon  whieh 
this  inestimable  privilege  is  to  be  con- 
ferred, and  which,  we  are  told,  are  to  be 
insulted  by  withholding  these  iuvaluaUe 
rights,  and  to  testify  every  feeling  of  in- 
dignation  at  the  outrage  offered  to  them. 
These  five  are  the  only  towns  that  asked 
you  to  give  them  corporate  reform;  and 
four  or  five  important  towns,  as  we  have 
been  reminded  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Belfast  this  evening,  upon  whom  yoa  pro- 
pose to  confer  this  inettiinable  benefitj 
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implore  you,  for  God's  sake,  lo  let  them 
alone.  It  is  reiy  difficult  to  deal  with 
Buch  a  question  as  thin,  where  we  are  not 
allowed  to  rest  the  issue  upon  Tacts,  but 
upon  feelings,  passions,  and  ima^ned  in- 
sults. Weneed  not  think  it  extraordinary 
that  the  General  Association,  irith  their 
emissaries,  with  their  pacificators,  with 
the. power  they  have  in'^Tery  parish  of 
Ireland  among  the  Roman  Catholics,  pre- 
tending, nakedly,  tbat  Farliamenc  has 
declared  them  unlit  to  be  intrusted  with 
the  rights  of  Englishmen,  should  be  able 
to  stimulate  a  population  who  know  no- 
thing  of  the  real  facts  of  the  case  so  set 
before  them,  to  repel  the  supposed  insult, 
and  lo  stand  forth,  and  say,  that  they  are 
as  fit  lo  be  intrusted  with  civil  privileges  as 
their  countrymen  of  England.  But  that 
is  not  the  ground  on  which  we  do  rest, 
or  on  which  we  ever  have  rested,  the 
question.  The  question  is  not  whether 
an  Irishman  be  himself  fit  or  unlit  to  ex- 
ercise civil  privil^es,  but  it  is  this — is  the 
state  or  Ireland  at  this  moment  so  analo- 
gous, or  BO  similar  to  the  state  of  England 
in  every  respect,  that  it  shall  follow  as  a 
conclusion,  on  which  no  controversy  can 
be  raised,  that  the  same  institutions  in 
Ireland  will  produce  the  same  effect  as  in 
England  ?  Surely,  Sir,  this  is  a  question 
which  may  be  argued  without  insult  to 
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laws  of  the  two  oonntries  may  be  pre- 
served, and  what  distinctions  must  be 
drawn  ?  And  why  should  we  be  hindered 
by  this  Association,  unless  they  are  de- 
termined to  make  it  a  party  question,  and 
a  parly  question  only,  why  should  we  be 
debarred  from  taking  the  same  broad  Yiew 
of  the  subject  which  we  took  on  the  Poor- 
law  question,  and  which  I,  for  one,  am 
resolved  to  take  on  every  question  that  is 
proposed  for  our  consideration?  But  I 
will  not  pretend  that  I  do  not  mix  up  with 
the  question  a  consideration  of  the  rela-> 
live  situation  of  Protestant  and  Catholic^ 
I  say  I  will  not  put  forward  such  a  pre- 
tence, for  I  have  regard  to  these  consider- 
ations. And  why  ?  Because  the  state  of 
Ireland  is  shown  to  be  such  that  the  bulk 
of  the  inhabitants  are  of  the  one  religion, 
and  the  minority  of  the  other ;  that  the 
higher  classes  are  ranked  with  the  minor- 
ity, and  the  lower  with  the  majority: 
that,  unhappily,  no  question  can  be  raised^ 
DO  debate  can  take  place,  no  election  can 
occur   in  any  town   without  raising  the 

Siestion  of  Protestant  ascendancy  or  Ca- 
olic  ascendancy.  For  it  is  no  question 
of  equality  now,  no  question  of  commu- 
nity of  civil  privileges;  the  question  pre- 
sents itself  to  our  delil^eration  in  an  open, 
simple,  undisguised  aspect:  it  is  this — 
Will  you  take  that  line  which  will  tend  to 
maintain  the  ascendancy  of  the  Protest  nt 
church,  or  that  line  which  will  tendato 
demolish  the  Protestant  church?  And, 
unhappily,  we  are  compelled  so  to  Gon< 
sider  every  question  which,  practically 
speaking,  we  can  discuss  on  Irish  affairs, 
that  we  cannot  shake  off  the  religious 
question,  or  look  at  it  without  regard  to 
Catholic  or  Protestant.  But,  I  ask,  have 
the  Protestants  no  claim  to  our  considera- 
tion? You  say  they  are  in  the  minority; 
you  cannot  help  admitting  that  the 
earnest  endeavour  of  the  party  which  now 
holds  sway  in  Ireland  will  be  directed  to 
the  advancement  of  Catholic  interests, 
and  the  discouragement  of  Protestantism, 
and  that  tbeir  leading  object  is  the  de- 
struction of  the  Protestant  church  ;  and 
they  tell  you  themselves  that  they  con- 
sider this  measure,  and  mean  to  use  it, 
as  their  great  instrument  for  effecting 
that  object — for  securing  the  exter- 
mination of  the  Protestant  church. 
Let  us  meet  this  question  fairly  and  openly : 
dare  the  Govemmentanswermychalleoge? 
Tbey  say  their  measures  will  benefit  the 
Church ;  bat  1  tell  them  the;  will  a     ' 


Ireland,  without  injury,  without  offence. 

i  put   it   to  His  Majesty's  Governmer 

who  brought  forward  the  other  day 


question  of  great  importance  to  Ireland, 
of  deep,  of  vital  importance,  though  a 
question  which  the  General  Association  of 
Ireland  think  ought  to  be  postponed  to 
this  or  that  canvassing,  or  this  or  (hat 
election  in  Ireland — I  mean  the  propose 
of  a  legal  provision  for  the  poor  of  that 
country, — I  ask  the  Government  whether 
they  find  upon  this  side  of  the  Honse  any 
disposition  to  treat  with  insult,  to  treat 
with  enmity,  to  treat  with  injustice,  to 
treat  aa  a  matter  of  party  feeling,  the  just 
claims,  the  rights,  the  miseries  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  ?  I  ask  them  whether, 
when  a  measure  of  real  relief  is  brought 
forward,  they  find  more  readiness  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  than  on  this,  to 
deal  with  the  question,  tosift  it  thoroughly, 
to  consider  it  minutely  in  all  its  relations 
and  details,  to  deal  with  it,  not  with  refer- 
ence to  any .  party,  but  with  reference  to 
(he  whole  state  of  Ireland,  to  inquire 
what  advantage  it  will  confer  on  Ireland, 
to  inquire   what  similarity  between  the 
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il.  I  Me  uotliing  in  (beir  meaaure*  wbioti 
will  lend  io  lecun  tha  Church.  I  ue 
much  JD  them  nbich  by  the  confesiion  of 
all  parliei,  will  eniure  ili  deitiuction.  But 
what  U  the  coursa  tbey  punue  with  regard 
to  the  Bill  before  us  ?  I  will  not  it  thii 
Ute  hour  eoter  into  the  details  of  the 
meuare.or  weary  the  House  by  occupying 
it  with  minor  poinle.  1  wish  to  put  the 
queitivD  upon  thit  plain,  simple,  intelligible 
grouod,  a  ground  which  1  thiok  the  people  of 
£)azlaiid,  Scotland,  and  Irelind  will  clearly 
uDderstand, — the  ground  of  its  beiog  a 
leading  itep  to  the  object  which  the  sup- 
pOTt£»  of  Admin  istraliou  contemplate, 
which  we  at  least  desire  to  shun,  but  to 
which  I  sea  Gofnntnent  approaching  day 
by  day,  and  hour  by  hoar.  We  are  called 
upon  in  the  same  paragraph  of  bis  Majesty's 
Speech,  delivered  at  the  opening  of  this 
Seukxi,  to  turn  our  aiteutioo  to  three 
important  questions  bearing  on  the  state 
of  Ireland  — the  Municipal  Corporation 
queatioD,  the  Church  question,  and  the 
Poor-law  question.  1  do  not  hnow  what 
the  views  of  Government  may  be,  but  1 
•ay  distinctly  that  the  settlement  of  the 
Church  question  would,  in  my  mind, 
remove  out  of  the  way  a  great  stumbling- 
block  to  the  settlement  of  the  corporation 
question— an  obstacle  which,  as  long  as  it 
remains  in  ils  present  state,  must  render 
the  settlement  of  that  question  hopeless. 
I  say,  if  you  desire  to  introduce  the 
principle  of  uniformily  of  institutions  into 
Ireland,  the  settlement  of  the  poor-Uw 
question  ought  to  precede  the  consideTation 
of  corporate  reform.  What  is  the  basis 
of  tbe  qoaliflcation  in  England  ?  A 
certain  payment  to  the  poor-rates  continued 
for  a  period  of  three  years.  What  is  tbe 
quali6cation  io  Ireland  ?  The  occupancy 
of  a  51.  House,  and  for  a  term  of  six 
months  only.  You  who  ask  fur  identity  of 
^inciple  refuM  us  identity  of  principle. 
There  is  no  wore  identity  of  principle 
between  the  measure  of  corporate  reform 
in  operation  in  England  and  that  which 
is  proposed  for  Ireland,  than  there  would 
be  between  Lard  Grey's  plan  of  reform 
and  a  plan  which  embraced-  univeraal 
Buffir^ie.  Lord  Grey  introduced  a  measure 
of  Parliamentary  Reform,  the  basie|af  which 
was  popular  control.  What  is  the  buis 
on  which  a  plan  for  univeraal  suffrage 
must  rest  ?  Popular  control.  Yet  if  any 
one  who  compared  these  questions  were 
l0  tell  yon  that  they  rested  on  the  same 
priocipu  of  popular  control,  he  wotUd  be 


laughed  at  as  a  fool  by  every  sensiMe  man* 
This  is  exactly  the  ro/ionafeof  thecosdact 
of  Government  [inlerruptioa].  The  right 
boo.  Gentleman  forgetsthagroet  improve* 
ments  that  hare  taken  place  in  thm 
acoustics  of  the  House.  The  plan  of  Dr. 
Reid,  which  has  been  laid  before  us  tfau 
morning,  and  which  I  bave  had  tfa* 
curiosity  to  read,  will  enlighten  him  od  the 
subject.  The  learned  doctor  anticipate* 
that  not  only  will  the  speaker  be  dutinctty 
audible,  but  even  the  whispered  conrer- 
aation  so  often  superior  to  the  voice  of  tbe 
orator  will  strike  the  ear  so  clearly  that  bon. 
members  will  be  obliged  to  acquire  tha  art 
of  modulating  the  intonations  of  their  voice 
to  the  re  quired  degree  of  dulcet  softness.  Let 
mehope  the  right  hon,  Gentleman  will  profit 
by  this  hint.  Thiscaae  in  point  shows  on  a 
small  scale  the  necessity  of  bendins  id 
altered  circumstances,  and  may  instruct 
ua  that  that  will  be  out  of  place  this  year 
which  would  have  been  applicable  last 
Session.  1  say  this  bears  on  my  argument 
The  case  is  precisely  the  same.  When 
Government  proposed  to  legislate  on  the 
same  principle  now  which  they  employed 
last  Session,  they  should  have  regard  to  the 
altered  circumstancesof  the  country  and  not 
expose  themselves  to  the  ridicule  of  ninety- 
nine  out  of  one  hundred  of  their  supporters, 
by  proposingameasureout  of  avain  desire 
foridentityof  legislation,  which  will  lead  to 
measures  which  they  profess  to  deprecate. 
I  said  that  I  would  not  trespass  long  Oit 
the  time  of  the  House  ;  I  shall  but  repeat 
that  I  wish  to  rest  my  opposition  to  this 
Bill,  and  my  support  to  the  instruction  to 
the  Committee  which  my  noble  Friend 
hat  moved  upon  this  ground,  that  admitting 
ihe  abuses  of  the  present  corporate  system, 
not  desirous  of  defending  the  abuses  of 
that  system,  we  are  prepared  to  go  every 
length  with  you  in  doing  away  with  those 
abuses ;  but  wa  do  not  think  that  there 
is  anything  in  tba  circnmstanees  in  which 
Ireland  is  this  year  placed  which  should 
encourage  us  to  consider  it  less  dengeroos 
to  transfer  the  monopoly  frora  one  party  to 
another,  or  which  should  induce  ua  at  this 
time  aud  under  these  circumstances,  to 
assent  to  your  measure.  We  feel  that  we 
cannot  agree  to  it  till  the  Church  queslioa 
is  settled— till  that  Church  which  we  ate 
determined  to  protect  is  placed  upon  snch 
a  fooling  as  that  it  shall  be  secured  frora 
violence,  from  fraud,  and  from  outrage, 
and  confirmed  in  its  revenues.  And  till 
equal  justice  ibaU  be  dooa  to  thai«  tibo 
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preleii  her  doctrines  and  adhere  to  her 
creed  with  all  others  of  bis  Majeitj's 
Eubjecti,  we  vill  oot  place  in  the  hands  of 
a  powerful  body — a  body  the  more  power- 
ful becanae  it  u  orgeniied  and  united-— 
beeauH  it  poiieues  effectual  means  for 
diffuiing  its  influence  over  the  whole  of 
Ireland — because  it  is  fostered,  protected, 
encouraged,  andchertghed  by  bis  Maje«ty't 
Government — we  will  not  give  to  that  body 
the  power  of  effecting;  an  object  which  we 
deprecate,  and  which  they  assure  us  they 
can  effect  by  meane  of  this  Bill — a  power 
which  we  may  be  assured  will  be  most  un- 
scrupulously exercised.  We  will  not,  in  the 
vain  hope  of  producing  peace,  consent  to 
that  which  all  parties  agree  will  produce  no 
peace.  We  will  not  grant  that  which  you 
ask  on  the  ground  of  conciliation.  When 
every  prospect  of  conciliation  is  shut  out, 
we  will  not  give  fresh  vantage  ground  to 
oar  adversaries,  but  we  will  uke  such  a 
line,  and  exhibit  such  a  demeanour,  as 
shall  convince  you,  judge  as  you  will,  as 
shall  convince  the  people  of  this  country, 
that  in  refusing  to  apply  the  remedy  pro- 
posed to  acknowledged  grievances,  we  are 
actuated  by  no  wish  to  uphold  ancient 
abases — that  we  wish  to  eradicate  them 
root  and  branch,  that  we  wish  to  abolish 
every  law  that  tends  to  violate  the  equality 
of  civil  ri;;hu.  But  until  we  tee  that 
equality  practically  secured,  we  will  not, 
under  the  abused  name  of  equality  sanction 
a  more  odious  monopoly,  a  more  detestable 
tyranny,  than  you  exclude. 
Debate  adjourned. 
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HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 
Tuetday,  FtbruaTy  21,  1837. 

■iiroTsa.]    BUIt.    Had  ■  third  ttoii  —  BwWnli 

reOtlaaa  niniikd.  By  lAd  KiKion,  Uw  BUiop  of 
LarMn,  tbe  Eol  el  Dnm,  <Mn  ilii««il  nd  0<hK 
plHW.  i»*iil  Uw  UoUUun  of  Clmnli  lUtM.— Br  Lofd 
BHuniM,  Eul  PiniTiLLUH,  Vlnml  Ublxidihs, 
(loD  YwBimh,  SMtbmA,  Bd  aUw  pteH,  (bt  Um 
AMUkn  of  CbuRh  "  -     -         - 


fix  ibt  betur  RsDrny  ot  SDUin  DtMt  (ScoUud). 

Tbb  Established  Cbubch.]  Earl 
FUtwiUiam  presented  petitions  for  the 
abolition  of  Church-rates  from  Newport 
and  Yarmouth  (Isle  of  Wight) ;  from  Nwth. 
arapton,  and  several  other  plaues.  The 
Dobfe  Earl  stated,  uudtr  ordinary  circum- 
Btsnces,  he  should  have  been  content  to 
lay  the  petitions  on  the  Uble  without  say- 
h^  one  single  word ;  but  on  the  present 
occuion,  be  felt  bipoaelf  ciUed  upon  to 


depart  from  the  usual  course.  It  generally 
happened  that  petitions  were  intrusted  to 
those  who  concurred  in  their  prayer ;  bat 
on  this  occasion,  he  differed  in  some  degree 
from  the  petitioners.  It  had  been  his  duty 
to  tell  the  petitioners,  that  he  did  not 
entirely  coincide  in  their  views  on  this 
subject,  and  had,  therefore,  offered  to  re- 
turn the  petitions  to  them,  that  they  might 
be  presented  by  some  other  noble  Lord 
who  agreed  with  the  petitioners;  they  still, 
however,  in  their  kindness  to  him,  re- 
quested him  to  present  them.  It  was,  in 
his  opinion,  the  special  duty  of  the  Legis* 
lature,  to  take  care  that  the  humblest 
individual  in  the  kingdom  possessed  the 
right  to  enter  a  place  of  worship,  and  pay 
his  devotion  to  bis  Creator.  He  did  not 
then  intend  to  enter  upon  the  inquiry  as 
to  what  plans  had  been  drawn  up  to  aSbrd 
relief  from  the  payment  of  Church-rates  j 
hut  he  considered  that  it  was  the  bounden 
duty  of  Parliament  to  take  care  that  tha 
means  of  attending  worship  was  afforded 
to  all  classes  of  the  community.  It  was  not 
unnatural  that  those  who  dissented  from 
the  Church  should  conceive  that  they  ought 
to  be  relieved  from  the  payment  of  these 
rates ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  while  be 
admitted  that  it  might  appear  a  hardship 
on  those  persons  to  continue  the  present 
system,  he  could  not  agree  in  any  plan 
which  would  deprive  the  meanest  subject 
of  the  realm  of  the  right  which  he  now 
had,  of  always  being  able  to  demand  cer- 
tain and  fitting  accommodation  in  those 
edifices  devoted  (o  the  worship  of  God. 
While  OD  this  subject,  he  felt  bound  to 
state,  that  he  thought  that  many  of  tha 
demands  of  the  Dissenters  arose  from  the 
conduct  of  the  Church  of  England  itself. 
It  could  not  escape  recollection,  that  the 
clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  had  not 
l>een  ao  tolerant  towards  their  dissenting 
brethren  as  its  interest  required.  As  hs 
stated  before,  he  knew  rtot  what  plans 
were  in  cootemplation,  or  to  what  it  wm 
intended  to  have  recourse,  to  supply  the 
deficiency  that  would  be  created  by  the 
abolition  of  Church-rates.  Bat  it  was 
impossible  to  conceive  that  there  should 
be  any  mode  of  supplying  that  deficiency, 
which  could  have  the  ^eet  of  making 
eof  England  feeltbatthey  would 
have,  as  a  community,  no  interest  in  tha 
maintenance  of  these  edi6ces.  As  be  said 
befbre,  and  he  spoke  it  boldly  in  the  pre- 
sence of  the  hierarchy  of  the  Church  of 
£ngland|  aUfaoBgh  he  did  i»t  mean  to 
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to  the  Chard)  of  Eafrluicl,  by  any  m^ 
deiiroui  of  seeing  that  Church  more  <ieepfj 
rooted  in  the  affectioos  of  the  people,  thmt 
freat  changes  were  necesMrj.     A    great 
attempt,    indeed,    at    change    hsd     been 
made,  at  something  which  its  authors  woe 
pleased  to  call  Reform,  in  a  roeasnre  whicft 
he  could  not  help  saying,  was  most  oppo- 
site in  iu  nature  to  the  name  by  which  it 
was  designated;  and  here  he  coald  not 
help  staling,  that  it  bad  been  asserted  m 
that  House,  that  the  measures  that  had 
been  brought  forward,  with  refereiice  to 
the  Church,  had  been  approved  of  by  the 
hierarchy,  because  they  were  at  ouce  r- 
forming  and   conserratife.     It  ftppeand, 
however,  to  him,  that  these  measures  wen 
neither  reforming  nor  conseryative.     .Tbey 
now  felt  that  something  must   be    done, 
but  they  had  not  the  coarage  to  go  the 
right  way  to  work.     These  were  not  re- 
forming measDres,  because  they  removed 
none  of  those  abases  which   called    for 
immediate  correction.     At  the  same  time, 
these  proposed  plans  overset  all  tbe  epis- 
copal boandaries  which  had  hitherto  ex- 
isted in  this  country.    They  made  grewt 
cbang:e9,  but  they  were  made  in  a  manner 
which  would  produce  no   possible  beae- 
ficial  effect  in  the  administration  of  the 
affairs  of  the  Church.     If  he  might  pre- 
sarae,  and  he  did  it  with  great  deference, 
to  express  an  opinion  on  the  subject,  he 
should  say,  they  ought  to  hare  undertaken 
their  task  in  a  bolder  manner.  They  ought 
to  have  gone  through  with  the  determin- 
ation of  placing  the  ecclesiastical  functiCHis 
of  this  country  opon  such    a  footing  as 
that  in  each  diocese  it  would  have  b«en 
possible  for  the  head  of  it,  well  and  per- 
fectly lo  superintend  the  whole  clei^  of 
that  diocese.   Gut  what  had  beenthecase? 
He  would  refer  to  the  parts  with  which 
he  was  personally  acquainted.    He  would 
look  to  the  great  diocese  of  York,  which 
he  took  to  be«  complete  anomaly,  which 
ought  at  once  to  be  altered.     It  was  held 
hy  an   archbishop,  and  he  believed  Ifast 
the  most  reverend  prelate,  at  the  head  of 
the  Church,  also  had  to  supeKaleiid  a 
very  expensive  diocese.    They  had  each 
then  a  diocese  of  their  own  to  atlend  to 
within  their  archbiihoprics,  and  he  mrakl 
ask  in  what  situation  was  a  dioceH  neb 
as  that  of  York  placed  ?     It  remaiDrd  of  a 
magnitude  and  extent,  that  it  was  almosi 
impossible  for  any  man,  however  gntt  ibe 
energies  of  his  mind,-  or  Ihe  strength  of 
,  bis  twdy,  to  aupeiintend  it ;  he  defied  uj 


:hmt  aniDst  .tbose  now  pre- 
■enlT  but  much  of  tbe  soreness  which 
existed  in  the  minds  of  Ihe  Dissenters — 
much  of  tbose  feelings  by  which  he  feared 
Atj  were  actuated  towards  the  Church  of 
England,  was  due  to  the  Church  itself. 
He  trusted  that  tbe  Church  would  not  now 
rae  its  former  conduct;  but  it  was  impos- 
sible for  the  Dissenters  not  lo  recollect, 
that  so  long  as  there  remained  a  chance 
of  maintaining  thoae  laws,  by  which  the 
Dissenters  were  excluded  from  the  full 
enjoyment  of  the  civil  privileges  and  rights 
of  their  fellow-countrymen,  the  hierarchy 
of  tbe  Church  of  England  did  not  join 
with  tbose  who  sought  to  relieve  tbe  Dis- 
senters from  the  stigma  under  which  they 
io  long  laboured,  and  those  disabilities 
under  which  ihey  could  scarcely  be  said 
to  enjoy  the  rights  of  Englishmen ;  on  the 
contrary,  they  stood  to  the  very  last  in  the 
gap,  and  endeavoured  to  prevent  the  Dis- 
senters  from  participating  in  the  enjoyment 
of  those  privileges  to  which  all  the  rest  of 
their  fellow- subjects  were  entitled.  He 
never  could, however,  consent  lo  any  mea- 
sure, the  possible  effect  of  which  could  be, 
that  a  single  individual  of  the  humblest 
class,  in  the  remotest  comer  of  England, 
should  be  unable  to  say,  in  regard  to  the 
church  of  the  parish  in  which  he  lived, 
that  he  had  notarightlogo  io  there  to  wor- 
ship God,  and  that  he  was  not  also  entitled 
to  cell  upon  Ihe  proprietors  of  the  land  in 
the  parisD  to  maintain  it.  Would  to  God 
that  the  hierarchy  of  this  country  had 
been  wiser  half  a  century  ago,  and  had 
undertaken  those  measures  of  change  and 
improvement  in  the  ecclesiastical  arrange- 
ments of  this  country  which  were,  at  that 
time,  obviously  necessary.  He  trusted, 
however,  that  the  present  hierarchy  would 
be  wiser  than  their  predecessors.  He  did 
not  know  that  he  should  have  another 
opportunity  at  present  of  addressing  the! 
Lordships  upon  this  subject;  he  therefor 
hoped  that  he  should  be  allowed  to  trouble 
tlie  House  with  one  or  two  considerations 
which  had  been  forced  upon  his  mind,  in 
examining  this  subject  in  all  its  bearings. 
In  the  first  place,  it  could  not  be  denied 
br  any  man  sincerely  attached  to  the 
ChuTcn  of  England,  by  any  man  who  was 
desirous  of  seeing  that  Church  more  deeply 
rooted  in  the  affections  of  the  people  of 
England,  that  great  changes  and  reform- 
ation were  necessary  in  tbe  administra- 
tion of  the  Church.  In  the  first  place,  it 
conld  not  be  denied  by  any  men  attached 
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man  to  laperintend  properly  that  diocese, 
as  it  at  present  stood.  He  gave  theK  as 
ssmplet  of  the  whole  scheme,  which  ap- 
peared to  him,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  oeither 
Tefbrmiog  nor  conservative.  It  had  changed 
macb,  bat  reformed  little ;  because,  if  he 
understood  the  meaning  of  reform,  it  was 
a  change  for  a  bene6cid  object.  But  here 
it  was  without  any  beneficial  result,  [f 
there  was  any  beneficial  result,  it  was  so 
trifling,  that  it  was  not  worth  speaking  of, 
and  no  advantage  whatever  had  been  de- 
rived Trom  it.  The  House  might  perhaps 
think  that  he  was  indulging  in  digressions 
from  the  immediate  object  before  the 
Honse,  which  was,  that  he  should  lay 
before  tbem  the  petitions  he  had  presented, 

? raying  for  the  abolition  of  Church-rates. 
f  he  bad  indulged  in  any  digression,  he 
had  done  so  as  the  organ  of  those  who 
had  confided  these  petitions  to  his  hands  ; 
but  he  begged  it  to  be  understood,  that 
be  could  not  sanction  by  his  vote,  any  mea- 
sure which  should  contemplate  the  bare 
possibility  of  there  being  any  human  being 
in  the  country  who  should  see  his  Chnrch 
dilapidated,  and  not  have  the  sanction  of 
the  Legislature  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
edifice  in  which  he  might  worship  his 
Creator,  He  would  say  more — attached 
as  be  was  to  the  Church  of  Engfand,  he 
thought  that  there  was  nothing  would  add 
more  to  the  honourof  that  Church,  than  that 
it  should  strip  itself  of  every  semblance 
of  intolerance;  and  not  only  of  every  sem- 
blance of  intolerance,  bat  of  every  symptom 
of  jealousy  of  any  other  sect.  Though  I 
cannot,  said  the  noble  Earl,  consent  to  be- 
lieve those  who  may  think  that  the  payment 
of  these  rates  is  attended  with  some  grie. 
vance  upon  their  feelings,  nevertheless,  as  s 
member  of  the  Church  of  England,  I  should 
rejoice  to  see  that  day  come  in  which 
tlie  members  of  the  Church  of  England  and 
the  Dissenters,  to  whatever  congregation 
they  might  belong,  should  agree  together 
to  worship  their  God  within  the  same  walls. 
Whenever  that  lime  may  come — whenever 
the  hierarchy  and  the  clergy  of  the  Church 
of  England  shall  say  to  the  Dissenlir 
ministers,  in  their  respective  parishes,  thi 
it  shall  be  pennitted  to  them  to  worship 
their  God  under  the  same  roof,  and  within 
the  same  walls  (of  course  I  do  not  mean  at 
(be  same  time),  then  I  will  say  that  the 
Church  of  England  will  have  gained  that 
title  to  toleration  which  she  has  so  long 
appropriated  to  berslf,  but  in  my  opinion 
molt  niitakeiily.    There  is  another  point 


upon  which  I,  as  an  insulated  individual, 
in  consequence  of  that  insulation,  and  be- 
cause 1  do  not  by  stating  it  compromise  my 
opinions,  or  that  of  any  otner  individual; 
but  there  is  another  point  upon  which  I, 
as  a  member  of  the  Church  of  England, 
have  slrong  opinions,  and  which  I  will 
not  hesitate  now  to  avow.  My  Lords,  in 
looking  round  this  country,  I  believe  that 
few  indeed  are  the  places  in  which  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England  do  not 
outnumber  to  a  degree  hardly  conceivable, 
not  only  individual  sects  of  Dissenters,  but 
all  their  sects  put  together.  I  am  not 
aware,  from  all  the  experience  I  have  had 
in  those  parts  of  England  with  which  I  am 
connected,  in  which  the  Dissenters,  I 
do  not  mean  one  sect,  but  all  sects  of 
Dissenters,  are  not  infinitely  infeiiorin 
numbers  to  the  Church  of  Endand.  If 
there  is  any  place  where  the  Dissenters 
out-number  the  members  of  the  Church  of 
England,  it  is  a  certain  town  in  the  county 
of  Northampton.  Now,  my  Lords,  having 
stated  that  I  shall  that  day  as  one  of  the 
utmost  glory  to  the  Church  when  the 
Anglican,  the  Independent,  the  Presby- 
terian, and  the  Baptist,  may  all  meet 
together  in  the  same  place  to  worship,  I 
go  further,  and  say  this,  that,  if  it  could 
be  proved  to  me  that  in  any  parish  in 
England  any  other  sect  is  more  numerous 
than  the  Church  of  England,  I,  as  a 
member  of  that  Church,  should  have  no 
objection  to  surrender  to  that  sect  the 
ecclesiastical  property  within  that  parish. 
I  think,  if  the  members  of  Dissenting 
congregations  were  more  numerous  in  any 
place,  for  a  certain  length  of  time,  than 
the  members  of  the  Church  of  England, 
they  would  be  entitled  to  be  invested  wiMi 
all  the  ecclesiastical  rights  in  that  parish. 
Whether  to  the  majority  of  those  present 
or  not  I  do  not  know,  but  I  well  know  that 
to  the  majority  of  your  Lordships'  House, 
who  are  not  present,  this  doctrine  will 
appear  highly  subversive  of  the  Church  of 
England.  But  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
only  real  and  solid  grounds  on  which  the 
Church  of  England  can  rest,  are  the 
immntable  'decrees  of  justice ;  and  it 
is  not  consistent,  that  if  in  any  parish  that 
Chnrch  shall  be  inferior  in  nombers,  she 
should  assume  those  attributes  which 
onght  only  to  be  given  to  those  who  are 
superior  in  number.  I  am  afraid  I  have 
taken  up  too  much  time  in  slating  my 
opinion,  and  1  now  lay  upon  yonr  Lorif- 
I  ships'  table  these  numeroui  petitiost, 
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'  the  bisbopric*.  w«a  only  a  vary  raall  pari 
'■  of  ihose  measurea  which  had  been  agreed 
'  (ipoq  by  the  Eccleiiaitical  CocDiniasioiie», 
:  among  whom  there  were  some  wliont  he 
:    believed  ihe  noble  Earl  called  his  friends, 
r    The  noble  Earl  had  ipoken  aa  if  thii  dif- 
I    ferent  diapoiitioii  of  ihe  diocesea.  which 
would  render  them  more  tnaiiageable,  were 
the  whole   of  the  reform  contemplated. 
"When  ihe  other  tneaiurei,  however,  came 
forward,    he    presumed    their   Lordships 
would  bear  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Earl 
jrilh  respect  to  their  efficiency;   and  on 
tbat  occasion  he  hoped  he  should  bo  able 
10  convince  the  House  that  the  views  of 
the    Eccleuagtical     Commissioners    were 
more  eoirect,  and  more  likely  to  be  bene- 
ficial, than  tboie  entertained  by  the  noble 
Earl, 

The  Euhop  t^f  London  wished  to  meo- 
tion  one  fact  which  had  net  been  alluded 
to  by  hli  most  reverend  Friend.  The  noble 
Sari  had  alluded  to  the  intolerance  of  the 
Cburch,  and  be  did  not  mean  lo  i&y,  that 
the  hierarchy  of  th4  English  Chuich  had 
not  at  any  time  been  intolerant;  the  bier- 
atchy  of  tbisconntry  had  been,  as  in  other 

E arts  of  the  Christian  world,  intolerant; 
ut  it  had,  in  common  wilh  the  rest  of 
the  world,  advanced  in  intelligence  and 
liberality,  though  perhaps  not  with  an 
equal  pace,  nor  as  the  foremost  in  the 
ranks  of  advancement  i  but,  in  due  time, 
and  aflcT  a  cautious  examination  of  all  tiie 
circumstances  connecled  with  measures 
which,  at  first  sight,  it  might  be  thought 
threatened  danger  to  existing  reflations. 
It  wai  not  the  hierarchy  who  first  devised 
the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts,  for  the 
protection,  as  they  were  intended,  of  the 
Establishment;  but,  having b<:ea  devised 
by  the  Legislature,  and  regarding  them  ea 
•  safeguard  to  the  Conatitulioo,  surely  the' 
hierarchy  were  not  to  be  the  first  to  propose 
the  abolition  of  that  lafeguard.  But 
when  the  repeal  of  those  Acts  was  6nt 
brought  forward,  the  hierarchy  were  among 
the  foremost  to  support  that  messure.  He 
vould  take  leave  to  remind  the  noble 
Earl,  too,  that  at  in  earlier  period,  when  a 
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As  to  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Eari  about 
allowing  Dissenters  the  use  of  ibe  fabriosor 
the  Establishment,  it  was  not  the  first  tima 
that  It  had  beea  made ;  and  he  concluded 
that  the  noble  Earl  had  taken  his  notion 
from  a  pamphlet  on  ihe  subject,  respecting 
which  it  had  not  been  untruly,  and  some- 
what  numerously,  remarked,  that  if  the 
plan  therein  recommended,  should  be 
CB'ried  into  effect,  it  would  not  be  very 
easy  to  say  what  the  result  would  be.  ex- 
cept that  every  Church  in  England  would 
be  converted  into  a  sort  of  theological 
Noah's  ark.  If  they  were  to  give  an  op> 
portunity  to  every  balf>tnught  Christian 
to  go  to  the  house  of  God,  and  then  hear 
in  the  morning  one  set  of  doctrines,  and 
in  the  same  house,  and  from  the  same 
pulpit,  in  the  evening,  bear  those  doc- 
trines called  into  question,  what,  he  would 
ask,  would  be  the  result  to  the  causa  of 
true  religion?  What  could  result  to  tbfl 
cause  of  true  religion,  but  thatwhich  they 
must  all  deprecate,  if  the  same  half-edu- 
cated people  were  called  upon  to  beat  r 
Trinitarian  preach  in  the  morning,  and  i 
Unitarian  preach  in  the  evening,  or  a 
clergyman  of  the  Church  of  England  in 
the  morning,  and  an  Antipffido  Baptist  in 
the  evening  ?  The  noble  Earl  had  charged 
the  Church  Commissioners  with  not.hav- 
ing  gone  far  enough  in  the  work  of  re- 
form. They  had  been  for  some  weeks 
pretty  loudly  censured  with  having  gone 
too  far;  but  he  believed,  upon  eiamina- 
tion,  K  would  be  found  that  the 
Commissioners  had  pretty  nearly  agreed 
upon  the  right  measures.  Upon  all 
these  questions,  however,  there  must 
necessarily  be  differences  of  opinion ; 
the  duty,  therefore  of  Ihe  Commiisionera 
was,  to  endeavour  not  to  meet  the  wishes 
of  all  parties,  but  not  to  give  just  oSence 
to  any,  and  so  to  satisfy,  as  far  as  was 
consistent  with  the  justice  of  the  case,  all 
right-minded  and  reasonable  men.  It  was 
not  his  desire  to  enter  further  into  this 
suliject,  but  he  could  not  refrain  from 
laymg  before  the  noble  Earl  bis  most  re- 
spectful reraonitraoce  against  ihe  course 
ioiog. 
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Mr.  f  MM  was  dwidedlr  of  Mtnion  tiwt  1  htj  to  delny  tbe  espema  of  their  reseoa. 
■tlegatioiu  mmctiog  the   The   petJiionere    complained,    that     lb« 


Mtnu 

any  pettlions  or  atlegatidni  aftcti  _  . 

character  or  conduct  of  Membwa  of  that    aniwera  made  by  tbe  Board  of  Admbaltj  to 

Honse  oogbt  not  to  be  laid  before  the|  UieirmemorialaontheBubject,had  notheld 


HoMe  witbont  an  opportunity  being 
afforded  to  the  hen.  Membera  roncened 
of  nakiog  their  defeoce  at  the  tame  time, 
in  order  (hat  the  bane  and  tbe  antidote 
might  circulate  together. 

Mr.  fVilHam  Dmieirmbe  contidered,  that 
the  hon.  Membera  whoie  conduct  had 
been  called  io  queation  ought  to  have  had 
notice  of  the  preKntation  of  these  peti> 
ttona,  in  order  that  they  might  have  at- 
tended io  their  places,  and  have  an  oppor- 
loniiy  of  Tindicating  their  conduct.  He 
was,  therefore,  inclined  to  luggett  that  the 
hon.  Member  sbonld  defer  the  presentation 
nolil  to-morrow  or  the  day  after. 

Mr.  WaiUy  thoaght,  (hat  if  the  Mem- 
bera of  that  House  were  desiroai  of  dis- 
charging their  duty  to  the  public  faithfully  |  petition.     He  was  ready  to  admit,  that  oo 


oat  that  degree  of  encouragemeoL  to  wfaicfa 
they  thought  themselves  eolitled.  He  was 
perfectly  certain,  that  no  pecuniary  consi- 
derations would  prevent  (be  Hooae  of 
Commons  from  interfering  to  any  extent 
to  which  it  wa*  possible  to  interfere  with 
effect.  He  earnestly  recommended  the 
prayer  of  this  petition  to  the  consideration 
of  the  Government,  who,  he  apprehended, 
were  more  competent  jadges  than  the 
HoDse  of  CommoDB  of  t^  advaot^«s  of 
immediate  ioterfereace. 

The  Speaier  thought  tha  fKliuon  irre- 
gnlar,  as  asking  for  a  grant  of  money. 

The  Chanctllor  of  the  Exchequer  hoptd 
that  no  considerations  of  irregularity  would 
prevent  the  House  from  entertainiog  tbe 


and  independently,  they  would  pursue  the 
•ame  course  with  respect  to  themselves 
that  they  were  in  the  habit  of  pursuing 
with  respect  to  the  public.  If  the  parties 
whose  conduct  was  impugned  had  not 
enjoyed  teats  in  that  Hoose,  no  scmple 
would  have  been  felt  in  bringing  forward 
■ny  allegations  affecting  their  characters  ; 
■nd  why,  then,  he  wished  to  know,  should 
they  act  with  this  extraordinary  delicacy 
in  the  case  of  certain  Members  of  their 
own  body  ?  If  they-  were  not  guilty,  (hey 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  refuting 
tbeae  charges  and  establishing  their  inno- 
cence ;  but,  unless  the  petition  veie  read, 
printed,  and  circulated  previous  to  the 
diacnssion  on  the  subject,  the  Hnu 
would  be  wholly  unprepared  for  (hat  di 


Petition  withdrawn. 

MresiNO  Whale  Ships.]  Sir  Robert 
Peti  held  in  his  hand  a  petition,  the  pre- 
sentation of  which,  owing  to  the  peculiar 
nature  of  the  statement  contained  io  it, 
he  did  not  feel  it  right  to  defer;  and 
altboiig|h  the  rule  of  the  House  prevented 
discussion  on  petitions  in  ordinary  cases, 
be  was  sure  that  the  House,  in  the  present 
instance,  would  permit  him  to  lay  the 
subject  before  them.  The  petition  was 
from  Dundee,  and  related  to  the  case  of 
six  vessels  at  present  beset  in  the  ice  in 
Oavis'  Straits,  and  praying  the  House 
would  take  into  considerati 
the  crewB  of  these  vessels, 


luch  a  question,  no  considerations  of 
money  ought  to  stand  in  the  way,  nor  had 
they  1  the  question  which  had  presented 
itself  to  the  consideration  of  his  Majesly'a 
Government  was,  whether  tbe  exertiooi 
of  Government  could  be  usefully  made. 
Government  bad  been  anxious  not  to 
eslablish  a  precedent  that  parties  who 
might  go  long  and  dangerous  voyages, 
without  taking  proper  precautions,  would 
be  entitled,  upon  their  meeting  with  diffi- 
culties, to  the  interposition  of  (he  Govern- 
ment in  their  behalf.  If  the  case  were 
made  out.  he  was  ready  to  admit  tbe 
charge  was  a  most  serious  one  ;  but  if  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  move  for  all  the 
papers  connected  with  (lie  subject,  he 
u-ouh)  be  ready  to  go  into  (he  whole  nues- 
tion.  T^e  documents  on  tbe  subject 
would  show  that  Government  had  acted 
with  the  soundest  discretion. 

Sir  Robert  Peel,  afler  the  opinion  given 
by  the  Speaker,  would  not  press  the  peti- 
tion. 

Petition  withdrawn. 


Bahk  of  Ikblakd.]     Mr  O'ComuIl 
said,  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  Ireland 
expired  next  month,  and   noproceedinga 
hdd  hitherto  been  taken  with  respect  to 
its  renewal.     He  had,  therefore,  been  in- 
structed by   his  constiiueoU  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the   Bxche- 
hether    it    was  his  intention   to 
the  ease  of  |  bring  forward  any  meastlre  relating  to  the 
id  that  they    Ba^k  of  Ireland  ? 


would  grant  such  sums  as  might  be  neces-  '     The  Chaitcrlhr  of  the  Excht^Htr  said, 
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lb*  boo.  and  letroed  Member  «w  kwara 
'  tbat  a  Committee  had  bean  appointed  a 
few  daya  agO|  to  inquire  into  the  nature 
and  opeiatioa  of  the  Joint-itock  Bank- 
ing Companiei,  and  as  that  inquiry  was 
extended  to  Ireland,  he  was  not  d'ripoted 
to  take  any  step  until  they  Tairly  atcer- 
tained  upon  what  principle  thoae  Joint- 
■tock  fianka  were  couducted,  especially 
aa  the  principal  portion  of  ihe  business  in 
Ireland  was  divirled  between  the  Bank  of 
Ireland  and  the  Joint-slock  Banks.  The 
decision  to  which  the  Government  would 
come  respecting  the  renewal  of  the  Bank 
of  Ireland  charter,  would,  iu  a  great  mea- 
aure,  depend  upon  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  before  the  Committee. 

MuHictfAL  Corporations  (Ihb- 
lakd)  CoMMiTTes,— Adjoitrnbd  Db- 
BATB.]  The  Order  of  the  Day  for  Ihe 
Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Municipal  Cor- 
poralions  (Ireland)  Bill  having  been  read, 

Mr.  Sergeant  JachiOH  proceeded  to  ob- 
•erve,  that  be  should  have  been  glad  to 
have  been  spared  the  necessity  of  again 
intruding  upon  the  patience  of  the  House, 
••  be  had  on  a  former  occasion  partaken 
largely  of  its  indulgence  ;  but  he  trusled 
the  HoDse  would  be  of  opinion  that  the 
allusion!  which  had  last  night  been  made 
to  him',  in  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
on  the  opposite  benches  (Morpeth)  had 
rendered  it  imperative  upon  him  to  present 
faunaelf  to  its  notice,  in  order  that  he 
might  justify  the  statements  he  had  made 
when  be  last  addressed  them,  and  vindi- 
cate the  conduct  of  those  with  whom  he 
bad  had  the  honour  to  act.  He  had  not  vo- 
luntarily put  himself  forward  in  a  former 
debate,  but  be  had  risen  on  account  of 
observations  which  fell  from  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Home  Secretary,  on  that  occa- 
sion, in  order  to  justify  the  resolutions, 
and  mora  especially  the  I3ih  resolution, 
which  bad  been  passed  at  the  Protestant 
meeting  in  Dublin,  The  noble  Lord  had 
himself  thrown  down  the  gauntlet,  and 
stated,  that  he  was  prepared  to  defend  the 
conduct  of  the  Irish  Government,  which 
was  impugned,  thus  identifying  himself 

with  the  acts  "'  '*■-'  " '     "- 

therefore,  havi 
the  proceeding 
in  question,  fe 
come  forward  i 
ceedioffs,  with 
been  pleaaed  te 


other  Iriah  Members,  who  thoughtnlth  bin* 
had  been  taken  by  surprise  by  the  DObIa 
Lord  having  provoked  a  discuaalon  on  the 
first  introduction  of  the  Bill,  and  that 
they  had  thereby  been  prevented  from  get- 
ting over  from  Ireland  the  information 
they  wished  to  procure,  in  sufficient  time 
to  make  use  of  it  satisfactorily  on  that 
occasiun,  said,  that  he  had  then  brought 
charges  against  the  Lord -Lieutenant, 
which  charges  he  would  now  repeat— and 
of  which  no  one  single  fact  bad  since  been 
successfully  impugned.  Which  of  thoee 
chargts  had  the  noble  Lord  attempted  to 
refute  f  Had  the  noble  Lord  sfiecled  to 
deny  the  grave  and  solemn  charge  that 
the  Lord. Lieutenant  of  Ireland  had 
selected  for  promotion  to  an  elevated  sta- 
tion, a  gentleman  who  was  a  member  of 
the  National  Association  ?  That  circum- 
stance comprised  the  first  charge  against 
the  Lord- Lieutenant,  and  the  noble  Lord 
had  admitted  the  fact  to  ha  true.  Had  it 
t>een  denied  that  Mr.  Cassidy  had  beeit 
appointed  a  magistrate  of  the  Queen's 
county  after  having  resisted  the  payment 
of  hii  rates?  He  waa  prepared  to  make 
good  tbat  assertion,  and  would  call  upon 
hia  hoD.  Friend,  the  Member  for  the 
Queen's  county,  to  come  forward  and 
move  for  copies  of  the  correspondence 
between  the  Lord -Lieu  ten  ant  of  Ireland, 
and  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  the  county  in 
question,  as  a  proof  of  the  fact  tbat  Mr. 
Cassidy  was  not  considered  a  fit  person 
for  a  magisterial  appointment  by  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  his  county.  Another 
charge  which  be  had  brought  against  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Irish  Gt- 
remment  was,  that  in  the  exercise  of  the 
Royal  prerogative  of  mercy,  that  noble 
Lord  had  made  a  wholesale  delivery 
of  Ihe  prisoners  confined  in  the  different 
gaols  in  that  coontry.  Had  tbat  charge 
been  disproved  1  He  had  been  furnished 
with  returns,  in  connexion  with  that  sub- 
ject, from  three  counties  in  Ireland,  which 
fully  justilied  him  in  making  the  chargea 
he  had  brought  forward.  The  noble  Lord 
had  last  night  contented  himself  with 
selecting  a  particular  case,  in  order  to 
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hftd  on  thii  lubjest  pn>duc<d  ■  letter, 
writUnby  Mr.  TiekelJ,  ■  gentliman,  ha 
raadiljr  aomitied,  oflhautmott  reipecta- 
billty.  Mr.  Tickell  wai  tha  proiecutinft 
ooodkI  in  tliii  cMet  and  in  hii  leiter  lie 
stated  two  Of  ihrce  groundi  on  which  ht 
natad  (Or  tha  impeachmeiit  of  the  acou- 
raey  of  the  altUment,  he  (Mr.  Sergeant 
Jackton)  had  prcTiouily  made  in  the 
Uoote.  In  tha  fint  place,  Mr,  Tickell. 
from  ba*tng  read  aoine  incorrect  report  of 
what  he  bad  aaid,  bad  incorrectly  attrt- 
bvitd  10  bin  that  be  bad  itated  that  on 
Ana  of  the  triali  a  person  had  been  pot 
upon  the  jury  who  waa  suspected  of 
baviog  been  coacerned  in  tha  murder  for 
wfaicb  tbe  priaooer  waa  tned.  Now  he 
had  not  said  any  such  thing.  What  bs 
had  said  waa,  that  a  party  who  had  been 
aniatiflg  the  prisoner  in  challenging  the 
jury  Was  transferred  into  iha  Jury-box, 
and  that  no  attempt  was  made  to  seL  him 
■side  either  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Gale  or 
Mr.  Tickell.  He  bad  before  him  at  pre- 
fcnt,  a  report  of  what  took  place  at  the 
trial,  and  every  faot  that  he  had  alleged 
with  respect  to  this  case  be  would  be  able 
la  pron  before  a  Select  Comniillee.  He 
Iberefora  hoped  that  tbe  noble  Lord  would 
not  shrink  from  this  inquiry,  or  refuse  to 
pant  the  Committee,  and  enable  him  (Mr. 
Jackwn)  to  prore  those  facts  that  he  had 
alleged.  In  the  report  of  thia  trial  to 
which  ha  referred,  it  was  distinctly  stated, 
•nd  ha  waa  instructed  that  the  fact  could 
be  fully  proved,  that  a  panon  who  was 
■Misting  Iha  prisoners  in  their  cballeoges 
was  afterwards  transferred  into  the  Jury- 
box,  and  was  one  of  the  parties  who,  as 
jurors,  tried  tha  prisoners.  He  would  not 
aay  that  Mr.  Tickell  or  Mr.  Oale  must 
bave  aean  this  individual  so  assisting  these 
priaonwa,  but  when  an  objectioa  was  sub- 
M(|uantly  taken  to  his  being  placed  upon 
tha  jury,  Mr.  Tickell  referred  lo  the  iu- 
ittuctions  which  be  had  received  from  the 
AttotaeyOeaeral,  and  refused  to  set  him 
•aide.  Now,  afUr  ibo  iweariag  in  of 
IImI  nkn  apoD  the  Jury,  could  there  be  a 
dOMbt  what  wotild  be  their  decision  T  There 
was  no  verdict.  He  had  stated  that  on 
the  aecond  trial  s  person  convicted  of  a 
fioUtion  of  the  law  was  sworn  on  the  jury, 
•Bd,  as  migbt  have  been  anticipated,  uere 
ma  no  nratcU  Tha  noble  Lord  in  re- 
fbtiing  to  that  part  of  his  sutement,  had 
ftUnd  fault  with  his  having  used  the  de* 


that  for  which  tha  prisonera   Were    i 
Now  what  he  sUied  was,  that  a  pi 
was  on  (he  jury  who  had  bsen  convicted 
not  of  a  similar  otfancs,  but  of  an  oficnoa 
of   a  similar  class.     Why,  did   any   aiaa 
mean  to  deny  that  it  was  not  s  aimilar 
class  of  offence  to  be  oonvkled  of  a  riot  mt 
which  a  manslauglitar  had  takan  plaos  t 
This  man  was  convioted  of  having  been  coo* 
oeroed  in  a  riot  at  tha  fair  of  Rathdownaj, 
at  which  a  man  was  beaten  to  death.     H« 
had  never  meant  to  say  that  this  man  wmm 
convicted  of  murder,  not  even  of  naa- 
staughter,  but  what  be  had  stated  waa 
what  he  now  repeated,  that  he  bad  baao 
convicted  of  an  offence  against  Iha  paaoc 
and  law  of  tha  land,  and  that  be  waa  na- 
Gt  to  serve  upon  a  jury.     It  was  not  m 
question  of  tha  amount  of  the  charge  upon 
which  this  man   had   been  conviclad.     It 
was  enough  that  he  bad  been  DODvictvd  of 
en  ofFence  against  the  peace  and  law  of 
the  laiuJ ;  and  when    the  ooansel  for   the 
Crown  were  asked  to  set  thia  man  audt, 
they  refused  to  do  so.  Indeed,  so  ramarlt- 
able   was    this    circumstance,     that    the 
learned  Judga  before  whom  the  trial  look 
place  in  charging  the  jury,  adverted    U> 
the  circumstance  of  the  Crown  not  baring 
exercised  its   privilege  to  set   aside  jurora, 
whilst  the  prisooars  had  libenlly  exerciaed 
their  right  to  challenge,  and  he  expreiaed 
a  hope  that  a  Jury,  io  whom  so  much  con- 
fidence had  been  placed,  would  disvharge 
their    duly    to    the     saUsfaction    of    all 
parties.     Now,   he    would  ask  any  man 
of   common    sense  whet    was    tha    plain 
and  niiural  consequences  of   the  Crown 
waiving    its    prerogative    to     aet     aaids 
Jurors,  whilst  (he   prisoners  exereiaad  aa 
unlimited  right    to  challenge   as   many  as 
they  pleased  ?    Why  the  practical  reauli 
of  such  a  system  would  be  (and  he  deSed 
the  noble  Lord  to  show  it  could  be  other- 
wise) that  persons  in  Ireland  charged  with 
capital  offences  would  bava  it  oomplitely 
in  their  power  to  pack  the  juries  by  whom 
they  were  to    ba  tried.    The  boo.   atid 
learned  Member  for   Kilkenny,   amongat 
many    other    stateraenU    equally    well 
founded,  had  charged  him  with  being  an 
advocate  for  packing  of  juries.  Now  Uiare 
never  waa  a  human  being  in  existence  less 
capable  of  deserving  such  an  imputstioa 
than  he  was.    He  believed  tbe  bon.and 
leamaJ  Member  had  called  this  euifeiidtr 
of  tbe  important  privilege  of  tbe  Cnwo 


■JgfOttiOQ  convict,  Bi  meantng  ibat  b«  wan  I  by  the  mild  (erm  of  an  ianoiationt    Us 
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iraioppoced  tOBllpackiog  of  juries,  and 
It  was  becaase  this  innoTstion  enabled 
those  charged  wKh  capital  offences  to  pack 
juries  that  he  opposed  it,  and  would  totU 
vinbuM  always  continue  to  oppose  a  system 
pregnant  with  such  evident  and  practical 
STil.  Why,  under  this  system  it  would  be 
much  better  for  a  man  to  be  chained  with 
murder  than  go  to  trial  for  the  stealing  or 
B  pockit  haadkeTchief.  In  (he  former 
case  he  would  have  the  advanlage  of 
choosing  his  own  jury,  which  in  the  latter 
case  would  be  denied  him.  They  all 
knew  that  if  one  black  sheep  got  into  the 
jury  box  there  would  be  little  chance  that 
the  course  of  justice  would  not  be  impeded 
—if  one  jury  man  was  determined  that 
there  should  be  bo  verdict  it  was  no  matter 
how  ibe  other  eleven  might  be  disposed 
to  act.  Now  he  considered  that  in  Carter's 
case  jostice  had  been  shamefully  frustrated 
by  the  course  that  had  been  pursued.  He 
would  now  take  the  liberty  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  another  case  in 
addition  to  those  he  had  already  brought 
forvard,  as  illustrating  the  wisdom  by 
which  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  conduct  had 
been  distinguished  in  the  course  of  his 
visits  to  the  difi^rent  gaols  in  Ireland.  He 
was  not  at  present  able  to  slate  fully  all  the 
particulars  of  the  case,  but  he  bad  no 
doubt  that  a  return  of  the  names  and  cases 
of  all  persona  who  had  been  the  objects  of 
the  vioeregal  clemency  which  he  had 
moved  for  a  few  evenings  ago  would  fully 
bear  him  out  in  the  statement  which  he 
bad  to  make  in  respect  to  the  case  which 
he  would  now  mention.  A  person  in  the 
employment  of  a  maltster,  in  the  north  of 
Irtland,  was  convicted  uuder  the  7th  and 
eUi  of  Geo.  4.,  cap.  62,  sec.  46.  He 
was  convicted  of  no  trivial  offence,  namely, 
diat  nf  having  malictously  malted  corn 
with  the  viewofsobjecting  innocent  parties 
to  the  penalties  provided  by  the  law.  Now, 
lbs  section  of  the  Act  under  which  this 
HMD  was  convicted  specially  provided  that 
any  person  convicted  under  this  Act  should 
tuner  an  imprisonment  of  not  less  than 
three  nor  more  than  twelve  months  from 
the  date  of  his  commitment,  and  such 
penoR  for  the  whole  time  should  be  sub- 
j«ct«d  to  hard  labour;  and  the  Act 
■pcmily  provided  that  under  no  pretence, 
or  onder  no  authority  or  <ffder,  such  person 
should  be  released  from  his  imprisonment 
until  he  had  completed  the  full  period  of 
hiasenleoce.  But  whatdid  hisBxcellency 
the  Lord-Lientenant  of  Ireland  do  on  hia 


visit  to  the  prison  nWe  this  man  was  con^ 
fined  7  He  ordered  his  discharge  before  ih 
term  of  his  sentence  was  completed.  Thi 
was  done  in  direct  contravention  of  the 
provisions  of  this  Actof  Parliament,  and  if 
Lord  Mulgntve  had  been  in  ignoraace 
of  the  existence  of  this  Act  that  was  no 
justification,  for  if  he  had  taken  the  trouble 
to  refer  to  the  tribunal  before  whom  this 
individual  hud  been  tried,  they  would  have 
informed  him  that  such  a  statute  was  in 
existence  and  they  would  have  advised  him 
that  he  ought  not  to  interfere  with  its 
enactments.  He  would  now  refer  to  a 
case  of  a  different  description,  end  under 
another  head.  It  whs  a  case  of  the  improper 
exercise  of  the  patronage  of  the  Govern- 
ment.  Amongst  the  late  appointments 
to  the  situation  of  stipendiary  magistrates 
in  Ireland  he  saw  the  name  of  Lawrence 
Cruise  Smith  :  and,  with  respect  to  the 
appointment  of  this  individual,  he  would 
trouble  the  House  by  reading  a  letter 
which  he  had  received.  This  gentleman 
BO  appointed  was  a  Member  of  the 
National  Association  of  Ireland ;  but 
before  proceeding  further  he  would  read 
the  following  letter  : — 

"I  take  the  liberty  of  meDtloning,  for  your 
information,  a  circumstance  relating  to  Mr 
LaurenceCruiseSmiih,  ofSnugboroQgh,  inihis 
neighbourhood  J  whose  name  you  may  see 
gaietted  aa  one  out  of  nine  stipendinry  magiS' 
irales  jusl  appointed  (in  the  Evening  Padut  o 
the  9lh  instant.)  This  genlUmsn  (a  justice  o 
the  peace)  was  sitting  at  tha  petty  testioas  In 
this  (own  about  a  year  since  when  an  iudividual 
(Patrick  (Jiuiie,  a  painter  in  the  village) 
accosted  him,  and  demanded  from  him  payment 
aj  an  eleclioneering  agent  for  Meath  at  the  con- 
test in  1B31,  Mr.  Smith  being  as  he  alleged,  one 
of  the  committee  for  Mr,  H,  O rattan  the  then 
rejected  candidate.  After  some  altcrcatioa, 
Cruise  concluded  by  tellii>ghlm  in  diefacc of tke 
Court  (bathe  was  a  pretty  person  toiit  onibe 
bench  of  magistrates,  having,  at  the  time  of 
the  aforesaid  contest,  endeavoured  to  eopife 
him  (Crui)e)  to  born  the  flagyard  of  Mr. 
Kichard  Sheil,  at  Dollardslonn,  because  he 
refused  to  vote  for  Mr.  11.  Gratlan,  in  oppo- 
sition to  his  landlord.  Sir  M.  Somerville. 
And  this  statement  Cruise  at  the  time  declared 
himself  ready  to  verify  on  oatii.  Mr.  lakh's 
only  reply  to  this  ^ve  chaise  was,  that  if  be 
wanted  to  do  so  it  was  not  likely  he  would 
apply  to  such  a  blackguard.  Sir  William 
SoiuerTitle,  who  was  on  the  bench  at  the  time, 
told  Mr.  Smith  publicly  that  he  was  bound  to 
exonerate  hitnseir  from  bo  foul  a  diai^e 
by  proseeating  the  author  of  it.  Within  a 
dayortwoafler,  at  the  meeting  of  the  turnpike 
board,  at  Primateatown,  it  was  alluded  to  as 
a  laughing  maUer  by  Mr,  L.  C.  Smitb,  in  the 
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read  were  well  founded,  and  he  bad  every 
reason  to  place  the  fullest  coofideoce  in 
the  authority  on  which  he  stated  tbem,  he 
would  ask,  could  there  be  a  more  iii)pR>- 
per  appointmert  than  that  of  Mr.  Smith  T 
The  next  case  to  which  he  would  c 


presence  of  Lord  KilUen,  Sir  W.  SomBmlli 
and  leteral  magistrates  ;  amongst  oUie: 
Henrr  Smith,  of  Annsbrook,  when  he  wi 
openW  told,  that  ii  was  too  serious  a  charge  1 
make  ■  joke  of,  aod  (hat,  in  the  opinion  of  hii 
brother  magiitratei,  he  was  called  upon  to 
take  steps  to  dear  himself  of  the  imputation. 
From  that  day  to  this  he  has  never  done  so— 
whether  by  demanding  an  inv  as  ligation,  oc  by 
prosecuting  theindifidualfortbeslander.  And 
now  he  is  elevated  to  the  post  of  stipendiary 
magistrate.  I  have  been  informed  bv  a  seneanl 
of  police  very  Istely  that  Cruise  detailed  ihe 
whole  transBClion  to  him  as  be  alleged  it  oc- 
curred, and  that  his  statement  fully  bore  out 
Ibe  charge  as  for  as  it  wenl". 

Now,  here  was  atase  in  which,  in  the  Brst 
place,  an  lodividual  was  selected 
the  office  of  stipendiary  magistrate  who 
had  filled  the  chair  at  meetings  of  the 
General  Association  of  Ireland.  The 
DobleLord  had  said  that  no  person  had  yet 
gone  the  length  of  saying  that  thai  As- 
sociation was  illegal.  Now,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  (Mr.  West) 
and  himself  had  gone  the  full  length  of 
declaring  that  to  be  an  illegal  Associa. 
tion.  He  had  been  in  communication 
with  persona  in  this  country  upon  the 
ealgecl,  and  he  found  that  the  opinion  of 
some  of  the  most  eminent  legal  authori- 
ttee  was  that  this  was  au  illegal  Associa- 
tion. It  was  illegal  as  to  its  objects,  and 
illegal  as  to  the  means  by  which  it  sought 
to  accomplish  those  objects.  He  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  he  considered 
it  a  conspiracy  for  defeating  the  laws  of 
the  land,  and  interfering  with  the  subject. 
Me  asked  what  justification  could  there  be 
of  the  conduct  of  the  esecutive  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  in  selecting  for  a  seat  on 
the  magisterial  bench  for  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law  a  person  who  had  presided 
at  the  meetings  of  such  a  body  as  this  ? 
When  the  Constabulary  Bill  was  brought 
forward  the  Government  had  stated  that 
they  would  exclude  all  individuals  who 
belonged  to  any  illegal  associations,  and 
a  clause  was  specially  introduced  to  pro* 
hibit  any  persons  members  of  the  Orange 
Society  from  holding  the  situation  of 
police  consUbles.  He  considered  that 
in  thus  appointing  individuals  who  had 
been  conspicuous  as  partisans,  the  Govern^ 
ment  had  broken  faiih  with  the  House 
and  with  the  Protestants  of  Ireland,  and 
had  been  guilty  of  a  violation  of  their 
dniies  as  his  Majesty's  Government.  If 
the  facU  sUted  in  the  letter  which  he  had 


all  tb* 

attention  of  the  House  was  remarkaUj 
illustrative  of  the  mode  in  which  the 
Lord- Lieutenant  had  exercised  the  pre- 
rogative of  mercy  during  his  visit  to  the 
country  of  Leitrim.  On  this  subiect  ba 
would  now  read  the  letter  of  a  profies- 
sional  gentleman  of  respectability,  and 
who  had  given  him  permission  to  make 
any  use  of  his  letUr  that  he  thought  ne- 
cessary:— 

"  I  am  enabled  to  give  yon  some  informa- 
Uon  of  Lord  Mnlgrave'e  doings  in  his  racent 
lour  of  general  gaol  delivery  through  tbe 
county  of  Leilrim.  Tliere  were  upwards  of 
twenty  persons,  charged  with  various  oSences, 
enlarged  by  Lard  Mulgrave,  in  person,  from 
the  gaol  of  Carrick-on-Shannon.  Some  had 
been  tried  before  the  Judges  o(  Assixe  laat 
summer,  and  others  at  the  July  Sessions  pre- 
ceding Lord  Mulgrave'i  arrivtd-  Some  under 
rule  of  transportation  for  larceny ;  one  for 
intent  to  do  same  bodily  barm,  under  Lord 
Ellenboraugh's  Act;  and  two  ringleaders, 
named  Michael  Borne,  and  a  man  nicknaiDed 
Tinker  Glancy,  were  tried  and  convicted  be- 
fore the  Assistant-Barrister,  Mr.  Finlay  (a 
Whig,  too).  The  former  was  convicted  on 
fonr  or  five  separate  indictments  for  riots  and 
assaults  in  fairs  and  markets,  and  his  sentence 
was  six  months  for  Ihe  tirst  offence;  six 
months  more,  in  addition,  for  the  second  of- 
fence; sli  months  more,  in  addition,  for  the 
third  offence ;  and  one  month  more,  in  addi- 
tion, for  the  fourth  offence,  a  common  Bssanit 
— in  all  nineteen  months,  and  every  allsmate 
month,  for  twelve  mouths,  to  be  kept  to  hard 
labour.  Glancy  (called  the  Tinker)  was  crat- 
vicled  also  on  different  indictments,  and  his 
sentence  was  twelve  months,  and  every  alter- 
nate month  lo  be  kept  lo  hard  labour.  Yet 
these  are  the  men  selected  by  Lord  Mnlgtave, 
in  Ihe  plenitude  of  bis  power,  upon  whom  he 
deemed  it  necessary  to  exercise  the  prerogitiva 
of  the  Crown,  and  that  before  the  arrival  of 
another  quarter  sessions,  or  consultipg  tfae 
barrister  or  magistrates,  as  I  have  been  in- 
formed and  believe ;  and,  go  far  frotn  this 
being  a  check  upon  outrage,  I  have  Men 
Michael  Borne,  shortly  after  bis  enlargemeiil, 
arraigned  before  the  magistrates  for  disturbing 
the  peace ;  and,  so  far  from  Lord  Mulgrave's 
merciful  intentions  having  had  any  salaiary 
effect  upon  the  peace  of  the  country,  an  U- 
tempt  has  since  been  made  to  take  the  life  of 
the  Rev,  Mr.  Hogg,  an  exemplary  Pittlertant 
clergyman  (and  a  curate,  too),  and  bora  hu 
premises.    Yet  what  was  tha  tvward  oSited 
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by  the  Government?— 50M  nhile  private 
■ubieriptioM  hftve  beeo  offered  exceeding 
400/." 

Tbii  WBS,  fit  be  had  already  stated,  the 
letter  of  a  professiooal  gentleman,  who 
would,  if  necessary,  come  forward  to 
prove  what  he  bad  alleged.  [Mr.  O'Con- 
netl:  "  Name."]  He  should  have  no 
heaitation  to    name   his  authority    on  a 

E roper  occasion  ;  but  the  hon.  Member 
new  well  how  safe  it  was  for  individuals 
who  gave  information  of  this  description 
to  hate  their  names  before  the  public. 
Or)  K  proper  occasion  he  would  name  him. 
Let  the  noble  Lord  grant  a  Committee 
of  Inquiry,  and  he  should  be  able  to 
prove  the  facts  by  evidence.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  only  to  refer 
to  the  proceedings  before  the  lotimidation 
■>  Committee  to  be  enabled  to  decide 
whether  he  would  be  justified  in  naming 
this  individual,  A  ceae  had  been  gome 
time  ago  mentioned  to  sliew  the  difficulty 
which,  in. the  present  state  of  Ireland, 
'  clergymen  had  to  encounter  in  effecting 
insurances  upon  their  lives.  He  had  re- 
cently been  put  in  possession  of  an  in- 
stance where  a  clergyman  applied  to 
have  his  life  insured,  and  a  special  proviso 
was  put  into  the  policy,  that  if  he  met  his 
death  from  illegal  violence  or  assassioa- 
tion  (be  policy  should  become  void,  and 
that  all  money  paid  on  the  insurance 
should  be  forfeited.  He  asked,  could 
anything  more  forcibly  show  how  the 
whole  state  of  society  was  unhinged  and 
human  life  and  property  placed  in  daily 
peril  by  the  present  state  of  things  that 
prevailed  in  Ireland?  He  had  now  to 
'  produce  another  case,  showing  the  good 
eBecti  that  had  followed  from  the  eiercise 
of  his  Excellency's  clemency.  It  was  a 
case  that  occurred  in  the  city  of  Cork. 
He  would  read  the  fallowing  extract  from 
a  letter  he  bad  received  ;— 


"There  was,  however,  a  curious 
the  bad  effects  of  bis  Eicellency's  clemency, 
in  the  case  of  Margaret  Lynch,  who  was  con- 
victed on  the  23rd  of  October,  1B33,  of  tlealing 
in  ibe  dwelling-bouse  of  Mr,  Ueorge  Langley. 
She  was  discharged  by  his  Excelleticj,  and 
was  tried  again  on  the  12th  of  August,  for 
bieiking  the  windows  of  George  Langley  on 
th«  29lh  of  July,  when  it  appeared  that  she 
had  been  on  Ihal  day  discharged,  by  order  of 
the  Lord-Lieutenanl,  and  went  straight  from 
the  gaol  to  lake  vengeance  on  Mr.  Langley, 
by  breaking  hii  windows.  However,  it  seems 
Ibu  sbe  bad  worked  out  nine  months  of  her 
coDviolioo.    When  his  Excelleocy  visited  th« 


prison,  he  asked  if  there  were  any  for  fint 
offences.  The  Doctor  pointed  out  some  in  the 
comer  of  the  room,  lo  which  th^  had 
reached,  and  some  of  the  prisooais,  heaiiog 
what  was  said,  became  clamorous,  and  he 
asked  a  few  questions  respecting  some  of 
them,  and  then  desired  a  list  to  be  sent  bim 
of  the  names,  and  length  of  imprisonment  of 
those  he  pointed  to,  and  without  any  further, 
or  particular  inquiries  as  to  each  case,  or  other 
reference,  sent  orders  to  the  governor  of  th« 
gaol  (alias  the  gaoler,  who  is  so  styled)  for 
liberation." 

He  would  add  to  this  another  caie, 
which  he  stated  on  highly  respectable 
authority,  and  it  was  communicated  to 
him  as  follows  :— 

*'  An  individual,  named  Joseph  M'Cormick, 
was  sentenced  at  the  Spring  Assizes,  held  at 
Trim,  in  the  last  year,  to  iraosporiation  for 
life,  for  having  stolen  two  cows  from  thelands 
of  Mrs.  George  Sandy,  resident  in  this  parish. 
During  bis  detention,  however,  in  gaol,  pre- 
viously to  removal  for  transportation,  a  memo- 
rial was  drawn  up  h;f  his  own  immediate 
family,  or  former  associates,  containing  a  tisane 
of  falsehood.  Upon  said  memorial,  tht 
prisoner's  sentence  was  commuted  to  impria 
sonment  for  one  year.  This  mitigatiou,  bow- 
ever  (obtained  upon  utter  misrepresentation), 
was  not  deemed  sufficient,  the  prisoner  having 
been  released  by  the  Lord  •Lieu  tenant,  on  hb 
late  visit  to  Trim,  previously  to  the  expiratioD 
of  the  legal  terra  of  confinement.  M'CoN 
raick's  first  act,  upon  liberation,  was  lo  snin> 
mon  Mrs.  George  Sandy  to  the  Sessions  of 
Duleek  for  an  alleged  debt,  which  she  was  to 
far  from  having  incurred,  that,  in  the  particular 
instance  of  his  claim  (not  to  mention  others), 
she  bad  showed  him  the  most  unbounded 
kiodoess.  His  claim  was  not  only  rejected  by 
the  magistrates,  but  M'Cormick  himself  was 
remitted  to  gaol,  upon  Mrs,  Sandy's  affidavit 
of  dread  to  her  property  from  his  persecution. 
The  prisoner  left  the  Court  of  Duleek,  ac- 
knowledging that  he  could  not  in  Ireland  find 
two  securities  in  ten  pounds  each,  and  subse- 
quently, on  his  way  to  gaol  (where  he  now  is), 
told  the  Serjeant  of  police  that  he  had  sum- 
moned Mrs.  Sandy  for  the  mere  purpose  of 
annoyance  and  revenge.  His  character 
(quite  irrespectively  of  this  transaction)  can 
be  proved  by  respectable  witnesses  to  be  a 
most  abandoned  one." 

The  noble  Lord  bad  referred  to  the  itate 
of  the  calendar,  to  show  that  crime  bad 
diminished  in  Ireland ;  but  he  would  (ell 
the  noble  Lord  that  a  more  fallacious  cri- 
terion he  could  not  have  taken.  It  waa  % 
notorious  fact — a  fact  of  which  tbe  noble 
Lord  could  not  be  ignorant — that  ibe 
more  rampant  crime  was  in  a  oou&try,  the 
less  likely  it  was  that  its  real  extent  wo«td 
appear  on  the  face  of  the  cftlendtr.    1ii» 
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party  nut  Mlually  b«  in  ciulod]^  before 
Iiw  nmtna  wu  inMrtad  in  the  calendar; 
wtd,  u  wu  mil  known,  the  more  axten- 
llve  Orima  waa  in  Ireland,  the  leai  proba- 
bility there  was  of  having  the  perpetrators 
brou^t  lojuttiee,  owing  (o  the  reluctance 
of  prOKCuton,  and  the  apprehension!  of 
witneasei.  So  far,  therefore,  the  calendar 
ooulil  not  be  a  true  criterion  of  the  state 
at  crimai  on  tba  contran,  be  maintained 
that  the  imaller  the  calendar  waa,  the 
stronger  was  the  evidence  which  it  fur- 
nished of  the  audacious  extent  and  height 
of  crime  that  eiisted.  But  what  was  the 
calendar  which  the  noble  Lord  had  taken 
in  support  of  his  assertion  ?  Why,  the 
Jadga'aoalandar  of  the  last  Summer  As- 
aiaMh  Tbe  oobla  Lord  ought  to  bare 
koown  that  this  was,  of  all  others,  the 
moat  AillHchiDS  tallendar  that  he  could 
have  selected.  The  Interval  between  the 
Spring  and  the  Summer  Assises,  embraced 
a  period  of  only  four  months,  and  had  not 
the  oobla  Lofd  been  long  enough  in  Ireland 
to  know  that  it  was  in  the  winter,  rather 
than  in  tba  anmtner  saaion,  that  crime 
witiiKMtBitenBi*e?  The  long  and  dark 
nights  of  winter  wei«  the  most  fnvourable, 
not  Only  to  the  perpetration,  but  to  the 
concealment  of  crime,  and,  consequently, 
Dotliiog  could  be  mora  fallacious  than  (he 
oriterioD  which  the  noble  Lord  had  brought 
forward.  He  would  not  weary  the  Houae 
by  going  through  the  whole  of  the  coun- 
ties of  Ireland,  but  he  hoped  they  would 
let  him  call  their  attention  to  ihe  state  of 
crime  in  one  of  them,  the  county  of  Tip- 
perary,  during  the  lasl  year.  There  were 
no  fewer  than  1,567  persons  committed 
for  ofienoes  of  various  kinds  to  tbe  gaols 
of  that  county,  during  the  last  year  ;  and 
if  the  House  would  indulge  him  with  their 

Eatience,  he  would  ihortly  enumerate  the 
eadaof  some  of  the  crimes  with  which 
these  persons  were  charged,  together  with 
lh«  number  in  eaoh  class.  Tiiey  were: — 
For  tnunler,  finy-four ;  for  shooting  at  with 
intent  to  murder,  twenty;  for  aiiault, 
with  intent  to  murder,  seventy-three;  for 
Otnalaughter,  fifly-one ;  for  sacrilege, 
eleven.  There  was  another  crime  which 
bad  not  until  lately  been  known  in  Ire- 
land, and  which  he  sincerely  regretted 
dioald  be  found  to  exist  there  at  all — 
that  was  the  orime  of  assault  with  an  un- 
Datural  intent,  and  the  number  committed 
for  that  crime,  h«  wai  sorry  to  aay,  was 
no  fewer  then  twenty^one.  These  were 
ntnsBf  the  piiaoipalef  the  Crimea  for  whicb 
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these  1,567  persoDs  had  baencoinmitt«<i  km 
the  county  of  Tipperary ;   but  b*    wrould 
not  take  up  the  time  of  the  Hoaae   by 
going  further  through  ihia  black  ratalogaM 
of    atrocious  offences.      He  would    now 
ask  tbe  noble  Lord,  who  had  apolccn  ao 
vaantinglv  about  the  diminution   of   crifiie 
in  Ireland,  whether  he  bad  seen  the  police 
reports  which  had  been  (ransmitted  to  hia 
office  in  the  Ciitle?     Mad  he  aeeo   the 
report  which  had  been  received    from  the 
police  magiitratei  of  Dublin  t     If  he  bad 
not  been  misinformed,  the  noble  Lord  bad 
received  a  report  from  those  magistrates, 
informing  him    that,    so  far  from  crima         j 
having  diminished  since  tbe  last  sumoier, 
it  had  increased,  not  merely  by  the  score, 
but  by  tbe  hundred.    He  bad  received  a 
letter  from  a  gentleman  who  had  seen  tbe 
report,    forwarded    to  the    OoTernment- 
OlGce,  and  ia  that  letter  It  was  distiacl^ 
stated,  that  every  descriptionof  crime  bad 
fiightfully   increased,  with  the  excepttoo 
of  three,  namely,  treason,  sedition,ana  one 
other  crime.     If  the  noble  Lord  bad  re- 
ceived such  a  report  as  this,  onght  he  Mt 
to  have  slated  the  fact.   He  had  received 
copies  of  the   Hue  and  Cry,    and  the 
last  that  had   reached  him  certainly  did 
not  gn  to  confirm  the  statement  made  by 
the  noble  Lord ;  but  it  was  clear  that  tbe 
noble  Lord  had  not  seen   this  docomeot, 
or  be  never  would   have  stated,  as  he  bad 
done,    that  an    improvement  bad    taken 
place  in  Ireland  with  respect  to  crime.  He 
Kad  not  received  the  Hue  and  Cry  of  Sa- 
turday last,  but  he  would  give  to  the  Mousa 
a  summary  of  Ihe  contents  of  the  prerioos 
one,  for  tbe  weeks  beginning  the  ISth  of 
January.and  ending  the  1  Ithof  Februaif. 
Now  what  were  the  particular!  of  the 
offences  which  appeared  by  this  official 
document  to  have  been  committed  in  a 
single  month,  and  the  rewardswhich  were 
offered  by  the  Government  for  bringing 
the  perpetrators  to  justice  T — 

Jan,  If.—Housa  burning    30 

Ditto  with  com  and  potatoea. .    40 
Armed    parties    attadhtf  ni 
houies  and  robbing  ami  ■ .    40 
IT.— Attacking  liooses  and  mnidei  100 
24.~Murder  of  one  and  severe  beu- 

iugofothers    40 

25.— Murder M 

30.— Attacking  two  hooses,  robbiag 

gum  andflriug    JO 

Murder,  firing  sliota,  and  beat* 


37.— Maliciously  atlBcki»  charditi 
in  tbe  cDUAiy  of  Dublin 


,oglc 
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10.— Pboing  itoon  on  roftd  lonptct 

knd  rob  Cork  mail SO 

Fab,  1.— firinfi&tandWoundiDB 50 

Forcibly  attacking  a  Rouifl  and 
beiiltig   &    mm    and    his 

fkmtlj 40 

Bitaklng  into  a  houn,  beating 
■  man  until  ha  wai  inatnii* 
bl«,aad  also  beating  aneihai 
man,  his  nife  and  daughter. .  50 
7.1— Atlackiug  and  wounding  sol- 
diers      50 

AtlBcklDg  glebe  house,  and 
throwing  itoaM  into  it  ... .  tO 
The  atlack  on  the  soldiers  was  a  most 
atrocioua  one,  but  he  should  best  describe 
it  by  reading  to  the  House  the  proclama- 
tioD  in  which  the  reward  for  the  appreheii' 
■ion  of  the  perpetrators  was  ofTerecf : — 

"  Aod  whertas  il  haa  been  reprCsenled  to  the 
I.ord-lJeulenBnt,  tliat  on  the  3Iil  ultimo,  ai  a 
party  of  luililary,  consisting  of  a  corporal  and 
two  piiTales  of  the  S2d  Regiment,  were  es- 
eottlng  B  deserter  from  the  SGtli  regiment  from 
Ttpperary  to  Michelstowo,  tbey  were  attacked 
atu  tke  wond  ot  Olengurra,  parish  of  Kil. 
keony,  aod  couoty  of  Limarick,  by  upwards  of 
fifty  paiaoas,  who  bMt  them  in  the  moat  satage 
raaanar  with  stones,  fractured  the  skull  of  one, 
inflicted  four  severe  wounds  on  the  head  of 
another,  and  stahbed  the  third  with  his  oWn 
bayonet,  enabling  the  prisoner  to  escape." 

Now,  he  asked,  did  ihli  document  bear 
out  the  •tatemani  of  the  Noble  Lord  ?  He 
might  furniah  similar  proof  of  the  fallacy 
of  the  aoblfl  Lord'*  atatenunt  from  other 
oountita,  but  he  would  only  instance  the 
county  of  Cavan  to  show  that  the  use 
which  the  Lord-Litutenant  had  made  of 
the  preiogattre  of  mercy  in  enlarging  pri- 
•oaen,  to  far  ffom  diminishing  crime,  had 
tended  only  to  iacraase  it.  They  had 
beard  that  paciikatort  had  been  aent  by 
tbs  Dublin  Aaaociation  through  the  conn- 
try,  (i»  the  purpose  of  promoting  peace, 
and  getting  rtatnes  placed  on  the  registry. 
He  had  received  lettera  from  three  penone 
of  the  highest  re«peetability  and  credit, 
residing  to  the  county  to  which  he  referred, 
00  the  aubject  of  the  proceedinge  of  these 
pacificator!.  The  first  of  these  letters 
contained  the  following  statement  :— 

'"Die  Dundenn  tenanta  were  all  Tisited, 
a  fcw  night!  ago,  by  a  body  of  at 
least  400  men,  who  ordered  their  workmen 
and  servants  to  leave  them,  on  pain  of  death, 
whieh  they  have  done  accordingly.  They 
fired  ashotat  each  house  after  delivering  their 

tnessage.  I  bear     ■■     land     -— ■■  ,of , 

have  been  visited  in  tike  maiDer  as  tbe  Dua- 
de*ai)  people,  and  their  workmen  and  servants 
erdered  away.    Intimidation  and  terror  ate 
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tha  order  of  the  day,  intended  lo  operate  do 
the  registry.  The  priesu  are  the  whole  and 
sole  cause  of  all  these  violent  practices.  One  of 
ths  Isbeurers  and  semnu  of  the  bundenn 
people  went  to  the  priest  to  know  whether 
they  might  finish  their  halfyear  whieh  Is  nearly 
expired." 

This,  then,  was  the  peace  which  the  pa. 
ciflcators  had  produced,  and  these  were 
the  means  by  which  attention  to  the  re- 
gistry was  enforced.  The  next  letter  he 
shoaid  read  was  dated  the  Sfltb  of  Jan- 
uary.    It  was  as  follows  :~ 

"  On  Monday  night,  the  33d  iniiaut,  a  targe 
party  of  Dan's  nocturnal  leeislators  assem- 
bled at  some  place  ftear  the  New  MlIK,  and 
name  down  to  a  land  called  Weniea  on  tha 
old  road  from  Cavan  to  Cutleierrs,  lo  the 
house  of  a  Philip  BeiUv,  that  tbey  thoaght 
ought  to  have  registerod  last  saasioiu;  and 
after  giving  him  Ibair  diractioni,  and  Ihrsat- 
eniughim  with  all  kinds  of  destruction,  they  left 
him  firing  several  shots  ;  their  music  began, 
and  they  marched  \t>  CaslUterra,  and  then  lo, 
Drumgoohan,  the  properly  of  the  re».  Wra. 
Beatiy,  where  I  live,  and  visited  Chatlei  and 
£dward  H<Cabe,  and  Phillip  XuUy ;  and  after 
using  the  *am«  kind  of  argunenu  they  bad 
used  before  to  Reilly,  and  liriaa  acvaral  shots, 
they  went  to  Clooeuy,  to  tha  Wood  Ranger, 
Peter  Smith,  who  had  some  people  summoned 
for  the  next  day,  for  culling  timber,  and  used 
such  threats,  8cc.,  to  him,  that  he  declined  to 
prosecute. 

"  A  similar  parly  has  been  parading  in  tbe 
adjoining  parish  of  Dmnr,  threatening  de- 
struction to  all  who  pay  tithe." 
Was  tbe  noble  Lard  surprised  that  he 
I  did  not  find  in  the  c^lenQdr  a  report  of 
j  crimes  like  these— .crimes  that  were  sufBci- 
I  ent  in  themaelves  to  shock  the  frame  of 
any  society  ?  Bui  when  it  could  not  be 
j  denied  that  such  a  state  of  things  existed, 
I  and  that,  too,  to  a  serious  extent,  was  it 
I  not  a  little  too  much  to  be  told  that  crime 
I  in  Ireland  had  diminished?  He  hoped 
the  House  would  allow  him  to  read 
to  them  one  other  instance  of  the  re- 
sult of  that  miscalled  species  of  peaceful 
egitation  pursued  by  the  pacificators.  The 
letter  to  which  he  now  referred  was  dated 
the  1st  of  February,  and  it  contained  the 
following  passage : — 

"  I  am  just  this  moment  infomed  by  F- 
Thompson,  Esq.  J.P.,  that  it  appeared  in  evi- 
dence  at  Cavan  Petty  Sessions,  yesterday, 
sworn  to  by  five  or  six  witnesses,  that  these 
parties  visited  the  houses  of  several  pereoas 
who  had  leases,  which  they  made  them  pn. 
dnoe,  and  threatened  thMn  with  deslraelwa  if 
they  did  not  oome  fotwaid  to  roister  next 
Session." 
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been  discuned,  he  fell  that  he  h8<f   not 
the  power  to  add  perhaps  aoythio^   to 
the   argumentE  nhich  had    alreadj    coq- 
TJnced  the  Hoilie  that  they  ought  to  pass 
such  a  Bill ;  but  the  country  to  which  he 
belonged   had   a  claim   apon  her  repre- 
sentalivei  to  enforce  the  demand  ^hicb 
wai  now  made,  and  to  appeal  (and  he  wm 
sure  it  would  not  be  in  vain)  to  tlie    Bym> 
pathies  of  the  British  people,  and  of  that 
House,      He  had  to  consider  the  at^^- 
ments  of  their  opponents,  which  roig^ht  be 
placed  under  a  few  simple  beads.      Oae 
set  of  Gentlemen  contended  that  corporate 
inslitutions  were  not  necessary  for  ^ood 
government  in  any  country,  and  they  in- 
stanced Birmingham  and  Manchestet  to 
sustain   their  arguments.      By  others  it 


He  would  not  trouble  the  House  with 
any  more  ctiea  of  this  description,  though 
he  had  many  others  which  he  might  ad- 
duce. He  thought  he  had  now  shown 
thai  the  noble  Lord  had  not  displaced  a 
tingle  fact  contained  in  the  statement 
which  he  had  origiDally  made,  and  that 
the  charge  which  he  had  been  compelled 
to  bring  forward  against  the  Executive 
Oovenimeiit  of  Ireland  was  fully  esta- 
blished. Indeed,  the  noble  Lord  had  not 
undertaken  to  deny  that  charge;  on  the 
contrary,  he  had  in  terms  admitted  it.  He 
could  not,  of  coarse,  expect  the  noble 
Lord  (o  give  any  answer  to  the  additional 
facta  which  he  now  stated  ;  but  perhaps 
hit  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Sheil), 
who  had  just  returned  from  Ireland,  and 
bad  no  doabt  made  it  his  business  to  get 
full  information  on  the  subject,  would  be 
able  to  satisfy  the  House  that  the  whole  of 
the  statements  was  unfounded.  Before  he 
■at  down  he  wished  to  mention  another 
case,  that  of  Lord  Miitown,  who  had  been 
in  the  commission  of  the  peace  for  the 
counties  of  Dublin  and  Wicklow,  but  was 
dismissed  from  that  office  by  Lord  Angle- 
sey, because  he  bad  taken  part  at  anti- 
lithe  meetings.  Al^er  his  dismissal  Lord 
Miitown  became  a  member  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Association,  presided  at  its 
meetTngs,  and  made  speeches,  lo  say  the 
least  of  them,  of  a  strong  nature  ;  and 
what  was  the  result  ?  Why  that  he  was 
taken  by  the  hand  by  Lord  Mulgrave,  and 
restored  to  the  commission  of  the  peace. 
He  was  sensible  that  he  had  trespassed 
too  long  on  the  attention  of  the  House.  He 
thanked  them  for  the  indulgence  which 
they  had  shown  him,  and  would  now  sit 
down,  repeating  the  charge  which  he  bad 
made  against  the  Executive Oovemment  of 
Ireland  of  having  abused  the  prerogative  of 
mercy.  He  was  ready  to  prove  that  charge, 
and  (f  the  noble  Lord  would  grunt  him  a 
Committee  for  the  purpose,  and  he  invited 
him  to  do  BO,  he  would  undertake  to 
iubstaatiate  every  statement  which  he  bad 

,  made. 

Mr.  Smiih  O'Brien  observed,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  who  had  last 
■poken,  had  addressed  the  House  for  an 
hoar  and  three  quarters,  and  yet  there 
was  not  one  word  in  all  that  long  speech 
that  bore  upon  the  question  then  before 
the  House.  The  question  for  debate  was 
whether  municipal  corporations  were  to  be 

'  granted  to  Ireland.    After  the  able  and 
powatAil  manner  in  irtiich  the  subject  bad 


(his 


,  transfer  a  monopoly  from  Pro- 

testaniB  to  Catholics,  and  especially  that  it 

<t  an  individual 


the  power  of 

[lossessed  alreadyof  enormous  power  in  Ire- 
and.  It  was  also  contended  that  mnnicipal 
corporations  would  be  merely  schools  for 
agitation,  and  thoseperaonsconsidered  the 
new  corporations  would  be  the  means  of 
severing  the  connexion  between  the  two 
countries  and   the  subversion  of  the  Irish 
Protestant  Church.     As  far  as  he  could 
understand  the  question,  this  was  the  sum 
of  the  reasoning  against  which  he  had  to 
contend.     If  the  argument  were  as  to  cen- 
tral administration,  or  the  local  adminis- 
tration of  atTairs  in  the  cities  and  towns  in 
Ireland,  that,  he  admitted,  would  be   a 
most  important  point  to  discuss.    Accord- 
ing to  this  Bill  the  functions  which  had 
hitherto  been  performed  by  a  complicated 
system  of  boards  would  devolve  upon  tho  e 
local  bodies  who  had  the  best  opportuni- 
ties of  knowing  how  they  ought  to  be  per- 
formed.    He  alluded  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  poor,  and  the  regulation  of  insti- 
tutions  for   their   relief,  everything  that 
affected    the  education   of   the   people, 
everything  connected  with  public  works, 
and  other  such  objects.     The  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  had  placed  thii 
question  upon  its  true  footing  wlitn  be 
told  the  House  that  it  was  not  a  question 
whether  they  should  have  central  or  local 
authorities — whether  they  would  abolish 
or  reform  corporations — but  whether,  after 
passing  a  Bill  by  which  the  people  of 
England  were  permitted  to  exercise  the 
functions  of  self-government,  tbat  House 
was  to  turn  round  and  declare  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  that  they  alone  were 
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unfit  for  the  exercise  of  theie  priTiIeges. 
No  analogy  could  be  drawn  between  a 
ayitem  of  goTernmeDt  based  on  self-elec- 
lion,  and  one  based  on  a  reasonable  xe- 
presentatioa.  The  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
tbe  opposite  side  of  tlie  House  were  not 
justified  in  supposing  that  if  the  Catholics 
of  Ireland  possessed  unqualified  power 
they  would  refuse  lo  select  and  appoint 
Protestants  equally  and  indiscriminately 
with  Catholics.  Every  day's  experience 
proved  the  contrary.  With  respect  to  the 
argument  that  was  used  a^ust  the  Bill, 
that  it  would  increase  the  power  of  the 
hou.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
he  approached  this  subject  with  some  deli- 
cacy, but  he  was  bound  to  say,  that  if  (he 
conduct  of  that  hon.  and  learned  Member 
were  as  reprehensible  as  was  repretented  by 
his  enemies,  that  would  form  no  just  reason 
for  disfranchising  all  the  constituencies  of 
Ireland,  and  depriving  (hem  of  their  muni- 
cipal righls.  If  he  were  sure  that  the  power 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny would  be  increased,  and,  more, 
if  he  were  sure  that  that  power  would  be 
abused,  it  would  form,  in  hi*  opinion,  no 
just  or  sufficient  motive  for  the  rejection 
of  this  Bill.  A  long  series  of  miigovem- 
ment  had  reduced  the  public  mind  in  ire- 
land  lo  a  state  which  compelled  the  peope 
of,that  country  to  place  unlimited  con' 
fidence  in  the  honour  and  ability  of  hia 
who  had  offered  himself  as  their  champior 
and  the  advocate  of  their  rights,  and 
would  it  not  be  unwise,  unworthy,  and 
unjust,  to  make  the  fruits  of  their  own 
injustice  an  argument  for  its  continuance" 
The  course  which  the  Conservatives  pur 
sued  necessarily  augmented  the  power  o 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny; it  induced  many  men  to  associate 
and  co-operate  with  him,  who  did  not 
approve  of  some  of  the  principles  which 
toe  hon.  and  learned  Member  avowed, 
but  who  still  had  one  cause  in  common 
with  biro,— viz.  a  determination  t6  resist 
the  degradation  of  their  country.  An- 
other argument  made  use  of  by  the  oppo- 
nents of  this  Bill  was,  that  it  would  tend 
to  weaken  the  connexion  between  the  two 
countries.  Slender,  indeed,  must  that  con' 
nexion  be  if  it  could  be  endangered  by  the 
granting  of  municipal  inititutionsto  Ireland 
the  trne  bond  of  connection  between  the 
tm>  countries  was  their  mutual  interest,  and 
if  that  House  consented  to  disturb  that 
ialerest,  and  to  add  insult  to  injury,  though 
bU  forty  Irish  representatives  voted  on  (he 


laet  occaaioD  for  the  repeal  of  the  aniM, 
double  that  number  woald  be  foand'  to 
declare  that  the  conduct  of  the  uoitad 
Parliament  was  such  that  Ireland  could  no 
longer  endure  the  legislative  union.  The 
people  of  Ireland  had  made  up  their  minda 
-they  were  determined  to  have  their  just 
igbts— (hey  sought  no  more,  they  would 
not  be  content  with  less.  What  had  that 
House  done  to  relieve  them  from  the  odious 
impost  of  tithes  ?  Did  they  suppose  that 
they  could  make  the  people  of  Ireland  pay 
tithes  ?  If  that  House  was  determinea  to 
uphold  the  Protestant  Church — and  the 
time  he  feared  had  arrived  when  they 
could  no  longer  do  so — it  could  only  be 
done  by  reducing  that  Church  to  moderats 
dimensions,  and  taking  away  from  it  the 
character  of  an  odious  ascendancy.  What 
had  been  the  consequence  of  the  course 
which  the  Conservatives  took  with  regard 
to  this  question  ?  It  had  CTeatod  the 
Association  in  Dublin.  They  had  seen 
that  body  collecting  tribute  from  every  part 
of  the  country,  and  enrolling  amongst  ita 
Members  men  of  every  station  and  ofevery 
persuasion;  they  hod  seen  the  debatta 
carried  on  with  a  regularity  and  an  ability 
that  would  do  honour  to  that  House; 
they  had  seen  it  extending  its  ramificationt 
throughout  every  part  of  the  country,  and 
exercising  an  influence  which  was  almost 
unparalleled  in  any  country.  If  they 
rejected  this  Bill,  did  they  imagine  that 
their  idle  denunciations  would  suppress 
that  association.  The  public  mind  in 
Ireland  stood  in  the  same  attitude  which 
ittookupin  1792.  The  representatives  of 
Ireland  now  told  the  British  Parliament 
that  if  they  did  not  concede  their  lights, 
they  wonid  demand  them  ;  aod,  supported 
as  they  were  by  the  people  of  that  country, 
they  would  demand  a  dissolution  of  the 
legislative  union.  Before  he  sat  down  ha 
could  not  help  expressing  his  sincera 
satisfaction  at  the  language  of  tho  noble 
Lord  who  brought  forward  this  measure. 
He  knew  not  what  might  be  the  fate  of 
the  measure,  but  he  was  truly  delighted  at 
the  declaration  of  the  noble  Lord  that  his 
Majesty's  Government  was  prepaid  to 
stand  or  fall  by  its  success.  If  the 
present  Administration  were  in  reil 
danger,  let  them  appeal  to  the  country 
to  decide  this  great  question.  They  could 
not  have  a  nobler  opportunity  for  making 
that  appeal  than  upon  the  simple  question 
whether  or  not  they  were  right  in  o^riog 
lo  Ireland  frea  institutioiu. 
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Mr.  Fuey :  nid  UowtUing  u  I  f«el 
to  prolong  the  debate,  and  aoxiouB  u  I  am 
to  avoid  all  subject!  foreign  to  the 
great  subject  &ow  under  deliberation,  I  feel 
mytelf  imperatirely  called  upon  to  make 
a  lieir  otneiraiioni  to  the  Houie  to  cor- 
roborate the  atatement  of  my  learned 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Bandon,  relative  to 
acaw  in  which  I  am  almoit  penonally  con- 
cerned as  involving  thecharacterormy  noble 
Relative  with  regard  to  the  manner  in 
which  be  haa  discharged  big  duties  of 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  ibe  Queen's  County  in 
this  particular  case,  namely,  that  of  Mr, 
Catiidy,  and  if  ihe  House  will  baar  with 
me  for  a  very  short  time  I  will  briefly 
recapilulate  the  reason,  why  my  relative 
refused  to  recommend  Mr.  Cassidy  for 
the  commissiOD  of  the  peace,  and  I  wril 
also  prove  the  incorrectness  of  the 
statements  made  by  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  when  he  attempted 
the  Dlber  evening  to  justify  Mr.  Caisidy's 
appointment.  This  Gentleman  was  recom- 
mended by  Lord  de  Vesey  by  several 
Members  of  the  Queen's  County  liberal 
clnb,  many  of  whom  1  believe  are  also 
menben  of  the  National  Association,  and 
although  Lord  de  Vesey  knew  the  general 
character  of  Mr.  Cassidy  he  yet  thought 
to  make  the  most  minute  and  accurate 
inqairisB  on  the  subject  and  on  ascertain- 
ing the  actual  facts  he  wrote  the  following 
letter  to  Ooremment. 

«  Abbeyleii,  Feb.  3,  183fl.— Sir,  I  bad  an 
opporluniiy  yeitvday,  31  the  road  iCBsion*, 
where  there  was  a  large  asgen)blaf{e  of  Magig- 
tratei,  to  make  inquiries  respecting  the  gentle- 
man  for  whose  appointment  to  [he  coininisaion 
of  the  peace  an  upplication  had  been  made 
to  hii  Excellency  llie  Lord-Lieu  tenant.  Mr. 
(Jssiidy  is,  I  have  reason  to  believe,  though 
I  could  not  BcenrBlely  asceriain  the  fact, 
a  cleric  in  his  brother's  diililleTy,  whloh 
oircum stance,  according  id  the  inilruciions  I 
received,  precludei  my  recooiaiendiDg  him  for 
the  Magistracy.  He  was,  I  understand,  lined 
lOt.  at  the  petty  sessions  for  Ballybreltas,  for 
TBSCving  cattle  distrained  for  county  cesi ;  and 
In  hii  answer  to  an  application  from  Mr. 
French  for  tithes  due  to  nini,  has  denounced 
the  payment  of  them  in  the  slrongeit  language, 
and  lir^  uiertad  that,  ■  the  ministara  of  Ihs 
Uw  cbbrch  in  Ireland  are  not  actuated  in  their 
proceedings  by  the  holy  spirit  nf  Christianitv,' 
Aa  I  have  received  tny  information  from  iha 
best  authority,  I  should  consider  it  a  gross 
dereliction  ot  my  duly  virere  I  to  recommend 
for  the  administration  of  (he  law,  persons 
whose  eiampte  has  given  encouragement  to 
the  prevailing  diapoiiiion  to  resist  Ihe  law." 
The  facts  contaioed  in  this  letter  (from 
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docttmenti   which  I  now  poMcsa)    I    cma 
fully  corroborate.    In  the  first  placa,  srf e& 
regard  to  bis  being  clerk  in  his  brother'* 
distillery,  I  now  hold  in  roy  band    two 
letters  addressed  to  some  customers  of  hit 
brother's,  the  one  a  receipt  and  tbe  other 
a  bill   demanding  payment   for    articles 
purchased  in  the  distillery,  both  of  which 
documents  are  signed  by  his  name,    and 
both    dated   in    August  and  Beptembsr, 
1836,  at  the  very  period  hs  was  appoinled 
a  Magistrate.    Now,  Sir,  by  this  appoint. 
meat,  the  Government  have  transgKMsed 
the  rules  which  they  transmit  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenants  of  counties — namely,  that  thej 
shall  not  recommend  for  the  comnaiMuo 
ot  the  peace  any  person  connected  with  • 
distillery.     As  to  the  next  point,  relaUsw 
to  ths  outrage  committed  by  Mr.  Cassidf, 
in  connexion  with  bis  reaistance  of  Omd 
Jury  cess,  I  have  here  a  document  whidi 
will  prove  to  the  House,  notwithstaodiii^ 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  Hr. 


Cassidy  was  not  present  at  (b«  oaliws 
complained  of,  and  that  he  hid  actaalTjr 
reproved  his  aervant*  for  baviiig^  oaB»- 
mitted  a  breach  of  the  p«am,  tlut  Mr. 
Cassidy  himself  was  the  parson  who  msde 
the  rescue.  I  have  here  the  sworn  inlhr- 
mation  of  tbe  cess  oollector  in  which  b« 
deposes : — 

"Jacob  Henry,  of  Cloaeland,  In  (be  nld 
county,  saith,  that  he  was  dnly  aotlioriaerf  by 
warrant  under  the  hand  and  seal  of  William 
Kinsella,  high  constable  and  collaclor  of  lb« 
barony  ot  Portnahinoh,  to  collect  a  part  o(  tbs 
county  casa.  Deponent  further  states,  that  on 
Monday.tbe  21st  ins  tanl.he  went  anddGmaadod 
the  amount  of  Mr.  Robert  Cassidy,  part  of  the 
said  tax  due  for  the  lands  he  holds  in  Bilh'- 
layduff,  at  the  same  time  producing  to  tfte 
said  Robert  Cnssidy  his  warraDI,  and  also 
receipts  for  the  said  amount,  filled  and  signed 
by  the  said  Kinsella.  Deponent  farlhar  stales, 
that  the  said  Cassidy  refused  to  pay  tiia  stid 
tax,  upon  which  deponent  said  ha  would  sella 
'-~  the  amount ;  whereupon  the  said  Cassidy 
:d,  'Seite  as  soon  as  you  please,'  ot  vorda 
that  effect.  On  deponents  proceeding  so 
do,  and  turning  into  Ihe  said  Ctuidv'B 
yard,  ha  was  met  by  the  laid  Caialdy,  who 
called  to  his  steward  (Austin  Cavanagh),  and 
ordered  him  not  to  let  Ibis  deponent  takt  any* 
thing  off  Ihe  lands.  Deponant  theniaiuda 
horse  and  cart  which  ware  in  the  ysnl,  when 
the  said  Robert  Cassidy  did,  aided  and  as- 
sisted by  Austin  Cavanagh,  rescue  said  hiHSt 
and  eart  by  taking  hold  of  the  hone  bylbt 
bridle,  and  saying,  he  would  not  allow  depo- 
nent to  lake  him/' 

Mr.  Casaidy  was  in  consequence  of  ibii 
act,  Antd  10/.,  and  nerer  apptaltd,  » 
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dear  tnd  coBclniive  vu  the  cau  agua^t 
hiiD,  The  steward  wu  either  not  fioed, 
or  eUe  escaped  with  a  mitigated  penaltr, 
at  he  had  evidently  only  acted  under  hig 
master's  orders.  Two  days  arierwards 
another  seizure  tras  attempted  and  made 
the  servants,  following  their  master's  ex- 
ample, effected  snolher  rescue  in  a  most 
riotoas  manner,  on  the  King's  highway, 
and  arrived  with  spades  and  pitcliforlcs, 
and  other  offensive  weapons,  as  will  be 
proved  by  the  Tollowing  affidavit  :— 

«  William   Kinsella,   of    Coolbanagher,   in 
Queen's  coootj',  collector  of  the  oount;  tax 
for  (he  barony  of  Portnahinch,  lailh,  that  on 
Tuesday,  tlie  22nd  inat.,  he  went  (o  ihe  lands 
of  Mr.  lUbeit  Casiidy,  of  Jamestown,  to  col- 
lect a  part  of  said  tax,  and  on  demanding  ihc 
amount  due  by  said  Robert  Cassidy  was  re- 
fused;  whereupon   deponent  seiied  a  mare, 
the  property  of  said  Robert  Cassidy,  for  said 
amount  of  tai  due,  and  was  in  the  act  of 
bringing  ber  to  Ballybrittas  pound,  when  he 
was  followed  by  James  Byrne,  auiTa  boy,  thai 
deponent  beard  and  believes  was  Patrick  Ca- 
ranagh,  ion  to  jaid  Robert  Cassidy,  steward. 
He  was  also  met  on  the  road  in  JanicKown 
by  a  Dumber  of  men — vii.,  Austin  Cavanagh 
(ileward],  Edward  Malone,  Timothy  Strong, 
both  the  latter  armed  with  forks  in  their  hands, 
Edward  Malowny,  Bryan  Donne,  and  Michael 
Dunne ;  some  of  ibe  laller  men  had  shovels 
in  their  bands.    Deponent  further  states,   on 
said  James  Byrne  coming  up,  he  seized  said 
mare,  assisted  by  said  Edward  Malone,  who 
sppeared   with  a  pitchfork  in  his  baud,  and 
tailed  it  in   a  flgfiting  position.     The  other 
paitons  above-named  also  assisted,  and  said 
the  iBar«  shoald  go  back,  and  Austin  Cavanagh 
(ilewaid)  said  at  the  same  lime  what  (heit 
Blaster  had  done,  they  would  now  do  ihi 
and  thereon  they,  in  a  riotous  maoner,  rescued 
said  mare  from  deponent." 
Notwithstanding  these  facts,  which  were 
circumitantially  made  Icoown  to  the  Go- 
vernment, this  gentleman  has   been  ap- 
pointed to  the  commission  of  the  peace, 
and  now  sits  on  the  very  bench  adroinis- 
tering  the  htw  with  the  actual  Magistrates 
by  whom  he  was  convicted  of  a  breach  of 
the  law.     Mr.  Cassidy  has,  moreover,  no 
property  in  the  Queen's  County ;  he  is 
Wly  a  lOl.  freeholder  in  that  county,  and 
ID  tba  very  district  to  which  be  has  been 
Ippointed,  there  are  no  leu  than  eleven 
most  efficient,  intelligent,  and  active  Ma- 
lislraUs,  who  are  constant  and  assiduous 
attendants  at  the  petty  sessions.     As   to 
who  may  be  the  gentlemen  of  high  rank. 
Station,  and  character,  who  recommended 
Mr.  Cassidy,  I  cannot  make  out,  as  the 
DoUe  Lord  would  not  favour  me  with  even 


one  of  their  names ;  but  (hit  I  wiD  aiaert, 
that  there  is  scarcely  a  resident  prtmrMtoi 
in  the  county,  whatever  may  be  hia  rank 
or  station,  whose  feelings  hava  not  been 
greatly  outraged  at  this  most  extraordinary 
appointment  of  the  Government.  The 
noble  Lord  stated,  that  the  Government 
were  quite  justified  in  this  act  of  theirs,  as 
Lord  Oxmantown  had  recommended  kim 
for  the  King's  county  i  but.  Sir,  the  cases 
are  widely  different  In  the  Queen's 
County  be  has  no  property,  and  is,  in  fact, 
only  a  10^  freeholder,  while  all  his  pro- 
perty lies  in  the  King's  County.  But, 
Sir,  Lord  Oxmantown  was  not  aware  of 
the  outrage  he  had  committed,  or  else  he 
never  would  have  recommended  him,  a« 
the  following  extract  from  a  letter  I  have 
just  received  from  Lord  Oxmantown  will 
prove : — 

in  have  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that 
had  I  been  applied  to  by  a  Magistrate  of  the 
Queen's  County  to  recommend  him  as  a  proper 

Ktrson  to  be  appointed  Magistrate  for  the 
ina'!!  Conniy,  knowing  that  he,  a  Magistrate, 
had  been  convicted  by  the  Magistrates  of  the 
King's  Connty  for  an  oSeace  against  Ute  laws, 
Bucb  as  yoa  have  described,  and  by  nagleeling 
to  appecd,  had  admitted  bis  guilt,  I  should  not, 
for  a  moment,  have  thought  of  recommending 
such  a  person.  To  have  recommended  any 
one  under  such  circumstances,  would  have 
been,  in  my  opinion,  highly  improper;  bad 
the  Government,  notwithslandiog,  foroedtbe 
appointment  of  such  a  peraou,  I  should  have 
felt  that  they  had  Uken  a  course  which  eould 
not  be  justified.  I  have  always  thought,  that 
magisterial  appoinimeiits  were  not  to  be  made 
00  political  grouoda,  and,  therefore,  that  the 
Government  were  not  to  interfere  with  the 
lieutenants  of  counties  io  the  appointment  of 
the  magistracy,  except  where  there  was  clearly 
an  abuse  of  authority,  the  lieutenant  refusing 
to  recommend,  without  sufficient  reason,  a  per- 
son  having  an  indisputable  claim  to  the  com- 


peace  from  his  property  and 
county  i  and  while  I  have 
always  felt  th:it  a  very  grave  imputation  in- 
deed would  attach  to  any  lieutenant  of  a 
county  for  the  abuse  of  his  authority,  I  have 
also  thought,  that  an  equally  grave  imputation 
would  lie  against  Government  for  an  abuse  of 
theirs." 

Now,  Sir,  to  that  doctrine  I  fully  and 
cordially  subscribe — on  that  principle  so 
admirably  set  forth  by  Lord  Oxmantown, 
I.X)rd  da  Vesey  has  invariably  acted  ;  but 
the  Government  been  guided  by  the 
same  principle — have  ihey  been  guided  in 
their  appointments  by  the  strict  rule  of 
■mpaniitlity  ?     The    following  statement 
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of  Lord    Ozmantown  will   folly  demon- 

ttrate  that  they  have  not  :— 

"There  is  one  fad  more,  which  I  think  it 
li^t  to  mentioa  lo  you — thU  the  GovernmeDt 
h»e  made  an  appoialment  in  this  county  of 
which  I  disapproved  ;  it  was  in  the  case  of 
Mr.  Bannaa,  a  Roman  Catholic,  who  was 
recommended  by  the  county  Membera.  Of 
Mr.  Bannan,  personally,  I  know  nothing;  to 
hia  appointment  as  a  magistrate  my  objection 
was,  that  he  had  no  property  whatever  in  the 
King's  County,  and  none  in  any  other  county 
which  could  be  considered  as  conferring  upon 
him  a  claim  to  the  commission  of  the  peace. 
As  he  was  recommended  by  the  county  Mem- 
bers, oat  of  respect  to  Ibat  recommendation  1 
felt  it  to  be  my  duty  lo  make  full  inquiry,  but 

.  not  to  abandon  my  own  opinion  in  deference 
to  theirs  ;  for  snrely  Ibe  appointment  of  the 
magialracy  should  not  be  made  on  political 
grounds.  I  therefore  resisted  IheRppointroenI 
of  Mr.  Bannan  lo  the  ulmosl,  but  he  was, 
neTcnheleas,  appointed." 
Now,  Sir,  wheit  Government  have  thus 
made  use  of  their  power  of  patroaage,  how 
can  the  respectable  and  peaceable  inha- 
bitants of  Ireland  have  the  slightest  con- 
fidence in  them — how  can  they  loolc  with 
any  thing  but  apprehension  at  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House,  which  professes  to 

^  give  them  such  an  additional  power  of 
patronage  which  they  have  so  grossly 
abused,  and  which  will  throw  strength 
into  the  hands  of  that  party  whose  doc. 
trine  is  the  aonihilatioti  of  our  church, 
and  whose  daily  practice  is  resistance  to 
the  law  ?  And  while  the  deepest  appre- 
henuon  and  alarm  exists  in  the  minds  of 
one  party,  what  exists  in  the  other? 
Where  are  their  meetings,  and  the  peti- 
tions with  which  we  were  threatened.  I 
have  just  returned  from  that  country,  and 
I  can  safely  assert  that  there  is  a  total 
apathy  on  the  subject.  The  people  do 
not  care  about  it;  and  in  the  immediate 
neighbourhood  where  I  reside,  I 
believe  they  even  understand  the  question 
of  municipal  reform.  And  yet.  Sir, 
among  the  very  few  petitions  presented  tc 
the  House  on  that  subject,  I  Gad  three 
from  three  small  towns  in  that  neighbonr- 
hood.  These  towns  are  not  within  ten 
mites  of  any  corporate  town,  and  thereby 
could  derive  no  advantage  from  corpora' 
tions  being  reformed,  nor,  from  their  size, 
can  they  hope  to  obtain  the  establishment 
of  one  for  themselves.  Why  is  there  not 
some  from  HountmelUck,  the  most  im- 
portant town  in  the  Queen's  County,  and 
almost  the  only  inland  commercial  town 
in  Ireland — a  town  inhabited  by  a  set  of 
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men  (the  Society  of  Friends),  fomed  be 
their    indastry,    intelligence,    and     qoiet 
habits,  peaceably  followmg  the  pursuits  of 
commerce,  apart  from  the  tnrmoil  of  poli- 
tics, and    the    tumult    of  party    striie — 
spreading,    by    their    industry,    a     nsefbl 
example  to    the  surrounding    peasaatrjr; 
and,   by    their    provident    specnlatioas, 
increasing  wealth,    and   widely  exiended 
benevolence— diffusing  employment,   ua- 
tenance,  and  comfort  to  their  neighbour* 
ing  poor  ?     Why,  I  say,  have  not  the  in- 
habitants of   this  town  called    upon  the 
Legislature  to  grant  them  a  share   in  those 
corporate   blessings    now  offered    by  \Ju 
Government  to  their  more  fortunate  neigh- 
bours !     Because  they  value    too  highly 
the  blessings  of  peace  and    tranquillity, 
and  know  full  well  the  turmoil   and  pvij 
strife  that  would  be  engendered   by  (be 
establishment  of  such  a  corporatioa  as  is 
proposed  by  the  present  Bill.     For  what 
other  reason  but  this  have  so  few  petitioos 
come  from  the  larger  towns    in    Irelud, 
and  almost  all  from  the  small  and  iaaig. 
nl6cant  ones,  or  from  the  rural  districts 
where  the  unfortunate  peasant  is  forced  lo 
sign  petitions,  not  only  embodying  cor- 
porate reform,  bnt  also  in  a  more  conspi- 
cuous manner  praying  for  the  aboIiUoa  of 
tithes,  whereby  he  is  induced  to  bdieve 
he    will    derive    unheard    of  benefits.     I 
pray,  1  beseech,  the  people  of  England  not 
to  force  this  Bill  upon  us,  which  is  looked 
upon  with  apprehension  by  one  party  and 
with  apatJiy  by  the  other — let  them  not 
be  deceived  by  the  threat  of  civil  war  m 
openly  promulgated  by  the  hon.  Mensber 
for  Liskeard,  in  case  these  corporations 
were  refused,  and  a  Tory  Government  was 
formed.     Where  are  his  proofs  that  titere 
will  be  such  a  war  ?     He  has  none  lo 
offer.    There  will  be  no  civil  war  ;  give  to 
the  poor  Irish  peasant  substantial  jostice; 
give  him  a  just  and  equitable  provisioa, 
such  as  will  relieve  him  from  penury  aad 
want,  and  secure  him    from   staivation. 
Let  him  have,  through  the   means  of  a 
practicable  and  well  administered  system 
of  Poor-laws,  a  share  in  the  blesungs  of 
the  state,  and  he  will  thereby  take  ao 
interest   in   the    stability    of  the  state. 
Settle  the  tithe  question  by  taking  the 
impost  off  the  poor  occupier,  and  {dacing 
it  on  the  rich  landlord — abolish  CorpMi- 
tions,  and  thereby  do  away  with  all  ex- 
cuse for  party    feud.      Give  us    a  good 
government  determined  to  administer  Ihe 
laws  with  justice,  with  impartiality,  wilh 
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firmness,  and  at  tbe  same  time  vith  a 
constitutional  and  befitting  clemency ; 
tod  then,  if  ^on  give  us  iheae  blessings, 
notwith standing;  the  predictions  of  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard,  I  will  Yenture 
to  predict  (bat  Ireland  will  obtain  that 
lecnrity  whicb  will  invite  capital,  wbicb 
will  diffuse  employment  among  the'poor, 
and  whicb  will,  I  trust,  eventually  expel 
that  turbulence  and  misery  which  now 
reign  triumphant  in  my  ill-fated  country. 
Mr.  E.  L.  Bulwer  had  heard  more 
than  one  speech  delivered  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, daring  the  course  of  the  evening, 
which  scarcely  contained  a  single  sen- 
tence that  was  applicable  to  the  subject 
before  the  House.  The  bon.  and  learned 
Sergeant,  tbe  Member  for  Bandon,  had 
delivered  a  speech  with  considerable  em- 

E basis,  the  tendency  of  which  appeared  to 
s  to  establish  tbe  necessity  of  appointing 
a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
conduct  of  the  Irish  Execotive ;  but  he 
had  not  heard  that  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman advance  am  argument  which  bore 
either  upon  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord  (the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire),  or  upon  the  merits  of  the 
original  Bill.  There  was,  however,  one 
peculiarity  in  the  observations  of  bon. 
Gentlemen  who,  as  practical  Irish  resi- 
dents, had  spoken  that  night  on  the  oppo- 
site side  of  the  House.  They  bad  thrown 
over  their  predecessors,  and  had  thought 
it  more  prudent  and  politic  not  to  tell  the 
Irish  people  that  the  Protestant  church 
was  omnipresent  in  abuse.  He  now 
began  to  perceive  what  was  meant  by  the 
espansive  principle  of  the  establishment. 
It  was  not  content  with  the  little  circle  of 
tithes  and  hierarchies,  but  now  it  ex- 
panded with  B  vengeance,  and  swallowed 
np  a  score  or  two  of  corporations.  They 
say  (proceeded  the  hon.  Gentleman), 
that  one  crime  can  only  be  defended  by 
another,  and  your  way  of  defending  an 
unequal  ecclesiastical  esiabtisbment  is  by 
stifling  the  power  of  the  people  in  equal 
political  privileges.  When  the  man  in 
the  crowd  had  bis  hat  stolen,  another 
obliging  gentleman  cried  "  Since  you 
have  tost  your  hat,  1*11  just  make  free 
with  your  wig."  You  rob  the  Irish 
of  their  church  reform,  and  then  by 
way  of  making  it  up  to  them  you 
run  away  with  their  corporations. 
Ob !  but  the  Association  has  sprung  up, 
and  Mr.  Pigot  has  been  put  into  office, 
and  these  are  arguments  against  corpor- 
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ations.  Why,  what  a  subterfuge  is  this 
— there  was  no  Association  last  year,  and 
yet  last  year  you  refused  the  municipal 
reform.  The  name  of  Mr.  Plgol,  then, 
never  haunted  your  unprophetic  breasts, 
or  shook  these  benches  with  the  tremulous 
horror  of  Protestant  alarm  ;  and  the  whole 
country  is  to  be  denied  municipal  reform 
because  ihere  is  a  great  Association  which 
demands  it.  Sir,  there  was  an  association 
in  Birmingham,  nay,  all  over  England— 
this  quiet,  loyal  England — for  obtaining 
Parliamentary  reform ;  and  in  the  meet- 
ings of  those  associations  language  as  vio- 
lent, sentiments  as  democratic,  opinions 
in  favour  of  the  ballot  and  short  Par- 
liaments, ay,  and  of  the  voluntary  church 
principle  too,  were  uttered.  How  did 
you  dissolve  those  associations  —  by 
what  spell  did  they  wither  away — by 
what  rites  did  you  lay  them  in  tbe 
grave  ?  Why,  you  granted  the  reform. 
Oh  !  but  says  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  if 
you  cannot  put  down  the  Association,  why 
do  you  encourage  it—  why  do  you  mis  it 
up  with  the  Government — why    do  you 

Eut  Mr.  Pigot  into  office  ?  And  have  I 
eard  that  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet? 
Why,  who  condemned  the  Orange  lodgea- 
more  than  hedid  ?  And  was  it  not  one  of 
the  first  acts  of  his  Government  to  put itito 
office  the  deputy  grand  master  of  the 
Orange  lodges — the  hon.  and  gallant 
Colonel  theMember  for  Slrgo?  Compare 
the  Orange  lodges  with  the  Association  : 
both  are  bad,  both  are  symptoms  of  con- 
stitutional disease  ;  but  one  is  open,  uni- 
versal ;  the  other  is  secret,  exclusive. 
Why  did  you  mix  up  the  Government 
with  those  lodges?  Why  did  you  en- 
courage them?  Why  did  you  put  your 
Mr.  Pigot  into  office  ?  Oh  I  but  you  will 
not  take  power  from  one  party  to  give  it 
to  another ;  and  then  you  talk  of  contests 
and  animosities  of  party  in  every  town. 
Is  this  argument  honest?  If  so,  why  did 
you  never  apply  it  to  England  ?  Are  there 
no  parties  here  t  Did  you  not  transfer  power 
from  one  party  to  another  when  you 
passed  the  Municipal  Bill  for  Engtaud  and 
Scotland  ?  Parties !  The  word  parties  is 
more  applicable  to  this  country  than  it  is 
to  Ireland,  for  here  at  least  there  are  two 
parlies  neariy  equally  balanced  in  point  of 
rank,  property,  and  numbers ;  but  when  I 
look  to  Ireland,  I  see,  indeed,  one  party 
formidable  from  its  rank,  intelligence,  and 
the  long  habit  of  lordly  domination. 
Where  is  the  other  party  ?     I  see  only  tbe 
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peopli.  In  Ireland  it  ii  not  ■  ttrif*  be- 
twetn  pBity  and  party — ft  U  a  strife  be- 
tween an  oli^arirby  on  the  one  Bide 
and  a  populattoa  on  the  other.  I  do 
not  deatre  to  preii  an  analogy  between 
ancient  municipal  inititulions  and  modern 
one*,  but  I  ny  thit> — it  nai  precisety  on 
account  of  luch  parties  ihat  municipd 
inititutions  were  first  formed — Ihe  p»rty 
of  the  population  struggling  Tor  equal 
right*,  the  party  of  the  oligarchy  Blru^gting 
for  the  maintenance  of  ascendancy.  What! 
are  the  Orangemen,  implacable  as  tliey 
may  be,  worse  than  the  old  counts  of  Italy 
or  the  old  barons  of  the  Rhine  ?  Are  the 
Catholics,  ground  down  as  they  may 
be  by  the  oppression  of  centuries,  worse 
than  the  half  serfs  who  6r«t  farmed  them- 
•elves  into  guilds  and  corporations  ?  What 
a  libel  on  ourselves !  Ireland,  so  long 
nniled  with  the  most  enlightened  country 
in  the  world,  is  not  in  the  ]9lh  century 
fit  for  the  institutions,  which  on  a  far  more 
gigantic  scale  grew  up  amidst  the  feudal 
ages,  and  which  even  the  Roman  despotism 
acceded  to  its  dependent  towns.  Then, 
not  contented  with  disguiung  a  people 
under  the  title  of  a  party,  tou  view  that 
people  through  the  medium  ora  single  man, 
aoor  after  hour ;  and  when  we  are  to 
legislate  for  Ireland  yon  declaim  against 
the  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny.  Grant 
him  all  that  you  contend  for,  and  what 
then?  Are  we  to  legislate  for  a  nation, 
or  are  we  to  legislate  against  sn  individual  t 
"Why,  is  it  not  you  who  tells  us  that  you 
will  never  be  daunted  by  the  physical  or 
moral  array  of  numbers — that  you  laugh 
to  scorn  allusions  to  the  povrerof  millions? 
and  yet,  from  the  height  of  your  super- 
lative chivalry,  you  call  upon  the  present 
British  Parliament  to  present  to  Europe 
the  ludicrous  and  dsstardly  spectacle  of 
dolir)g  out  justice  to  a  people  according  to 


your  fears  of  an  individual.  I  neither  deny 
nor  vindicate  the  power  of  the  learned 
Gentleman.  Undoubtedly  it  has  ariseo 
partly  from  the  grievances  of  which  he  has 
been  the  great  organ  of  complaint,  partly 
from  your  own  heated  and  unceasing  invec- 
tives, for,  as  it  was  well  said  by  a  profound 
writer  on  the  French  revolution,  "  a  man 
toon  becomes  in  troubled  times  precisely 
as  powerful  as  his  enemies  insist  that  he  is : 
but  it  arises  also  from  the  grateful  belief 
of  his  countrymen,  right  or  wrong,  (hat  he 
has  rendered  them  important  services,  and 
A«m  the  indomitable  seal  with  which  such 
services  have  been  accomplished."  I  don't 


tell  yen  that  if  you  pass  Ihia  1 

if  you  do  the  amplest  jtwtice  to  Irelaad 

you  will  crush  the  power  of  the    learned 
Gentleman.     So  long  as  there  ra  gratibide 
in  a  people— so  long  as  there  is  ereinenee  in 
intellectual  superiority — so  long  the  boa. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  must  be  a    leading 
authority  with  the  Irish  people.     Bat  ibe 
power  of  a  man  is  for  bis  life,  the  effect  of 
legislation    is    immortal.      Train  up    (be 
people  to  think  for  themselves,   to  act  fer 
themselves,  to  govern  themselves    on  the 
iBtant  stage  of  local   legislation — give 
m  that  rehearsal  of  their  liberties,  and 
you  will  raise  a  state  of  society  in    which 
individual  Agitation  cannot  again    attain 
the  same  exaggerated  power.     Von  m^ 
not  weaken    the  learned    Gentleman,  but 
you  may  render  him  the  best  of  bis  race: 
go  on  legislating  against  the  people,  and 
you    legislate    for   the     perpetuity    of  s 
igogue.     Whenever  two  countries  are 
united  together,  one  more  powerful,    man 
ilized   than  the  other,  the  evils  to  tbe 
less   powerful  country   ere   obvious;  tbc 
loses  national  independence ;    she   loM* 
national    legislation ;    the     potisti     aad 
wealth  of  her  neighbour  will  drive  away 
herresident  aristocracy.     This  is  wbat  wkt 
loses.     What  ought  she  to  gain  in  return! 
The  blessing  of  the  wiser  laws,  the   firmer 
order,   the  more  liberal  institutions,    by 
which    her    neighbour    is    governed— by 
which   her    neighbour    prospers.     If  At 
does  not  do  this,  she  loses  all,   and  she 
gains  nothing  in  return.     And  to  this  total 
in  the  balance  sheet  of  benefits  you  wish 
our  legislation  to  arrive.     It  was  formerly 
the  custom  in  royal  houses   to  onite  (he 
young  prince,  when  he  began  bis    letters, 
with  a  kind  of  flogging-boy — that  i*  to  lay, 
a  boy  who  was  fiogged  when  ever  his  roW 
highness  was  in  fault.     If  the  prince  dM 
well,  hehadhis  cakes  and  sugar-Dluou : 
if  ill,  they  hoisted  his  double,  and  his  royi/ 
highness  was  flogged  by  proxy.  Predselylie 
connexion  between  England  and  Irennd. 
Ireland   has   been    the  flogging    boy    to 
England,  and  always  on  this  principle,  that 
England  is   to  have  all  the   sugar-plums, 
and  Ireland  all  the  flogging.     Why,  what 
did  you  all  agree  to  give  to  England.' 
Municipal  reform.      What   did    you  all 
agree  to  give  to  Ireland  T     The  Coercion 
Bill.     You  say  you  are  willing  to  comet 
abuses — you  prove  yoursincerity  by  giving 
up  the  orange  corporations.     Bat  that  is 
no  longer  enough  ;     itisno  longerenongh 
to  correct  abue*  id  the  adi^Distntioii 
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of  paw«i<— tba  tioke  lu«  come  wkeo  you 
unst  admit  the  poopio  to  »  share  of  the 
power.  This  ia  wheie  you  stop  ilioit. 
Yoii  will  do  away  with  the  fiogging,  hut 
yoa  ■till  won't  give  the  boy  any  of  the  sugar 
plunu.  Do  not  rely  on  the  smaliaeas  of 
onr  majoriiie*.  Do  not  let  that  thought 
ftctnale  yonr  Friendt  in  anoiheT  Houk. 
Recollect  thin  Parliament  is  your  own 
creature,  not  our*.  Recollert,  atill  more, 
that  a  majority  of  one  rarrled  the  Reform 
Bill ;  aDO.  be  convinced,  that  if  you  con- 
aider  the  majority  tre  may  have  on  this 
occaiion  small,  the  majority  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  will  ever  get  in  any  Parlia* 
ncBt,  while  he  professes  the  same  political 
doctrines,  will  not  amount  to  the  half. 
But  I  have  high  authority  on  thi«  head. 
When  the  right  hon.  Barouet  yielded  to 
the  necessity  of  Catholic  Emancipation, 
what  was  a  principal  argument  with  him  ? 
He  aaid,  '*  1  do  not  go  only  by  numerical 
najoritiei.  I  have  examined  the  con- 
■tituenciei  on  both  sides  of  the  queaticm, 
and  I  find  the  larger  const rluencies  on  one 
aide,  and  the  amallei  on  the  other  ;  and 
I  do^what  1  I  yield  to  tha  force  of  public 
apinioo."  Will  he  now  abide  by  hia  own 
test — the  test  he  established  as  a  guide  to 
his  conduct  in  the  most  memorable  crisis 
in  his  brilliant  political  life  ?  Why,  what 
has  ba  to  set  against  the  multitudes  of 
Birmingham,  Manchester,  Salford,  Notting. 
kam,  Sheffield,  Wolverhampton,  and  the 
metropolitan  diattlot*  ?  Let  him  now 
not  look  to  mere  nnmerical  majorities; 
let  him  compare  the  oonstituencics  on 
either  side,  and  let  him  once  more  yield  to 
the  force  of  public  oploion.  You  have 
had  your  tarn— Ireland  has  been  in  your 
haiM»~you  have  exhausted  upon  her 
all  your  ajatetnB  of  treatment — you  never 
gave  ua  up  the  patient  sntil  you  had  found 
the  disease  incoreble.  Is  it  not  justice, 
ia  it  not  logic,  that  we  ihould  have  fair 
play  for  our  experiment,  which,  after  all, 
la  only  to  leave  a  tittle  to  nature  ?  Be 
just  while  you  have  it  in  your  power  to  be 
generous.  Recollect  how  often  Ireland 
comes  before  you,  always  a  suing  and. 
always  a  rejected  one ;  beginning  every 
Setaion  with  hope,  ending  every  Session 
with  disappointment.  You  say  these 
grievances  are  not  practical ;  their  fruits 
are  practice.  Discontent,  excitement, 
Gatho  ic  associations,  passive  reiistance — 
die  fears  of  the  rich,  the  corabiiiations  of 
ihapoor.  Practical,  indeed  must  be  the 
avila  thUreauU  from  keeping  a  whole  peo- 


ple eternally  vibrating  betfotn  ttM  <uil«<- 
ment  of  luapense  and  the  esasparttioa  of 
despair.  See  the  state  of  England  at  thit 
moment ;  her  trade  proapeiouSi  het  com- 
merce increasing  •  peaca  abroad,  traa- 
quilliiy  at  honi»-~uo  foe  to  menace  hw 
safety  or  curb  her  powers.  Look,  al  her 
gigantic  colonies,  covering  a  new  quarter 
of  the  globe.  Look  at  that  rait  Indian 
empire  which  she  governs  almost  with  the 
easy  hand  of  neglect :  and,  cio«e  beside 
us,  see  that  fatal  neighbour  whom  yon 
have  proved  that  you  cannot  crush  as  a 
(lave,  and  whom  you  will  not  suffer  US  to 
conciliate  aa  en  ally.  We  are  weak  only 
in  one  quarter — there  where  alone  we 
have  abused  our  power,  and  sullied  our 
great  name  as  the  hereditary  awartersof 
political  rights  and  religious  tolaralioo- 
If  in  thisquestioD  ourconttituiion, still  the 
constitution  of  an  aristocracy,  should  be 
endangered — if  in  Ihisslruggta,  that  con- 
stitution should  ultimately  perish,  I  do 
say  it  would  be  tha  most  stiikiog  instance 
of  moral  ratribulioa  which  the  whole 
history  of  nations  could  affiud,  Battar 
had  that  constitution  perished  lo  its  eaily 
and  illustrious  struggles  against  despoUuB 
and  intolerance,  than  that  it  should  nov 
be  weakened  in  loyalty  or  affection,  and, 
flapped  and  undermined,  should  finally 
crumble  away  in  the  unholy  causa  m 
sacrificing  the  rights  of  a  people  to  the 
fears  of  an  oligarchy,  or  the  avarioa  of  a 
church.  But,  whataver  nay  be  the  coo- 
sequence,  our  course  is  clear.  Of  that 
people  we  ara  the  trustees  apd  i^resenta. 
lives.  When  we  refused  to  lapml  the 
Union,  when  we  placed  the  praienlAdmi- 
nistratioD  on  the  ruins  of  the  last,  we 
pledged  ouraelves  to  do  justice  to  Iraland. 
You  ask  what  we  mean  by  justice.  Justice 
to  Ireland  is  aomatbing  your  philoaopby 
cannot  oomprehend.  Why,  what  can  jt 
mean  but  this— the  Juit  application  of 
equal  laws  T  Again  and  again  upon  this 
and  the  Irish  Cnarab  question  y«  bav« 
told  us  that  it  is  for  a  shadow  wa  ooatand. 
It  may  be  a  shadow,  but  it  is  tba  shadov 
of  a  gigantic  sDbstance~it  is  reflected 
upon  you  from  the  la^^t  towns— from 
the  most  powerful  ooaatituenaes — from  the 
established  and  legilinata  Admioistntioa 
of  these  realms — the  ^adow  is  the 
principle  of  justice,  the  substance  ii  (be 
determination  of  thepeopl*. 

Mr.  Geonra  young  was  of  opinion  tbat, 
though  a  few  ceaturies  since,  municipal 
inatitntious  might  h«K    been  eaKHMly 

■iDi 
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bene6ci>l  Tot  the  purpose  of  enabling 
the  commoiiBge  to  itruggle  the  mere 
effectually  againit  the  encroachraente -of 
the  aristocracy,  the  machinery  of  nhich 
thev  were  constituted  was  at  the  present 
period  of  rather  an  expensive  and  cum- 
brous nsture,  and  not  very  well  adapted 
to  ihe  attainment  of  the  ends  proposed  by 
their  establishment.  Since,  however,  are- 
form  had  been  introduced  into  the  English 
corporations,  the  reasons  advanced  for 
vithholding  a  similar  reform  from  the  mu- 
nicipal towns  of  Ireland  should,  in  his 
estimation,  be  stronger  than  those  which 
he  had  heard  advanced  in  the  course  of 
the  present  debate.  He  admitted  that 
there  was  a  great  difference  between  the 
state  of  society  in  Ireland  and  that  which 
prevailed  in  the  sister  country  ;  but,  great 
at  was  this  difference,   it  by  no  means 

i'ustiGed  the  enormous  length  to  which 
ion.  Members  had  gone,  of  asserting  that 
no  single  town  in  Ireland  was  so  fit  for 
the  exercise  of  municipal  privileges  as  was 
ibe  very  least  of  those  English  towns  which 
were  included  in  the  schedules  of  the 
English  Municipal  Bill ;  that  limerick,  in 
brief,  01  Dublin  was  not  so  well  qualified 
for  iocoTporation  as  Windsor,  He  con- 
ceived that  it  would  be  only  doing  an  act 
ofjuatice  to  i^nt  Municipal  Corporations 
to  Ireland,  For44  years  Roman  Catholics 
had  been  eligible  for  corporate  offices,  and 

Jet  up  to  ths  present  moment  a  single 
lembei  of  that  religion  bad  not  been 
tdmit ted  into  the  corporation  of  the  city 
of  Dublin.  In  the  year  1829  also  when 
the  Catholic  Relief  Bill  was  nassed,  the 
14th  section  of  it  provided,  that  it  was 
lawful  for  Roman  Catholics  to  become 
Members  of  any  lay  body  corporate,  and 
to  rote  at  corporate  elections  upon  talcing 
the  oath  prescribed,  but  yet  not  one  had 
been  admitted  to  the. corporation  to  which 
he  had  alluded.  And  now  that  the 
Koman  Catholics'  claim  could  no  longer 
be  resisted,  it  was  said,  "  No,  rather  than 
•that  they  ataould  take  part  in  these  cor- 
porations we  shall  abolish  them."  He 
would  say  that  that  was  in  the  highest 
degree  unjust  and  offensive,  and  a  course 
at  which  the  people  of  Ireland  had  every 
right  to  feel  indignant.  He  advocated 
the  existence  of  corporations  in  Ireland 
upon  the  ground  also  that  they  would  be 
the  means  of  bringing  together  the  inhabit- 
ants of  towns  to  consult  upon  those 
■ubjecta  in  which  they  could  hare, 
wbelher  ProteaUnU  or  Roman  CuhoUo, 


Whigs  or  Tories,  but  one  cobiidchi. interest 
— namely,  that   of  providing   for     tbei'r 
municipal  wants,  a  circumstaoce    irhicb, 
in  his  opinion,  would  go  far  to  do   awaj 
with  the  acrimonious  feelings  which  had 
been  so  long  mixed  up  with  Irish  a^»ir>. 
For  these  reasons  he  would  vote  for  allosnog 
the  Bill    to  go  into  Committee,  aad  be 
hoped    the    House    would    eviuce,      by  a 
decided  majority,  a  determination  on   tbe 
part  of  the  British  people  to  extend   to 
Ireland  the  advantages  of  municipal  go- 
vernment. 

Colonel   Perceval    observed,    that    the 
speech   which    had    just    fallen  from    the 
hon.  Member  for  Tynemouth  (who  spoke 
from  the  opposition  benches)  would    have 
better  graced  the  other  side  of  tbe  House. 
He  was  far  from  impugning  tbe  impartially 
of  the   Speaker,  but  certainly  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman  had  called  on  two  hoo. 
Gentlemen  in  succession  who  had  taken 
the  same  view  of  the  question  before  the 
House.     The  argument  of  tbe  hon.  Metn- 
ber  for  Tynemouth  was,    not  that  there 
was  not  a  vast  difference  between  ibe  con- 
dition of  England  and  the  condition  of 
Ireland,  but  because  Municipal   Corpo- 
rations  had  been  given  to  England  and 
Scotland,    although  the   hon.  Gentleman 
disapproved  of  corporations,  yet  he  was  for 
forcing  them  on  the  people  of  Ireland.    The 
hon.  Member  had  stated,  tliat  though  since 
1793,    persons    professing    tbe    Roman 
Catholic  faith  might  legally  lake  a  part 
in  municipal  Corporations  in  lte\and,  ^et 
that  they  had  not  been  admitted  to  any 
share    in  corporate   rights;  and  becaaae 
the    corporations   had    been    exclusively 
Riled  with  Protestants,  therefore,  argued 
tbe  hon.    Gentleman,  it  would  be  just  to 
deprive  the  monopolising   party  of  [hdc 
privileges,  and  hand  them  over   to  the 
opposite  parly — a  party  whose  feelings  and 
intentions  were  represented  by  the  Catholic 
Associations.    He  could  not  understand 
the  justice  of  thus  taking  power  from  one 
party  to  give  to  an  opposing  one ;  hut  .be 
believed  that  if  the  amendment  of  ths 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  South  Laaca- 
shire  was  carried,  by  which  corporatbas 
would  be  done  away  with,  as  it  was  impos- 
sible to  place  them  in  anr  position  in 
which  no  predominant  party  would  prevail 
—justice  would  he  secured  to  all  parlies. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln,  who  had 
indulged  in  poetic    flights— had  thought 
fit  to  attack  the  course  which  had  bwn 
pursued  by  tbe  right  boa.  Bumet,  tha 
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Member  for  Tamworth.  He  was  not 
aboat  to  defend  the  right  hon.  Baronet — 
a  single  sentence  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  be  sufficient  to  put  an 
extinguisher  on  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site. The  hon.  Gentleman  indulged  besides 
in  certain  prophetic  trances  respecting  the 
majority  which  would  support  the  Gentle- 
men of  bis  (Colonel Perceval's)  aide  of  the 
House  in  case  a  change  of  Administration 
shonid  take  place,  "  for,"  sard  the  hon. 
Member,  "  it  will  not  amount  to  half 
of  that  which  will  appear  for  Ministers  on 
the  present  qnestion."  He  should  leave  the 
hon.  Member  to  enjoy  the  evidetit  self 
satisfaction  which  he  fell  in  those  poetic 
trances.  He  would  not  disturb  his  imagin- 
ings. But  the  hon.  Member  in  the  Course 
of  his  speech  had  thought  fit  to  allude  to 
him,  as  having  been  a  Member  of  the  late 
Orange  Association.  He  thought  he  had 
a  right  to  complain  ofhia  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment for  their  conduct  to  him  and  to  those 
other  persons  who  had  come  forward  in 
obedience  to  the  wishes  expressed  by  his 
Majesty ;  and  honestly,  unequivocally, 
and  without  mental  reservation,  or  equivo- 
cation, had  yielded  up  their  own  feelings, 
and  had  lain  the  association  at  the  feet  of 
tbeir  Sovereign ;  and  had,  in  addition, 
recommended  others,  one  and  all,  over 
whom  they  might  be  supposed  to  possess 
some  influence,  to  follow  their  example. 
What  was  the  conduct  of  the  opposite 
party  on  the  occasion  ?  He  knew  well 
that  the  concession  of  the  Orange  body — 
and  their  ready  compliance  with  the  wishes 
of  the  King,  were  gall  and  wormwood  to  that 
party, and  thatit  was  so,  was  proved  by  their 
consequent  proceedings.  The  press,  influ- 
enced by  theOovemraent,  and  by  those  who 
governed  the  Government  —  heaped  on 
their  conduct  the  vilest  taunts  and  insults ; 


felt  it  necessary  to  intimate  to  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  if 
rach  a  line  of  conduct  was  continued,  the 
advantazes  likely  to  arise  from  the  devoted- 
ness  of  the  Orangemen  to  their  Sovereign's 
will  would  be  set  aside.  The  noble  Lord 
tuaied  tbem  tbat  he  would  employ  his 
■Dflaence  to  have  an  end  put  to  the  evil 
coroplaroed  of.  He  did  not  donbt  tbat 
the  noble  Lord  had  performed  his 
promise  ;  for  in  a  few  days  a  change  took 

Elace  in  the  tone  of  the  press.  Bat  the 
ilirastion  that  tbe  presi  received  was 
^tren  ia  lutginage  of  taoot  and  maiilt^ 
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tbat  it  was  moch  better  that  nothing  should 
be  said  as  to  the  course  which  had  been 
pursued  by  the  Orange  body.  The  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Home  Department, 
in  introducing  his  measure  on  Municipal 
Reform  in  Ireland,  had  complimented  the 
Irish  Members  belonging  to  the  Orange 
association  on  their  ready  compliance  with 
the  desire  expressed  by  tne  King.  What 
course,  he  would  ask,  did  the  Government 
pursue  to  mark  their  sense  of  that 
conduct  ?  They  allowed  the  press  to  urge 
the  advantages  likely  to  arise  from  the 
establishment  of  the  association  projected 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny,  on 
the  excitable  minds  of  the  Irish  people. 
The  Government  had  been  so  over-scrupu- 
lous in  their  impartiality  that  they 
would  not  permit  any  Orangeman  (before 
the  dissolution  of  that  body)  to  hold 
any  situation  in  Ireland.  That  Association 
had  been  established  for  none  but  loyal 
purposes — indeed  their  fault,  if  any,  was 
an  over  attachment  to  their  king  and  the 
institutions  of  their  country,  and  the  con- 
nexion between  the  two  countries ;  and  it 
for  their  unswerving  loyalty  and  their 
firm  adhesion  to  that  connexion,  that  they 
had  been  exposed  to  all  the  vituperation 
which  had  so  foullv  assailed  them.  He 
perfectly  well  recollected  that  overtures 
were  made  some  years  ego  to  the  various 
Orange  institutions  to  prevail  on  them  to 
join  the  movement,  to  bring  about  a  repeal 
of  the  Union  ;  and  it  was  tbeir  refusal  to 
join  in  snch  an  attempt  that  had  brongbt 
down  upon  them  all  this  obloqny.  Now, 
what  had  been  the  conduct  of  the  govern- 
ment of  Lord  Mulgrave  to  that  body  ?  His 
noble  Friend,  the  Member  for  Fermanagh, 
had  been  recommended  to  the  Lord  Chsn- 
celtor  by  Lord  Headfort  (the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  the  county,)  for  the  commission 
of  the  peace  in  thecounty  of  Cavan.  The 
answer  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  was,  that 
he  could  not  be  appointed  unless  he  gave 
a  pledge  that  be  did  not,  or  would  ceasa 
to  belong  to  the  Orange  body.  Tljat 
might  be  all  very  right,  but  would  ths 
House  call  it  impartial  justice,  that  the 
Government  should  give  its  sanction,  and 
encouragement  to  an  institution  in  the  heart 
of  Ireland,  in  the  city  of  Dublin,  having 
2,300  and  odd  members,  including  600 
chaplains;  and  should  select  from  that 
association,  avowedly  formed  for  the  pur* 
pose  of  opposing  the  law  of  the  land, 
which  never  would  cease  till  tithes  wera 
abolished — till  short  parliaments,  twiTn* 
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Hi  luflragfl,  lb«  TOtfl  by  ballot,  werecita- 
bliihed,  ftod  the  legiitative  uaion  rep«alG(i. 
Hon.  Hetnbera  cried  no,  no,  he  said  yet, 
jn.  It  wu  an  undu^uiied  bet;  and 
wu  it  he,  repealed  inifiartial  juiticr, 
that  tbe  government  sbould  aelecl  con- 
atablei,  magistralef ,  reKi'ttering  barristeri : 
inj,  for  iti  confidential  sdvisen,  members 
or  this  association  pronounced  by  many 
able  lawyers  to  be  illegal?  He  atked, 
could  equal  justice  be  pretended  to  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  on  behalf  of  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  when  the  Orange- 
men of  that  country  hsving  dissolved  an 
association  to  which  they  were  ardently 
attached,  and  wtiich  they  had  found  of 
the  greatest  service  in  1798?  It  wat 
lecommendalion  to  any  public  office 
that  country  that  a  person  was  a  metnl 
of  the  General  Association  ;  while  Mr, 
I«rgh,  on  a  mere  suspicion,  and  as 
turned  oat,  a  false  suspicion  of.being 
Orangeman,  was  declared  ineligible  to  fill 
the  office  of  bigh  sheriff  for  the  county  of 
Wexford. — He  had  other  grounds  of  com' 
plaint  with  regard  to  that  county— hii 
Escellency  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  had  been 
pleased  to  honour  it  with  a  visit  at  the 
end  of  August,  or  the  beginning  of  Septem- 
ber, and  on  that  occasion  bad  been  pleased 
to  exercise  a  degree  of  unconstitutional 
clemency— liberating  twenty-five  prisoners 
from  the  gaol.  This  was  not  all.  An  in- 
dividual whose  chief  recommendation,  he 
believed,  was  that  he  was  a  zealoos  dis- 
ciple of  so-called  "peaceful  agitation,' 
bad  been  appointed  to  the  commission  of 
ibe  peace;  when  the  recent  application 
was  made  to  the  Lord-Lieotenant  of  the 
COtiDty  for  his  recommendation,  it  was 
refused— and  the  appointment  was  re- 
monstrated a^iost  on  the  ground  that 
tb«  indiridaal  was  not  in  that  station  in 
life  from  which  the  magistrates  of  the 
coDDty  should  be  selecle£  His  father,  a 
moat  respectable  man,  was  a  bleacher,  and 
he  bad  do  property  in  the  county  to 
qaalify  bis  son  for  the  office.  But  the  ap- 
poinUilenl  must  be  made,  and  it  was  made. 
That  individual  bad  made  himself  re- 
markable for  attending  those  meetings  by 
which  the  county  of  Sligo,  from  having 
been  six  months  ago,  the  most  peaceful 
and  tranquil,  bad  now  become  a  disturbed 
and  agitated  district.  "  Pacificators"  bad 
bean  sent  down,  death's  head  and  cross- 
bones  were  recommended  to  be  placed  at 
tbs  doors  of  refrastory  electors.  He 
WooM  call  the  otteatioa  fff  tba  H*™  •"  * 
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SBSsagehe  hid  seen  aitribvted  to  Uiekon. 
lember  for  Mayo(Mr.  Dillon  KxnriM)  in 
a  liberal   paper,    called  the    CAsMapMm, 
published  in  Sligo,  and  the  eomc^n^mm  of 
which    that    hon.    Gentleman    had     not 
denied,  when    he  (Colonel  PereevAl)  had 
shewn  it  to  him>     It  waa  this:-~"  Mr.  D. 
Browne  said  he  wootd  adopt  Mr.    O'OoA- 
nell'i  advice  of  placing  deaths'  hecids  ood 
cross-bones  at  the  doors  of  such  peft|rie  as 
refuted  to  register ;  and  he  further  added, 
if  they  ware  visited  wuh  greater  aniclioDt, 
let  tliem  bear  with  them.     He  concluded 
with  a  vote  of  thanks  to  O'ConnssIl  atid 
Lord  Mulgrave.     But  with  regard  (o  the 
appointment  which  he  had  alluded  to— «f 
Mr.  Kelly— be  had  to  Observe,  that  that 
gentleman  had  most  effedtuallj  agitaMd 
since  he  had  been  called  to  the  commisaioa 
of  the  peace,  and  a  role  ntri  bad    lately 
been  obtained  agninst  him  for  ritnperatnv 
language    towards  the  assistant   barrister 
while  in  the  discharge  of  his  oiSeral  daties. 
Much  credit  had  been  given  to  the  tats 
Attorney- General,  the  present  Master  of 
the  Rolls  in  Ireland,  for  his  impanialit/ 
and  firmness.     Now,  a  plausible  meaaora 
had  been  introduced  into  that  Honte  by 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman,  by  which,  utKler 
the  pretence  of  avoiding  suspicion,  it  wat 
provided  that  the  assistant  banister  sbould 
not  preside  in  counties  within  the  cimila 
on  which   they    professionally  pTsclMd; 
and  this  plausible  arrangement  wes  taken 
advantage  of  for  the  purpose  of  removing 
Mr.  Robinson   from  Carlowj  and  patting 
the  liberal  barrister,  Mr,  Moody,  in  hii 
place.     But   he   being  found    not   qatte 
sharp  enough  in  doing  the  work  intended 
for  him — Mr.  Hudson  had  been  appmnted 
in  hisatead.     Another  measure  Gonflnning 
a  degree  of  patronage  not  unpalatable  (o 
the  government  which  had  been  iDggettod 
by  the  present  Master  of  the  HoUs,  Mr. 
O'Logblen,  was  the  appointment  of  thirty- 
two  crown    prosecutors  for  the  sesiioBt, 
being  one  for  each  eounty.    A  gantlemsa 
named   O'Hara  had  been  appointed  for 
Sligo,  ttbo  during  ifaa  late  regiatriH,  took 
a  very    prominent   part  in    fbrcing  ibe 
people  to  the  sessions ;  and,  ho  belieiVd, 
in  many  other  connties  the  crotto  pme* 
cutors  were  to  be  fonnd  similarW  ocoipied. 
Mr.  O'Hara  was  the  acknowledged  agsal 
of  that  party  vrhiofa  coerced  anfenuaals 
and  reluctant  tenants  to  come  forward  md 
register ;  and  he  had  himself  seen  rtmiI 
placards  which  had  been  taken  fnuB  Van 
doon  of  tenanto,  wuninf  tbnb,  Unt  U 
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tbt;  Hd  nu  regiiMi  tbey  tnliht  pr^re 
tbaic  Mfflm.  H«  bkd  Man  witnasiea  cDm-  ; 
jog  Upon  tba  labia  to  regiiler,  who  stated  : 
tbftt  tbay  had  b«eii  forced  b;  thaprieatsto  | 
oeoiG  on  llw  table,  but  that  thej  would  not  ' 
*■  hurt  their  aoula"  by  iwearing  to  the  ; 
quklifioation.  Ha  had  alto  Trtquetitly  i 
Map  the  prieils  pronipling  and  tnaking  I 
■igiii  td  the  claimaDtt  and  witneiaea  *hen 
uudar  exam i nation  on  oath — conduct 
wbich,  uhan  taxed  wiih  in  open  court, 
Ihaj  relUotanllir  ahd  wiih  ehame  admiUed. 
TbcM  factt  he  would  prove  before  a  Corn' 
mitlM  it'sranted.  Ha  had  atated  enough 
l«  show  that  the  Iriah  gorernment  were 
dot  Krupuloui  about  amiciting  to  fill  the 
moat  important  public  offices,  tlie  memberi 
of  an  asaociation  which  the  King's  Prime 
Miniitet  bad  unequivocally  condemned. 
He  believed  the  people  of  Ireland,  if  their 
opinion)  could  be  fairly  and  without  Inti' 
midation  eipreaaed  would  be  found  un- 
favourable to  thU  Bill,  He  had  himielf 
last  Seesion  presented  a  petition  againilit 
from  the  county  he  bad  the  honour  to 
npreient,  though  eorae  of  the  pariirs  sign- 
ing it  had,  aflef  an  intimation  from  cer- 
tain quarlera  signed  a  couoterpelilion.  He 
ahauld  conscientioualy  vote  for  the  motion 
of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire,  and  he  humbly  entreated  of 
the  noble  Lord  oppotile  to  grant  a  Com- 
mittee 10  enable  them  to  prove  the  leveral 
allagationt  which  had  bean  made  by  the 
hofl.  Members  for  Dublin,  Bandon,  and 
fllhari,  against  the  Irish  governmebt. 

Mr.  DiUmt  Browne  begged  to  explain. 
Ha  should  not  have  intruded  himself  upon 
the  notice  of  the  House  but  for  the  remark 
which  had  fallen  from  thehon.and  gallant 
MemberforSligo,  whohad  certainly  quoted 
th«  words  whieh  he  had  used  on  the 
Moaiion  to  which  be  had  referred ;  but 
the  gallant  OQioer  had  mistaken  the  ap- 
plicBtioa  of  them.  He  had  applied  tlie 
words  in  spaakiag  of  thole  persons  who 
would  receive  a  bribe.  He  had  said  (hat 
if  any  individual  could  be  baae  enough  to 
receive  a  bribe,  it  would  not  be  too  great 
a  puDishOisDt  to  such  a  person  to  have 
eroii-bottti  and  a  death's  head  marked  on 
bis  doora>  He  thought  this  was  a  lufBci- 
Wt  explaaaiioa  of  the  matter.  He  could 
HodentaDd,  however,  the  feeling  under 
Wbiob  the  tharge  had  bean  made ;  be  knew 
the  alight  leaure  dn  whieb  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  held  hia  seat  for  Sligo; 
and  h«  waa  pioud  to  say,  that  the  position 
in  vtiidi  tbfl  gallui  Officer  itood   wu 
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mainly  owing  to  hli  humble  exertional  Of 
Mr.  O'Hara,  to  whom  allusion  had  been 
made,  he  must  say  he  had  known  that 
gentleman  all  bis  life.  He  had  ever  known 
Mr.  O'Hara  to  be  a  most  inlelligent  mant 
and  be  was  confident  that  in  any  act  of  hia 
be  had  not  conducted  himselfin  amanner 
ineotisistcnt  with  bis  public  duty. 

Viscount  Howick  said^  ha  felt  that 
he  should  act  more  in  conformity  with 
the  genetal  wish  of  the  House  than  with 
the  praciice  of  tom«  hon.  Memberi, 
in  not  following  ibe  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  opposite  with  respect  to  tha 
questions  which  he  bad  again  brought  on 
ihe  stage,  and  which  be  was  totally  without 
the  means  of  discussing.  And  even  U 
regarded  the  general  sut^ect  berore  ue-^ 
the  question  of  whether  municipal  corporA> 
lions  should  be  established  in  Ireland  ot 
not  (it  having  already  in  the  t»]urse  of  Lhia 
and  the  preceding  Session  been  so  fully 
discussed)— the  hon,  and  learned  Member 
for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Charles  BuUer)  in  tbd 
able  and  eloquent  speech  in  wbicb  ha 
delighted  the  House  had  lo  completely,  in 
his  opinion,  establiibed  the  principle  on 
which  tlie  utility  of  such  corporation! 
rested,  and  the  peculiar  application  of 
those  principles  to  society-^he  had  so  com^ 
pletely  established  these  facta,  whilst  oh 
the  other  side  of  the  House  there  bad  been 
such  an  absence  of  all  attempt  to  reply  to 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oenlleman,  that  he  held  it  to  be  qult« 
unnecessary  for  him  needlessly  to  prolong 
the  debate  by  going  into  a  discussion  of  the 
general  question.  He  deemed,  it  therefort, 
wiser  to  conGne  himaelf  to  this  one  point-.^ 
a  point  wbicb  had  given  to  this  debate  a 
new  and  deeper  importanca  than  it  before 
possessed  ;  he  meant  the  grounds  which 
had  been  put  forward  for  rejecting  the  Bill 
on  the  other  side,  in  conaaquence  of  its 
being  assumed  that  its  adoption  would 
causa  increased  danger  to  the  Establisbad 
Church  of  Ireland.  He  would  not  inquina 
why  it  was,  that  during  the  last  Session 
this  argument  was  not  put  forward  t  bo 
would  not  stop  to  ask  why  it  bad  happen- 
ed that,  except  in  the  speech  of  tlie  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Memberfor  Cumberland 
(Sir  James  Qraham),  be  did  not  recollect 
any  stress  or  weight  having  been  laid  upon 
that  argument.  Was  there  a  wish  on  the 
part  of  those  who  held  these  opinions  to 
excite  religious  dissensions,  and  to  create 
religious  prejudices  in  England,  Scotland, 
anil  Inland,  in  the  anticipatioaof  thq  «reBt 


,,Google 


817 '        Mu»k^Ml(hrp<traliom         {Fsb. 

tha  Ett^Mied  Charch  in  Iretaod  or  not. 
If  it.wu,  let  bint  nk  hon  was  the  danger 
to  die  Eatablbbment  to  triie?  They  did 
not  ftppreboid  a  display  of  actual  force — 
tli«7  did  not  Buppoie  that  the  town  coun- 
oib- would  take  up  arms  and  resist  the 
Clwtch  ?  No ;  bflt  they  trere  afraid  that, 
inaamvch  as  the  mnnicipal  councils  would 
bare  the  power  of  discuutoii,  of  petition- 
ing the  Parliament,  where,  as  representing 
the  wishes  and  feelings  of  the  great  body 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  towos  they  would 
wield  a  moral  force,  that  force  would  be 
added  to  their  enmity  to  ihe  Established 
Church.  Did  those  Gentlemen  who  used 
th«  M^ument  to  which  he  referred  consider 
what  it  was  that  they  really  asaumed  ?  Did 
they  mean  to  tell  nim  that  the  Church 
Establishment  of  Ireland  was  so  obnoxious 
to  the  whole  population  of  Ireland,  that  it 
was  so  hated  and  detested  by  the  great 
body  of  the  people,  that  any  increase  of 
their  political  power,  or  any  means  which 
roiglit  be  afforded  them  of  increasing  that 
political  power,  would  contribute  to  the 
fall  of  the  Established  Church?  He  con. 
feased  if  that  was  what  was  meant  to  be 
asserted  by  the  etrong  friends  of  the  Es. 
tablisbed  Church,  it  was,  from  those  who 
profess  to  support  it,  the  most  inconsistent 
argument  he  ever  heard  made  use  of.  But 
what  would  be  the  effect  of  a  denial  of  this 
Bill  7  Was  it  possible  that  it  wo  Id  not 
be  what  was  last  night  hinted  at  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  ?  Would  it 
not  be  felt  by  the  people  of  Ireland  that 
the  Church  Establishment  was  the  great 
obstacle  to  the  attainment  of  their  civil 
rights  7  And  if  that  feeling  be  created, 
with  a  political  power  alluded  to,  did  they 
think  they  would  have  improved  their  po- 
siUon  by  the  refusal  to  grant  them  Muni- 
G^)al  dM-porations  ?  But,  Sir,  there  was 
one  ground  upon  which  he  could  under- 
stand  the  character  of  this  aignment. 
Perhaps  there  might  be  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  who  meant  to  put  forward 
this  position— that  if  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land were  ever  so  odious,  if  the  feelings  of 
the  people  were  against  the  Church,  and 
our  authority  as  hostile  as  it  might  be, 
they  were,  nevertheless,  still  determined  to 
maintain  both  by  means  of  their  superior 
power  I  If  tills,  he  said,  be  their  position 
— if  ihey  meant  to  say  that  they  knew  the 
Church  of  Ireland  was  odious,  that  for  the 
sake,  nevertheless,  of  maintaining  that 
Chnrch,  and  on  account  of  it,  tliey  refused 
10  giant  Mosicipal  Corporations,  and  thus 
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defeat  that  system  of  Government  wbioh 
they  necessarily  produced,  their  power  in 
Ireland  would  be  maintained  by  force  of 
arms — he  then  might  nnderstand  their  ar> 
gument.  Then,  indeed,  he  should  say  they 
acted  consistently  by  striking  out  all  those 
classes  that  gave  civil  privileges  to  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland;  he  said  that  they  were 
right  to  legislate  as  they  would  for  aliens, 
anxious  to  shake  off  the  yoke.  But  before 
they  came  to  this  question  of  policy,  let 
them  consider  all  it  involved  and  implied. 
Remember  they  would  hare  not  the  volun- 
tary, but  Ihe  forced,  obedience  of  the  peo- 
ple, if  you  rest  your  Government  npon 
coercion  and  not  upon  the  affections  of  the 
people.  They  must  carry  out  a  principe 
to  the  greatest  extent.  What,  then,  have 
they  todo  ?  Had  they  not  recommenced  the 
very  struggle  they  had  in  the  case  of  Ca- 
tholic Emancipation  ?  Yes,  the  very  pagei 
might  be  transferred  from  The  Dd>atet  of 
1839.  He  could  quote  from  that  work 
the  very  sentiments  which  were  then  utter« 
ed  by  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  If,  then,  he  said,  this  were  the 
same  stru^le,  let  them  look  back  lo  the 
period  he  referred  to,  because  it  afforded 
a  most  instructive  lesson  to  them.  He 
would  go  back  no  further  than  the  year 
1825,  when  it  would  be  remembered,  that 
a  Bill  for  emancipating  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics was  passed  by  this  House  and  sent  np 
to  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  where, 
unfortunately,  it  was  defeated  by  a  con- 
siderable majority,  led  on  by  those  who 
were  then  the  colleagues  in  office  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (SrrR.  Peel)  opposite. 
Two  years  afterwards,  in  1 827,  a  new  Par- 
liament was  assembled,  and  then,  for  the 
last  time,  this  House  divided  by  a  bare  ma- 
jority against  Catholic  Emancipation.  In 
ihefollowing  year  the  decision  of  the  House 
was  reversed  ;  but,  again,  a  majority  of 
the  other  House,  acting,  as  he  before  said, 
with  those  immediately  connected  in  ofHce 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel), 
stopped  the  progress  of  improvement  and 
defeated  the  measure.  In  the  following 
year,  within  only  two  years  of  the  time 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  separated 
himself  from  the  Government  of  Mr.  Can- 
ning, lest  his  assnmption  of  the  lead  in 
that  Government  should  give  some  remote 
assistance  to  the  advancement  of  Catholic 
Emancipation — within  two  years  from  that 
time  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  compelled 
himself  to  come  forward,  to  confess  that 
bis  ptevioiu  policy  bad  been  nrong'-tiuit 
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hit  fotfMt  oppottdtiii  bad  bMit  anferta- 
Mt»— tad  to  can  HpM  ibia  Houm  ta  p«M 
•  mtantt  ot  &MH1I  Oalbolie  Enascipa- 
llwl  VmiriiHiag  u  b«  wt*  to  detain  iIm 
HiMW,  b«  coakl  not  forbtUT  racding  ■  faw 
HsM  rroa  on*  parlkalar  paiuga  of  the 
•fMtcb  mada  br  tbe  rifht  boa.  Daronat 
■poo  thai  occaiion,  in  which  he  it&lMl  hii 
icaaOM  for  proposing  a  mauara  of  Ca- 
Ibolie  Emancipation.  The  right  hon. 
BaroDct  Ob  that  occ«>ion  wai  arftning  on 
pttdMl;  tbe  MUM  quettion  ei  that  which 
be  maintaiaed  wai  now  before  them ; 
mmety,  "Coald  they  or  Could  the;  not  carry 
00  tbe  Ovrarament  of  Ireland  by  a  lyRtem 
Df  coercion?  Coold  they  or  could  they 
■ot  go  on  permanently  reuiting  that  which 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  detarmiaed  to 
obtain  r  And  theie  were  the  wordi  uted 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet: — "He  aaid 
they  would  then  be  commencing  a  Govem- 
ment  with  nearly  the  whole  constituent 
and  rapreaentative  body  ageiott  them,  and 
it  woDld  be  practically  impotsible  to  con- 
dttct  tbe  internal  Qovemment  of  Ireland. 
Separated  aa  that  country  neceaearily  waa 
from  England,  it  would  be  impoiaibia  to 
tarry  on  an  internal  OoTcmment  in  op- 
poiition  to  the  feelings  of  the  representa- 
Ilve  and  conalitceot  bodies.  There  would 
be  a  moral  induence  opposed  to  them 
which  would  render  it  hopeless  to  con> 
duct  the  business  of  Oovernment."— 
Let  him  ask,  would  that  difficulty  be  di- 
minished now?  An  hon.  Member,  who 
last  night  sat  immediataly  behind  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  told  them  aiaiinctly  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  were  daily  increasing  in 
wealth  and  influence,  and  that  in  a  very 
short  space  of  time  they  would  hare  seventy 
or  eighty  representatives  in  tbe  House. 
Those  representaiivel  would  be  arrayed 
against  llie  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite! 
because,  let  the  right  hOn.  Baronet  re- 
member, that  this  question  of  Municipal 
Reform,  which  originally  only  interested 
the  cities  and  towns  of  Ireland,  bad  been, 
in  consequence  of  the  coorae  taken  by  the 
Opposition,  a  question  deeply  interealing 
to  the  feelings  of  every  Roman  Caiholic. 
Hii  noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley)  stated 
last  night  distinctly,  "  it  was  became  they 
wer«  Roman  Catholics — it  was  not  beoause 
thay  ware  Irishmen,  but  beoause  they  were 
Roman  Catholics,  and  because  being 
Roman  Catholics  they  would  be  opposed 
to  Iha  Established  Churcb,  that  he  refused 
to  grant  them  the  privileges  proposed  in 
thilBiU."    Why,  tbna  were  preewil;  the 


groonds  eo  «hkh,  ^  aft  tnany  ytut,  t 
measure  of  Roman  Catholic  Eiasadpatt 
was  misted ;  and  be  told  tbea  tkat  t 
difficulties  with  which  they  iroald  have 
contend  in  resistiag  this  mtasore,  woi 
b«  of  precisely  the  same  characttrsa  th4 
with  which  ihay  had  to  contend  en  t 
question  of  Catholio  EmanciM^on,  i 
by  which  they  were  ultimaiuy  deftat 
But  be  coDtinuad  his  qnotaiion  fron 
speech  of  the  tight  boo.  Baronet  ia  18: 
TUe  right  boo.  Baronet  went  on  to  at 
"Again,  then,  he  naked.  Sir,  what  i 
to  be  the  remedy  ?  Was  It  to  letr 
onr  steps  ?  He  would  warn  them  tl 
Bnding  iha  powers  they  had  already  c 
ferred  so  great  that  they  could  no  Ion 
straggle  with  them,  they  should  ba  canti 
howtbey  struggled  with  them  1  they  she 
be  cautious  how  they  trifled  with  them 
encoantared  a  collision  which  might 
danger  the  welfare  of  lb«  State;  foi 
firmly  believed,  that  the  commencen: 
of  a  system  recalling  civil  privilegea 
ready  Iwstowed,  wiiiioul  an  attemp 
settle  the  question,  and  a  declara 
that  nothing  was  to  be  conceded,  wi 
be  attended  with  consequencea  Uie  t 
disastrous.  It  would  cause  a  re-ac 
which  would  of  necessity  lead  to  a  sii 
gis;  and  that  struggle,  if  puraued 
its  legitimate  consequences,  would  i 
in  a  result  little  short  of  tfaa  re-ea 
nient  of  the  pensl  laws.  But,  Sir,  cc 
the  penal  Inwa  be  applied  to  Irel 
as  it  at  present  existed  ?  Refleetopoi 
difficulties  that  woold  attend  autdi  a 
ject.  Could  ihey  force  back  the  gieat  I 
that  they  had  let  loose  by  lifting  the 
from  the  vessel,  and  inclose  bun  : 
within  his  narrow  limits  1  Lool 
therefore,  to  the  different  conaidera 
which  bora  upon  the  anbjoct,  he  a 
ask  the  most  determined  aneinj  to 
cession,  in  what  mode  th«  int 
government  of  Ireland  waa  to  be 
ducted?"  This  waa  the  opinion  ol 
right  hon.  Baronet  in  1889.  Woal. 
difficulty  of  carrying  on  the  Oomwl 
in  Ireland,  opon  the  principle  tlAt  Ci 
lies,  as  Calholica,  ought  to  bo  • 
the  advantages  which  were  to  baMHd 
to  England,  be  lets  now  than  dity  ' 
in  1829?  Ha  admitted  the  nai  ^ 
of   it  i    far    was   ha    from 


society.  But  what,  ba  asked  tha  i  |a 
Baronet,  wutfav;  w««Ut  bo  fiMtf  r 
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AiMeiUioa  )«n  foroiidable  than  thai  to 
iriileh  Im  jrieldsd  in  1 839  f  Waa  it  eattsr 
m*  to  dahtid  Iheir  grouud  when  Ihay  had 
gitan  upavtrj  commaading  position  that 
tbay  tben  ocoapiad  7  when  all  the  aids  to 
raailtatica  the*  than  poMessed  had  lince 
baen  completely  abandoned  T  When  they 
IikI  given  luch  an  exlenait e  political  power 
to  the  Roman  Catholica  of  Ireland,  naa 
tben  any  tafety,  nay,  was  there  anythi 
but  the  ifreateat  madness  in  abruptly 
pniing  and  refuiing  to  go  further  7  in 
the  year  1836,  Mr.  Canning  said,  and 
althoagh  ha  had  not  then  the  hohour  of  a 
teat  in  Parliament,  he  happened  to  be  pre- 
■ant  on  the  occalion,  and  had  the  pleaiurf 
of  bearing  him,  and  hil  words  made  a 
great  impression  on  liis  mind— Mr.  Can* 
ning  said,  speaking  of  the  former  system 
of  Government,  "  The  rack  was  a  horrible 
angine,  but  a  beautiful  piece  of  mecbaniiim 
-wao  the  penal  laws  were  dreadful,  but 
■dmirably  adapted  to  the  purpose  for 
whieb  tbey  were  originally  intend^ ;"  and 
fad  went  on  to  ahow,  (hat  by  trampling 
down  and  bmtaliatog  the  whole  people  of 
Inland,  tbey  might  chance  to  carry  on  the 
Oorerament  for  a  time,  but  that  the  very 
firal  concession  that  was  made  would  carry 
with  it,  of  necesaitT,  all  those  othar  eon- 
ceiaioni  which  had  since  gradually  fol- 
lowed. Unfortunately  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  not  lake  the  warning 
wbicb  Ht.  Canning  then  gars  him.  A 
few  ereniiiga  ago,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
felt  it  necessary  to  enter  into  a  defence  of 
his  change  of  opinion  upon  the  subject  of 
Catholic  Emancipation  in  1S39.  But  he 
was  sure  that  those  by  whom  he  was  then 
aost  GondemDed,  could  now  hardly  resist 
ibe  conviction,  that  in  1839  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  acted  in  the  manner  that  best 
braame  bim.  He  made,  by  brbving  the 
obloquy  tben  heaped  upon  bim,  by  having 
the  courlige  to  Temain  in  office  and  assist 
in  exirtceting  the  country  from  the  diffi- 
culiies  into  which  he  himselr  had  brought 
it,  iha  best  amends  in  his  power  for  the 
fatal  ertors  of  his  former  politicBl  career. 
But  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  were  right  in 
18S9,  be  asked  him  was  be  right  in  1825 
and  1 827  ?  Ha  imputed  no  motives  to  him 
for  bis  change  of  opinion  in  1839.  He  was 
eonvinoed  that  he  was  sincerely  anxious  to 
do  that  which  was  best.  It  was  reserved 
ibr  acme  of  (hose  who  bad  how  joined  his 
nuke,  to  impute  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
tatiwortbT  motivea  for  bii  cotidact>  Ha  did 
Mt  «lkd«  to  the  rigbt  ban,  Buvaet,  tha 


Membar  for  Cumberland,  but  to  aome  0^ 
the  Bpeechca  made  in  1829,  by  soma  o' 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  tlnce  taken 
their  seals  on  the  same  side  of  the  Uousa 
with  the  right  hon>  Baronet,  fiut acquitting 
(he  right  lion-  Baronet  of  anything  but  the 
most  conscientious  motives  in  hisconductt 
he  would  put  it  to  himself,  whether  he  was 
not  afflicted  in  the  years  1825  and  1837, 
most  fatally  for  his  country  and  most  un- 
fortunately for  his  charaoter  as  a  prudent 
and  sagBOiousatalesman,  with  a  most  extra- 
ordinary blifldness  7  Did  not  Mr.  Canning, 
did  not  Lord  Plunkett,  and  many  otbar 
distinguished  persons,  the  associates  in 
offica  of  the  tight  hoo.  Baronet,  descrilw 
to  bim,  in  language  which  might  now  b« 
quoted  sa  a  correct  historical  descriptiou 
of  the  course  of  events,  although  it  was 
then  used  only  prophetically — did  tbey 
Dot  point  out  iu  language  exactly  conforn- 
able  to  subsequent  occurrences,  the  cer- 
tain and  obvious  tendency  of  the  course 
he  was  pursuing,  Did  they  not  repeat- 
edly call  upon  him  to  say,  whether  be 
could  permanently  maintain  the  line  of 
policy  be  had  adopted  ?  Did  they  not 
repeatedly  ask,  whether  it  was  possible  that 
the  exislmg  state  of  things  could  go  on 
from  year  to  year  without  at  least  coming 
to  a  fatal  result?  Aud  did  not  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  refuse  to  listen  to  their  warn- 
ing voices,  and  bbndly  persevere  in  hie 
mistaken  career,  until  at  length  the  fatal 
result  BO  long  predicted  actually  arrived, 
and  which,  he  was  afraid,  did  not  verify  the 
assertion  made  by  his  noble  Friend  last 
night,  that  they  would  "  refuse  to  clamour 
what  ihey  had  denied  to  justice."  The 
right  bon.  Baronet  in  1835  and  1827, 
made  use  of  very  much  the  same  language 
as  at  present  in  speaking  of  the  danger 
of  the  Assooiation  in  Ireland,  of  tbedan- 
r  to  the  Established  Church,  of  the 
ipossihility  of  placing  confidence  in 
giving  political  power  to  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics. And  why  was  it  that  he  at  last 
consented  to  give  them  power?  Was  it 
because  the  Association  bad  bean  lets 
ui^nt  in  its  demands,  or  leas  menacing 
attitude  ?  Was  It  because  the  ChurcE 
in  less  danger  ?  No ;  the  reasona 
were  those  sUted  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
himself,  that  the  meana  of  further  carry- 
ing on  the  struggle  had  altogether  failed 
him.  With  this  experience,  with  this  reason, 
with  this  dearly-pnrcbaaed  experience 
before  tbeaa,  would  they  again  commit  the 
nme  mittaka  1     Sb«uld  tbey  onoe  awn 
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commit  tbeiDselTes  to  a  sjitem  ofGovern- 
meat  to  which  tbe  great  bod j  of  the  Irish 
people  and  tbe  Iriih  repreMDiativei  were, 
ftod  would  be,  the  determined  opponents? 
Would  the  Imperial  Puliament  oace  more 
commit  itielf  in  a  struggle  of  that  kind  ? 
Was  the  right  hon.  Baronet  now  prepared 
to  face  those  self-same  dangers  which  in 
the  year  1829  he  most  wisely  shrunk  from 
encountering;  or  would  be  again  come 
down  to  the  House  and  advise  ui  to  retrace 
our  steps?  Having  denied  what  was  asked 
injustice,  would  he  tell  us  to  give  it  up  to 
ctamour,  when  the  power  opposed  to  them 
no  longer  thanks  you  for  the  concession, 
bat  boldly  tells  you  you  dare  not  refuse 
it?  He  asked  the  House,  whether  they 
were  prepared  to  risk  the  peace  of  the  coun- 
try, tne  existence  of  the  empire,  upon  so 
desperate  a  chance  as  this  ?  Would  they 
embark  in  this  career?  If  not,  he  said,  let 
them  lose  no  time  in  adopting  those  mea- 
sures of  conciliation  which  the  present 
circumstances  require,  and  which  experi- 
ence told  them  could  not  be  permanently 
resisted.  They  had  already,  fatally  in 
his  opinion,  lost  the  best  and  the  wisest 
occasion  for  conceding  with  grace.  They 
had  unhappily  been  prevented  from  giv- 
ing to  Ireland  the  same  privileges  that 
had  been  extended  to  England  and 
Scotland,  at  a  time  when  it  would  have 
been  considered  no  triumph  of  party,  at  a 
time  when  it  would  have  been  accepted 
by  the  Irish  people  as  a  free  and  voluntary 
gift  on  the  part  of  the  Imperial  Legislature. 
Already,  if  he  was  not  greatly  mistaken, 
the  effect  of  the  boon,  even  though  granted 
upon  the  instant,  would  be  infinitely  less 
than  if  it  had  been  yielded  in  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament.  With  all  their 
experience,  then,  of  the  fatal  effects  of  de- 
lay, would  they  again  be  guilty  of  the  error 
of  postponement,  and  throw  away,  perhaps 
for  ever,  the  only  chance  of  accomplishing 
a  satisfactory  adjustment  of  the  differences 
unhappily  existing  in  Ireland. 

Sir  Frtderkk  Pollock  bad  never  ad- 
dressed the  House  on  this  important 
question,  and  he  trnsted  he  should  be 
excused  if  he  stated,  as  shortly  as  he  could, 
the  gronnds  upon  which  be  meant  to  vote 
for  the  motion  of  his  noble  Friend,  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire.  Upon  the 
measure  before  the  House,  he  sincerely 
entertained  that  alarm  at  which  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  spoken  last  seemed  disposed 
to  ineer.  He  believed  that  the  Corpora- 
tlODS  proposed  to  bs  granted  to  Ireland, 


would  have  a  tendency  to  degrade  rettnon, 
and  he  thonght  it  much  safer  for  tbe  Pro- 
testant Church  that  the  amendment  of  his 
noble  Friend  should  be  agreed  to,  fhaD 
that  the  Bill  should  pass  into  a  law  in  its 

firesent  state.  An  hon.  Member  (he  be- 
ieved  the  Member  for  limerick)  had 
stated,  that  the  only  arguments  which  had 
been  adduced  from  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  were,  that  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions were  not  necessary,  and  might  be  la 
Ireland  mischievous.  But  even  those  were 
sufficient  to  JQstify  the  rejection  of  this 
Bill.  What  had  been  the  experience  of 
the  necessity  felt  in  this  country  for  Mu- 
nicipal Corporations  ?  The  House  would 
remember,  that  by  the  English  Municipal 
Act,  power  was  granted  to  his  Majesty  to 
give  Corporations  to  towns  on  the  petition 
of  the  inhabitants,  and  yet  so  little  neces- 
sity for  Corporations  was  thought  to  exist, 
by  the  parties  most  interested,  that  there 
had  not  been  a  single  such  application  for 
charters  since  the  passing  of  the  Act. 
With  regard  to  Ireland,  he  contended  ii  to 
be  obvious,  that  where  an  exclusive  system 
had  been  adopted  on  one  side,  the  proba- 
bility was,  that  an  exclusive  system  would 
be  adopted  by  the  other  side,  and  thus 
religious  differences  and  disputes  would 
be  exasperated.  His  view  of  the  question 
might  be  expressed  by  quoting  a  aio^e 
sentence  from  a  tetter  addressed  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
a  few  days  ago,  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundalk,  on  another  subject.  The  sen- 
tence was,  "  I  will  not  pull  down  one 
monopoly  to  build  another  on  its  mini." 
The  noble  Lord  who  had  spoken  last, 
had  said  that  the  argument  with  re- 
spect  to  danger  to  be  apprehended  to 
the  Protestant  Establishment  from  this 
measare  had  been  newly  raised  this  Ses- 
sion. Now,  be  thought  that  statement 
was  not  quite  correct,  for  he  well  remem- 
bered the  argument  was  raised  last  year 
by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire.  It  had  been  said,  that  these 
corporations  would  become  normal  schools 
for  peaceful  agitation.  From  such  peace- 
ful agitation  God  defend  the  nation !  He 
did  not  believe  that  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions were  so  much  desired  by  the  people 
of  Ireland  as  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
wished  to  represent ;  and,  hebelieved,  that 
many  of  the  large  towns  feared  both  tha 
expense  and  the  agitation  which  the 
introduction  of  those  corporations  would 
entail  upon  them.    Should  they  ever  bo 
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introdaced  into  that  country,  be  believed 
it  would  turn  out  that  their  effect  would 
be  to  create  the  very  feeling  which  (he 
noble  Lord  opposite  so  much  deprecated, 
and  to  five  that  feeUng  a  Torce  nhich  it 
nerer  before  possessed.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkeuny  had  pro- 
claimed, like  the  emtoent  philosopher  and 
mathematician  ArchimedeB,  Sat  vov  trm 
■Mirqi  ywr  Hww;  the  ««■>  cttw  was  to  be 
the  institution  of  Municipal  Corporations 
as  schools  of  agitation,  and  nith  these 
he  was  to  shake  the  foundations  of  the 
Church  which  the  Association  had  avowed 
it  would  destroy.  He  had  the  greatest 
respect  for  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  he 
mnst  protest  against  the  doctrine,  that  be- 
cause some  hoQ.  Gentlemen  objected  to 
the  establishment  of  Muuicrpal  Corpora- 
tions on  the  plan  proposed  by  other  hon. 
Gentlemen,  that  therefore  any  insult  or 
disrespect  was  intended  or  offered  to  the 
Irish  people.  All  that  his  noble  Friend 
had  proposed  was,  that  the  towns  of  Ire- 
land should  be  goveined  in  the  same  way 
as  Lambeth,  or  Westmiuster,  or  Maryte. 
bone,  or  Manchester,  or  Birmingham  was, 
and  Uiat  could  be  no  insult  to  the  Irish 
people  since  it  was  already  the  case  on 
this  side  of  the  channel.  Whatever  ad- 
vantages hon.  Gentlemen  might  anticipate 
from  the  proposed  new  corporations,  he 
hoped  the  providence  of  God  would  pro- 
tect them  from  ever  coming  to  that  point, 
when  tbey  might  be  compelled  to  think 
whether  even  those  advantages  had  not 
been  purchased  at  too  dear  a  price. 

Mr.  Roelmck :  I  am  happy  to  rise  after 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  spoken 
more  imraediately  to  the  question  before 
the  House.  There  is  something  very  dif- 
6cult  to  grapple  with  in  the  sort  of  argu- 
ments which  were  yesterday  used,  which 
were  drawn  from  isolated  cases,  not  with 
reference  to  the  general  question  of  Mu- 
nicipal Corporations  for  Ireland,  but 
regarding  only  certain  proceedings  re- 
-ipectineMr.  CassidyorMr.  Fogarty.  t  be- 
lieve that  we  have  here  met  to  deter- 
mine whether  the  population  of  Ireland 
should  have  a  municipal  system  for  the 
gOTernment  of  their  own  internal  afiairs, 
without  rendering  it  necessary  to  dwell  on 
the  proceedings  of  certain  Orange  Lodges, 
or  on  the  registration  of  SHgo,  or  any 
petty  grievance  aa  to  the  executive  Go- 
vemment  in  Ireland.  Supposing  that  the 
Executive  Government  of  Ireland  ia  un- 
woiUty  of  the  confidence  of  the  House,  i 
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that  an  argument,  or  would  it  operate  aa 
a  sufficient  reason  with  the  Representa- 
tivea  of  England  and  Scotland  to  refuse 
to  the  people  of  Ireland  the  means  of  ob- 
taining a  system  of  self-government  which 
is  found  so  efficient  in  its  operation  in 
England  and  Scotland?  My  object,  at 
present,  Is  to  state  as  briefly  and  clearly 
as  1  am  able  the  grounds  of  my  assent  to 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  and,  if 
possible,  to  answer  some  of  the  objections 
which  I  have  heard  urged  to  the  policy  as 
well  as  justice  of  the  measure  contemplated 
by  his  Majesty's  Government.  It  has 
been  admitted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  Member  for  Tamwotth,  that 
there  ia  a  strong  prima /acie  case  in  favour 
of  this  Bill,  and  he  has  acknowledged 
that  on  those  who  oppose  it  devolves  the 
necessity  of  proving,  by  special  reasona 
and  peculiar  circumstances,  the  wisdom  of 
denying  to  the  Irish  people  those  rights 
which  by  this  Bill  we  seeV  to  confer  on 
them;  and  my  immediate  purpose  is  to 
show  how  feeble  to  this  end  are  the  cir- 
cumstances stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, how  inconclusive  is  the  argument- 
ation by  which  he  has  attempted  to  sup- 
port his  proposition.  Before  I  proceed, 
however,  to  this  attempt  at  refutation,  it 
is  necessary  for  me  to  learn  why  it  is  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  thinks  that  there  ia 
ajirttna/actecBseinfavourof  the  measure 
by  which  we  propose  to  confer  municipal 
rights  on  the  people  of  Ireland.  It  seema, 
aa  far  as  1  am  able  to  ascertain  the  opinion 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  he  believes, 
that  as  Ireland  and  England  are  now  one 
nation,  and  under  one  ^vemment,  and  as 
we  have  seen  reason  to  give  to  the  people  of 
England  municipal  governments,  that 
there  is  a  presumption  at  once  in  favour 
of  extending  the  same  measure  to  Ireland. 
I  desire,  however,  to  go  one  step  farther 
into  this  inquiry.  I  wish  to  know,  why  it 
is  thought  necessary  to  confer  these  rights 
on  the  people  of  England,  for  when  we 
have  clearly  ascertained  the  nature  of  the 
necessity  for  creating  municipalities  in 
England,  we  shall  be  better  prepared  to 
determine  whether  there  be  any  difference 
in  the  two  cases  of  England  and  Ireland, 
and  whether  the  necessity  which  is  so 
potent  in  our  case  exists  in  Ireland,  and 
whether  there  be  anything  in  the  peculiar 
condition  of  the  tatter  country  to  counter- 
balance the  need  which  is  found  to  be 
similar  in  both  countries.  Now,  I  suppose 
it  will  be  allowed  (hat  the  ptincifde  on 
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Sadi  if  the  view  we  have  taken 
with  regard  to  the  people  of  Englaitd  and 
Scotland,  and  nch,  at  firat  s^t,  every 
oae  mosi  allow  we  aboold  oaianlly  take 
with  regard  to  the  people  of  IrelaBd.  In 
Ireland,  a*  in  Eagiai>d,  evefy  man  ba* 
peraoaal,  has  local,  has  oatioBat  interetts; 
and  at  the  6tU  glance,  we  sboold  be 
laclioed  to  believe  that  we  tboald  in  Ire- 
•  we  have  already  done  m  Englaiid 


I  (confining  myaelf  lo 
ine  aecona  ciaaa,  *ii.,  local  or  naDicipal 
rights)  it  is  nndeoiaUe  (hat  there  are  pre- 
cisely the  Mme  circa  rostances  of  a  local 
natnie  which  have  in  England  iodaccd  us 
to  great  municipal  rights  to  the  localities 
in  which  these  peculiar  neighboDrhood 
Intereaii  exist.  No  one  who  has  the 
slightest  knowledge  of  the  circomstaocea 
oat  of  which  municipal  gorernment  has 
ariien  will  deny  this.  The  neceaiity  is  in- 
hereol;  it  ariaci  the  moment  men  aaso- 
.  crate ;  and  the  matter  we  have  to  c 
is  this  :  why  we  should  travel  out  * 
«tdimry  ptth  of  goveranent  ia  tb 
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ihe  Bowc  of  CowmoM,  witboat  father 
argvBBMt,  to  refna  to  the  Irish  peofde 
Nunucip^  gorerwBeBL*  It  i*  endeat, 
that  ia  Ei^and  sad  Seottand  we  have 
ibaad,  that  for  the  goal  government  of 
the  coantry,  ihcM  mewrip'  govommenta 
were  needed — needed,  be  k  lemunbered, 
in  aMueqoeoce  of  dtcMnrtaaeci  coaanm 
to  Great  Britain,  and  tobeland,  Ibere- 
fore,  for  the  really  good  govenaent  of 
Ireland,  the  same  nachinnry  in  remote ; 
hut  it  seenu  there  is  aonething  in  balMd 
of  far  more  import  than  good  govarasMt, 
and  that  thing  thns  enlted,  above  all 
that  we  bare  hitberto  Uionght  of  pai^ 
mount  importance,  is  the  eziatenca  of  an 
exdnsire  monopoly  corporation,  called  the 
ProteaUnt  Church  bUbUahment  of  in- 
land. Before  I  proceed,  as  1  shall  difwdy 
do,  to  inquire  whether  this  eaUbUibneKt 
be  really  deserving  of  this  exalted  MaikM 
— whether  pravidii^  good  KoveroBcnt,  In 
short,  is  not  a  far  better  thng  than  mm~ 
tainiog  a  set  of  domineering  pricsu  in  idla- 
ncss — before  I  do  this,  I  wmud  ftrat  iaqniK 
into  theexaci  tralh  and  vaiottof^  aaaertioa 
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fttd  to  tbe  Gstablrabed  Choreh.  Now, 
what  was  and  U  intended  b;  this  st&te- 
tB«nt?  What  ti  its  precise  lignificalion  ? 
Dofts  it  mean  what  the  words  really  im- 

ETt— that  the  religion  of  the  Irish  Estab- 
bed  Gfaorch  would  be  in  danger;  or 
that  the  Church,  viz.,  the  congregations, 
would  come  to  bami  in  consequence  of 
good  rannicipal  institutions  ?  Suppose  we 
take  the  first  hypothesis — suppose  we 
imjuire  into  the  assertion,  that  religion 
would  be  in  daD|;er.  My  first  question 
is,  why  would  it  be  in  danger  ?  Religion 
being  in  danger,  in  this  case,  1  imagine  to 
mein,  that  the  Protestants  would  be  likely 
to  change  ibeir  religion — and  here,  then, 
comes  the  inquiry,  why  they  would  be 
more  likely  to  change  their  religion  under 
good  than  under  bad  or  indifferent  insli- 
tutions?  I  can  find  but  one  answer  (o 
this  question — the  clergy  would  be  nn* 
paid.  The  Corporations,  it  is  said,  would 
lead,  in  some  way  not  specified,  to  the 
non-payment,  in  any  shape,  by  the  stale 
of  the  Protestant  clergy— and  thereupon 
(thai  I  suppose  the  argument  runs)  the 
psraons  cease  to  preacn,  and  then  the 
people  cease  to  believe.  Now,  there  are 
some  strange  things  sa^sUd  by  this  train 
of  reasoning.  First,  it  is  assumed  that 
I^vtestant  parsons  will  not  preach  without 
■tate  pay.  Next  it  is  assumed,  that  Pro- 
testant congregations  will  lose  their  relt- 
rioD,  if  parsons  not  having  state  pay 
deaert  tbem :  and  thus  religion  is  made 
dependent  upon  monev,  and  nolhio|[  else. 
I  feel  ■  great  difficulty  in  assenting  to 
this  statement.  I  thought  that  Protestants 
were  accustomed  to  think  their  religion 
the  true  one ;  one  which  had,  io  its  time, 
been  opposed  to  a  powerful  state  church, 
and  had,  in  many  parts  of  the  world,  by 
its  own  inherent  truth,  conquered  its  op- 
ponents ;  but  here  we  see  the  professors 
of  this  religion,  which  is  said  to  be  based 
on  the  right  of  private  judgment,  and  self- 
supporting  tmth,  openly  avowing  that  Pro- 
testantism will  die  out,  if  not  fed  like  a 
Caper  by  the  state.  It  should,  moreover, 
recollected,  that  the  Catholic  religion 
has,  in  Ireland,  no  state  pay  ;  it  is,  never- 
theless, believed,  that  although  wholly 
volontarr  '"(^  unpaid,  it  will  be  too 
strong  for  Protestantism  if  they  are 
both  left  to  depend  upon  their  own 
unaided  strength  and  troth.  This  speaks 
not  well  for  the  fajtb  of  those  who  use 
the  argnment.  They  must  have  but  a  poor 
<^kni  of  the  force  of  the  troth,  or  they 
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must  beliflTO  tlut  they  ought  to  doabt 
their  own  faith.  But  it  may  be  aaid,  that 
I  am  not  putting  the  right  case — that  it 
is  not  the  religion  of  the  congregations 
that  is  in  danger,  but  the  congregations 
themselves.  Tlie  dread  is  not  that  the 
people  are  likely  to  lose  their  faith,  but 
that  ihev  wilt  lose  their  lives.  Now, 
really,  if  this  be  intended,  it  is  a  great 
pity  that  it  had  not  been  plainly  and 
openly  said  ;  and  what  is  it  that  is  said 
by  this — why,  that  if  you  allow  the  large 
majority  of  the  people  of  Ireland  to  regu* 
late  their  own  municipal  afTain,  the  first 
thing  they  will  proceed  to  effect  is  the 
murder  of*^  all  the  Protestants.  Can  any 
thing  be  so  wild,  so  outrageous,  so  tho- 
roughly contemptible,  as  such  an  argn* 
ment ;  because  ynu  allow  the  Irish  to  re* 
gulate  the  lighting,  watching,  and  paving, 
of  their  towns,  to  determine  how  the  rab- 
bish  shall  be  carried  away,  how  the  pick- 
pockets shell  be  guarded  against,  and  so 
on,  the  Catholics  will  incontinently  pro- 
ceed to  cnt  the  throats  of  the  Protestants. 
Such  and  no  other  is  the  argument  of  th« 
right  faon.  Gentleman,  if  this  hypothesis 
be  the  correct  one.  But  no,  it  may  ba 
said  that  you  have  again  misconceived 
the  argument.  What  is  meant  by  the 
Church  being  in  danger,  is,  that  par- 
sons will  not  be  paid — theChutch  Estab- 
lishment will  be  in  no  danger.  Again  I 
say,  if  this  be  the  real  meaning  of  the 
argument,  it  is  a  great  pity  that  it  was 
not  openly  and  precisely  stated,  fortbere 
is  much  undesirable  confusion  and  ambi- 
guity created  by  this  species  of  talk. 
When  you  cry  out  "  the  Church  is  in 
danger,  the  minds  of  the  people  torn  to 
the  religion  of  the  people,  they  fancy  that 
their  religion  is  in  danger — and,  as  rel^oB 
is  held  in  higlr  estimation,  the  alarm  at 
such  a  portentous  cry  is  proportionate 
to  the  interest  felt.  But  it  seems  it  is 
not  the  religion,  but  the  private,  and  per- 
sonal, and  pecuniary  interest  of  the  par- 
sons of  the  slate  Church.  I  may  here  be 
permitted  to  remark  that  the  Church,  in 
this  sense,  is  just  in  as  great  danger  as  it 
can  be — a  danger  not  to  be  increased  by 
any  change  in  the  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions of  Ireland.  The  majority  of  the 
people  at  this  moment  object  to  pay  the 
■tate  Church  parsons,  from  whom  they  de- 
rive no  spiritual  benefit.  The  question  is 
wholly  unconnected  with,  and  independent 
of,  the  question  of  Municipal  Oovem- 
ment:    deny  or  grant  the  reform  in  the 
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■~^dv«)tagei  vhich  we  allow  to  be  de- 
iWed  from  them  ic  England — for  the  ed|>> 
posed  benefits  conferred  on  yon  by  the 
iriih  Chnrch  Eslabliahmenl.  "VTe  know 
Aat  j«n  are  alreadj  inimical  to  this  Tm- 
tablisbiDeDt — we  know  that  yoa  aver  that 
it  has  ever  stood  in  tbe  way  of  peace  and 
good  goreTDmeat  in  Ireland — and  we 
here  a^in,  in  spite  of  yom  precon- 
ceired  feeling;*,  call  npoo  yoD  to  remain 
qaiet  and  aobnift  to  this  oatrageous  iosnlt 
— to  thia  great  and  extraordinary  injory, 
became  yoa  are  to  be  blessed  by  tbe  exia- 
Udm  of  a  corporation  of  priests,  to  which 
yon  have  so  often  manifested  an  uncon- 
querable di^ast.  Oh,  Sir,  this  is  wise 
policy  \ — (bis  is  excellent  statesmanship ! 
—and  be  it  remembered  that  it  has  re- 
cetrod  the  sanclion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  Member  for  Tamworth.  The 
troth  npon  this  matter  has  at  len^h  been 
openly  told  to  the  Irish  people;  and  tbe 
Tory  party— and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man— in  engiland,  ts  now  allied  to  the 
bigot  Orangeman  of  Ireland.  There  is  to 
be,  there  can  be,  no  farther  disguise  in 


bra  wc  reduce  tbe  qncstiaB  to  a  specific 
stale — when  ve  know  lAat  are  dx  powen 
to  be  granted — wboi  we  know  tbe  bosi. 
nes  and  end  of  Unnidpal  Gorenoneat — 
we  shall  quickly  aee  diroos4>t  a^  I*^>P^J 
appreciate,  the  Taloe  of  all  tliis  ponmi 
aiid  inane  declamation  respecting  tbe  ai 
gen  of  tbe  Chnrch.  Party  laes  aay  blind 
themselTCE  by  this  wild  jai^on;  bat  the 
world  will  soon  contemn  tbem  and  dieir 
talk,  I  cannot  leave  ^b  pan  of  tbe 
question  withont  con^atulating  tbe  r^fat 
hon.  Baronet,  tbe  Member  for  Camber- 
land,  upon  the  part  be  has  played  in  ika 
great  natter.  Some  men,  a  is  aaid,  \kt 
mischief  for  miscbiers  sake;  bat  be,  I 
am  sure,  is  br  too  derout  to  desire,  and 
far  too  ahiewd  to  be  content  wifli,  mere 
mischief  as  his  sole  reward.  Tet  am  I 
pD7zled  to  discover  what  other  otnect  be 
could  possibly  have  in  view,  when  he  coa- 
ceived  his  argumentation  in  oppontioii  to 
present  measure,  and  succasfnlly  con- 
trived 10  add  another  element  of  usoocd 
lo  the  already  too  turbulent  coR^teond  of 
Irish  politics.    The  right  hoB>  Member 
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for  TnmwOTth  contented  himself  with 
■tirring  up  to  the  utmost  of  his  ability 
relipous  strire  in  Ireland.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Cumberland  eudeafours,  ac- 
cording to  the  measure  of  his  ability,  to 


one  Gentleman  made  the  question  depend 
upon  sectarian  difference ;  the  other  on 
the  distinction  between  rich  and  poor. 
Ireland  cannot  have  a  good  Gorernment, 
says  one,  because  ibe  majority  are  Catho- 
lics. Ireland  cannot  have  a  good  Go- 
vernment, says  the  other,  because  the 
Catholics  are  poor.  One  bands  the  Pro- 
lettant  against  the  Catholic — the  other 
incites  the  poor  against  the  rich.  Had  any 
one  not  Conservative  done  this,  how  soon 
would  the  destructive  qualities  of  these 
arguments  been  displayed  to  this  House. 
In  tbe  one  case,  we  should  have  been 
shown  to  be  the  enemies  of  retigiou — in 
the  other,  we  should  have  been  proved 
hostile  to  property ;  and  loud  and  vehe- 
ment would  have  been  the  denunciations 
poared  out  against  us  for  distutbing,  by 
■ttch  wild  and  dangerous  doctrines,  the 
peace  of  that  much-injured  people.  For 
luat  in  the  same  way  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  forTamworth  has  endeavoured  to 
■how  that  good  goTernment  and  the  Pro- 
testant religion,  cannot  co-exist  in  Ire- 
land ;  so  does  the  r^ht  hon.  Member  for 
Comberiand  seek  to  prove,  that  property 
and  good  Government  must  also  he  sworn 
enemies.  I  cannot  but  admire  the  be- 
nignant inspiration  in  obedience  to  which 
they  both  have  laboured  on  this  memo- 
rable occasion.  There  is  one  argument 
on  this  subject,  however,  which  deserves 
some  consideration,  it  runs  through  the 
speeches  of  most  of  those  who  oppose  the 
present  measnre,  is  constantly  innuenciog 
opinions,  though  it  is  never  very  definitely 
or  distinctly  stated.  It  is  thought,  that 
as  the  community  is  divided  into  two 
separate,  and,  to  a  certain  extent,  hostile, 
religious  sects,  tbe  one  party  will  always 
leek  to  oppress  the  other.  The  majority 
of  the  people  beiag  Catholics,  the  moment 
that  you  give  power  to  the  community 
generally,  you  m  reality  give  it  to  the 
Catholics;  and  as  the  rule  has  hitherto 
been  for  tbe  parly  in  power  to  persecute, 
it  it  believed  that  now  that  the  Catholics 
are  about  to  have  power,  it  is  about  to  be 
the  turn  of  the  Protestants  to  suffer  what 
they  have  so  long  inflicted,  viz.,  persecu- 
tion. And  hereupon  a  great  outcry  is 
raised  by  those  wlio  side  exclusively  with 
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the  hitherto  persecuting  Protestants,  and 
a  proposal  is  brought  forward,  now  that 
the  Protestants  can  no  longer  maintain 
former  supremacv,  to  take  power 
from  both  parties ;  and  g^ve  up  for  ever 
after  the  pleasures  of  persecution.  The 
case  then  stands  thus;  hitherto  the  mi- 
nority have  been  in  power,  and  have  per- 
iled the  majority  ;  it  is  now  proposed 
to  give  power  to  the  majority,  and  our 
oppionents  immediately  conclude  that  tbe 
majority  will  now  persecute  the  minority. 
We  should  remember,  in  the  first  place, 
that  this  objection,  if  admitted,  is  fatal  to 
all  representative  Government.  Some- 
body must  govern,  and  the  real  question 
at  issue  in  all  such  cases  is,  whether  tbs 
majority  or  minority  shall  govern.  Hi- 
therto, in  Ireland,  the  minority  have 
governed,  and  they  have  persecuted  i  ws 
now  seek  to  give  the  power  of  governing 
their  local  affairs  to  the  people  at  large, 
and  1  see  no  reason  to  anticipate  any  per- 
secution on  the  part  of  the  majority.  It 
should  always  he  borne  in  mind,  that  tbe 
position  of  a  minority  and  majority  are 
essentially  different.  The  mere  necessity 
of  self-defence,  tbe  desire  for  gain,  all 
induce  tyranny  on  the  part  of  a  few  pos- 
sessed of  power.  Now  the  interests  of 
the  majority,  for  the  most  part,  coincide 
with  the  interests  of  the  community,  and, 
being  the  larger  number,  fear  does  not 
drive  them  to  harsh  conduct.  But  let  us 
inquire  bow  the  majority  can  persecute  in 
this  case.  You  say  they  will  persecute, 
because  tbey  are  Catholics — that  they  will 
persecute  the  Prolesiants.  Now,  I  aik 
in  what  manner?  Have  hon.  Gentlemen 
inquired,  what  are  the  powers  conferred 
by  this  Act  on  the  city  communities  X — 
really  and  truly  nothing  beyond  the  power 
of  cleansing  the  streets,  paving  them, 
lighting  the  town,  and  watching.  And  is 
it  to  be  believed,  that  a  corporation  will 
leave  rubbish  before  a  man's  door,  because 
he  is  a  Piotestant;  that,  for  the  same 
reason,  they  will  not  pave  the  street  before 
bis  hoase,  and  that  they  will  tell  the 
watchman  not  to  watch  it?  And  even 
suppose  them  to  do  all  these  things,  how, 
I  ask,  is  this  to  affect  the  Irish  Church 
Establishment.  Really,  Sir,  when  thia 
opposition  is  put  upon  anything  like  a 
definite  ground,  it  necessarily  appears  so 
ludicrous  and  contemptible,  that  we  ore 
driven  to  believe  that  something  more  is 
intended  than  is  openly  stated.  Seeing, 
then,  that  on  none  of  the  grounds  stated 
2E 
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M  the  (qnpantioD,  m  ftem*  ani  wttmMwm  I 
M  we  w«  It,  at  3^1  ratimnl,  emn  tb«e  ba  | 
lb<MMl  any  other  more  wonby  of  aommder'  ! 
ation— thoo^  liept  in  (be  back  ^ituind  ' 
by  (he  boo.  Getnlemen  oppoMte  ?  Y«s,  | 
Sir,  them  »  maeh  s  teaaan— one  nnt  < 
tMf^  fffsditabie,  iiide«d,  not  very  honea  | 
'— but  oae  which  a*«ryboily  esn  aiuler-  < 
Msttd.  The  Jmnunc  merit*  of  the  qtie»- 1 
fton  hft*e  Etot  be«a  conndn^ ;  (he  luhjeet 
k«  been  ihasght  important  aa  a  tnaitef  af 
parry  warfare.  There  ii  no  dread  of  p*r- 
■eoniioii^here  la  aa  fear  that  (hese  car-  i 
pei«te  bodiea  will  or  can  attack  the  Iririi  , 
Chtnch  ;  bat  it  ia  believed  that  they  wril 
secnatmn  the  people  to  aeir-^vetiMnent ;  ! 
dwt  the  greet  awMea  will  (has,  by  the 
protecdea  adnl«t  them,  beeemB  more  | 
potver/bl ;  and  that  the  apprewion  and  | 
NHolt  which  have  so  long  been  the  TavoDrrte  | 
pleware  of  the  peraecnting  minority  oi' , 
Ireland  will  thoe  be  entirely  dntroyed.  ' 
?)ie  power*  eenferred  are  not  the  thmgs 
(headed  ;  the  immediate  miachief  co  per- 
Mnal  ieearitT  or  lo  property,  which  ii  fo 
Mecb  talkol  of,  ia  not,  in  ^l,  appre>- 
heniled  ;  htUdiehebiuthatwillhecreMed 
Haong  die  ftiOfie  are  indeed,  *iewed  with 
imenae  aaa  DncootTDDahle  tenor.  We 
dread,  m^  the  peaeeful  Ornngetnan — he 
who  haa  been  a  terbulent  tyrant  all  hit 
Rfe— we  dread  the  agitation  that  will  be 
pnctiaed  in  eheae  eorporaiions.  There  ta 
•othing  like  ^ving  an^ill  name  ta  a 
thing;  tbia  Ihahion  of  fcilaey  i>  a*  old  aa 
famgnage.  Let  lu,  however,  learn  what  ia 
actoally  meant.  What  ia  meant  ia,  that 
the  people  of  the  towna  will  now  govern 
thei!nacl*ea ;  they  will  be  aceustomed  to 
elect  their  own  eoundllan;  tlieae  will 
daily,  bribre  the  eyes  of  their  constituenu, 
carry  oa  the  bnaineaa  of  the  neighbour. 
bead  :  the  people  will  watch  thecn  :  will 
acijaire  daily  and  bonrly  thehabJlK  neces- 
awy  for  the  due  uae  of  the  represent  at  ivu 
machioery  i  they  will  dailv  get  siill  further 
beyond  the  subjactioQ  Co  which  ihey  have 
hitherto  been  ac«i»b>aied.  lo  shoii,  Sir, 
tbey  will  hourly  become  a  moK  independ- 
tnl  and  better  ^veintd  people.  Hcuc4 
tkia  oppo»itJoo — hence  all  tliia  angur — 
heoce  all  this  base  diaaimubtiuu,  thit 
vhining  h^pociiay  concentiog  Kligiou  nnij 
Pioteataatiam.  Rcligiou  ia  uui  wh.it  ihcy 
are  anxioua  about,  but  pu\k<;r— (HiHtr 
wbick  they  are  about  to  tt>ae,  uud  whiih. 
up  19  the  pieieul  day,  the  OovtMuincni  <.>/ 
tnig  cuuulty  biu  allo">ved  ihtiii  lu  uni'li-j 
to  their  owa   iudi^iduitl  iKiiufit  auU   itio 
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^enaal  ntin.  In  the  kipe  o^etiWwg  tW 
pet^le  of  P-[»if-»t  to  leaial  wfth  tbiM  this 
<i««ired  nSartn,  they  hm  atttmylui  to 
join  their  anboty  iHeMaca  to  tfaoaa  at  tkm 
r^isiitm  of  ibit  cowHry:  iher  aie  now 
trying  to  pley  apoa  cmr  endnlkr,  ead 
jMk,  by  the  aid  of  bianeiMB  aari 
bigotry,  to  maintain  their  own  miaduewoaH 
dunioioii.     Bat   their  day  ia  otw;  tfaair 


of  the  aiaiatanee  and  pio 
ihe  ban.  Gioitleinen  oppoaite,  jutice  will 
be  done  10  Ireland.  Bedbre  I  ml  doiaa  I 
hope  the  Hoiue  will  permit  me  to  call  chetC' 
attention,  and  more  eaficci^y  the  atten- 
tion of  ilic  nght  b(w.  GentlaBaa,  the 
.Member  for  Tam worth,  to  the  end  wiiich 
the  opponenii  of  thia  Bill  moat  here  in 
view.  If  we  deny  thia  mramiii,:  to  trriend, 
we  nioM  be  prepared  to  garem  that 
country  upon  piinciplee  entirely  diAnent 
frore  ihoae  by  which  the  gOTernwent  ^ 
Great  Britain  ia  gaided.  Now,  I  am  not 
going  to  aak  if  ibey  be  wilUng  to  do  ihiik 
1  woald  only  adt  tbe  right  boa.  "iiilliw 
ifheeandoit?  Doea  he  beUcee  thtt  ■ 
whole  people,  amuunliog  to  nearly  aevea 
milUona  of  mla,  am  to  he  tfaiiMUd  Mtd 
insulted  whfa  impanity  ?  Does  he  belieas 
that  at  thia  pnimi  of  maii'a  btMarr,  ^td 
by  the  side  of  the  meet  u)ligfal»ied  ontiaa 
of  the  euth,  prindplea  and  dactriiies  of 
gwammeat  suited  for  the  dominisn  af 
St.  Petersbor^  can  be  evried  intv  actnal 
practice }  Let  ma  pot  the  ^oeetiaa 
plainly :  Does  be,  docs  any  Qse,  believe 
that  the  system  of  PrataMant  iiiprBmepr 
can  be  eontiRDed  tn  Ireland  witMOt  an 
war  ?  Is  he  prepared  opan  any  gronoA 
stated  by  him,  or  that  eao  be  snggeMBd  by 
his  friends,  to  risk  a  einl  war  ia  [relaod  ? 
If  be  be  itot  prepared  br  thia,  hia  "r™*-** 
appears  wiiboat  any  deftiiee.  Paaj 
politics^  I  kntnv,  satKtioa  many  tfaiopf 
but  in  the  eatimadon  of  all  wiae  ud 
virltMus  men  some  farther  joatificauaB  br 
this  fearful  haaard  will  be  reijiuKd  thaw 
the  acclamaiiom  and  applaaia  of  putT 
adherents:  some  better  11  smiii  wfl  he 
deina(Hl«d  of  him  ibaa  the  domre  lo  brtog 
under  his  baoner  the  bigoaof  the  PnMeat- 
aut  party  ;  sooM  further  axcaaa  will  be 
w^ught  than  the  maintenance  of  PioMrtit 
:iupreuiai.y !  The  wodd  at  lane  neaally 
dttiibuiM  iu  the  right  hon.  GenUenea  the 
i|i:iiiiiy  ui  pruUt^iK-e.  He  b^  woo  thse 
iviiuuuou  bv  a  regulated  demeaneer^hr  > 
sixiiijrth,.!  pittiie,  focHwI.  aod  gveRlad 
lUAUUBt  u(  ejL^ea«iii£  hie    n^iiaiiiM     A 
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reputation  of  tMi  descTiption  i>,  I  allon, 
of  great  advantage,  batit  leadi  to  a  severe 
■crutiny  ofthe  conduct  of  these  gentlemeD 
of  Btaid  reputstioa  and  they  are  cod- 
demoed  when  others  might  pais  without 
much  commeot.  We  asaume  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemaa  always  knows  what 
he  ia  doing — that  he  has  weighed  the 
consequeocei  of  his  acts,  and  that  he  is 
prepared  for  them.  Thus,  in  the  present 
cBsei  we  assume  that  he  sees  the  great 
dangers  of  his  course— we  suppose  that 
when  he  haa  aided  in  denying  this  meai 
to  Ireland,  that  he  is  prepared  to  got 
her  at  the  bayonet's  point — that  he  is  pre- 
pared to  justify  beTore  the  people  the  ruin, 
disaster,  and  bloodahed  that  will  follow  his 
hopeful  project.  Wepresumethathe  sees 
these  things,  that  he  acts  upon  reflectioa— 
and  we  judge  him  accordingly. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemas  who  bad  just  sat  down,  having 
arrogated  to  himself  Ihe  office  of  censor  of 
the  debates  of  that  House,  must  surely 
have  had  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
ttf  State  for  the  Home  Department,  par- 
lioularly  in  bis  eye,  in  the  censure  with 
wbioh  he  commenced  his  speech,  because 
it  was  admitted  on  all  hands  that  the 
nobis  Lord  had  induced  the  digressions 
tmm  the  immediate  subject  of  debate,  of 
whkh  the  hon.  Gentleman  complained, 
and  threw  out  a  challenge  to  the  opposi- 
tion side  of  the  House,  which  had  been 
boldly  sccepled  and  fairly  met  by  hit  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  the  Member  for  Ban- 
doo.  The  noble  Lord,  aided  and  assisted 
by  another  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  invited,  provoked,  and  compelled 
a  discuHion  on  the  general  position  of 
B0airs  in  Ireland — he  called  upon  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  to  go  ioto  a  justifica- 
tion of  the  resolutions,  condemnatory  of 
ihc  whole  course  and  policy  of  the  Irish 
Government,  which  bad  been  passed  at 
the  great  Protestant  meeting  in  Dnblin  ; 
bit  boo.  and  learned  Friend  had,  he 
apprehended,  given  a  full  answer,  to  the 
entire  aaiisfaction  of  the  House  and  the 
country,  and  to  .the  great  dissatisfaction 
and  discomfiture,  he  had  every  reason  to 
believe,  of  the  noble  Lord  and  his  Col< 
leagues  in  the  Government.  He  was 
determined,  however,  not  to  deserve  in 
this  respect  any  portion  of  the  censure  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  and 
should  therefore  direct  the  few  observa- 
tions with  which  he  thought  it  his  duty  to 
trouble  the  House  immediaulyi  Ui   the 


31 }  Clr.J^Comm^A^.  2M.  838 
subject  matter  under  consideration.  The 
hon,  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  asked 
why  they  refused  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
those  municipal  institutions  which  had 
already  proved  so  useful  to  this  country  7 
First  of  all,  no  answer  had  yet  been  giveo 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tynemouth  (Mr.  G.  F.  Young,)  who  de- 
nied that  such  institutions  were  usefnl  to 
England,  and  they  had  juit  beard  from 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Huntingdon  (Sir  F.  Pollock),  a  strik- 
ing fact  in  corroboration  of  that  opinion, 
that  no  town  or  borough  in  the  kingdom 
had  yet  applied  for  municipal  incorpora- 
tion. But  he  would  not  be  satisfied  with 
this.  He  would  meet  the  argument  fairly 
and  directly.  He  would  admit,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath  stated,  had  been 
admitted  the  other  night  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  Ihe  Member  for  Tamworth,  that, 

iirima  facie,  they  should  have  identity  of 
egislation,  and,  ifpossible,  extend  the 
same  principles  of  Ooverninent  to  Ireland 
as  they  applied  to  England.  He  fullv 
agreed  in  all  the  abstract  truths  deduced 
from  historical  research  and  philosophical 
reasoning,  with  which  both  the  speeches 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Lts- 
keard  (Mr,  Buller),and  ofthe  hoo.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Roebuck)  abounded,  and  that 
was  their  sufficient  answer — but  after  that 
frank  concession,  he  came  to  the  real 
point  in  debalCt  and  he  maintained  that  it 
was  the  part  of  a  wise  Legislature  to 
legislate  lor  every  country  not  merely 
upon  abstract  principles,  but  to  give  due 
consideration  and  weight  to  the  peculiar 
condition  and  existing  circumstances  of 
that  country.  The  hon,  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman asked  why  they  would  not  allow  to 
the  people  of  Ireland  the  power  of  ma- 
naging their  own  concerns.    His  answer 


to  him  was  this— if  by  passing  this  Bill, 
they  invested  the  Irisn  people  with  that 
nominal  power,  there  was  a  higher  power 
Ireland  that  would  not  iHlow  them 
lly  to  manage  their  own  concerns.  The 
hon  and  learned  Gentleman  asked,  why. 
having  given  them  national  power,  the; 
should  not  also  give  them  local  power  t 
His  answer  was,  if  local  powers  be  given, 
tbey  were  plainly  told  those  local  powers 
would  be  abused  to  bad  purposes — and 
they  were  told  so  by  those  who,  arowing 
the  disposition,  had  undonbtedly  the 
means  to  verify  their  own  predictions. 
Tbe  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North- 
umberland (Lord  Howick),  taid,  (hat  tlia 
2E3 
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despot's  rod,  and  found  his  right  contested 
to  be  the  independent  represeDtatiTe  of  his 
own  coDstituents.  He,  however,  took  the 
distinction  withont  meaning  it  invidiouelj 
or  offensively ;  be  had  no  desire  to  per. 
petnate religious  animosity;  but  for  con- 
venience, and  in  order  to  avoid  circtimlo- 
Gution,  be  would  designate  the  one  party 
Protestant,  and  the  other  Roman  Catholic. 
What,  then,  did  the  Protestant  paitysay? 
They  expressed  their  wiiltngnesa  to  give  up 
these  corporations,  the  more  ancient  of 
which  were  established  for  the  salce  of  pre- 
serving Bcitish  connexion,  and  the  more 
recent  for  the  express  purpose  of  strength- 
ening and  maintaining  the  Protestant 
religion.  Seeing  the  cnange  of  circum- 
stances— considering  that  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Relief  Bill  had  become  law,  and  the 
Reform  Bill  had  greatly  altered  the  fran-. 
chise — taking  these  things  into  account, 
and  taking  the  view  of  rational  men  deal- 
ing with  the  altered  and  actual  state  of 
socisty,  they  were  willing  to  surrender  all 
exclasiveness— to  give  up  the  peculiar 
political  influence  belonging  to  those  cor- 
porate bodies,  but  no  more;  they  would 
not  consent  to  have  them  transferred  to  a 
hostile  interest.  But  the  Roman  Catholic 
party  said — "  No,  a  little  while  ago  we 
should  have  been  very  glad  if  you,  the 
Protestant  party,  had  offered  us  the  aboli- 
tion of  those  corporations,  but  now  we  are 
grown  too  strong  for  that."  He  believed 
the  very  words  used  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Tipperary  on  a  former 
occasion,  when  referring  to  this  subject, 
were — "  No,  no ;  you  have  had  your  turn 
long  enough,  and  we  shall  have  ours  now." 
What  did  those  words  mean  ?  Why,  this 
— "  You,  the  Protestant  parly,  have  used 
these  corporations  for  the  purpose  of  up- 
holding British  connexion,  and  defending 
the  Protestant  Establishment  in  Ireland; 
it  is  now  our  turn,  and  we  will  use  them 
for  severing  the  one,  and  subverting  the 
Other,"  Such  was  ihe  language  of  those  two 
great  parties ;  and  what,  let  him  ask  now, 
was  theconduct  of  the  Government  ?  Was  it 
Iheirdesireto  eradicate  the  evilscomplained 
of,  or  only  to  transplant  them  to  a  soil 
where  they  would  flourish  with  greater  lux- 
nriance  ?  Was  their  real  obiect  to  grant 
to  Ireland  a  measure  required  for  strictly 
corporate  uses;  or  merely  to  concede  to  a 
clamour,  which  they  had  not  the  strength 
to  resist,  a  colourable  pretext  for  esUb- 
lishing  forty-seven  political  associations  or 
debatingeocieties  tbroughoutIrdand,ander 
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the  false  pretence  and  fraudulent  title  of 
the  ancient  corporations  of  that  country  ? 
The  6rst  clause,  it  was  admitted,  abso> 
lutely  extinguished  the  ancient  corpora- 
tions. Let  hon.  Members  look  at  the  62d 
clause,  end  say  whether  the  fion^^de  inten- 
tion of  this  measure  could  be  to  give  sound 
municipal  institutionsj  or  whether  it  wai 
not  only  a  fraudulent  pretext  for  some 
ulterior  object.  The  62d  clause  recited— 
",And  whereas  it  may  be  expedient  that 
the  powers  now  vested  in  the  trustees  or 
commissioners  appointed  under  sundry 
Acta  of  Parliament  forpaving,  or  lighting, 
or  cleansing,  or  supplying  with  water,  or 
improving  certain  boroughs  or  certain  parts 
thereof,  save  and  except  as  hereinafter 
mentioned,"  and  that  exception  was  most 
important,"  should  be  transferred  lo,  and 
vested  in,  the  councils  of  such  boroughs 
respectively.  Be  it  enacted,  that  the  trus- 
tees or  commissioners  appointed  by  virtue 
of  any  such  Act  of  Parliament  as  last  afore- 
said, wherein  the  trustees  or  the  persona 
whose  trustees  they  may  be,  are  not  benefl- 
cially  interested,  may,  if  it  shall  seem  to 
them  expedient,  at  a  meeting  to  be  called 
for  that  purpose,  transfer  in  writing  all  the 
powers  vested  in  them  as  such  trustees," 
Sec.  That  recital  proved  this  fact,  that 
all  those  man icipal  functions  at  the  present 
moment  in  all  important  towns  in  Ireland, 
with  the  exception  of  Dublin,  to  which  he 
would  immediately  allude,  were  actually 
dischai^ed  by  boards  and  commissioners  ; 
and  theclause empowered  them,"  ifit should 
seem  to  them  expedient,"  to  make  over 
those  functions;  but  Government  did  not 
make  them  over;  and  then  what  was  the 
exception  ?  "  Provided  always  that  no- 
thing herein  contained  shall  extend  to 
enable  the  commissioners  for  paving, 
cleansing,  and  lighting  the  streets  of 
Dublin,  or  the  commissioners  for  making 
wide  and  convenient  streets  in  the  city  of 
Dublin,  or  the  corporation  for  improving 
the  port  and  harbour  of  Dahlin,  so  to 
transfer  the  powers  vested  in  them  re- 
spectively." So  that  the  Government, 
suspicious  of  their  own  measure,  seeing 
its  total  iDap[>licabiIity  to  Ireland,  were 
afraid  of  applying  it  to  Dublin;  they  re- 
served all  the  functions  performed,  as  they 
were  by  boards  and  commissioners,  with 
but  a  few  exceptions,  throughout  otiiw 
parts  of  Ireland,  in  case  the  boards  or 
commissioners  thought  6t;  bat  absolutely 
and  without  any  option  to  the  commis- 
siooers  in  the  cue  of  Dublin,  beyond  all 
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tbm  timM  Uw  corporate  property,  ind  « 
popoUtJoa  frestlj  exceediog  tile  wfaole 
pOMawJt^Lhirty-«ixortoflbe(orty-iefcn 
lOvM  prowwed  to  be  incorponted  I7  the 
Bin.    Aod  besides,  what  did  tbeJr  coia- 


ny  opoD  tbe  lobject?  At  p. 
92  oTtbctr  report,  they  fteted  tbii — "  Id 
foct,  the  prewDt  cfteUuhmcnt  of  the 
Paning  Board  is  adequate,  with  the  addi- 
tioa  01  a  lew  clerks,  to  regalale  the  afiain 
of  all  the  local  taies  o(  Dablin."  What 
ms  tbe  optoioQ  or  a  body  which  he  coaU 
pot  bat  tbiok  most  hare  exercised  a  rery 
important  ioBaence  io  this  matter — "  Tbe 
Central  ladepeodeot  Clab,"  or  "  National 
Asaociatioo "  under  a  diSereat  name? 
At  a  meeting  held  at  tbe  Royal -Exchaofe 
OD  the  I3tb  of  Pebraary,  1836,  "to 
secure  tbe  indepeodeiice  of  the  city  of 
Dablio  in  reference  to  Corporate  Reform,** 
bow  did  Ihey  explain  their  notion  of  tbe 
Ereal  vlilily  of  tbe  proposed  Corporate 
Reform  T  la  ibeae  words~-"  Dy  this 
meaoa  the  dob  will  be  able  to  wield  such 
a  corporate  constituency  as  to  secnre  the 
wards,  tbe  eommon-council,  the  board  of 
aldermen,  and  erery  other  office  of  dig- 
nity aod  infloeoce."  What,  in  the  next 
ioslance,  was  Ihc  opioioa  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny?  It  oas 
abortly  thb — "  Tbe  fint  thiag,"  said  he, 
ia  bis  sworn  eridsDce  before  the  commis- 
sioners,  and  I  read  from  the  note*  of  the 
short^band  writer,  "  which  a  reformed 
corporation  should  do,  woold  be  to  build 
a  common-ball;  there  is  no  place  now 
where  the  pa  hi  ic  basioeea  can  be  adequately 
Inoneled,"  and  thai,  allhongh  there  was 
at  present  a  hall  capable  of  accommodatiny 
at  least  300— capacions  enough  certainly 
for  all  practical  pnipoees;  but  the  real 
offset  of  tbe  hoD,  and  learned  Qenileman 
was,  to  b«To  a  largo  debating  society  e»- 
labUabed  there — a  legalised  arena  for  po- 
litical agitation.  Whatsaid  Schedule  C? 
It  cODtainad  the  names  of  thirty-six 
botOi^hs  which  were  to  have  Municipal 
Corporations.  Tbe  entire  population  of 
tltese  tbirty«sJs  boroughs  waa  but  3'25,t47 
—40,169  less  than  the  popul&lioa  of 
Dablio  alone.  Thirteen  of  the  tbirty-sii 
bonm^  bad  no  corpoiale  property  at  all, 
while  tba  property  of  tba  whole  amounted 
to  only  13,097/.  it.  Id.  Could  tbe  Aon^ 
>(*•  object  of  Gorernment  then  be  to  give 
^porate  instituiiona  to  those  towoat 
WoaU  it  tend  to  pioBoM  Ihair  peace, 


lnuK|ainiiy,  «»d  g 

ject  ibem  to  yearly  elecuaas,  perpelwl  col- 
lections  of  boroDgb  rates,  inrlaKin^caai- 
rasstog,    daOy    recarring   exhibstioafl    of 
party  trioasph,  and  the  eteriMl  liilliiiB— 
of  rel^ioae    aoimoeily.     Coald    iach    m 
scheme  really  and  scruMisIy  for  a  inmiii  ■! 
be  defended  as  a  means  of  traaqailliaiiif 
Ireland?    Was  this  the  panacea  for  mil  tbe 
evils  of  Ireland,   the   remedy  bt  all  b^ 
wToc^T  Tbe  means  whereby  to  supply  hor 
many  and  argent  wants  T  Tbe  save  Tvtnes 
were  ascribed   Io  the  approprialMMi  ^aos* 
of    laM   year,   and   wbeie   was  it   now  T 
There  were  upwards  of  3,000,000  of  tbe 
population  on  the  borders  of  stamtiaa  ia 
that  coontiy,  and   would  the  grantiac  of 
municipal   corporabons   to  200,000    fted 
the    hungry    or    relieve    tbe    destitBter 
What,  then,  was  tbe  real  otject  ?       Ho 
woald  state  it  on  ibe  anthority  of  tbe  real 
promoters  of  tbe  Bill.     He  was  sorry   to 
be  obliged  to  reCrr  to  Ibe  speeches  and 
letters  of  tbe  boo.  and   leanied  Member 
for   Kilkenny;    and  be  could  ass  me  Urn 
House  it  was  without  the   smallest  pei» 
sonal  consideratioo  or  motire  in  respect 
(o  that  boo.  and   learned  Gentleman  that 
be  did  so.     But  if  Ihey  had  ■  right  to 
refer   to  ike  King's  speeches  in  order  to 
ascertain  the  sentiments  of  bis  Majesty's 
Ministers,   those   who  maintained,    as  bs 
(Mr.  Shaw)  did,  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman    was   dictator   of    the   King^a 
Mioisters,   surely  had  a  I'tght  to  read  hia 
authentic  writings  and  speeches  \a  order 
to  learn   what  their  real  sentiments  and 
designs  were  upon  Ibis  subject.     The  boo. 
and   learned    Gentleman   complained   of 
the   irrelevancy   of  the  quotations  which 
were  made  from  his  speeches  Ere  or  six 
years   buck;    that  was   an   anreasoo^y 
long  time  to  expect  the  boo.  and   learned 
Gentleman    to   be   conststeol ;    bat    thai 
obterration  could  not  apply  to  tbe  doco- 
meDt  he  was  now  about  to  quote,  and  be 
heartily  wished  that  tbe  boa.  Membn-  for 
Sbaftetbury,    who  expressed    laM   n^l 
sucb  a  horror  of  the  iuslalment  prioci^, 
had  been  present  in  his  place  to  listen  to 
it.      On  the   S3th  September  but,  ia  a 
letter  addressed  to  bis  constitoenis,  tbe 
boa,  and  learned   Member  for  Kilkenny 
says  thist— "  You    are   well   aware  that 
the  goteiningruleof  my  political  conduct 
has  been  to  obtain  for  Ireland  as  much  as 
1  possibly  couU— to  get  entire  jostic*  for 
her  if  I  can  i  but  if  not  to  taaliao  m  mack 
upMuU*.    Ia  Qthtr  vvidsr  iben  ii  • 
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DKtiooal  debt  of  jutlice  due  to  Ireland — 
1  look  for  the  payment  of  the  whole,  and 
will  never  be  •alislied  until  ibat  whole  is 
diaqharged  ia  full;  but  in  the  meantime, 
I  will  take  any  initalment,  however  Email, 
«t  *ny  time,  nnen  to  get  more  ia  out  of  my 

?iwer,  and  then  go  on  for  the  balance." 
bay  were  told  that  the  National  Aitocia- 
tioo  Dad  arisen  out  of  a  denial  of  corporate 
reforoi,  n  denial  of  justice  to  Ireland. 
That  vaa  the  greatest  possible  misiake. 
Corponte  reform  never  would  have  agi- 
taled  the  people  of  that  country  if  it  had 
not  been  oiised  up  with  other  more  ex- 
citing aubjecta — the  abolition  of  tithai, 
the  destruction  oF  the  church,  and  the 
real,  though  partially  concealed  one  of 
the  repeal  of  the  Union.  The  very  same 
letter  bore  authentic  testimony  upon  this 
point.  "  This  is  precisely  tlie  principle 
(continued  tlie  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man) I  have  acted  upon  with  respect  to 
the  lithe  system  in  Ireland,  My  opinion 
is,  that  tithes  ought  to  be  totally  abolished, 
and  that  ultimately  DOlhiiig  less  than  the 
abolition  of  the  entire  will  or  oaght  to 
■Bbsfy  the  Irish  people.  I  may  be  mis- 
taken, but  these  are  mv  deliberate  and 
fixed  opinions.  I  heartily  supported  the 
ministry  of  Lord  Melbourne  in  their  mea- 
luTB  of  tithe  relief,  not  as  giving  all  I 
wanted  for  the  people  of  Ireland,  but  as 
giving  us  a  p^rt,  and  establishing  an  ap- 
propriation principle  which  would  neces- 
sarily produce  much  more."  Alas !  the 
poor,  extinct,  discarded,  ill-used  appro- 
priation principle  1 — The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  then  condescended  to  touch 
upon  the  question  of  corporate  reform,  and 
what  waa  his  language  upon  that  topic? 
He  insisted  upon  his  instalment  principle 
here  also.  He  said,  "  I  sujiported  the 
gpverDncnt  plan  of  Irish  municipal  reform 
tnroughout,  not  that  1  approved  of  it  in 
all  its  details,  but  as  an  inetalment,  and  an 
UMtalment  for  what  V  This  bill  was  never 
found  fault  with  as  not  going  far  enough 
in  corporate  reform.  What  then  was  it  to 
be  an  instalment  on  account  of?  Why, 
dearly,  the  other  measures  mentioned  in 
this    same   letter — and   as   in    the  tetter 

Siotad  by  bis  right  hon.  friend,  Sir  James 
njnam,  the  other  night,  in  which  the 
bon.  and  learned  Gentlemao  said, '  Give 
ma  oorporate  reform,  and  I'll  soon  carry 
all  the  rest.'  Then  the  letter  continues  i 
and  here  we  find  the  real  canse  of  the 
chafige  in  tbe  iberifis'  clause  from  the  bill 
of  lut  j«ar,  in  th«  wriuca  initructions  of 


the  dictator  of  the  present  meastira. — **  I 
cannot,  however,  again  support  aucb  t  bil) 
we  tent  to  the  Lords  last  letiion,  bsi 
use  that  bill  took  from  the  reformed 
corporations  the  power  to  nominate  to  tba 
crown  the  persons  (it  to  be  sheriffs.  Tba 
bill,  as  brought  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, was  not  so ;  it  contained  that  power, 
and  I,  for  one,  will  not  support  any  bill 
future  which  doei  not  contain  thst 
clause."  He  maintained  if  other  man 
exciting  subjects  had  not  been  mixed  up 
with  this  question,  there  would  have  beeo 
no  call  (or  corporate  reform  at  all  ip 
Ireland.  He  knew  it  to  be  afaol;  as  r 
measure  of  relief  it  had  never  beeii 
thought  of;  but,  associated  at  it  had 
bean,  with  other  more  agitating  roatteri^ 
it  reminded  him  of  the  old  story  of  tha 
Irishman  who,  on  being  asked  what  ha 
would  have  to  drink,  replied,  "  He  did  not 
care  if  it  were  only  in  toxica  ling."  It  wai 
necessary  to  mix  the  question  up  with 
other  more  agitating  and  exciting  subjecta 
— and  what  said  the  hon,  and  learned 
Gentleman  next?  for  this  perhaps  was  the 
most  extraordinary  and  important  portion 
of  the  letter,  considering  the  oflTer  ^f 
abolition  made  on  his  side,  and  the  ex- 
travagant and  absurd  use  made  of  our  not 
consenting  to  tbe  creation  of  new  corpora- 
tions— hear  the  hou.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man himself  on  this  point,  be  says,  "  If 
Lord  Lyndburst  had  contented  himself 
with  leaving  the  people  of  Ireland  un- 
insulled,  and  had  shoitenad  the  Corporate 
Reform  Bill  to  the  mere  extinction  of  tha 
present  corporations,  1  would  have  voted 
for  the  Bill  in  this  shape." — Where,  then, 
was  ail  the  insult  and  all  the  national  de- 
gradation ?  What,  after  all,  did  Lord 
Lyndhurst  say  in  ^e  warmth  of  debate, 
and  eaid,  as  he  had  since  over  and  over 
again  explained,  without  meaning  any- 
thing offensive  to  the  Irish  peoplef  But, 
above  all,  what  was  it  to  the  languag* 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  used  a  thousand  times  respecting  the 
people  of  England  generally?  And  still 
more — how  can  the  mere  expressions  or 
words  of  Lord  Lyndhurst,  or  any  other 
individual,  alter  the  intrinsic  merits  of  a 
question  ? — and  so  it  seems  tbis  unpardon* 
able  insult — this  outrage  which  nothing 
but  blood  can  wipe  out,  the  boo.  and 
learned  Gantleman  himself  waa  ready  to 
be  a  party  to.  What  said  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  oa  another  topic  ia 
ihetaise  letter^  tharefieal  of  theUoiml 
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"  For  thii  parpoie  it  i«,  in  the  fint  friaee. 
BeceMarj  that  we  ^onlil  not  for  one  nio- 
nent  Iom  light  of  tlii*  iinportint  tact,  tbat 
m  repeaiera  are  at  preaent  engaged  in  an 
■zpenoient.  We  have  not  abandoned 
tha  repeal,  we  have  only  powponed  all 
agitation  on  tbat  nibject  to  grre  time, 
■pace,  and  opportunity  to  work  ont  oor 
great  experiment.  Two  questionB  on  tbii 
•abject  naturally  present  tbemadTet:  — 
The  tint  it,  how  long  the  experrmail  ii  to 
liat>  The  lecond  it,  whethR  it  is  likdy 
to  be  (uccewrol  ?"  And  let  the  HoDie 
lirten  to  thehon.  and  learned  Gnitlenian' 
mawo'  to  tbe  Kcond  qnestion : — "  To  the 
Mcond  qneitioD  my  answer  ii  distinct  and 
emphatic.  I  am  convinced  of  the  ntter 
tmpoMihility  of  ohtaining  Jnitice  for  Ire- 
land from  any  other  than  an  Irish  parlia- 
ment." Then  they  were  told  that  the 
National  Aatociation  "  was  the  spawn 
their  own  wrong,"  and  that  it  was 
conaeqaence  of  their  refuse!  of  Uunidpal 
Corporations  to  Ireland  that  it  had 
aisnmed  snch  an  attitnde  of  menacing 
defiance.  Cpon  this  subject  he  had  also 
a  good  antbority  to  qtioie  to  the  House. 
A  meeting  took  place  on  the  29th  of 
January,  to  one  of  tbe  conntry  parts  of 
Ireland,  where  a  gentleman  appeared  who 
bad  bean  commissioned  by  tbe  hon.  and 
laamed  Gentleman  himself  to  act 
character  of  a  pacificator,  and  let  hon. 
Members  pay  particnlar  attention  to  his 
language  and  the  resolutions  which  we 
there  passed.  The  fust  resolulion  was  :- 
"ThatweexprenoaranxLouswishlhaterery 
libaral  Member  will  support  such  measures 
■a  may  shorten  the  duration  of  Parliament, 
oxtenii  the  snffVoge  of  the  people,  and 
fkoilitBle  the  adoption  of  ihu  vote  by 
h«llol."  Then  followed  this  '>ih<ir — ■>  Tbat 
Wtt  (ilavti  niitire  rvliuiiva  uu  ih«  Ueiiifrtil 
AsMM-iatHiii  of  trvUiid  -  -  thai  we  will 
Miltpuil  ihrir  view*,  utid  \y»^  lesiiuut  to 
Ihtiir  Adviv0,  ntiU  ihut  vtv  will  I'locavd 
wUh  ibu  I'ulleuuoii  o(  thti  tualiuc-rutit 
lhit>U|tliuut  ihih  I'ltli^i  i>u  iikxl  Nuuitay, 
b'uU. -'."  Nt>w,  wIijS  wtio  the  i.'l>|i.'i.-i»  u.f 
that  \i>VL'i>ili<JU,  vu  tUi.ti  Wda  It  iuuiiUl-J, 
Mod  huvf  huU  ii  wvikiJ,  ilw.k.^ 
uiiiiU  that  wc^iiu  tulil  ii  >tai  ..i 
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bfft,  iiut wi  tltstMwn^^  wno,  tbawpi  imiv  b 
"  pudficuor,"  bad  bnkea  tbe  pnce  hiaB- 
idf,  and  been    pmiAui    for   it.       ISae 
chairman  introahieed  hraa  to  tbe  ipegtipg 
at  Covmellor  Mamn  Coeteflo.  tbe  thomm 
paciOcalOT  of  Hr.  O'CommH,  and    (fan 
ii-pit«mtativg  of   tbe  AmeaaHoB.       lb-. 
Costdlo  said,  "  I  dtall  dearly  explann  to 
yon  tbe  rcaaona  why  emy  man  iiwmi^l 
ymi,  did  be  bnt  leave  siipeme  briuod   ib 
hit  pocket,  sbonld  becORie  a  muiubei   or 
aaiDciate  of  tbe  i^reat  body  I  have  tlia  hon- 
our to  iLpujLut."    What  wwe  the  cdi^eecs 
of  that  body  ?     First,  with  respect  to  Lord 
HulgraTc's  goveromeot : — "  In  txmtmxkm 
with  this  rH^leman'fl  vigonmt  comdatt,  I 
most  mention  a  fact  not  genendly  known 
— it  was  my   friend,   Mr.    Porcell.    wbo 
paid  me   my   fee   to   prosectite  tbe   two 
policemen,    Scott   and     Porter,    for     an 
assault.      They   assaulted    the   inaR    Ar 
giving  a  pound   to  the  jasttce-rent,  and 
when  my   Lord  Mulgrave  became  cogniz- 
ant of  ail   the   facts,  he  dismissed  then 
both.     What  was  tbe  result?     Tbovf^  it 
a&cted  personally  bnt  a  few,  the  dreniD- 
stance  fled  like  wildfire,  and  waa  rapidly 
diffused  among  the  police;  and  depend 
on   it  they  will  be  slow  and  catttioiM  to 
meddle  with  yon"—"  with  yon"— obswe 
the  emphasis — "  on  any  frhroloas  preteuae. 
(Jnder  Lord  Molgrave's  adminislrBtioR  jon 
can  look  confidently  forjnstice  and  inpin- 
tiality."   Thatremiodedbiin  of  adefinition 
of  impartiality   given  by    the   Rev.  Mt. 
Tyrrell,    a    Roman    Cathottc   priest,    at 
the  Carlow  election   the  other  day,  wbo 
said,  speaking  of  Loid  Mnlgiave,  that  "  ha 
administered  his  government  witboat  any 
improper  partiality."     Mr.   CosieUo   went 
on — "  There   is  a  great  array  of   power 
and   strength    against    os.      They    bara 
)>uwer   enough  to  send  Lord   Holgrata 
away  from  ua.     These  occncTeoces  would 
aicaia  take  place  but  fiir  the  streogth  aai 
wiMlom   of  the  present  aaeoetation.     Tbe 
vvuerable  Catholic  hierarchy  are  iiinahiiii 
i>t  tt ;" — iiye,  and  as  we  learned  from  tay 
hoii,  Prieud,  the  Member  for  Belfiist.  600 
luu    Catholic    pnests    to    boot.      Mr. 
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the  thing  done.  We  have  iogennitf 
enough."  Now  observe,  they  had  been 
told  that  the  lole  object  of  the  aiiociatioo 
vas  to  obtain  coTpoiate  Teform,  and  that 
whenever  that  end  had  been  geioed  it 
shoald  be  dissolved,  but  he  (Mr.  Shaw) 
entreated  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
what  followed.  Sometimes  when  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman(Mi.O'Connell)  was 
away,  the  juniors  were  not  so  prudent, 
and  the  truth  came  out.  Let  us,  then, 
hear,  in  the  words  of  Mr.  Costello,  the  de- 
legated agent  of  the  Association,  its  true 
and  real  ^ject.  Mr.  Costello  proceeded, 
"  I  venture  to  prophecy  in  twelve  months 
wo  will  breakthe  necks  of  the  parsons — we 
will  do  more,  we  will  take  care  that  Ire- 
land be  represented  by  impartial,  honest, 
independent  men,  if  the  clergy  act  as  tlTey 
have  heretofore  done."  This  gentleman, 
then,  having  stated  that  the  Roman 
Catholic  hierarchy  had  become  members 
of  the  Association,  and  it  appearing 
that  the  four  Roman  Catholic  archbishops 
were  among  the  number,  he  would,  for  tm 
purpose  of  testing  the  value  of  this  crj 
about  corporate  rerorm,  and  also  learning 
thereal  notions  of  the  most  iniluential  mem- 
bers ofthat  Association,  refer  to  tbeopinions 
of  certainly  one  of  the  most  distinguished 
for  talent  amongst  the  prelates  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  Church  in  Ireland.  He 
held  in  bis  hand  a  letter  from  the  Roman 
Catholic  Archbishop  of  Tuam,Dr.M'HBle, 
in  which  the  following  passage  occurred. 
The  Association  had  been  established,  it 
was  said,  solely  with  reference  to  corpo- 
rate reform ;  but  what  did  Dr.  M'Hale 
say  ?  He  had  received  a  letter  requesting 
him  to  interest  the  clergy  in  the  Associa- 
tion, and  he  answers  thus: — "I  1 
there  is  no  clergyman  in  this  diocesa  who 
will  not  contribute  to  that  fund.  I  trust, 
too,  that  there  is  not  an  individual  in 
Ireland,  however  humble,  who  will  not 
shortly  give  his  offering  into  the  national 
treasury."  Observe  the  name  the  Roman 
Catholic  Archbishop  baptizes  the  society 
with.  "  The  triumph  that  crowned  the 
Catholic  ought  to  be  a  lesson  to  guide  the 
Oeoeral  Association."  "  The  tithes  shall 
ba  eilingnished  for  ever."  "  It  is  from 
the  creation  of  that  establishment  the  poor 
of  Ireland  may  date  the  epoch  of  their 
being  outlawed  from  the  common  privi- 
leges of  humanity  ;  they  can  never  nope 
to  be  efiectually  restored  until  the  Legis- 
lature issue  the  decree  of  its  Bscal  annihi- 
JatioD,  after  wbicb  littU  will  bo  beard  of 


polemical  acrimony."  He  was  sorry  to 
trouble  the  House  further,  but  he  must 
call  their  attention  to  another  document 
—  a  letter  from  ihe  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  himself— a  letter 
written  the  other  day  to  the  Association, 
in  consequence  of  a  motion  he  had  made 
in  that  House.  And  what  did  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  say?  "I  have  not 
as  yet  received  any  petition  for  presen- 
tation, although  many  were  signed  and 
ready  when  1  left  Dublin.  It  is  important 
that  the  petitions  for  the  ballot  sholild 
arrive  as  soon  as  possible,  and  as  nume- 
rously signed  as  may  be.  Petitions  for 
the  total  abolition  of  tithes,  a  speedy  reform 
of  the  Irish  Corporations,  and  vote  by 
ballot,  according  to  the  directions  con- 
tained in  the  printed  instructions,"  were 
also  required.  What,  then,  was  the  nature 
of  that  Association  7  And  was  not  this 
corporate  reform  made  a  mere  stalking 
horse  for  its  ultimate  designs?  He  held 
in  his  hand  a  copy  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment which  suppressed  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Association — and  he  maintained 
that  the  National  Association,  as  stated 
by  Doctor  M'Hale,  was  nothing  more  nor 
less  than  a  revival  of  the  old  Catholic  As- 
sociation. Supposing  that  opinion  to  be 
right,  why,  he  might  be  asked,  not  try 
the  question  by  law  ?  He  was  not  giving 
an  opinion  that  the  Government  should 
put  it  down ;  hut  suppose  the  noble  Lord 
were  advised  that  the  inquiry  should  be 
instituted  whether  that  boay  was  contrary 
to  the  law,  who  would  be  the  first  person 
to  whom  he  would  appiv  for  advice  ?  Why, 
the  very  con6dentiai  adviser  of  that  asso- 
ciation, who  nursed  it  in  its  infancy,  who 
by  his  zeal  and  assiduity  reared  it  to  its 
present  strength  and  power,  and  had  been 
publicly  thanked  for  having  done  so. 
Could  the  noble  Lord  in  common  sense 
and  reason,  or  without  an  outrage  on 
both,  appeal  to  Mr.  Pigott  whetMT  hia 
Majesty's  Government  were  bound  to  put 
down  the  Association  ?  Or,  supponng  they 
were  to  try  the  question  by  issuing  a  war- 
rant, arresting  some  one  of  its  members, 
and  put  it  into  the  hands  of  Mr.  Laurence 
Cruise  Smith,  whom  Government  had 
lately  appointed  a  stipendiary  magistrate, 
who  had  over  and  over  again  occupied  the 
chair  of  that  Association,  and  was  one  of 
the  most  noted  agitators  in  Ireland — would 
the  cause  of  justice,  in  such  a  case,  have  the 
smallest  chance  of  sncceas  ?  and  yet  under 
eie  circurastaaces  we  were  disdainiolly 
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lfa«t  thn  would  not,  if  they  could,  be 
ffftifl"  ThtD  that  important  body  of  the 
Iriah  psople,  who  in  an  immenM  propor- 
tion reprMentfld  the  rank,  the  wealth,  the 
intelligeDce,  aad  tha  independence  of  that 
sountry,  were  deiignated  by  the  Doble 
Lord  as  a  miserable  monapolising  mi- 
aority.  Was  the,  Marquess  of  Downahire, 
who  lon^  supported  the  Whigs,  and  was 
the  coDsisteDt  friend  of  Roman  Cathoh'c 
Emancipation,  a  miserable  monopoliser 
Was  the  head  of  the  Hutchinson  family- 
%  family  who  for  half  a  centuiv  had  beei 
the  Kalons  and  untiring  advocates  of 
popular  rights,  and  the  relier  from  Roman 
Catholio  disabilities — was  Lord  Crofcon, 
and  many  others  whom  it  would  be 
tadions  to  mention — but  though  last,  not 
least,  he  could  not  pats  over  Mr.  Naper, 
the  chosen  Commissioner  of  the  present 
Ooveroment— almost  the  only  independent 
Oentlsman  who  visited  the  Irish  court — 
was  he,  too,  a  miserable  monopoliser— 
driven,  not  till  the  last  moment,  to  sub- 
■cribe  to  the  resolutions  which  had  pro- 
voked the  present  discussion,  because,  as 
ha  himself  so  well  expressed  it,  he  saw 
the  Irish  Government  in  that  condition  of 
miserable  weakness  and  dependency,  that 
they  were  at  the  same  lime  "  ashamed  to 
destroy,  and  afraid  to  defend,"  the  righti 
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fropertiea  of  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
He  could  wish  plainly  to  tell  the 


House,  and  the  country,  what  it  was  this 
"miserable  monopolising  minority"  asked, 
and  what  now  it  was  they  refused?  IVy 
asked,  they  deaired,  nothing  but  equality, 
equal  justice,  imparlial  administration  of 
the  law,  security  for  their  persons,  for 
their  properties,  for  their  liberties,  and 
their  religion;  they  offered  to  surrender 
all  monopolies,  all exclusiveness,  all  pecu- 
liar political  inSuence ;  but  they  enlreated 
yoD  not  to  transfer  these  to  their  oppo- 
nents; they  desired  no  superiority,  no 
ascendaooy,  nor  to  infiict  on  their  oppo- 
nents any  civil  inequality  ;  but  their  Pro- 
testant Church  Eatablishment  they  would 
cling  to  with  all  tenacity  ;  tbey  would 
iDpport  it  with  the  last  farthing  of  their 
propertjr ;  th^  held  their  lives  cheap  in 
companion  with  it ;  they  knew  that  there 
waald  be  no  safety  to  either  their  pro- 
perUes  or  their  lives  without  it.  Ay,  and 
they  knew,  too,  that  it  was  the  best  se- 
curity, even  for  the  rights  and  liberties  of 
tfoetr  Roman  Catholic  fellow  aubiecu.  If 
^  vote  could  be  taken  that  night  upoo 
tb«  tjHMtiOD,  wbelkw  «i  not  Uw  pnHnt 


Bill  was  calculated  to  destroy  that  Church, 
a  large  majority  would  affirm  that  propo. 
sition :  he  would  employ  the  hoti.  and 
learned  Member  for  Shaftesbury  to  drat» 
the  pleading,  and  take  care  there  was  no 
false  or  immaterial  issue;  but  let  him 
bring  out  at  once  the  plain,  straight- 
forward honest  question — does  this  Bill, 
or  does  it  not,  tend  to  the  subversion  of 
the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland  ?  As  It 
was,  he  knew  there  would  be  a  large  ma- 
jority against  his  side  of  the  House;  soma 
of  his  own  hon.  Friends  would  not  vote 
to  abolish  the  old  corporations;  many 
were  lukewarm  on  the  subject,  and  nttny 
on  the  other  side  would  vote  from  a  secret 
conviction,  that  the  Bill  was  a  blow  aimed 
at  the  Irish  Church ;  othen,  from  an 
honourable  desire  to  support  the  Ministry; 
for,  disguise  it  as  they  would,  depend 
upon  it,  the  vote  that  night  would  neither 
be  cue  on  the  Church  question,  nor  yet 
given  because  a  Bill  of  corporate  reform 
is  vital  to  the  peace  and  tranquillity  of 
Ireland,  but  because  the  same  use  had 
been  made  of  this  question,  which  last 
year  was  made  of  iho  appropriation  clause 
— it  had  ingeniouslv  been  made  vital  to 
(he  existence  of  the  Ministry.  Many,  from 
an  honourable  and  amiable  motive  wonid, 
therefore,  vote  with  them.  Some,  who 
liked  their  persons,  but  not  their  mea- 
sures, and  others,  who  favoured  their  mea- 
sures, but  not  themselves,  would  feel  in 
honour  bound  not  to  desert  them  in  their 
distress.  He  knew  not  whether  the  noble 
Lord  had  felt,  or  ever  would  feel,  the  pain, 
but  lie  certainly  might  discern,  in  that 
debate,  the  symptoms  of  a  mortal  disease 
in  the  Ministry  with  which  he  was  con- 
nected. It  might  be  a  question  of  time, 
a  little  more  or  lass,  but  be  was  persuaded, 
notwithstanding  the  opinion  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  the  contrary,  that  the  people  of 
England  would  consider  this  a  religious 
question— would  be  surprised  at  the  noble 
Lord  and  his  Colleagues  adopting  the 
views  of  the  hon.  Members  for  Liskaard 
■nd  Bath  on  that  subject ;  and  that  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland  would  not,  in  thait 
extremity,  appeal  in  vain  to  the  religiou 
and  generous  svmpathiesof  thair  braUuen 
in  England  and  in  Scotland.  The  ptopU 
of  this  country  were,  as  it  had  beau  truly 
observed  in  the  debate,  slow  to  move—* 
they  resolved  not  quick,  but  once  resolved, 
they  were  very  strong.  The  noble  Lord 
might  be  asanred,  that  wbalerer  was  the 
rote  of  ibe  HoMt  that  ni|bt,  Uw  nisdi 
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tben  wts  tlao  snfficieot  ground  for  the 
appointraeDtof  a  Committee  to  inTeatigate 
the  whole  tiansaction.  There  were  other 
allegations  in  the  petition,  which  showed 
tbat  the  affair  had  but  too  much  the  cha- 
racter of  a  bubble  company ;  for  it  was 
stated  that  there  were  other  persons  of 
^mbling  habits,  and  no  property,  who 
appeared  on  the  list  aa  subscribers  to  the 
extent  of  300,000/.,  in  addition  to  the 
224,9001.  already  alluded  to.  These  were 
fictitious  names,  or  the  names  of  per- 
sons who  had  not  paid,  and  who  were  not 
able  to  par,  any  deposit,  and  who  had  no 
interest  whatever  in  the  undertaking.  He 
had  mentioned  yesterday  that  those  peti- 
tions involved  the  names  of  some  non. 
Members  of  that  House,  in  the  transac- 
tions to  which  tbey  referred ;  not  that  any 
direct  charge  was  brought  forward,  but 
only  that  there  appeared  on  the  list  of 
the  provisional  committee  the  names  of 
certain  Members  of  that  House.  The 
names  mentioned  were  those  of  Sir  Andrew 
Leith  Hay,  and  Mr.  Heskeih  Fleetwood. 
There  was  no  chai^  against  those  Oen- 
.  tiemen  beyond  that  of  culpable  negligence 
in  allowing  their  names  to  be  connected 
with  a  body,  the  character  of  which  they 
bad  not  sufficiently  ascertained.  He  en- 
treated the  House  to  consider  the  conse- 
quences of  hon.  Members  of  that  House 
allowing  their  names  to  appear  on  the  list 
of  directors  of  Companies,  the  respecta- 
bility of  which  they  had  not  sufficiently 
investigated.  These  were  the  gaudy  flies 
which  hid  the  barb  by  which  the  public 
were  hooked  and  caught.  He,  therefore, 
entreated  the  House  to  grant  him  a  Com- 
mittee to  investigate  the  whole  matter, 
that  hon.  Members  and  the  public  might 
know  the  consequences  which  followed 
from  aHowiog  their  names  to  be  connected 
vrith  such  speculations.  There  were,  he 
regretted  to  say.  Gentlemen  in  that  House, 
who  did  allow  their  names  to  be  con- 
nected, with  too  much  ease  and  unwari- 
nesa,  with  companies  like  the  present. 
Such  companies  as  the  one  in  question 
created  distress  with  the  subscribers,  and 
when  the  period  for  the  payment  arrived, 
then  the  distress  was  felt,  and  the  Bank 
was  called  upon  to  give  relief,  and  they 
then  madfl  advances,  which  enlarged  the 
currency ;  so  that  it  was  vain  to  say  that, 
beyond  the  evil  to  individuals,  those  spe- 
culations were  not  pregnant  with  national 
evil.  There  were  various  other  things  in 
the  pttitioni    of  a    grave    and  serious 
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nature,  but  he  believed  that  what  be  had 
already  stated,  would  be  sufficient  to  ia- 
!  the  House  to  institute  an  investiga- 
tion into  the  whole  transaction.  When, 
therefore,  he  had  presented  the  petitions, 
should  move  that  a  Committee  be 
appointed.  His  own  opinion  was,  that  it 
would  be  much  bette  to  have  it  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  restricted  in  num- 
ber, and  certainly  not  exceeding  at  the 
utmost,  fifteen  Gentlemen,  who  bad 
wMght  with  the  House,  instead  of  refer- 
ring it  to  a  lai^r  Committee,  where  the 
numbers  would  be  fluctuating.  He  did 
not  intend  to  name  the  Committee  to-day  ; 
and,  indeed,  under  the  c  ire  am  stances  of 
the  case,  he  thought  that  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  take  its  nomination 
into  their  own  hands;  and  he  shoold 
therefore,  now  only  move  that  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed,  to  whom  these 
petitions  should  be  referred. 
The  petitions  having  been  read, 
Sir  Andrew  L,  Hay  observed,  that  dur- 
ing the  last  Session  of  Parliamsnt,  although 
hisoamemight  have  appeared  inconnexioa 
with  some  railway  companies,  he  had  not 
thought  it  his  duty,  nor  found  it  his  in- 
clination, to  vote  either  in  favour  of  those 
Railway  Bills  with  which  he  was  connected, 
or  against  those  to  which  he  was  opposed, 
nor  should  he  have  thought  it  necessary 
to  address  She  House  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, bad  not  his  name  been  prominently 
brought  forward  as  one  of  the  directors  of 
that  company  whose  conduct  was  thought 
censurable  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Brid- 
port.  His  name  was  last  year  on  the  list 
of  directors  of  a  company  for  forming  a 
Oraveseod  Railway,  hut  the  Bill  for  that 
object  was  refused  by  the  House,  and 
then,  without  his  knowledge,  his  name 
was  transferred  to  the  list  of  directors  of 
this  railway  company,  and  he  had  certainly 
since  that  time  not  directed  his  name  to 
be  withdrawn  from  that  list.  At  the  same 
time,  he  roust  say,  that  he  had  not  at- 
tended the  meetings  of  the  directors,  he 
had  not  signed  the  deed  of  settlement,  and 
he  had  never  participated  ia  any  proceed- 
ings of  the  company.  Having  been  con- 
nected in  common  with  many  other  gen- 
tlemen of  high  respeclabilily,  with  this 
company,  he  did  not  now  come  forward  to 
shrink  from  the  consequences  of  an  act 
which  he  must  admit  was  one  involving  a 
charge  of  considerable  negligence  on  his 
part.  The  moment,  however,  he  had 
,  ascertained  that  there  was  any  doubt  ai  to 
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t)i«  raapeatabOitjr  of  tba  procMdJagi  of  the 
ctmptay,  he  det«nnlaM  to  withdraw  his 
ntne  from  the  direction,  and  although  he 
did  not  beliare  that  thsre  was  an;  aingte 
individiial  in  tha  direction  on  whom  the 
impntaiiont  thrown  b;  the  petiiioni  could 
red,  he  did  not  think  it  eoniiftent  with  the 
doty  ha  owed  to  othen  or  to  himself,  to 
remain  a  aingle  moment  long:er  in  con- 
nexion with  the  company  after  it  had 
been  affected  by  the  ali^teit  taint  of 
fraud. 

Mr.  Hejielh  Fleetwood  »\ioii\d  not  hare 
inlmded  himielf  upon  the  attention  of  the 
Honae,  anieu  hit  name  had  been  used  in 
connexion  with  the  circumatancea  stated 
in  the  petitions,  and  for  his  part  ha  had 
no  wish  whatever  to  shrink  from  any  pro- 
per responsibilily  which  contd  attach  itself 
to  him  fer  allowing  hia  name  to  he  placed 
opon  the  list  of  provisional  director!.  His 
name  had  been  pot  down  as  a  director  of 
a  railway  between  London  and  Ramsgate, 
and  he  had  *atd,  that  if  tfaey  attempted  to 
carry  the  railway  ou  to  Dover,  be  woold 
eeue  to  be  a  member  of  the  company,  and 
he  had  atated  that  eiicnnutancB  as  a 
reason  for  hti  withdrawal  to  the  secretary 
before  thoie  petitioai  were  brought  for- 
ward. But  in  saying  this,  he  had  no  wish 
to  f^  bimtelf  from  any  imputations  which 
could  ta\\  on  members  for  the  commiBsion 
of  an  act  of  negligence,  namely,  that  when 
they  saw  a  scheme  that  they  considered 
liLety  to  lead  to  national  benefit  and  ad- 
vantage, they  lent  it  their  countenance  by 
permitting  their  names  to  be  used  a*  pro- 
visional direetore.  He  had  never  attended 
any  meeting  of  the  hoard  of  directors,  but 
he  would  state  one  point,  in  Justice  lo  the 
individuals  connected  with  the  railway, 
which  he  thought  of  consequence.  He 
thought  that  this  should  be  a  fair  Com- 
mittee, and  with  that  view  he  should  have 
a  very  great  pleasure  in  assenting  to  its 
fbrmalion,  with  this  one  point  in  reserve 
—that  if  any  party  bad  brought  forward 
these  petitions,  in  order  to  impede  the  pro- 
gresa  of  this  Bill,  then,  supposing  the 
parties  implicated  should  be  cleared  from 
the  charges  brought  against  them,  the 
House  would  kindly  indulge  them  with 
fbrther  time,  and  not  permit  the  Bill  to  be 
lost. 

Sir  Edward  Kitatehlndl  expressed  his 
satisfaction  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport  had  acceded  to  the  suggestion 
which  he  had  thrown  out  the  day  before, 
Ibat  Mamben  wboH  cbaractan  were  af- 
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feeted  by  the  allegatiooa  in  theie  p 
might  have  it  in  their  power  to  naJcB  mttj 
eiplanatiODs  which  they  ihou^t  it  6t  nnd 
right  to  offer.    He  esaented  entlrelr   to 
the  course  of  proceeding  which  the  aon. 
"ember  for  Bridport  proposed  to  follcMr. 
here  was  one  observation,  however,  which 
he  wished  to  make ;  namely,  that  Oentle- 
men  should  be  a  little  cautious  bow  th^ 
lent  their  names  lo  any  projects  of  thts 
description.      He  knew  that  there  wens 
many  out  of  doors  who  were  interested  in 
this  inquiry,  and  who  were  naturally  ia- 
teresled  that  the  investigation  should  be 
pursued ;  and  he  trusted  the  sdectton  of 
the  Committee  would  be  such  as  would 
secure  the  confidence  of  the  country.    He 
would  only  say    now  that  he  earoestty 
hoped  that  this  investigation  would  m 
productive  of  public  good. 

Mr.  Matthiat  Altwood  said,  thai  h 
addition  to  those  Gentlemen  whoae  names 
appeared  in  the  list  of  directors,  there 
were  msny  other  individuals  whoae  names 
were  well  known  to  the  House,  and  who 
were  quite  as  respectable  and  as  incapable 
of  acting  improperly  ai  any  of  the  hon. 
Members  who  had  addressed  the  Hoaae. 
He  was  satisfied  that  they  would  not 
shrink  from  the  inquiry  which  the  turn. 
Member  for  Bridport  asked  for,  and  on 
their  part  he  courted  the  fullest  inresti^- 
tion  into  these  transactions. 

Mr.  Oiaborne  thought  tbit  the  Honae 
should  be  careful  in  interfering  with  iheaa 
matiera  before  the  right  time,  and  that 
they  onght  to  bring  the  case  before  the 
proper  tribunals.  He  underatood  that  a 
petition  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  hill  had  been 
presented  to  a  section  of  the  Committee 
of  42,  which  had  been  appointed  this 
session,  and  be  considered  that  into  all 
the  allegations  made  by  the  hon.  Hember 
for  Bridport,  except  one  point,  this  section 
of  the  Committee  would  have  a  right  to 
inquire.  He  doubted,  therefore,  whether 
it  would  be  right  to  appoint  a  Committee 
to  conduct  an  investigation  which  fell 
peculiarly  within  the  scope  of  the  doty 
which  this  section  of  the  Committee  of  42 
had  to  perform.  He  had  not  the  least 
desire  to  screen  any  of  the  parties,  but  at 
the  same  time  be  thought  there  was  some 
danger  of  the  House  stepping  beyond  itt 
functions,  and  the  present  waa  not  the 
most  convenient  time  for  such  a  Gommii- 
tee  to  be  appointed. 

The  Chancellor  of  tka  Sxehtmer  dif- 
ftred  from  hia  hon.  Friend  who  htd  lait 
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■pokua,  bcMoM  he  tkoagfat  ibftt  if  they 
gkve  Uave  to  bt'iag  bills  before  tba  Home, 
and  made  tharoHlvw  nipoiuibk  fbc  Uia 
ehafMtar  of  th«  undcttakiogs,  they  mn*t, 
in  dafenoa  of  their  own  standing  orders, 
appoint  a  select  Committee,  to  ini^uire 
into  tha  facts  Alleged  in  these  petiuons. 
If  they  remitted  parties  who  had  trusted 
to  the  TigilaDce  of  that  House,  to  a  court 
of  law,  and  eiposed  them  to  delay  and 
expense,  they  would  be  abdicating  one 
of  their  most  important  functions  ood 
neglecting  one  of  their  most  imperative 
duties.  He  wovld  take  this  opportuuily 
of  stating  futthei,  that  parties  epplying 
for  bills  to  Parliament  ought  to  be  aware 
that  the  funds  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Exchequer  Loan  Comniisiioneri  were  al- 
most entirely  exhausted,  and  Parliament 
would  do  well  to  reflect  before  they  re- 
newed that  fund,  whether  they  would  give 
encouragement  to  any  fresh  speculations. 
He  should  be  sorry  if  it  were  thought  that 
in  making  this  declaration  he  wished  to 
throw  any  distrust  or  discredit  on  these 
giett  national  undertakings  when  in  the 
hands  of  rupontibla  persons,  and  when 
properly  directed. 

Lord  StanUy  quite  agreed  with  bis 
light  hon.  Friend  in  thinking  that  in  a 
case  which  so  materially  affected  the 
whole  of  their  proceedings,  it  was  impos- 
sible for  the  House  to  refer  it  to  any 
other  tribunal  than  one  of  Iheir  own.  If 
the  facts  stated  in  the  petition  were  true, 
this  was  one  of  the  grossest  frauds  which 
had  ever  been  attempted  to  be  imposed 
upon  the  Honse.  The  statement  which 
had  been  made  to  night  must  have  the 
effect  of  warning  boo.  Members  how  they 
lent  their  names,  their  high  and  honour- 
able names,  to  projects  of  which  they 
knew  nothing.  He  had  invariably,  upon 
all  occBHona,  refused  to  lend  his  name  as 
a  director  of  a  company  of  any  sort  or 
kind,  and  he  was  quite  sure  that  if  gen- 
tlemen would  only  give  themselves  the 
trouble  of  consldertng  the  expediency  of 
not  allowing  their  names  to  appear  before 
the  public  as  nomioal  directors,  from 
vhich  tbsy  could  not  afterwards  shake 
eff  the  responsibility,  though  they  could, 
in  truth,  exercise  no  direction,  they  would 
tee  the  absolute  necessity  of  not  yielding 
to  any  such  solid tatioos.  With  regard 
to  the  tribunal  hefbre  which  these  pelt- 
lions  should  be  sent,  he  was  rather  in- 
dined  to  the  opinion,  that  it  should  be 
refund   to  the  ataading  orders   Com- 
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mittee.  A  Snb-CommitUe  of  tk*  48 
Members  must  go  into  the  miiits  of  llui 
transaction ;  they  must  report  on  tb* 
whole  facts,  and  therefore  he  thought  it 
the  must  proper  triboual  to  which  the 
case  could  be  referred.  At  the  same 
time,  if  the  House  entertained  a  different 
opinion,  and  thought  that  it  should  btt 
referred  to  a  select  Committee,  be  would 
not  object  to  that  conrae. 

Mr.  Pouiett  T/umtton  was  of  opinioo 
(hat  the  House  was  bound  to  instilvte  « 
grave  inquiry  into  the  circumstances  of 
this  case.  He  should  have  been  inclined 
enthely  to  agree  with  his  hon.  Friend  in 
hU  motion  for  a  select  Committee,  pro* 
vided  this  case  bad  occurred  lost  year, 
because  up  to  last  year  there  was  no  other 
tribunal  to  which  it  could  with  propriety 
have  been  referred.  At  present  it  would 
be  preferable  to  refer  the  case  lo  the 
standing  orders  Committee  than  a  taleot 
Committee.  He  did  not  wish  in  tbif, 
the  first  initance  of  the  kind  which  bad 
been  brought  before  the  House,  to  relieve 
the  standing  orders  CommilUe  of  what 
he  conceived  to  be  tbeir  special  duty. 

Hr.  Robert  Pahner  begged  leave  to 
suggest  that  considerable  Inconvenience 
would  result  from  the  cAurse  which  the 
right  hon.  Oenlleroan  proposed  to  follow. 
The  present  was  a  question  of  facts,  and 
if  the  Sub-Committee  were  to  enter  into 
them,  one  of  the  Sub-Co mmitlees  of  the 
42  would  be  shut  up  from  going  into 
the  investigations  which  were  now  before 
them.  At  present  there  were  not  leii 
than  ten  or  twelve  bills  before  each  ci 
these  Sub-Committees  every  day,  and 
it  was  likely  that  as  the  session  advanced 
they  would  have  more  claims  upon  their 
lime.  He  put  it  therefore  whether,  ai  a 
matter  of  convenience,  it  would  not  ha 
better  to  agree  to  the  motion  of  the  boo. 
Member  for  Bridport. 

Mr.  Warburton  said,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  hod  just  spoken  had 
anticipated  one  of  the  objectiona  which 
he  was  about  to  offer  to  the  plan  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  If  his  advice 
were  followed,  it  must  materially  interfere 
with  the  progress  of  busineas  in  this  very 
bnsy  session  for  private  bills.  Again, 
suppose  the  company  wiUidrew  their  bill, 
as  tbey  had  the  power  to  do,  this  would 
stop  all  proceediogs.  <  What  would  the 
standing  orders  Committee  do  then- 7 
That  was  the  second  ohjection.    He  had 
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jtt  a  Utird.  It  wc«ld  be  Reelected  that 
Uu  pBitiM  wbo  bad  iDfaaaibed  their 
nftiDM  to  tbb  petition  were  kndownen 
upon  tbe  Uae ;  were  tbey  to  go  into  thii 
ioToaligatioD  before  tbe  lUDdiDg  orden 
Coninittee  at  their  own  ezpeoie?  This 
wu  not  a  privBte  but  a  public  qoettioa, 
aod  be  wiihed  a  select  Comtniitae  to  be 
appointed— Grst,  becaate  if  theie  petition* 
were  referred  to  the  itandiog  order*  Com- 
mittee, it  would  put  a  >top  to  tbe  progress 
of  private  bniineu ;  secondly,  became 
it  wonid  be  in  the  power  of  the  parties  to 
•top  the  proceeding  b;  withdrawing  their 
bill;  ana  thirdly,  because  tbe  expense  of 
the  inquiry  ought  to  be  borne,  not  by  the 
parties  Int  by  the  public. 

PatitioDS  to  be  referred  to  a  select 
Cofflmitlee. 

MuiriCIPAL       CoapOBAITOMB       (laE- 

lakd) — Committee — Adjovrned  De- 
bate—Third  Dat.]  Hie  Older  of  the 
Day  for  resoming  thedebate  on  the 
Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland)  Bill 
having  been  read, 

Mr.  SntherUm,  being  in  possession  of 
the  House,  wonid  avail  himself  of  the 
opportunity  it  affmxled  him  of  saying  a 
few  words  merely  in  reference  to  the  re- 
mark on  which  great  stress  had  been  laid 
by  tbe  hon.  Oentlemeo  opposite,  that 
Hancbester  had  not  manifested  a  desire  to 
be  constituted  a  corporate  town.  He 
thought  he  should  be  fully  justified  in 
saying  that  the  fact  was,  that  in  all  clastes 
olinhabitanti,  and  in  every  degree,  it  was 
the  unanimous  desire  to  obtain  an  im- 

Cved  system  of  local  goyernment,  on  the 
is  of  corporations.  The  difficulty  had 
been  in  making  an  arrangement  which 
would  prove  satisfactory  to  tbe  townships 
which  constituted  the  town  of  Manchester. 
There  had,  however,  been  a  meeting  held, 
and  a  committee  appointed  to  consider 
the  subject }  that  committee  had  made  a 
report,  which  he  held  in  his  hand,  and 
with  the  leave  of  the  House,  be  would 
read  the  concluding  part  of  it.  It  was 
that — "  In  conclusion,  yonr  committee 
beg  most  respectfully,  but  earnestly,  to 
impress  upon  their  fellow- townsmen  tbe 
importance  of  an  early  arrangement  of  this 
important  subject,  and  they  think  that  the 
present  time  is  a  most  favourable  oppor- 
tunity for  effecting  it.  The  subject  should 
not  be  viewed  as  a  party  question,  but  as 
one  which  should  have  the  good  of  the 
coBuauoity  for  itfi  sole  object,  by  the  cod- 
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stitotioB  of  a  lool  n,om  Basel,  wUch 
will  suitain  tbe  acqairement,  nd  be 
worthy  of  tbe  diatacter  of  tbe  town.  The 
interests  of  evevy  part  of  tbe  boraogb, 
which  are  one  and  the  same  to  all  iatmb 
and  purposes,  ooght  to  be  streogUMned 
by  consolidation,  instead  of  being  we^c 
ened  as  they  now  are  by  sabdivisiona  amd 
distinctions  inimical  to  the  general  good." 
It  was  plain,  therefore,  that  Mancbeater 
was  desirous  of  having  mnoicipid  govem- 
meot.  He  wonld  not  enter  npon  tbe 
general  question,  as  he  could  not  expect 
to  interest  the  House  by  anythio^  he 
could  advance.  He  considered  the  sub- 
ject was  nearly  exbaosted,  and  he  wa«ld 
only  state  his  opinion,  that  having  paid 
considerable  attention  to  the  debrie,  be 
bad  not  heard  one  shadow ofan  a^waaeat 
on  the  other  side,  or  any  fuA  tending  to 
prove,  tbst  Corporations  would  not  be 
highly  beneficial  to  Ireland.  He  bed 
heard  some  alarm  eapreaaed  with  regard 
to  the  Church,  that  the  Est^lished 
Church  of  Ireland  wontd  be  injured  by 
Mnnidpal  Reform ;  bat,  te  bis  own  pert, 
he  thongfat  he  conld  give  proof  that  he 
had  no  bosUlity  to  the  Church,  when  he 
said  be  was  tborooghly  convinced  the 
Cbnrch  of  Ireland  would  eiist  twice  »a 
long  if  Municipal  Reform  was  granted  aa 
it  would  if  it  was  withheld.  Believing', 
then,  that  these  corporations  would  be 
beneficial  to  Ireland,  he  ^ould  give  bia 
cordial  support  to  the  original  loolion. 

Lord  Clements  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Sergeant  opposite  had  paiwularly 
allnded  to  the  exercise  of  the  prerogative 
of  mercy  by  tbe  Lord-Lieatenant  of  Ire- 
land :  end  if  the  bon.  and  learned  Set^ 
geant  were  able  to  prove  hisgrava  cfaatge, 
and  induce  the  House  and  the  people  of 
England  to  consider  that  the  Lotd-Uea- 
tenant  of  Ireland  had  prostituted  the 
power  which  was  plated  in  his  hands,  he 
would  go  far  to  prove  that  the  policy  por- 
sued  by  the  Irish  Government  was  the 
reverse  of  the  most  just,  the  most  concilia- 
tory, the  most  beneficial  to  the  English 
connexion  that  bad  ever  been  pursued  by 
any  Lord-Lieutenant  by  vrhom  Ireland 
was  ever  yet  governed.  He  b^ged  to 
read  a  letter  which  he  had  received  irota 
a  gentleman  in  the  county  of  Cavan— -« 
gentleman  em  respectable  and  honourable 
as  any  of  the  bon.  Gentlemen  whom  be 
saw  opposite— a  gentleman  who  was  the 
brother-in-law  of  the  (Donsemtive  Metn- 
bei  for  Cnvnn,  and  who  bad  done  u  na^ 
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to  pronote  lh«  petce  of  the  count;  of 
CiTSD,  tbe  connexton  between  England 
and  liduid,  end  the  bappinsM  of  the 
peo[^  u  any  man  in  this  Home.  He 
WW  not  about  to  refer,  like  th  bon.  and 
learned  Sergeant,  to  an  anonytnous  author- 
ity. The  gentleman  to  whom  be  elluded 
TatMr.Saiinderaoo,  of  CaitleSaundenon. 
His  letter  bore  on  the  statemeDt  of  the 
bon.  and  learned  Sergeant  that  a  person 
of  tbe  name  of  Patrick  Maguire,  nho  had 
been  found  guilty  of  baring  fired  at  the 
reTcnue  officers,  and  ntwie  sentence, 
which  was  traniportation,  had  been  com- 
muted by  the  Lord- Lieu  ten  ant  to  two 
years'  imprisonment,  was  snbseqnently 
diacharged  by  order  of  his  excellency 
before  the  term  of  his  imprisonment  had 
expired,  tbe  reason  assigned  being  the  bad 
state  of  the  man's  health.  It  was  said  by 
the  hoD.  and  learned  Sergeant  that  the 
necessary  proof  of  the  sickness  of  the 
prisoner — the  certificate  of  the  surgeon — 
bad  not  been  gifen,  and  it  wai  with  refer- 
ence to  this  reprmentation  that  tbe  letter 
would  be  fonna  to  afford  aome  important 
information.  Thelelter  was  as  follows  :— 
Tbe  writer  said,  that  feeling  he  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  repreaentation  which  had 
been  made  respecting  the  release  of 
Maguire  without  a  surgeon's  certificate, 
be  bagged  to  state  such  of  the  facts  as  he 
was  acquainted  with.  A  petition,  signed 
by  fourteen  or  fifteen  magistratei,  besides 
many  other  respectable  persons,  praying 
for  an  eitension  of  tbe  Royal  mercy  to 
Maguire,  was  brought  to  him,  with  a  re- 
quest that  he  wouU  sign  it,  but  be 
declined  to  do  so,  not  knowing  anything 
of  tbe  circumstances.  It  having  been 
represented  to  him,  however,  that  the 
case  was  one  of  great  hardship,  and  that 
bis  name  would  he  very  serviceable,  he 
promised  to  inquire  into  the  case;  and 
having  satisfied  himself  on  the  subject,  he 
determined  to  sign,  tnit  before  he  could  do 
so,  tbe  petition  had  been  forwarded  to  the 
Government,  SubseanentW  tbe  Lord- 
Liautenar 
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under  a  wound,  that  he  was  redaced  to  % 
hectic  state  from  which  he  did  not  think 
he  would  recover  if  his  confinement  con* 
tinned,  and  further,  on  tbe  entreaty  of  tbt 
high  sheriff,  the  writer,  and  otben  who 
were  present,  his  release  was  ordered,  to 
tbe  perfect  satisfaction  of  all  parties.  Th* 
man's  ofTence  consisted  in  this :— He  was 
surprised  when  smu^ling  by  some  teveBU* 
officers,  when  he  jumped  into  a  boat  and 
rowed,  under  the  fire  of  tbe  officers,  to- 
wards the  middle  of  the  lake.  When 
beyond  tbe  range  of  their  fire  he  rested, 
and,  levelling  his  piece,  fired,  it  was  hf 
tieved  purely  out  of  bravado  at  tbe  officers. 
He  was  taken,  tried,  sentenced  to  trans- 
portation, and  sent  to  tbe  bulks ;  but  his 
case  becoming  known,  was  thought  one 
of  great  hardship,  and  an  extraordinary 
number  of  magistrates  and  others  inter- 
fered in  his  behalf.  The  second  case, 
which  was  that  of  a  man  who  bad 
been  tried  for  killing  another,  and  who 
was  found  to  be  insane,  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  would  not  interfere  in. 
Now  he  would  ask  the  Hoose  whether  the 
testimony  of  this  gentleman,  who  had  don* 
his  heat  to  promote  the  peace  of  the  country, 
was  not  of  more  value  than  the  anonymous 
authority  on  which  the  representation  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Sergeant  was  founded. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Seigeant  had  also 
referred  to  some  transactions  in  the  county 
of  Leitrim.  Perhaps  the  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant  would  allow  him  to  inquire  whe- 
ther hia  informant  in  this  case  was  or  was 
not  Mr.  Potter?  The  hon.  and  learaed 
Sergeant  assented ;  the  authority,  then,  to 
which  he  appealed  was  that  of  Mr.  Potter. 
Now  be  would  state  that  he  did  con- 
sider Ireland,  and  his  county  (Leitrim)  ia 
particular,  to  be  in  a  state  of  remarkable 
quiet.  He  believed  his  hon.  Friend  op- 
posite to  be  the  last  person  who  would 
have  permitted  the  magistracy  to  connive 
at  acts  of  riot ;  he  believed  hiro  to  be  tbe 
last  person  who  would  have  looked  over 
such   a  thine:   vet  he  must  say.  that 
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then  had  not  been  more  ontragea  com- 
miUed  than  there  were.  In  the  month 
or  Noreinber  there  were  only  fire  pri> 
sooera  for  trial  id  the  gaol  of  Leitrim. 
He  believed  that  there  ware  few  countiea 
in  Engtaod  which  cmid  MT  »  much  at 
that  period  of  the  year.  Waa  he  not 
jiutified,  then,  in  repieaenting  the  county 
lo  have  been  in  a  remarkably  quiet 
■tatel  Tbe  learned  Sergeant  had  refer* 
red  to  an  outrage  committed  on  the  Re*. 
Ur.  Hoggt  of  the  pariah  of  CIood.  He 
bad  received  tbe  facta  of  that  outrage 
from  a  friend  of  bii.  He  begged  to  de- 
clare tbat  he  yielded  lo  no  man  in  hia 
deaire  to  promote  the  peace  of  the  country. 
To  him  it  was  of  the  highest  importance. 
Ha  lived  there.  Therefore,  to  him,  he  re- 
pealed, it  waa  of  the  utmoit  consequence 
tbat  peace  should  prevail.  He  did  not 
mean  to  aay,  that  he  had  put  himtelf  in 
auy  situation  of  danger  to  effect  that  ob- 
ject. He  did  not  say,  like  Lord  Charle- 
ville,  that  be  would  share  in  the  danger 
of  enforcing  paace;  he  did  not  snj  be 
would  share  any  danger ;  but  he  waa  ready 
to  do  his  duty ;  and  the  fact  was,  tbat  he 
bad  never  been  incommoded.  He  lived  in 
a  bottse  without  fire-arms ;  its  windows 
were  open  down  to  the  ground  ;  and  no 
■tone  wall  surrounded  it.  Such  was  his 
position,  yet  he  bad  never  been  incom- 
moded in  the  slightest  degree.  But  tbe 
bon.  and  learned  Sergeant  said,  that  Mr. 
Potter,  forsooth,  conuected  the  outrage  on 
the  Rev.  Mr.  Hogg  with  the  clemency 
the  Lord -Lieutenant.  He  would  tell  the 
House  how  that  gentleman  came  to  the 
county  first :  be  wonld  show  tbem  whi 
the  country  must  eipect  if  the  Tories  cam 
into  power.  Of  course  they  must  consult 
somebody — they  must  consult  the  Ii 
Sergeant,  and  he  must  consult  thi 
Potter.  Well,  Mr.  Potter  was  introduced 
to  tbe  county  by  tbe  lata  Rector  of  Cloon 
u  B  tithe  proctor,  and  his  conduct  in  that 
■  capacity  was  to  harassing,  so  obnoxious 
to  the  people,  and  so  disadvaDts^eous  to 
th«  rector,  that  he,  or  the  executors  of 
that  gentleman,  discharged  bim.  At  pre- 
sent the  living  waa  held  by  Mr.  French, 
and  he  found  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Poller 
■uch  that  he  discontinued  bim  as  his 
tithe  proctor.  Mr.  Potter  having  been  so 
treated  by  his  friends,  turned  round  and 
joined  tbe  other  party,  and  became  an 
anti-tithe  agitator:  so  be  united  in  his 
own  person  the  two  characters  which  both 
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aides  of  Um  Hoose  agiwd  had  MMt 
agitated  the  covntry.  Hia  side  of  the 
House  attributed  to  the  titho  procton 
much  of  the  agitation  which  bad  eaistcd 
Ireland ;  the  other  side  contended  tbat 
the  agitatioa  vras  chargeable  against  the 
anti-tithe  agiutora.  Now  this  gentleman 
was  both.  He  was  originally  a  tiifa« 
proctor,  and  then  he  became  an  anti- 
tithe  agitator.  He,  after  this,  tried  a  third 
trade,  and  now  he  was  an  attorney.  It 
is  capacity  of  attorney  tbat  bs  in- 
stituted the  prosecution  for  that  very  out- 
rage which  the  learned  Sergeant  wished  to 
make  out.  Without  entering  into  tbe 
question  whether  the  prosecution  wst 
right  or  wrong,  he  wonld  say  the  outraig« 
was  one  of  a  horrible  description,  and  one 
the  parties  to  which  be  wonld  bring  to  ios- 
tice  if  be  could ;  but  he  must  also  declare 
that  it  was  not  a  psrty  outrage.  On  this 
subject  he  would  ask  tbe  Hoese  to  whose 
testimony  would  they  attach  the  greater 
weight — (hat  of  Mr.  Saundenon,  or  that 
of  Mr.  Potter?  He  might  throw  into  tbft 
scale  his  own  testimoffy,  which, humUe  ■■- 
dividual  as  be  was,  nevertheless  was  an- 
titled  to  a  little  consideration.  He  did 
not  mean  to  say,  that  the  constituency  ha 
represented  had  that  interest  in  tbe  Cor- 
poration question  which  some  olhen  bad. 
The  reason  was  this ;  there  were  no  town* 
in  his  county  which  were  likdy  to  become 
corporate  towns.  But  it  was  now  Safil 
that  the  rights  of  Irishqten  were  to  be  re- 
fused, because  the  majority  of  iham  ware 
Roman  Catholics ;  wby,  if  the  qncaUon 
were  brought  forward  in  that  shape,  they 
might  refuse  to  Irishmen  the  enjoyment 
of  soy  right!  whatever.  If  they  refused 
what  must  be  admitted  to  be  juii  rights 
to  Irishmen  because  a  msjority  of  them 
were  Roman  Catholics ;  why,  then,  they 
might  be  denied  trial  by  jury  ;  they  might 
he  denied,  in  fact,  any  nghts  that  ought  to 
appertain  to  them  as  British  subjects. 
He  wanted  to  know  what  argument,  that 
would  withhold  Corporations  from  Ire- 
land, tbat  would  refuse  to  Irishmea 
the  right  of  tbeir  Municipal  elections, 
would  not  apply  generally  to  the  extension 
of  any  other  liberty  to  Irishmen,  whether 
as  Protestants  or  as  Roman  Cadtolics? 
He  was  glad  to  hear  hon.  Qentleinen 
opposite  refer  so  mach  to  the  jury  question, 
because  it  showed  this,  that  if  the  Tories 
were  consistent  and  got  into  power  they 
ought  to  have  Tory  judges,  that  thev  might 
appoint  Tory  thcnfii,  tp  order  thai  the 
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tstter  migtit  immtnate  Tory  qnder-slisriffii, 
tnd  K  th«j  would  hare  packed  juriei. 
tte  did  not  impute  that  to  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  oppoaite  (Sir  R.  Peel),  whose 
worth  ha  reipected.  He  believed  that 
fight  hon.  Baronet  had  laved  the  country 
once,  and  he  hoped  Qod  would  bleu  him 
Ibr  ft.  He  belieTed  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  not  knowingly  do  any 
inch  thing ;  but  the  fact  wai,  that  the 
feeling!  of  prejudice  were  to  itrong 
amongst  the  Omnge  party  in  Ireland, 
Uiat  they  did  not  believe  they  could  get 
a  fkir  trial  nnleu  there  trat  a  packed 
jnry.      Ha   would    initance   a    caie    to 

Crove  this.  In  the  parish  in  which  he 
ved  the  officers  of  the  revenue  police 
and  the  conntryneople  had  a  conflict.  It 
occurred  in  ihe  darit ;  the  connlry  people 
rushed  on  the  police,  by  whom  one  of  the 
people  was  slaughtered,  and  died  in  con- 
sequence  of  the  wound  he  had  received. 
One  of  the  revenue  officers  came  to  him 
In  a  state  of  great  excitement,  and  told 
htm  of  Ihe  ooeorrence.  It  was  necessary 
to  htve  a  coroner'i  inquest :  but  the 
coroner  (as  was  nsual  in  Ireland)  was  in 
gaot.  Tho  revenue  offieer  said,  that  the 
magistrates  must  hold  an  Inquest,  and 
slated  that  he  had  sent  for  a  magistrate 
with  whom  he  was  acquainted,  to  request 
his  attendance;  and  also  that  the  jury 
might  be  taken,  not  from  the  neighbour- 
hood in  which  the  occurrence  took  place  : 
he  desired  that  a  jurv  might  be  summoned 
from  a  tovm  which  was  at  four  miles 
distance.  His  answer  was,  that  he  did 
not  appron  of  the  revenue  officer  having 
sent  ibr  a  magistrate  with  whom  he  was 
acquainted,  nor  did  he  even  approve  of 
himself  presiding  on  the  occasion ;  that 
ihey  should  not  only  ihow  the  people  that 

instice  would  be  done,  but  also  guaranlee 
astice  being  administered.  He,  therefore 
•ent  for  the  stipendiary  magistrate.  He 
stated,  also,  that  he  would  not  consent  to 
ajury  being  brought  a  distance  of  four 
miles,  when  the  law  said  the  jury  ghonld 
be  taken  from  the  neighbourhood.  It  was 
predicted  of  course  that  the  jury  of  ihe 
neighbourhood  wonld  never  find  any  other 
veraict  than  that  of  manslaughter.  The 
jury  heard  the  evidence — they  were  sworn 
— they  attended  to  their  oaths — and  they 
found  a  verdict  of  justifiable  homicide. 
Now,  the  hon.  and  learned  Sergeant  op- 
posite was  for  con  tinning  the  oldjury  system. 
He  did  not  mean  to  mj  that  a  jury  even 
under  that  aystem  would  not  act  according 
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to  theii  eonacientions  opinions— that  twelre 
men  on  their  oaths  would  not  6nd  a& 
honest  verdict — he  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  such  persons  put  into  a  box  would 
not  give  a  good  verdict ;  but  what  he 
contended  for  was  this,  that  just  as  good 
a  verdict  would  be  given  if  the  men  in  th« 
box  were  not  party  men.  Now  since  that 
unfortunate  homicide  to  which  he  had 
referred  there  had  never  been  another  case 
of  outrage,  and  this  because  the  people 
were  convinced  that  they  would  have  fair 
play,  and  that  the  jury  who  decided  the 
case  never  would  have  found  a  verdict  of 
justiRable  homicide  if  the  act  committed 
were  not  justifiable.  It  was  all  very  well 
for  hon.  Gentlemen  to  say,  that  juries  were 
always  fair  in  Ireland,  because  a  case  had 
never  come  against  themselves ;  but  this 
he  knew  Protestants  to  say  when  the 
shoes  pinched  themselves,  that  ihey  could 
not  bear  corporation  juries.  He  had  not 
himself  any  personal  interest  in  this  matter, 
he  never  attended  their  public  meetings  in 
all  his  life,  ^ut  still  he  could  not  remain 
tilent  when  his  eountiy  was  denied  that 
which  it  was  her  plain  and  manihst  right 
to  have.  He  denied,  that  because  the 
majority  of  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
Catholics,  that  they,  therefore,  were  boitila 
to  the  connexion  with  this  island.  It 
had,  indeed,  been  said,  that  corporation 
reform  would  affect  the  Church  question  ; 
this  was  said  because  it  was  declared  to 
have  been  asserted  by  the  hot),  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  that  it  would 
afiect  the  Irish  Church.  Now  it  was  not 
enough  for  hon.  Oentleroen  opposite  to  say 
this,  or  to  teat  upon  the  assertion  that 
another  taid  it ;  they  ought  to  prove,  that 
a  connexion  between  corporate  reform 
and  the  Established  Cborch  existed.  The 
General  Association  did  not  maintain  that 
it  vrould  destroy  the  Church.  What  it 
said  was,  that  corporation  reform  would 
lead  to  a  satisfactory  adjustment  of  the  tithe 
question,  and,  in  his  opinion,  tbera  was 
the  greatest  difference  between  a  satis- 
factory adjustment  of  the  tithe  question 
and  the  Established  Church.  What  effect, 
he  asked,  could  bodies  in  towns  have  with 
respect  to  the  tithes,  which  was  merdy  an 
agricultural  question  ?  The  opposite  party 
could  not  show  it,  except  by  quotations 
from  speeches  made  by  tKe  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Killcenny.  in  bis 
opinion  corporation  reform  could  have  no 
effect  whatever  on  the  Established  Church. 
The  right  boo.  Member  for  the  Universitj 
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of  Dublin  hid  taanted  him  with  cod- 
itantly  ujing  he  was  a  Proiatant.  He 
hoped  he  wu  s  aincere  Protestant — that 
be  adhered  whh  fimiDeas  to  the  rdigioD 
that  he  proresied.  He  was  read^  to 
maintatn  the  religion  of  the  Eilabluhed 
ChoTch,  and  be  wai  one  who,  if  hii  religion 
were  attacked,  wonid,  to  nae  the  language 
of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire  resUt  diat  attack  "  to  the 
death."  He  did  not  say,  that  corporate 
reform  could  alone  pacify  Ireland ;  but  he 
believed  that,  with  Poor-laws,  it  would 
go  a  great  way  towards  the  tranquiliaation 
of  that  country.  Hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site wished  that  things  in  Ireland  shonld  re- 
main ni  ttat*  quo.  That  was  impossible  : 
they  coald  not  remain  so  mthoat  coercion 
bin  after  coercton  bill,  and  the  people  of 
England,  he  believed,  would  not  run  the 
riikof  acifil  war  for  the  purpose  of  snstain- 
ine  things  as  they  were  in  Ireland.  He 
might  pass  over  to  the  other  aide  if  it  were 
pncticable  to  keep  thiags  as  they  were 
in  Ireland ;  bnt  believing  that  to  be 
impncticable,  he  gave  hit  support  to  his 
Majes^i  Government  in  the  coone  tbey 
vcre  panning. 

Hr.  RMmtM  observed,  that  he  had  last 
year  given  a  silent  vote  npon  this  question, 
and  he  wonld  have  done  so  this  year  bat 
tor  tbe  incr^sed  importance  which   the 

SoestioB  had  acquired.  He  wonld  state 
lat  there  was  no  question  in  which  the 
people  of  England  took  so  deep  an  interest 
■a  this  question,  and  this  because  it 
»m>ealed  to  their  sober  jadgment.  He 
waa  at  a  loss  to  conceive  how  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  opposition  side  of  tbe 
House,  who  were  supporting  the  Protes- 
tant Eslablidiment  in  that  country,  could, 
consistently  with  their  own  arguments, 
impose  on  Ireland  an  establishment  alien 
to  the  feelings  of  the  great  body  of  the 
people,  on  account  of  the  Union,  and  yet 
pnland,  lo<dcing  to  the  same  Union,  to 
draw  a  distinction  between  them  and  tbe 
English  people,  and  deprive  them  of  cor- 
porate reform.  He  had  been  generally  a 
anpporter  ofthe  present  Ministry,  because 
he  saw  Ihem,  on  the  one  hand,  acting  as 
•  chedc  npon  democracy,  which  was  so 
nnrailed  to  a  mixed  Qovemment,  and,  on 
the  other,  (^posed  to  a  party  to  nhich  lie 
ahonld  be  opposed,  who  wished  to  govern 
tbo  majority  for  the  benefit  of  tbe  few. 
It  was  his  opinion  that  the  maintenance 
ofthe  present  Goveniment  in  Ireland  was 
ibr  the  benefit  of  that  coantry.    He  had 


beard  mmonrs  in  many  qoarten  of  the 
near  approach  of  the  dissolation  of  tb* 
Melbourne  Administration.  He  would 
ask  those  near  whom  he  sat  [on  the  oppo^ 
sition  side  of  the  HouieT— he  would  mkk. 
the  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  (he  House, 
whether  it  had  ever  occurred  to  them  to 
reflect  on  what  must  be  the  condition  on 
which  any  Administration  could  succeed 
(o  the  present  with  the  hostile  feeling 
which  mast  be  entertained  on  (heir  part 
by  the  whole  Catholic  population  of  Ire- 
Und  ?  He  woold  atk,  could  an  appeal 
be  safely  made  to  the  people  of  Ei^aDd 
and  Scotland  npon  this  question?  /f  lie 
conid  pretend  to  know  aoything  of  tbe 
feelings  and  opinions  of  hb  countrymen, 
he  would  state  with  perfect  siocenty  to 
thcHe  Gentlemen  near  him,  that  it  was 
impossible  for  them  to  appeal  to  the 
people  of  England  and  Scotland  upon  any 
question  that  would  be  more  fata]  to  them 
and  their  party  than  this  very  question. 
This  was  his  decided  opinion.  It  wis 
supposed  that  such  an  appeal  would  be 
attended  with  more  or  less  succees,  be- 
cause it  was  mixed  op  with  the  question 
of  the  exiHence  of  the  Church  Establish- 
ment. Aa  a  member  of  that  Choich,  be 
must  confess  he  was  extremely  sorry  to 
6nd  the  claims  of  the  PiotesUnt 
Chorch  so  much  mixed  up  with  this  qaes- 
tion.  He  was  very  sorry  to  hear  it  avowed 
by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire  (Lord  Stanley),  when  he  tap- 
ported  the  amendment  of  the  nobk  Lolid, 
the  Member  for  South  I^ncasbire,  that  be 
did  BO  because  be  considered  that  the 
granting  Municipal  Corporations  to  bo- 
land  would  necessarily  lead,  and  was,  as 
be  believed,  intended  to  subvert  (he  Pro- 
testant Church.  In  his  opinion,  the  ex- 
istence of  the  Protestant  faith,  whoever 
became  of  the  Establishment,  did  oot 
depend  upon  this  or  any  other  question 
— ^ne  would  rather  say  that  it  rested  upon 
its  intrinsic  merits,  and  in  the  afiection 
and  respect  of  those  who  honestly  and  oon- 
Bci  en  tiously  belonged  toitscommuakm.  Bat 
it  was  said  that  the  granting  of  Municipal 
Reform  to  Ireland  would  have  a  tendency 
to  increase  the  influence — an  infioeooe 
which  no  subject  should  possess— enjoyed 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny over  the  people  of  Ireland.  "Hiey 
were  warned  not  to  pass  this  measure,  be- 
cause that  hon.  and  learned  Member,  in  his 
ndiscretioD,  had  avowed  dsewhere,  that  if 
Muoicipal    Corpontioa    Refona    «mb 
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granted  to  Ireland,  he  vould  make  it  the  ' 
mea&fl  of  carrjine  alt  the  other  points 
which  were  destreaby  him  and  those  who 
acted  with  him.  He  would  tell  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny,  that 
he  was  rery  much  mistaken  in  the  people 
of  this  country  and  of  Scotland,  if  he  con- 
ceived that  the  lympaiby  felt  by  both 
countries  towards  the  Irish  people,  which 
induced  them  to  co-operate  with  the  hon, 
and  learned  Member  and  others,  in  their 
endesTOUTS  to  obtain  justice  for  Ireland, 
would  in  like  manner  be  available,  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  should,  in  an 
evil  hour,  turn  round  and  advise  his 
countrymen — having  obtained  this  mea- 
sure, as  he  hoped  they  would — to  atterapt 
to  establish  a  Catholic  doroinancy  on  the 
rains  of  the  Church  Establishment.  Was 
it  possible  that  the  Dissenters,  who,  to  a 
man  almost,  supported  the  present  Go- 
vernment, was  it  possible  that  they  would 
be  induced  to  co-operate  for  such  an  un- 
holy purpose?  The  power  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  was 
created  by  a  lon^  system  of  misrule,  and 
his  hope  and  belief  was,  that  by  taking 
away  the  cause,  they  would  deprive  the 
Irish  people  of  the  motive  for  rallying 
lound  andsupporting  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member;  and  so  far  from  adding  to  his 
strength  for  mischievous  purposes,  they 
would  absolutely  put  an  end  to  it  in  this 
country,  and  greatly  weaken  it  in  Ireland. 
He  must  repeat,  that  he  was  sorry  to  find 
this  question  mixed  up  with  the  question 
of  the  Established  Church.  He  was  sorry 
to  see  that  Church  put  forward  as  the 
only  barrier  between  the  people  of  Ire- 
land and  their  political  freedom.  He 
apoke  the  sentiments  of  his  constitnents 
when  be  said,  that  if  the  result  should  be 
the  rejection  of  the  present  measure  by 
the  other  House  of  Parliament — there  was 
no  donht  that  it  would  be  carried  by  a 
large  majority  in  this  House — but  if  the 
other  House  should  reject  this  measure  a 
second  time,  and  there  should  be,  in  con- 
sequence, an  appeal  to  the  country,  he' 
wasperfecdy  satisfied  that  the  people  of 
England  were  determined  to  suppwt  that 
OorenHuent,  and  that  Government  only, 
whidi  was  disposed  to  grant  the  same 
rights  and  pmrilegea  to  Ireland  which 
were  enjoyed  by  the  people  of  this  conntry. 
This  question  wodd  be  an  insuperable 
obstacle  to  keep  tbe  hon.  Members  on  that 
nde  of  the  Hoase  ont  of  power.  The 
tintebaA  inired  when  it  wu  lOiwlHtely 
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necessary  that  they  should  change  the 
whole  course  of  their  policy  towards  Ire- 
land, and  when  they  must  endeavour  to 
conciliate  the  affections  of  the  Catholics 
of  Irelaod  hy  a  real  union  and  identity  of 
interests  between  the  two  countries.  They 
had  tried  the  contrary  system  long  enough. 
They  were  told,  that  it  would  be  dan- 
gerous to  go  on  making  concession  after 
concession.  In  his  opinion  the  danger 
was  purely  chimerical.  They  had  seen  the 
baneful  consequences  of  a  long  system  of 
misrule  and  misgovern  me  nt  in  Ireland. 
Let  them  try  conciliatory  measures — let 
them  establish  civil,  political,  and  reli- 
gious equality  in  Ireland,  and  he  was 
very  much  mistaken  if  they  would  not 
have  resson  to  bless  the  hour  when  the 
two  branches  of  (he  Legislature  came  (o 
so  Just  a  determination,  instead  of  pur- 
suing this  miserable  warfare  between 
Protestant  and  Catholic.  Tbe  present 
debate,  the  acrimonious  invectives  on 
both  sides,  showed  the  diseased  and  dis- 
ordered slate  of  Ireland.  Let  that  House 
adopt  a  different  system,  and  they  might 
expect  that  Ireland  in  future,  instead  of 
being  a  source  of  weakness,  vould  be- 
come a  pillar  of  strength  to  this  country. 
For  this  reason  he  would  oppose  most 
decidedly  the  amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  South  lancasfaire, 
and  support  the  measure  of  his  Majesty's 
Government. 

Mr.  RieKardt  denied,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Worcester  was  at  all  justified 
in  attributing  to  hon.  Gentlemen  at  that 
side  of  the  House  such  a  motive  as  that  of 
wishing  to  govern  the  many  for  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  few.  He  denied  that  they 
were  actuated  by  any  such  feelings,  and 
therefore  he  thought  the  observation  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Worcester  open  to 
great  animadversion.  For  himself,  he 
could  say,  that  he  participated  in  no  such 
feeling ;  and  he  was  convinced  he  might 
make  a  similar  dechiratiou  on  behalf  of 
every  hon.  Gentleman  on  his  side  of  the 
House.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  fn 
Leitrim,  had  replied  to  the  facts  stated  hy 
the  hon,  and  learned  Member  for  Youg- 
hal,  but  had  he  disproved  any  of  those 
facts?  If  the  desire  were  to  ascertain 
whether  these  facta  were  trne  or  false, 
why  not  grant  the  Committee  which  the 
hon.j  and  learned  Member  for  Youghal 
had  demanded?  Tlie  refusal  to  grant 
that  Committee  wonid  enable  the  country 
to  judge  of  tbe  matter  fot  tljeouelTa^ 
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becaiiM  ibey  must  feel,  ai  he  did,  that  if 
tlie  caie  made  oat  by  tbe  bon.  aud  learned 
Member  for  Yougbal  could  be  met,  an 
inquiry  would  at  once  have  beeo  roIuii> 
teered.  Re  was  aazioui,  honcTer,  to  di>- 
CQH  this  queitioD  on  its  broad  priDciplea. 
The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Leitrim, 
■tatedi  tbat  tbe  people  of  Ireland  were 
entitled  to  equal  rights  with  the  people  of 
this  country,  and  of  Scotland.  No  one 
douhted  that ;  but  then  the  question  was, 
were  not  the  circumstances  of  Ireland 
sacb  as  to  render  it  unsafe  to  grant  mu- 
nicipal institutions  to  tbat  country  1  It 
was  notorious,  Ibat  there  was  in  this  coun- 
try, a  struggle  between  two  great  prin- 
ciples—the  influence  arising  from  pro- 
perty, and  the  democratic  influence — and 
he  would  aslc,  whether  the  latter  influence 
had  not  been  coniiiderably  augmented  by 
tbe  change  which  had  taken  place  in  the 
English  corporations?  It  was  by  means 
of  tbe  democratic  power  that  many  of  the 
hon.  GiBRtlemen  opposite  occupied  seats 
in  that  House,  and  on  that  same  power  it 
was,  that  bis  Majesty's  Ministers  relied 
for  their  continuance  in  office.  It  had 
been  said^that  there  was  no  connection 
between  this  question,  tnd  tbat  relating 
to  Ibe  EaUbliibed  Church.  He  enter- 
tained a  very  diSerent  opinion :  and,  be- 
lie*it^  that  this  meunre,  if  carried,  would 
tend  to  the  subversion  of  the  Church,  he 
felt  it  his  bounden  and  sacred  duty  to 
Oppose  it  When  the  Reform  Bill  was 
under  discussion,  much  was  said  about 
allowing  certain  indifiduals  to  nominate 
to  seats  in  that  House:  but  what  were 
they  now  going  to  do  ?  Why,  to  enable 
tbe  hOD.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny, not  to  nominate  six  or  seven  Mem- 
bers for  Ireland,  but  perhaps  eighty  or 
even  ninety.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  sMted,  that  this  measure  would 
place  power  to  that  extent  in  his  hands, 
and  was  he  not  more  likely  than  the 
noble  Lord  to  understand  what  would 
moat  contribute  to  tbe  advancement  of  his 
own  views  ?  The  boo.  and  learned  Mem< 
bar  for  Kilkenny  might  be  sincere  in  wish- 
ing the  welfare  of  bis  country ;  but  as  he 
(Mr.  Richards)  did  not  think  that  object 
could  be  attained  by  tbe  course  which  the 
IioQ.  and  learned  Member  pursued,  ha 
must  ^ve  it,  as  his  opinion,  that  this  Bill 
would  place  a  most  dangerous  power  in 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  hands. 
The  boa.  Member  for  Worcester  had  said, 
that  tbe  people  of  WoicMter  vue  iq  f». 
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vonr  of  granting  Municipal  Corporations 
to  Ireland.  Now  be  was  well  aoqauntefl 
with  that  county,  and,  knowing,  aa  bs 
did,  the  feeling  that  prevailed  ihsfe,  bo 
must  deny  the  assertion.  He  might  anka 
the  same  observations,  generally,  with  re- 
spect to  the  people  of  England  and  of 
Scotland.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  Leitrim,  thought,  that  this  Bill  would 
lend  lo  the  pacification  of  Ireland.  No 
doubt  it  might  satisfy  certain  partiei  io 
that  country ;  but,  from  his  acquaintaooe 
with  tlie  state  of  Ireland,  be  could  under- 
take to  say  tbat,  whatever  might  be  ita 
tendency,  it  would  not  be  of  a  pacific 
character.  He  bad  never  yet  found,  that 
the  lust  for  all  was  satisfied  by  tbe  con- 
cession of  a  part.  On  tbe  contrary,  un- 
bition  was  a  passion  that  grew  with  wbat 
it  fed  upon  ;  and,  in  the  present  case,  be 
was  convinced,  that  if  these  corporatiane  . 
were  put  into  the  hands  of  tbe  majority,  ' 
they  would  be  used  as  a  lever  for  the 
attainment  of  universal  dominion  in  In- 
land.  He  well  recollected,  tbat  when  tbe 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretarj  for  the  Home 
Department,  introduced  tbe  Eoglisb  Hn- 
nicipal  Bill,  he  declared  bia  conviction 
that  the  powef  gained  would  not  be  ap- 
plied for  party  purposes;  yet  unce  tbat 
Bill  bad  been  passed,  tbe  power  had  be^ 
exercised  for  scarcely  any  other  objects ; 
and  he  was  convinced  that  it  was  intended 
to  be  so  wielded  at  tbe  coming  electkn  i 
for  the  Ministers  had  no  hopes  in  tbe 
counties,  and  they  must,  therefore,  relv 
on  the  towns.  The  him.  and  learned 
Member  for  Liskeard  had,  on  a  former 
night,  spoken  in  periods  that  were,  no 
doubt,  most  elaborately  worded,  of  tbe 
extraordinary  virtues  of  municipal  intttttl- 
tions— of  the  occupation  tbey  would  give 
the  inhabitants  in  paving  and  lighting 
ibeir  streeU.  That  hon.  Member  also  gate 
one  of  the  oddest  illustrations  ha  had 
ever  heard — he  said,  that  the  state  <^  Ire- 
land was  unlranquil,  and  that  these  oor- 
porationa  would  give  the  people  of  that 
country  somelhing  to  think  about,  and 
draw  them  off  from  their  present  quarrak. 
Why  that  should  be,  be  could  not  under- 
stand. If  the  power  was  now  abssad  by 
the  minority,  bow  mncb  more  likeW  it 
waa  to  be  abused  by  the  majority.  Why, 
in  proportion  to  the  greatness  and  irre- 
sponsibility of  power  would  be  the  aboM 
of  It.  Od  the  Opposition  aide  it  was  pro- 
posed, that  prorinon  ahould  be  made  ftir 
the  due  periomance  of  ^  &e  numiopkl 
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4»tita,  Ktid  tbat  thore  iboukl  be  k  proper 
nadoMbility.  U  ««■  lingvlBr  the  aimi- 
Wt^  thai  then  «u  between  the  ipeeohM 
of  tb«  boa.  and  Ueraed  Member  for 
Uekrard,  and  ihOM  ef  Dentoo,  Maret, 
ead  RobeapierTe,  M  tbe  time  of  the  French 
EevelnliOB.  They,  too,  talked  of  the  ad- 
TUrtegaa  of  manicipal  mUitutioaB,  and  of 
the  harinleunen  of  their  intentioDi  in  de- 
■Btnding  them.  Yat  what  wa*  the  reiult  T 
The  hoD.  and  learned  Uember  for  Bath 
had  talked  of  tbe  local  advaDtegei  of  cor- 
poratioM.  Probably  thia  meant  liberty 
of  speech  and  Bctioo,  and  security  for 
property.  Bet  where,  in  any  country, 
wonld  so  nmch  liberty,  ao  much  security, 
be  found  as  infiogland?  Why  change 
this  sUte  of  tbin^,  then  1  What  oould 
Ihey  liope  to  anbstitute  for  it  ?  What  had 
they  ready  to  subsUuite,  when  they  had 
paUod  down  ell  the  present  insiitutiona  of 
tbe  oonotry?  Nmtner  Denton,  nor  Ha- 
rat,  nor  Robeapierre  knew  wbat  to  anbaii- 
lote  when  tbey  did  the  sane  Hung.  In 
the  excess  of  their  kindness  for  the 
peo^,  hoD.  Gentlemen  opposite  wuhed 
to  take  away  the  {frcat  aoTantages  they 
nam  had,  and  to  pve  them,  in  tfaeir  room, 
nen  aonnding  ones,  certainly,  but  more 
dnbioas.  He  proteated  a^iost  their  efibrls 
to  deslrey  the  institutkniB  of  tbe  oountry, 
under  the  specious  pretext  of  reforming 
tbnn. 

Mr.  Waik*r  said,  a  ¥ery  few  words 
««aU  be  quite  aDttcent  to  answer  the  ob- 
aamtiona,  for  he  conld  not  call  them 
aqnraents,  of  ihe  Member  for  Knares- 
bOToagb— indeed,  he  had  heard  nothing 
deeernng  Ihe  name  of  argnment  during 
tfw  debate  from  the  other  tide  of  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  boasted  that 
ke  lived  is  happy  England,  enjoying  her 
free  imtilvtions  in  peace  end  prosperity, 
and  by  whish  means  he  had  succeeded  m 
trade,  and  had  grown  wealthy,  and  thai, 
therefore,  he  would  not  agree  to  this  Bill ; 
BO,  becauee  he  saw  they  were  nscfbl  to 
Bnglaad,  be  woold  revise  to  gire  like 
bletelDgs  to  Ireland.  The  same  Member, 
with  equal  wisdom,  observed  that  Ihe 
Oi«ng«  miooTtty  moDOpolisdd  aitd  abused 
Ao  oorporat*  power,  and  perseeated  the 
malotity  of  tbe  people ;  ergo,  says  be,  a 
na^orky  would  mosopolise,  and  p«necste 
still  saore  in  exact  proportion  to  Ha  num- 
bers, and  for  that  -  reason  be  would  refose 
to  secede  Corporate  Reform  to  Ireland. 
Traly,  to  nentioa  tbeee  abeuidities,  was  a 
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Member  seemed  to  be  iffnorMit  lb«t  tlu 
minority  were  a  imal)  political  hxuiw, 
wbiUt  the  majority  to  which  these  ri^jy 
were  to  be  resunred  was  a  nation  oom- 
priiing  within  its  million*  that  faotioa 
itself.  Tbe  debate  had  run  to  sach  length 
that  be  should  now  conGnebimadf  to  a  t«^ 
few  obterrstions,  and  a  few  facts  vhicb  ho 
thought  would  ahow  that  the  apprebea- 
tions  of  Members  c^posite  were  grouoA* 
leas.  Tbe  Toriea  assert  that  this  is  ft 
question  between  the  ProtestanU  of  Iro- 
land,  on  tbe  one  aide,  and  the  CatWiw 
on  the  other;  be,  however,  potilire^ 
denied  that  position.  It  was  truly  a 
contest  between  a  leetion  only  of  (he 
Proteatants,  wbo  strive  to  retain  an 
exGJosive  possession  of  corporate  property 
and  power  for  individual  advantage,  and 
the  Irish  people  at  Urge,  being  Catholics, 
Pioietlanti,  and  Preabvteriana,  wbo  an 
seeking  the  removal  of  civil  disabilbiei, 
and  an  equality  of  civil  rights  with  the 
neople  of  Engiand  and  Scotland.  The 
Irish  Conservative  Members  assart  thit 
they  alone  represent  the  Protestant  pnb 
party  and  feeling  of  Ireland  t  that  be  also 
denied,  for  the  liberal  Irish  Members  were 
in  number  and  pr<^rty  nothing  inferior 
to  tfaeir  opponents.  Ireland  sent  thirty  U- 
beralProtestantMembarstothatHoace,aiul 
their  opinion  was,  that  ths  paming  of  this 
measure  could  not  endanger  the  Protestant 
church,  whilst  the  refusal  of  it,  and  par- 
ticnlarly  on  the  grounds  pnt  forwafa  by 
Ihe  other  side,  must  be  injnriouj  to  that 
church,  by  rendering  it  more  odious  to  the 
people.  Ha  wished  to  address  this  lo 
English  Tory  Members  opposite,  and,  if 
possible,  that  it  should  go  forth  to  the 
English  people  that  thirty  Irish  Proteo- 
tant  Members  believed  that  the  condutt 
of  tbe  ConseTvatJves  of  Ireland  was  calcQ* 
Isted  to  upset  the  Irish  Cbarch,  and  ikat 
those  wbo  set  np  that  Church  as  an 
obstacle  upon  all  occasions  to  good 
government  and  equal  laws  ware  the  real 
and  wOTSt  enemies  to  the  ProUstent 
Cbttrch.  Bnt  the  Oentlemeo  opposite 
taunt  all  liberal  Protestants  with  being 
on] 
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GovenuBeiit,  to  dut  it  would  reaHj  appear 
dtat  the  Ubml  Protaatant  Hembers  were 
Aa  onlf  pattj  that  bad  any  tif  bt  to 
coBriaia.  Tlten  what  odier  motiTe  except 
a  wBgiaM  one,  namely,  a  consdeDtioui 
belfaf  Ibat  \m  own  rdic;ion  was  tbe  beat, 
covU  a  Ebcfal  Pntestan  t  bare  for  profeaa  ng 
ProtatantiBBt  T  aod  be  tboogbt  that  the 
Ubaral  Pntestant,  wbo  wnhed  to  do  to 
\m  Roann  Catbotic  neigbboDr  what  be 
.maU  wish  b»  Calholic  neigbbonr  ihoald 
do  to  bnn,  was  at  least  as  Cbnatian  a 
-Protestant  as  the  Oiaoge  one,  wbo  was 
eoBstantly  doing  to  tbe  Cethdics  what  he 
would  be  ^needingly  sorry  the  Catholic 
riravld  retort  upon  him.  He  should  not 
have  dwelt  so  mnch  on  this,  raly  at  tbe 
presant  time  sach  exertions  had  been 
made  by  tbe  Tories,  in  and  out  of  the 
Ronse,  to  renew  that  hypocriticBl  no 
Pt^Miy  cry,  not  that  they  really  heliered 
that  the  measares  of  the  present  ministers 
endengiered  the  chorch,  bnt  that  they 
knew  that  unless  they  could  deceive  and 
lonse  the  prejudices  of  the  people  of 
England,  they  could  nsTer  toni  tbe  pre- 
sent Ministry  out  or  regalQ  their  own  lent 


I  Bill  was,  that  agitation  was 
atiU  gobg  on;  that  it  was  promised,  on 
the  part  of  the  Irish  Catholics,  that 
■o  toon  as  emancipation  was  carried, 
agitation  should  cease,  and  that  that 
pnmisB  had  been  broken.  To  this  he 
woald  answer,  that  so  soon  as  Catholic 
ematKJpation  was  really  granted,  CatboUc 
agitation  would  cease;  that  so  soon  as 
Ireland  obtained  equal  rights  and  equal 
justice,  national  associations  and  national 
agitation  would  cease.  Bnt  he  would 
aidi,  bad  Catholic  emancipation  really 
yet  been  granted,  when  noble  Lords, 
and  right  hon.  Baronets  opposite, 
declare,  that  their  only  reason  forrefusiog 
a  full  participation  of  the  British  consti* 
totioD  to  Ireland  is  because  the  majority 
of  the  people  are  Catholics?  The  act 
passed  to  emancipate  the  Catholics  stated 
>t  to  be  for  theremoral  of  all  ci*il  disabi- 
littes,  but  were  tbe  civil  disabilities  of  the 


CatboUea  r«Bwved,  when  you  Dot   oiaiy 
refase  to  admit  then  to  tbe  sasH  aaa^aa. 
eipal  rigbu  enjoyed  in  En^and  aad  Sc— 
land,  but  tbe  Home  was  aetoaUy    ^- 
dearoaring,  by  its  aaiendawnlB  to   tiaia 
Bill,  to  dntray  tbe  chril  rigfau    of  the 
entire  people  of  Irriand?    The  peoj^   of 
Irdand  would  nerer  desist  from  aptatioa 
natil   they  obUin  thdr  full  share  of  the 
eonstttution,  and  tbey  would  be  undcaer* 
Ting  of  liboly  if  tbey  did.     He  would  at 
once  admit,  tlut  the  paniog  of  this  BilJ, 
therefore,  wonid  not  pot  a  complete  end 
to  agitation,  bnt  be  would  say,  XhaS.  it 
wonkl   be  taken  as  an  instalment  which 
would  go  far  to  allay  it ;  refuse  it  aod  the 
agitation  would    be    ten    limes    woiaa. 
Another  flection  was,  that  tbe  Catholies, 
being   the   majority,   would  ezclode   tba 
Protestants  from  all  office  and  emolaaacat; 
this  was   an   assumptioa   which    Parlia- 
mentary experience  disproved,  foe  Catliolic 
const  iinencies    had    bitberto    made    ao 
religious  distinctions  between  caudidalaa, 
bat  had  returned  many  Protestanta  to  tUa 
House,  and  had  frequently  shown  a  marfced 
preference  to    Protestants.     Bat  it    win 
also  said  on  the  opposite  side,  that  though 
this  was  true  as  regarded  Parliamentary 
returns,  it  would  not  be  the  case  in  asani> 
cipal  elections,  there  would  be  so  many 
little  local  party  prejudices  ;  now  at  tbe 
best  this  objection  was  but  a  prophecy, 
and  in  order  to  upset  it,  he  should  state 
what  ha  considered  would  be  the  practical 
working  of  the  Bill   throughout  Irdand, 
by  stating  how  the  open  corporation  sntem 
worked  in  the  town  which   he  bad  the 
honour    to   represent.     He   should   fint 
state,  that  the  town  of  Wexford  waS|  next 
to  Belfast,  one  of  the  most  rising  comma- 
cial    towns    in    Ireland,   and   the   House 
might  judge   of  its  imporunce  whea  be 
told  them  that  between  200  and  300  sail 
or  vessels  belonged  to  the  mercibanbi  of 
Wexford,  and  that  1,000  of  her  townsmtn 
were  on  (he  sea ;  the  great  majority  oTthe 
iahabitonts  are  Roman  Cathofics,  at  least 
in  proportion  of  five  to  one  Protestant : 
the  corporation  consists  of  a  mayor,  who 
exercises  extensive  judicial  fnnctioai— of 
two  bailiffs,   whose  duties  are  somenhu 
similar  to  sheriffs — of  twenty-four  bur- 
gesses, or  as  they  might  he  termed  alder- 
men— and  of  the  freemen  at  large,  wbo 
are  the  electoral  body.    Now,  in  ancieDt 
times,  this  corporation  was  open  to  sJI  tba 
inhabitants,  without  any  raltgtous  diitioct- 
tion,  and  Catholics  had  actually  held  bij^ 
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«lffi«e  in  iu    Nut  came  tbe  days  of  per- 
■ecatiOD  asd  ezclniion,  and  it  gniv  into 
ODs  of  tbe  cloM  Tory  corpoTationi,  Ga- 
tholiei  and  liberal  PiotettaDts  ixiag  moit 
religioailj  ezdoded,  and  icarcely  one  of 
tbe  inhabilanti  of  the  town  was  permitted 
to  enjoy  ^e  adrantagaiof  its  freedom, 
or  a  rtiara  of  its  property,  which  at  ooe 
tima  wat  iranenie,  but  which  had   gra- 
duallv  and  long  since  diuppeaied,  for  the 
indmdnal  benefit  of  tbe   favoared  few. 
In  tliia  atate  it  continued  until  about  nine 
.yean  unce,  when  it  was  suddenly  thrown 
open  to  all  the  inhabiUnts,  withontany  pro- 
perty, .qualification,  or  religious  distinc- 
tMOk,  in  Gonaeqaence  of  a  contest  between 
tiie  then  two  FarliamentaTy  pBirons  of  the 
boiongh.     Dnring  those  nine  yean,  there 
bad  been,  ha  beUered,  about  sis  racan- 
ciei  MaOBgat  the  burgesses,  and  when  the 
first  TRCancy  occnrred,  did  the  Catholics 
elect  a  CaUiolic  to  fill  it?     No  such 
thing;  thoagh  only  just  having  obtained 
a  leatoratiott  of  their  rights — though  na- 
tnnUy  aoaarting  under  their  former  un- 
juat  exolnsian — tbey  had  too  much  mag- 
.nanianity  to  practise  revenge,  and  they 
filled  up  the  vacancy  with  a  Protestant, 
to  wbom  they  felt  ai)  obligation.    Upon 
•  second  vacancy,  he  was  asked  by  some 
of  the  freemen  if  he  would  start  for  it. 
He  declined,  and  recommended  tbem  to 
elect  a  Catholic,  as  they  had  been  bo 
long  eieluded.    He  believed  four  Catho- 
lics .  and    two    Protestants    had    been 
eteeted:  bnt  even  if  every  vacancy  bad 
'been  filled  up  with  Catholics,  he  should 
hen  thought  it  quite  fair,  where  the  body 
Ctmsistedof  twenty-four  burgesses  elected 
.for  life.    In  the  same  period,  nine  mayors 
had  been  elected,  the  first  mayor  a  Pro- 
testant; and,  in  short,  the  Catholic  free- 
mat  have  elected  oidy  three  Catholics  to 
that  office,  though  there  are  many  opulent 
and  leapectable  Catholics  in  that  town, 
memben  of  the  corporation.    No  doubt 
the  Gentlemen  opposite  would  exclaim, 
Oh  I  these  Mayors  might  call  themselves 
Frotestutts,  but  they  were  Radicals.     He 
would  say,  wrong  again.    The  majority 
of  these  nine  mayors  were,  in  religion 
and  politics,    as   true  CanseTfatlves    as 
thuBselnsi      He  would  astonish  tbem 
still  more,  by  telling  them  that  the  gen> 
tlenun  lut  selected  to  fill  that  office  was 
,a  Conservative,  whose  name  he  saw  among 
the  list  of  those  jiuUlshed,  as  having 
attended  the  meetmg  at   the    Msnsion 
Hmue,  ud  that  tbu  deotioa  hj  the 
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Catholic  freemen  of  Wexford,  was  made 
when  they  might  naturally  be  supposed  to 
be  smartmg  under  irritation  at  the  auda- 
cious insult  that  had  been  ofiered  to 
Catholic  Ireland  in  another  place;  but 
they  proved  themselves  superior  to  any 
paltry  feeling  of  revenge,  and,  generoiulr 
placing  political  difference  aside,  elected 
a  Conservative  gentleman ;  being  guided 
in  the  choice  of  a  municipal  oGBcer  by  a 
conviction  of  bis  municipal  fitness  alone. 
An  election  for  tbe  office  of  town-derk 
also  occurred.  A  Catholic  gentleman, 
and  a  Conservative  Protestant  gentleman 
were  the  candidates — the  Conservative 
was  elected.  Now,  perhaps.  Members 
opposite  might  think  that  this  was 
owing  to  complete  apathy  on  ihe  part 
of  the  Catholics  at  Wexford,  u  re* 
garded  politics.  He  could  assure  them  it 
was  no  such  thing;  that  when  it  became 
necessary  for  the  assertion  ef  their  politi- 
cal rights  in  their  country's  cause,  tbe 
men  of  Wexford  were  foremost  in  tbe 
fight.  But  when  they  had  to  exercise 
their  political  franchise,  they  laid  aside  all 
sectarian  considerations  it  is  true,  but  ac- 
curately  examined  the  political  opinions 
of  tbe  candidates,  and  he  felt  proud  to 
say,  their  choice  had  fallen  upon  himself, 
iMKause  tbey  believed  him  to  be  a  staunch 
and  ancompromising  opponent  of  Toryism, 
and  therefore  a  fit  represents  live  of  their 

Ealitical  opinions;  while  on  the  other 
and,  when  called  on  to  exercise  their 
municipal  franchise,  they  laid  aside  all 
political  as  well  as  sectarian  conildsra- 
tiont,  and  looked  alone  to  the  respectabi- 
lity and  municipal  fitness  of  the  candidate. 
The  coDsequencei  then,  of  the  admission 
of  all  the  inhabitants  of  Wexfnd,  vrith- 
oat  religious  or  political  distinction,  to 
their  municipal  privileges,  had  been,  that 
instead  of  hitter  feelings  existing  between 
the  excluded  and  the  excluders,  they  all 
now  lived  In  the  most  perfect  harmony, 
exchanging  friendship  and  hospitality,  and 
the  minlsterB  of  the  two  religions  going 
about  hand  in  hand  seeking  to  relieve 
the  objects  of  their  common  charity. 
And  thus  he  would  assure  English  Mem- 
bers, it  would  be  throughoet  Ireland,  biU 
for  Uie  madness  of  an  inteiested  party  re- 
fusing to  break  dovm  those  pernicious 
distinctiooB  which  alone  keep  Iriihmea 
now  asunder,  and  which,  so  long  as  tbey 
ate  suffered  to  exist,  were  tbe  only  real 
dangers  that  Church  they  seem  soanzionB 
to  defend,  bad    to  dread.     He  aho^ 
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Thar  were  obliged  either  to  yield 
to  tbat  hoB.  Heifibei's  deures  or  at  ones 
resign  their  placet.  In  conclusion,  hi 
would  lay,  that  he  waa  not  aihamed  to  de- 
^lare  himself  oppoaed  to  the  meaiure  be' 
fore  the  Houie,  which  would,  if  it  paiaed, 
firat  deatiOT  the  ProCeatant  Church  in 
Ireland,  and  aflerwarda,  though  at  no 
great  distance,  woold  maleTially  affect  the 
Protestant  Church  in  England, 

Mr.  Morgan  John  O'ComuU  began  by 
alluding  to  the  quolstiona  which  hul  been 
QMde  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  at  down,  from  a  ipeech  delivered  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Atlorney-General 
two  yean  ago.  It  was  a  pity  the  passages 
alluded  to  bad  sol  been  discovered  in 
tiBie  to  use  them  on  the  huttings  against 
tha  bOD.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
come,  however,  to  the  question  before  the 
House.  The  arguments  which  had  been 
urged  by  the  opponents  of  the  measure 
were  divided  into  two  gUsscb — old  and 
Bew.  On  the  old,  as  they  were  the  same 
which  had  been  urged  and  eniwered  last 
Session,  he  would  touch  very  lightly.  One 
of  the  principal  of  the  new  sj^umenls  was, 
that  the  Protestant  Church  Establish- 
ment  in  Ireland  was  in  danger;  another, 
that  an  Association  had  arisen  in  Ireland, 
pregnant  with  danger  to  the  tranquillity  ol 
the  country;  a  third,  that  hii  Majesty's 
GoTarnmeDt  had  not  made  their  official 
appoutmenti  in  Ireland  in  a  manner  aatis- 
Eactory  to  the  bon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
With  iQgard  to  the  last  point,  be  wished 
to  know  wbetiier  the  Tories  bad  ever  ad- 
vanced  any  man  to  office  except  a  political 
partisaii?  Those  who  objected  to  the 
OODduct  of  his  M^esty'a  present  Govern- 
ment, in  that  respect,  reminded  him  of 
the  line  in  the  satirist— 
"Dat  ▼•nism  corvii  vexat  Centura  cotumbas." 
The  appointments  in  qusstioa  were  all 
of  tbem  creditablo  to  his  Majesty'i  Go- 
vernment t  and  none  more  so  than  that  of 
Mr.  Pigolt,  a  man  of  great  and  acknow- 
ledged talents.  The  General  Association 
had  been  cotspaied  to  the  Orange  so- 
cieiies,  but  there  was  a  wide  difference 
between  them.  To  prove  this  it  was  only 
aecessary  to  refer  to  the  word*  of  the  re- 
lolutim  of  that  House,  denouncing  tbem 
u  "  sewet  political  societiei,  confined  to 
one  class  of  individuals."  The  General 
Asiociatioo  was  not  secret,  and  was  open 
to  men  of  all  descriptions.  As  to  the  ut- 
wciation  of  so  large  a.  body  for  the  pat- 
pOM  9t  obtmiag  Uiair  rigbu,  if  tbey  W 
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not  done  so  it  would  have  been  justly  said 
that  they  were  unworthy  of  those  righta 
Thenoble  Lord  the  Member  for  North  Lau- 
casbire,  had  spoken  of  the  paucity  of  pe- 
tition! from  Ireland  as  a  proof  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  wera  indifferent  to  the 
subject.  But  the  noble  Lord  was  miitaken 
in  hit  computation,  and  bad  omitted  to 
notice  a  number  of  petitions  which  bad 
actually  been  preiented.  Why  wag  the 
Emancipation  Bill  passed  if  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  still  to  be  considered  in- 
ferior to  the  people  of  England,  and  if 
they  were  still  to  be  prevented  from  en- 
joymgan  equal  participationof  civil righta? 
Did  not  the  Emancipation  Act  mean  that 
any  civil  rights  which  might  thencefor- 
ward be  conferred  on  the  people  of  Eng- 
land should  be  eitended  to  the  people  of 
Ireland  ?  To  deny  the  people  of  Ireland 
this,  wasat  once  to  injure  anato  intultlhem. 
But  it  was  to  check  the  progress  of  liberty 
and  of  liberal  institutions  that  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  opposed  the  present 
Bill,aa  they  did  the  Reform  BiU.  But 
even  some  of  those  who  had  supported  tha 
Reform  Bill  were  opposed  to  the  present 
measure.  The  sentiments  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  Lancashire,  de- 
livered during  the  debateaon  the  Reform 
Bill,  were  very  different  from  those  which 
he  had  expressed  on  the  present  occasion. 
In  antwer  to  the  right  ban.  Baronet,  tha 
Member  for  Tamwortb,  on  the  23rd  of 
May,  1632,  the  noble  Lord  said—"  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  bas  expressed  his 
regret  that  this  aubject  should  be  agitated 
to  soon  aAer  the  apparent  aettlement  of 
the  Catholic  question ;  but  is  it  not  much 
better  that  this  measure  should  be  patted 
at  a  time  when  it  will  give  talitfaction, 
than  that  it  should  be  withheld,  like  the 
Catholic  question,  for  a  long  time,  and 
conceded,  at  laat,  at  a  period  of  irritation, 
which  prevented  it  having  the  good  effect 
wbicb  itotherwise  would  hare  had? "  Wby, 
I  atk,  should  the  question  of  religious 
difference  be  again  excited  in  conjunctioa 
with  the  queation  of  Parliameotary  Re- 
form  ?  If  we  allow  tha  present  system  of 
close  corporations  to  contbue,  under  the 
pretence  that  it  is  unsafe  to  tiatt  tha 
Catholic  inhabitants  of  the  towns  with  the 
franchise,  we  may  justly  be  told,  that  so 
far  from  making  a  aettlement  of  that  great 
luestion  in  Ireland,  we  have  continued 
ne  grisranca  and  added  to  the  intuit. 
Let  me  ^ain  remind  the  House,  that,  if 

m  ditenwM  ttwt  tboie  grierancet  iImD 
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eontiniK  to  exiit  and  be  fidt  in  Ireland 
whicb  we  fatTe  kmg  liace  Tcmored  Irom 
Bngbnd,  we  (nnurii « jtwt  ptiand  of  con* 
pleint,  ud  gtre  to  the  afitalon  a  power 
wfaicb  they  otherwiie  would  look  for  in 
TUB."     Be  (Mr.  O'Coonell)  woold  now 

Eat  the  tame  qnestion  aa  the  noUe  Loid 
id  pat,  with  the  change  of  a  singte  word  .* 
wby  ihonld  the  qoestion  of  religioas  dif- 
ferenoea  be  again  excited  in  conjunction 
with  the  qaeslion  of  Honicipal  Reform } 
Tb«  BMst  unholy  appeal*  bad  beeo  made 
to  id^ioDS  prejudices  in  the  conrae  of  the 
present  diccunion.  The  oppocition  to  the 
Bill  was  made  a  stepping-ttone  to  office 
by  the  bon.  Gentlemen  oppoiKe.  They 
had  raiaed  a  "  No  Popery  "  cry  upon  it, 
from  the  cffecta  of  which  he  called  on  all 
the  moderate  Whigi  and  Tories  to  protect 
the  country ;  or  a  religious  warfare  might 
be  Mcited,  the  conseqnences  of  whicb 
would  be  deatroctite  of  the  general  peace, 
Heimplored  hoa.  Members,  who  were  not 
actuated  by  factiont  moiires,  not  to  con- 
■ent  (o  the  opposiiion  to  this  Bill— an  op- 
position whtcn,  in  the  name  of  Christianity, 
•ought  to  perpetuate  every  existing  eril. 

Mr.  Orove  Price  was  not  in  the  habit 
of  treqiasnng  upon  the  atteotion  of  the 
Hodse  nnlets  the  qnettion  for  discnnion 
was  of  such  a  nature  as  to  call  for  an  open 
and  uneqnitrocal  expression  of  opinioo. 
Snch  he  conceired  to  be  the  can  in 
tiie  present  instance,  and  be  therefore 
felt  anxious  to  express,  howerer  brief- 
ly, his  judgment  on  a  measure  which 
he  conceived  not  only  of  vital  importance 
to  the  country  to  whicb  it  more  immediate- 
ly rriated,  but  to  the  whole  of  tbe  British 
empire.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  last 
adoressed  the  Honte  had  tboagfat  proper 
to  indulge  in  some  sarcastic  allusioni  to 
those  on  his  tide  of  the  House  who  op- 
posed the  Reform  BJIL  For  himself,  be 
wenld  saT,  tiiat  he  too  had  ever  been  the 
open,  and  undisguised,  and  conscientioiia 
opponent  of  that  measure  up  to  the  period 
M  which  itwaa  carried.  Indeed,  so  stren. 
MMia  was  his  mpoaition  to  that  qoestion 
tint  be  wonld  nave  wiUingly  rengned  -his 
Kfe  if,  by  such  a  sacrifice,  he  could  have 
pnrentM  its  aocomirfishment.  But  the 
nooMBt  that  qucation  was  settled— tbe 
aoawnt  tbe  fiat  of  the  Legislature  had 
dadaied  it  law — from  that  nKHnenthehad 
Had  his  honest  and  best  exertions  to  carry 
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for  Bandon  and  of  tbe  Oprrenity  ofDob- 
lio,  rendered  it  nnneceenry  for  bim   to 
touch  npon    topics  connected  witb     tfae 
Admintstration  of  Lord  Hulgrave    in   lie- 
Und,  which  otherwiie  he  might  haw  been 
induced  to  do.    He  would  not,  tberelbre, 
dwell  farther  on  this  point,  except  to  say 
that  the  statements  of  bis  hon.  l^rieiMla 
werewell  deserving  of  the  serioua  atteatiaa 
of  that  House   and  the  country.      Nerer 
was  there  a  period  at  whit^  Ireland    more 
required  the  nile  of  a  Covemment  maifced 
by  strength,  by  decision,  and  by  chanKter, 
and  never  in  the  history  of  that  coontry 
was  it  degraded    by  a  Goreraraent  Che 
distinguishing  diaracterittics    of    whicli 
were  imbecility  and  frivolity.  He  implored 
tbe    House  to   recollect  that  tbey    were 
called  upon  to  decide  on  a  great  question, 
and  that  decision,  if  once  made  in  fovoor 
of  democracy,  coald  never  be  resciiMlcd. 
If  the  House  decided   that  popular  power 
should  be  extended,  and  contributed  by 
ita  rote  to  swell  tbe  ranks  of  democracy, 
who  amongst  them  could  mark  its  finuts. 
Who  coald  undertake  to  say  vrhere  the 
popular  demands  would  stop  riioit,  or  how 
they  could  be  resisted  T     Who  could  deny 
that  this  was  a  steppiog-ctone  to  other 
measures  of  a  more  serious  and  dangerom 
character ;  or  who  conld  tell  (if  he  might 
quote  from  Shakespeare)  whether  it  was  to 
bring  "  airs  from  heaven  or   blasts  fiom 
hell?"     Before  they  extended  Huoicipal 
Reform  to  Ireland  he  entreated  the  House 
(0  look  at  the  effects  it  bad  already  pro< 
duced  in  England,  and  If  they  fouod  that 
in  a  country  like  this,  differing  in  hahiti, 
in  manners,  in  education,  in  religtoui  b^ 
lief,  and  other  essential  paittculars,  from 
Ireland,  it  had  been  prodnctire  of  heart, 
burnings,    of  social  dncwd,  of  politick 
animosities,  of  local  jealooaes,  aiid  parly 
feuds,  how    much  more  cautiooa   ought 
ibey  to  be  in  extending  it  to  a  couatiy 
where  two  great  parties  were  arrayed  in  a 
contest  marked  by  all  the  rancoor  of  re- 
ligioua  warfare  7     From  his  experience  be 
could  say,  that  this  measure  of  Municipal 
Reform  had  been  a  firebrand  b  tbe  do- 
mestic circle  in  every  town  to  Extend, 
and  bad  roused  into  action  all  the  angry 
puMons  which  had  so  long  been  perniUed 
to  alumbar.     He  repealed  this  amerUon, 
and   what  would  be  the  coasequeaoe  if 
they  invested  t»¥rH  in  Ireland  with  a 
power  like  tbia— a  country  where  a  Wprt- 
led     and   intolerant    priesthood  iwgwd 
puuownt  awl  inauracad  erary  pobtka} 
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movement?  Wonld  not  the  mnnicipKl 
•lections  be  determined  by  their  dictation ; 
and  under  such  a  domination  who  could 
answer  for  the  safety  of  the  Church,  oi 
any  other  of  the  insiltutioni  of  the  coun- 
try ?  A  noble  Lord  on  the  opposite  side 
had  expressed  a  wish  that  the  clergy  of  sU 
religious  denominations  should  abstain 
from  inteffering  in  elections.  In  this  wish 
he  (Mr.  Price)  most  cordially  concurred, 
hut,  at  the  same  time,  he  was  bound  to  say, 
after  eighteen  years'  experience  of  English 
elections,  he  never  knew  an  instance,  ex- 
cept in  three  cases,  where  a  clergyman  of 
the  Church  of  England  had  overstepped 
those  legitimate  bounds  which  a  moderate 
country  gentleman  might  prescribe  to 
himself.  Could  this  be  said  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy  of  Ireland?  [Mr.  O'Con- 
ntll:  '■Yes.'i  The  hon.  and  learned 
denlleraan  well  knew  that  they  bad  not 
confined  themselves  within  legitimate 
limits,  and  hs  must  also  know  that  the 
fabric  of  his  power  rested  on  the  wilt  of 
tbis  intolerant  priesthood.  The  cry  of 
"  Justice  for  Ireland"  was  the  watchword 
of  a  faction  :  and  if  by  justice  to  Ireland 
was  meant  its  tranquillity  and  h^pinesa, 
they  would  not  do  justice  to  the  people  of 
that  country  if  they  sanctioned  the  present 


Mr.  Sergeant  Woulfe  felt  satisfied  that 
it  would  be  excusable  on  his  part  to  con- 
dense into  as  narrow  a  space  as  he  could 
whatever  he  had  to  ofier,  and  to  avoid 
travelling  out  of  those  topics  which  con- 
stituted the  subject  matter  of  debate.  It 
was  not  his  intention  to  go  into  the  ques- 
tions which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for.Bandon,  in  a  speech  of  two  boura' 
leog:th,  detailed  to  the  House.  He  had 
not  intended  to  go  into  any  of  these  mat- 
ters unUt  he  had  received  a  letter  from  a 
nobleman  that  morning,  begging  him  to 
jaake  some  explanation  on  transactions 
connected  with  the  hon,  and  learned  Mem- 
ber. He  could  not  refrain  from  explain- 
ing these  facts,  and  though  be  could  not 
complain  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bandon  having  occupied  the  House  so 
long  on  the  occasion  of  making  his  apteech, 
be  did  not  think  himself  justified  in  fol- 
lowing him  through  it.  To  the  allusions 
which  bad  been  thrown  out  against  Lord 
Hilltown,  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  revert, 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  bow  unthink- 
ingly charges  were  brought  against  the 
Kuig's  Government.  The  hon.  Member 
jrtated  that  Lord    Milltown,  being   dis- 


missed, or  having  resigned  to  Kvoid  being 
dismissed,  from  the  commission  of  the 
peace,  in  consequence  of  his  having  at- 
tended a  tithe  meeting,  and  in  conseqaence 
of  his  agitating  conduct  there,  was,  after 
an  interval  of  lime,  when  he  had  again 
qualified  himself,  in  the  estimation  of  the 
succeeding  Government,  by  joining  the 
General  Association  in  Dublin,  actually 
restored  to  the  commission  of  the  peace. 
Now,  how  stood  the  fact  ?  Lord  Milltown 
never  attended  any  tithe  meeting  but  one; 
and  at  that  lithe  meeting  he  attended,  not 
as  an  opponent  of  the  tithe  system,  but 
actually  to  exhort  the  people  to  continue 
to  pay  the  tithes  as  long  as  they  were 
liable  by  law.  He  did  this,  not  merely 
from  a  general  disposilion  on  his  part  bo 
sustain  the  law  of  the  land,  but  euso  be- 
cause he  had  a  strong  personal  interest  in 
the  due  payment  of  tithes,  being  a  lay 
impropriator  of  not  less  than  seven  pa^ 
rishes,  and  deriving  a  considerable  portion 
of  bis  income  from  that  source  of  revenue. 
So  much,  then,  for  the  charge  that  Lord 
Milltown  was  a  tithe  agitator.  He  waa 
not  dismissed  from  the  commission  of  the 
peace,  nor  did  he  resign  the  commission 
of  the  peace,  in  consequence  of  anything 
he  had  done  in  connexion  with  the  lithe 
question  in  Ireland.  He  resigned  in  con- 
sequence of  an  intimation  made  to  him 
that  it  was  not  consistent  with  his  holding 
the  commission  of  the  peace  that  he 
should  continue  to  be  a  member  of  a 
political  association  which  was  then  said 
to  exist  in  Dublin,  and  which  was  called 
the  Volunteer  Association,  He  prayed 
the  House  to  attend  to  the  cheers  of  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  They  meant 
to  intimate,  by  those  cheers,  that  the  fact 
of  having  once  belonged  to  an  objection- 
able Association  was  to  disqualify  a  man 
for  ever  from  holding  the  commission  of 
the  peace.  Now,  he  wonld  ask,  when  they 
made  such  an  intimation,  were  they  ap- 
plying to  the  Associations  of  their  political 
opponents  the  same  rule  that  they  claimed 
for  the  Orange  Societies  ?  If  gentlemen 
who  had  formerly  belonged  to  the  Orange 
Society  of  Ireland — a  society  which  bad 
freely  and  generously  dissolved  itself,  were 
odt  to  be  considered  as  disqualiGed  from 
holding  the  commimion  of  the  peace,  be 
^ould  be  glad  to  know  vhy  the  same  rule 
should  not  apply  to  other  respectable  men 
belonging  to  other  societies  which  bad 
also  dissolved  themselves?  Tbose  cheers 
seemed  to  insinaate  that  lome  of  those 
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•ocietiM  Mill  erirted.  That  might  be 
true ;  but  (ben  ire«  tbia  eaietitlftl  difTer- 
«nc«  between  the  toeietf  to  which  Lord 
MHltown  belooged  (and  which  had  ipOD- 
tsDeoniljrdinolTed  itself  the  iniMnt  it  saw 
the  probebility  of  the  object  Tor  which  it 
wat  formed,  being  attained)  and  those 
Orange  Sociatiei,  to  which  many  of  the 
faon,  Oentlemen  who  had  cheered  had 
been  attached,  that  the  AiBOciation  of 
which  Lord  Milltown  was  a  member,  was 
never,  by  any  Act  of  Parliament,  declared 
to  be  illegal.  It  was  not  ao  with  respect 
to  the  Orange  Lodgei :  they  were  declared 
to  be  illegal.  So  mnch,  then,  for  the  case 
of  the  diamiwal  of  Lord  Milltown.  But 
it  was  said  that  he  had  been  re-appointed 
to  the  commission  of  the  peaca  bj  the 

C resent  Oovernraeot  tn  consequence  of  bis 
aving  become  a  member  of  the  General 
Association  in  Dublin.  What  was  the 
fectT  He  was  re-appointed  to  the  com- 
mission  of  the  peace  long  befere  he  he- 
cama  a  member  of  the  Aisociation.  With 
regard  to  Lord  Milltown,  then,  it  was  not 
true,  either  that  he  had  been  dismissed 
ftt>m  the  cotnmisBion  of  the  peace  in 
consequence  of  havlne  attended  a  tithe 
meeting,  nor  that  he  had  been  re> 
■tored    to   the    commission    in    consfr- 

aaence  of  having  connected  himself  with 
le  General  AMociation.  Furthermore, 
instead  of  having  made  violent  and  turbu- 
lent speeches  In  the  Astociation,  he  never 
spoke  in  that  Assembly  more  than  twice. 
To  be  sure,  on  those  occasions  it  was  moat 
probable,  nay  it  must  almost  of  necessity 
happen,  that  his  speeches  were  of  the  moat 
violent,  most  turbulent,  and  most  inflam- 
matory character— for  only  think  what 
the  subjects  were :  on  the  first  occasion 
the  subject  was  that  of  joint-stock  banks. 
Doubtless  atumultuary  subject— enough  to 
make  one's  blood  boil.  Well,  Lord  Mill- 
town  went  down  to  the  Association  and 
made  a  flaming  speech  upon  the  subject 
of  joint-stock  banks.  The  next  topic  upon 
which  he  spoke  so  much  sedition,  upon 
which  he  poured  out  such  a  torrent  of  lava, 
was  that  of  the  Poor-laws.  He  made  a 
speech  in  favour  of  the  Poor-laws.  With 
these  observations  he  dismissed  the  subject 
of  the  charges  brought  against  Lord  Mill- 
town.  He  ought,  perhaps,  to  apologise  to 
the  House  for  having  dwelt  upon  it  so 
long;  but  he  felt  bound  to  refute  ihe 
charges  that  had  been  made,  as  well  in 
justice  to  Lord  Milltown  as  to  tbe  charac- 
ter of  the  Oovemment  of  Lord  Halg^ve, 
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which  hsd  been  noat  JDconnderatdy  M»d 
unjustly  assailed,  upon  atateawnU,  eraa^ 
one  of  which,  he  did  not  hesitate  to  de- 
clare, was  a*  totallv  unfoanded  u  tbe  oift« 
he  had  just  refated,  or  as  any  atateaeotc 
that  were  ever  uttered  within  the  walk  oC 
Parliament.  He  would  not  eecnm  tbe 
valuable  time  of  the  House,  which  fee 
thought  ought  to  be  devoted  to  tb«  dis- 
cussion of  a  subject  most  important  to  tbe 
well-being  of  the  empire,  by  investigalhig 
the  various  isolated  and  particnlar  cases 
which  had  been  introduced  by  th«  htm. 
Oentlemen  Opposite,  and  which  b*d  no 
relevance  whatever  to  the  quettna  •( 
issue.  He  did  not  mean  to  cooplMi  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  for  the  course  lihey  had 
pursued,  but  he  thought  he  should  hardly 
be  justified  in  occupying  so  mach  time  u 
would  be  necessary  to  follow  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  fbr  Bandon  into  tiie 
cases  of  Mr.  Magrath  and  Mr.  Magobe, 
and  to  inquire  why  it  was,  that  Ihs 
Court  of  King's  Bench  passed  so  leaieat 
a  sentence,  and  why  that  sentene*  ma 
afterwards  remitted  T  In  the  diacBishwi 
of  such  cases  upon  the  present  oeen- 
sion,  be  thought  the  time  of  tbe  Honn 
was  utterly  wasted,  and  therefbre  he 
would  not  enter  into  them.  But  there 
was  one  topic  incidentally  introduced 
into  the  debate  to  which  he  thought  he 
might  for  a  moment  allude.  He  did  ao^ 
because  he  considered  himself  bound  in 
justice  to  an  hon.  Friend  of  his,  who  had 
been  his  predecessor  in  the  oCBce  he  had 
then  the  honour  to  hold,  to  state  that  the 
ear  of  the  House  had  been  grossly  abosed, 
he  did  not  say  intentionally— but  still 
grossly  abused  by  the  statements  which 
had  been  made,  attributing  to  that  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  a  rule  with  regard 
to  the  challenging  of  jurors,  in  eonte- 
quence  of  which  rule,  it  was  asserted  that, 
in  many  Instances,  there  had  been  a 
failure  of  justice.  It  waa  said  that  hia 
hon.  and  learned  predecessor  bad  laid 
down  this  rule — that  in  tbe  trials  ut 
Ihe  assizes  the  Crown  should  abandon  fn 
prerogative,  not  ofchallenging.but  of  set- 
line  aside  jnrors  called  upon  the  panel ; 
and  that  no  juror  should  be  challenged 
or  set  aside  except  vrhere  there  was  a 
legal  objection  to  his  being  placed  upon 
the  panel.  That  was  a  mistiatement  of 
the  fact.  The  rule  that  his  learned  pre- 
decessor had  lard  down,  and  which  he,  on 
coming  into  office,  considered  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  desire  the  counsel  employed  for 
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the  CrowB  to  follow,  wai  tbii— not  that 
tb^  Bhould  repudiate  or  abiindoti  the  pre- 
rogttive  which  the  Ctowh,  from  time  im- 
memorial, had  eierciaed  in  Ireland,  of  de- 
siring a  persOQ  upon  the  panel  to  sland 
Mide,  if  a  proper  case  for  so  doing  oc- 
c«rr^ ;  but  that  they  ahoutd  not  aet  a 
juror  aside  merely  because  be  happened  to 
be  a  Protestant  or  a  Roman  Catholic. 
Tbey  were,  of  course,  instructed  to  chal- 
lenge wbererer  there  was  a  legal  ground 
Jbr  challenging;  and  they  were  further 
initructed  to  set  aside  jurors  in  other  cases 
where  the  objection  might  not  amount  to 
« legal  ground  of  challenge,  but  this  was 
to  be  dependent  upon  the  discretion  and 
■oond  opinion  of  the  counael  employed  for 
the  Crown ;  and  to  prevent  a  wanton 
exercise  of  this  power  on  the  part  of  any 
nbordinate  officer,  the  Crown  lolicitor 
was  directed  to  take  a  note  of  every  case 
where  a  juror  was  set  aside  upon  an  ob- 
jection not  amounting  to  a  legal  ground 
of  chatleuge,  and  that  he  should  report 
the  circumatance,  together  with  the  de- 
tails of  the  trial,  to  the  Attorn  ey-Oeneral. 
A  wiser  or  more  discreet  regulation  could 
hardh  be  ccwceived ;  and  the  late  Attoi- 

Sr-General  never  laid  down  any  other 
e  than  that.  What  was  the  value,  then, 
of  all  that  had  been  said  of  the  various 
cases  in  which  there  had  been  a  failure  of 
juitice  in  consequence  of  the  abandon- 
Bent  of  the  pren^tive  of  the  Crown  t 
He  would  not  stop  to  inquire  whether  it 
were  true  that  convicts  had  sat  up  n 
juries  1  it  was  a  point  upon  which  the  at 
tention  of  the  Hoase  had  already  been  sut- 
ficiently  fatigued  ;  but  this  he  would  azy, 
that  if  the  fact  were  so  it  had  been  not  m 
consequence  of  the  rule  laid  down  by  the 
late  Attorney-General, but  inconsequence 
of  the  nao-obeervance  of  that  rule.  There 
was  only  one  other  topic  irrelevant  to  the 
real  subject  of  debate  to  which  he  would 
refer — it  was  the  case  of  Mr.  Pigott.  It 
had  been  alleged  that  he  was  a  member  of 
the  Association  at  the  time  he  was  ap- 
pointed assistant  to  the  Attorney-Gene- 
ral, Mr.  Pigott  was  not  a  member  of 
the  Association  at  the  time  of  his  ap- 
pointment to  that  office.  He  had  been  a 
member  of  it  some  time  previous  to  his 
appointment ;  but  he  ceased  to  be  so  at 
the  time  of  his  appointment — a  very  short 
time  previous  to  bis  appointment,  he  ad- 
mitted. He  did  not  state  that  fact  as  an 
apology — he  did  not  think  an  apology 
nccenary ;  but  he  stated  thii  simple  fact, 
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that  Mr.  Pigott  did  think  it  right  to  with- 
draw from  the  Association  before  be  took 
the  office  he  was  then  holding ;  not  be- 
cause  he  thought  that  the  Association  was 
illegal,  but  because  he  felt  that  it  was  the 
^wtb  of  great  popular  emotion,  and  that 
It  was  not  fitting  that  either  ajodge^r 
a  person  who  might  be  called  on  to  be  a 
judge,  should  take  such  a  decided  part  in 
a  popular  movement.  Ao  instinctive  de- 
licacy and  tense  of  propriety  on  the  part 
of  Mr.  Pigott  Induced  him  to  think --not 
that  he  considered  the  Association  illegal, 
but  induced  him  to  think  it  right  that 
he  should  not  continue  to  be  a  member  of  an 
Association  which  was  undoubtedly  the  off- 
spring of  great  popular  passion ;  and  It 
would  be  well  for  the  respect  due  to  jus- 
tice if  those  who  were  members  of  other 
societies  would  follow  Mr.  Pigott's  ex- 
ample- The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
far  Bandon  had  put  a  question  with  re- 
gard to  this  circumstance  which  he  would 
take  the  liberty  to  answer,  after  the 
fashion  of  his  coantry,  by  pqttinK  ano- 
ther. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
asked  what  would  (he  Government  do  if 
thev  found  it  expedient  to  put  a  question 
to  Mr.  Pfgott  with  regard  to  the  legality 
or  illegality  of  the  Association  ?  Now  he 
was  grievously  mi  sin  formed  if  there  did 
not  exist  in  T)ublia  another  association, 
called  the  Lay  Association,  which  con- 
sisted of  persons  who  had  confederated 
together,  and  clubbed  their  purses  and  re* 
sources  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  a 
system  of  the  most  expensive  ana  vexatious 
litigation.  If  he  were  misinformed,  of 
course  what  he  said  would  fall  to  the 
ground;  but  he  had  certainly  beard  of  a 
confederation  in  Dublin,  called  the  Lay 
Association,  the  members  of  which  con- 
tributed largely  for  the  purpose  of  cann- 
ing on  suits,  in  which  they  were  not  per- 
sonally interested,  on  the  part  of  the  tithe- 
owners  in  Ireland.  He  was  glad  that  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Sergeant 
Jackson)  denied  the  existence  of  such  an 
association  ;  but  up  to  that  hour  he 
had  certainly  been  led  to  believe,  not 
only  that  such  an  association  notoriously 
existed,  but  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  himself  was  a  member  of  it. 
But  as  there  was  no  such  association,  of 
course  it  could  not  he  true,  either  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  or  any  other 
distinguished  Conservative  Members  of  the 
barweremembersofit.  At  no  such  associa- 
tion exuted,hecould  only  putthecatehypo- 
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of  theH  eorporatioDS,  not  to  the  Catboli 
of  Irdwtd,  not  to  the  ProteBtants  or  Ire- 
I«iid — bnt  to  e>ve  it  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. The  efiect  of  it  would  be,  to  gi*e 
to  every  man  in  the  country  who  would 
be  entitled  to  it,  a  participation  in  that 
powef,  irrespective  of  hJB  creed.  The  effect 
of  it  would  be,  to  attach  to  corporate 
power  a  civil  qualification  ;  and  wherever 
that  qualification  was  found,  there  the 
power  would  be  found  also.  The  limita- 
tiODi  adopted  in  the  Bill  proposed  by 
the  Kine's  Ministers,  made  it  utterly 
mpossibte  that  the  Roman  Catholics  of 
Ireuuid  could  acquire  more  power  than 
they  de  facto  poaieased,  or  than  they 
were  de  jure  entitled  to;  or,  that  they 
■bould  have  leu  de  facto  than  they  were 
entitled  to  de^'urc.-  It  distributed  corpo- 
rate power  upon  the  only  principle  on 
which  any  power  can  be  justly  distributed. 
Itdistribut«l  it  to  every  man  who  bad  that 

g resumption  of  6lness  to  poaseas  it 
ivour  which  arose  from  his  having  the 
necewary  civil  qualilications.  It  was  the 
principle  upon  which  all  the  powers  in  the 
Mate  were  now  distributed;  it  was  the 
pnnciple  unon  which  the  elective  fran^ 
ohis»  was  aistributed;  it  was  the  prio' 
ciple  upon  which  the  power  to  sit  in  the 
House  of  Commons  was  distributed  ;  it 
was  the  principle  which  pervaded  the 
whole  system  of  onr  civil  establishments. 
But  ha  was  not  now  arming  that  point, 
be«aufe,  if  he  mistook  not,  hon.  Members 
00  the  other  side  of  the  House  did  not 
suggest  that  this  principle  was  not 
one,  and  ought  not  to  be  adopted.  No ; 
they  said,  that  if  the  power  was 
created,  this  mode  of  distribution  was 
just ;  but  they  alleged  that,  inasmuch  as 
the  adoption  of  this  principle  of  distribu- 
tioD    would    lead  to  the  giving  of  that 

Sower  into  the  hands  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
lolics,  therefore  the  power  itself  ought 
not  to  be  created  :  because,  if  the  power 
were  to  be  distributed  at  all,  it  must  be 
distributed  upon  a  constitutional  prin- 
ciple, and  that  principle  would  give  the 
Catholics  more  power  than  the  Protes- 
tants. Was  not  that  the  argument  ?  In 
the  first  place  be  would  remark,  that  gross 
e^f^ggerations  had  been  made  as  to  the 
exleitt  of  the  influence  which  this  Bill 
wonld  gjve  the  Roman  Catholics.  He 
really  conld  not  believe  that  any  man 
acquainted  with  the  stale  of  Ireland  couM 
get  up  in  that  House  to  say,  that  the 
'<Sfei.«f  '•'^  ^i'l  *«>W  he  to  put  the 
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entire  corporate  power  in  the  hands  of  the 
Roman  Catholics.  With  those  who  knew 
the  state  of  the  city  of  Dublin,  of  Belfast, 
of  Waterford,  of  Cork,  and  of  other  cities 
in  Ireland,  such  an  ai^ument  could  hare 
no  weight.  Was  it  not  notorious  that  in 
those  towns  the  Protestant  strength  chieSy 
prevailed.  And  what  was  the  fact  with 
respect  to  parties  in  those  cities  ?  Not 
only  were  the  Roman  Catholics  not  a 
decidedly  ascendant  party,  but  in  those 
places  where  the  10/.  qualification  was 
established,  even  with  the  ,aid  and  assist- 
ance of  the  liberal  Protestants — a  moat 
efficient  as  well  as  valuable  body  of  men 
— the  Roman  Catholics  were  only  able  to 
maiutain  a  difficult  and  precarious  strag- 
gle against  the  section  of  Protestants  who 
were  arrayed  against  the  Government. 
It  was  impossible,  therefore,  to  insist  that 
the  whole  power  would  fall  into  the 
hands  of  the  Catholics.  If  any  man  would 
look  only  at  the  shops  and  houses  occu- 
pied by  the  Protestants  in  those  towns 
and  count  their  numbers,  he  would  be 
compelled  to  say,  that  the  Protestants 
must  necessarily  partake,  in  a  very  large 
degree,  of  the  power  of  the  municipal  cor- 
porations in  those  places.  Was  it,  then, 
he  would  ask,  just  or  honest  to  represeDt, 
that  this  was  an  entire  and  wholasale trans- 
fer of  power  out  of  the  hands  of  Pro- 
testants into  those  of  Catholics  7  It  was 
not.  It  would  fall  into  the  hands  of  Ro- 
man Catholics  and  Protestants  in  that 
proportion  in  which  it  ought  to  fall  with 
respect  to  the  population,  wealth,  atul 
intelligence  of  the  towns.  It  was  a  re- 
markable thing  how  differently  the 
strength  of  the  Catholic  body  was  repre- 
sented in  that  House,  according  to  the 
different  ends  which  were  to  be  attained, 
by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  At  one 
moment  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  to 
exhort  the  House  not  to  yield  to  abstract 
justice ;  pressing  upon  them  the  practical 
eipediency  that  intervened,  and  made  it 
improper  that  a  body  s»  influential  and 
large,  and  occupying  all  the  civil  positions 
in  Ireland,  they  should  be  entrusted  with 
the  power  of  local  taxation.  When  that 
was  the  view  to  be  pressed  upon  the 
House,  nothing,  according  to  those  hon. 
Gentlemen,  was  so  great  and  irresistible 
as  the  power  of  the  Roman  Cathohca; 
they  were  all  in  all,  and  quite  over- 
whelmed the  Protestants  everywhere.  But, 
on  the  contrary,  when  the  feelings  of  the 
Roman  CaUiolici  of  Ireland  were  to  be 
2G 
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etttraged,  vti  every  indignitj  to  be  cut 
npDD  ttiem,  then  they  were  repreMoted  u 
an  iDiipiiRcaiit  body,  and  that  the  Pro- 
Matants  of  iTelutd  were  able  to  coDtrol 
and  to  keep  them  down.  la  short,  the  de- 
dnctioni  drawn  horn  the  moportion  or  the 
Roman  Catholiei  and  Proteitantt  were 
made  to  antwer  any  purpoae.  But  he 
would  not  dwell  npcn  thii  fact.  He  would 
place  his  argument  upon  higher  ground. 
He  would  admit,  for  the  parp<Me  of  argu- 
ment, that  this  power,  being  diaiributed 
npon  a  proper  and  sound  principle  of 
distribution  among  the  people  of  Ireland, 
it  wonid  throw  a  larger  proportion  of  that 
power  into  the  hands  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholica  than  into  the  hands  of  ihe  rest  of 
the  population.  Aiauming  this,  for  ihe 
aake  or  argument,  he  would  then  aay,  that 
to  withhold  that  power  from  the  people  of 
Ireland  upon  the  ground  of  their  religion 
alone  was  a  grosa  viotation  of  the  Act  of 
Union,  and  of  the  Act  of  Emancipation. 
He  would  say,  that  to  withhold  from  the 
people  of  Ireland  an  important  civil  power 
which  had  been  already  given  to  the  peo- 
ple of  England  and  or  Scotland,  because 
10  Ireland  a  greater  proportion  of  that 
owerp  might  fall  into  the  hands  of  the 
Catboltei  than  of  the  Protestants,  was  to 
diatorb  the  balance  of  constitutional  power 
between  the  different  portions  of  the  em- 

E're  and  to  violate  the  principle  of  the 
nion.  He  woald  say,  that  to  give  to  the 
people  of  Scotland  and  of  England  a 
cirit  institution  which  enabled  them  con- 
Btftnttonally  to  exercise  a  control  over  the 
Qovemment  and  the  Legislature,  which 
{rare  them  an  important  influence  over  alt 
the  executive  functions  of  the  slate,  and 
at  Ihe  same  time  to  withhold  that  power 
from  the  people  of  Ireland,  was  to  act  in 
violation  of  the  Act  of  Union,  and  lo  the 
prejudice  of  the  Irish  people.  What  was 
the  principle  of  the  Union  ?  The  principli 
of  the  Union  was  equality.  The  principh 
of  the  Union  was  equal  dealing  towards 
the  people  of  England,  Scotlaod,  and 
Ireland,  But  it  was  not  equal  dealing  to 
give  to  the  people  of  the  two  former 
countries  those  means  of  controlling  the 
legitlative  will  and  the  executive  Govern- 
tnent  which  were  withheld  from  the  people 
oF  Ireland.  Was  it  denied  on  the  other 
aide  that  these  corporations  did  give 
to  the  people,  wherever  they  existed, 
a  great  constitutional  power  over  tlie 
iM-tslative  will,  and  over  the  executive  ; 
Was   that    fact  denied  ?     It  was  so  far 


from  b«ng  denied,  tbtt  it  was  the  very 

groundwork  of  the  argument  advaoesd  on 
the  other  side.  Their  argnment  was,  that 
Mnnicipat  Corporations  would  have  that 
effect  in  Ireland ;  and  becauta  they  would, 
so  they  ought  not  to  be  given  to  the  peopla 
of  that  part  of  the  empire.  The  argument 
used  both  for  and  against  the  Engliila 
Corporation  Bill,  when  it  was  paaaing 
through  Parliament,  wai,  that  it  terxled 
to  augment  the  power  of  the  people  over 
the  ruling  authorities  of  the  State.  He 
would  not  now  inquire  whether  the  Engli^ 
or  the  Scotch  Municipal  Bills  had  bad 
that  effect :  hut  he  would  say  this,  that 
having  given  that  power  to  the  people  of 
England  and  Scolleod,  they  conld  not  in 
honesty  or  in  justice,  or  in  adherence  to 
the  principle  of  the  Union,  withhold  it  from 
the  people  of  Ireland.  He  knew,  that  bi 
the  course  of  this  debate,  Gentlemen  on 
Ihe  other  side  had  affected  to  think  that 
they  had  answered  this  argument,  fonaded 
upon  the  title  of  the  people  of  Ireland  to 
share  eqaallv  with  the  people  of  England 
and  Scotlanclin  exercising  all  coostitatkmal 
power  over  the  will  of  the  Legislature 
and  the  Executive,  by  saying  that  there 
existed  other  differencei  between  the  law 
of  Ireland  and  of  England  and  Scotland  ; 
that  a  eimilarily  of  the  law  was  no  portion 
of  the  Union,and  that  it  wasnotnecessary 
to  the  Union  that  such  a  aifflilarity  sfaoald 
exist.  No  one  had  ever  said — be,  at  leaat, 
had  never  said — that  a  umilarity  of  the 
law  waa  necessary :  but  what  na  con- 
tended for  was,  that  if  they  gave  lo  the 
people  of  one  psrt  of  the  empire  power 
which  enabled  ttiem  to  exercise  a  control 
over  the  will  of  the  LegisUtnre  and  the 
Executive,  they  conld  not  in  fairness  re- 
fuse Ihe  like  power  to  the  other  parts  of 
the  empire.  The  Poor-law  and  the  Coo- 
Btabiilary  Bills  bad  been  referred  to.  The 
similarity  of  those  measures  to  the  laws  in 
England  might  or  might  not  be  necessary; 
hut  show  to  him  that  the  want  of  any 
law  in  Ireland  which  existed  in  Englaad 
woald  beattended  with  thisresdt— that  the 
people  of  Ireland  had  less  control  over  the 
will  of  Ihe  Legislature  and  the  Government 
of  the  Empire  than  they  would  enjoy  if  that 
law  existed — show  him  that,  and  he  wonM 
then  do  the  utmost  he  could  to  aiairoilale 
the  laws  of  the  two  countries.  It  was  aot 
the  aot  of  Union  alone  that  would  be  in- 
fringed and  violated  by  the  project  of  iba 
noble  Lord  on  the  other  side  (Lord  F.E^er- 
lon),  but  the  fundamental  principle  of  Uie 
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Act  of  EiDBDcipation  would  b«  widely  de* 
puted  from.  Tbe  principle  of  that  Act  wu, 
tbftt  all  the  civil  powen  of  the  State  might 
be  praperl;  intruited  to  Roman  Catholics, 
Botwithitanding  their  religion.  Tbe  prin- 
ciple of  the  Emancipation  Bill  was  to 
place  in  thebandaof  the  Roman  Catholics, 
in  spite  of  their  religion,  the  moat  import' 
ant  civil  power  and  authority.  It  inlrusL 
ed  to  them  the  right  to  sit  in  the  House 
of  Commons ;  it  intrusted  to  them  the 
right  of  filling  the  highest  offices  in  the 
eiecuti?e  department  of  the  State,  while 
acts  of  the  same  Dstiire  empowered  them 
to  lead  OBt  army  and  conduct  our  fleets. 
Such  was  the  principle  of  the  Emancipa- 
tion Bill ;  a  principle  which  declared  that 
notwithstanding  their  religion  Roman 
Caibolica  were  trustworthy  to  hold  civil 
power  ia  the  State.  But  what  was  the 
principle  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord's 
project  ?  He  considered  it  to  be  thi>-~ 
that  by  reason  of  their  religion  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  of  Ireland  were  not  worthy 
to  b«  intrusted  with  the  exercise  of  that 
power  over  their  own  concemg  which  the 
rest  of  his  Majesty's  subjects  enjoyed. 
Ha  knew  very  well  that  an  attempt  had 
been  made  to  reconcile  the  principle  of 
that  project  with  the  principle  of  the 
Emancipation  Act.  It  was  said,  that  there 
was  no  injustice  in  that  project,  because 
the  principle  of  the  Emancipation  Act  was 
equality  Iwtween  Cutbolics  and  Protest- 
ants, aod  accordingly  the  projict  of  the 
noble  Lord  dealt  with  them  upon  the 
principle  of  equality.  The  noble  Lord 
said,  that  the  Bill  of  his  IHajesty's 
Ministers  did  not  deal  equally  with  Pro- 
teitaniB  and  Catholics,  whereas  his  amend* 
ment  did.  But  the  distinction  was  most 
marked  and  obvious.  The  principle  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Emancipation  Bill  was 
e^uaUty  of  employment,  notwithstanding 
dissent— the  principle  of  the  project  oftha 
nobleLord  was  equality  of  privation  because 
of  that  dissent.  The  principle  of  he  Ca- 
tholic Emancipation  Bill  wai  equality  of 
rights— the  principle  of  the  project  of  the 
noble  Lord  was  equality  of  wrongs.  Tbe 
principle  of  the  one  was  the  principle  of 
dis  ri  u  ion^-dealine  with  the  powers  of 
tbe  State  as  eqaitably  distributable  among 
all  without  regard  to  diSereace  of  creeds  ; 
while  the  principle  of  the  other  was  the 
principle  of  destruction— destroying  all 
civil  powers  instead  of  distributing  them 


upon  an  equiuble  principle.  The  principli 
-j.i.-.  )nly  not  tb 


of  the  two  measures  were  not  only 
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same,  but  the  very  antipodes  of  each  other. 
Nothing  could  be  more  dissimilar  than  the 
two  principles.  He  could  understand  how 
a  person  who  opposed  the  Catholic  Eman- 
cipation  Bill,  and  who  entertained  senti- 
ments hostile  to  that  measure,  might  still 
think  that,  under  every  circumstance,  the 
augmentation  of  tbe  Roman  Catholic  pow- 
er was  to  be  considered  as  likely  to  militate 
Bgeinit  the  Ecclesiastical  Establishment 
in  Ireland ;  but  how  any  man  who  at  the 
time  of  its  being  passed  thought,  and  still 
continued  to  think,  that  principle  just, 
could  support  the  project  of  the  noble 
Lord,  really  surprised  him.  At  the  same 
lime  he  must  observe,  that  those  persons 
were  departing  from  their  own  principle. 
Their  ancient  principle  was,  not  only  that 
the  Catholics  abould  not  have  civil  power, 
but  that  Protestante  should  and  Catholics 
should  not;  whereas,  now  their  principle 
was,  ihatneither  Protestants  nor  Calholioi 
should  have   civil  power.     If  they  were 

{'usiiGedia  principle  and  policy  in  with> 
lolding  civil  power  frfwt  Catholics  end 
Protestant*  in  Ireland,  for  fear  a  pre^ 
dominancy  should  fall  to  the  Cuho> 
lies  he  could  not  help  saying  that 
would  have  found  the  right  bon,  Daronett 
the  Member  forTamworth,  in  1829,  meant 
of  escaping  the  difficulties  by  whioh  he 
was  then  beset.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
distrusted  tbe  Roman  Catholics— he  waa 
afraid  they  would  abuse  the  powers  to  be 
placed  in  their  hand,  but  he  wai  coerced 
by  circumstances  togive  it  them.  Now, 
if  the  principle  of  the  noble  Lord's  pro* 
ject  were  souod,  could  not  the  right  oon. 
Baronet  have  adopted  It,  and  instead  of 
giving  civil  power  to  Catholics  and  Pro- 
testants indiscriminately,  why  Dot  have 
taken  it  indiscriminately  from  both }  That 
would  have  been  a  much  more  safe  mode 
of  proceeding  according  to  the  right  hoo. 
Baronet's  own  views.'  But  he  did  not 
think  of  adopting  that  principle.  It  wai 
a  new-fangled  principle  unheard  of  before. 
He  defied  any  hon.  Member  to  open  m 
single  page  of  the  History  of  England, 
since  it  was  a  nation,  and  show  that  the 
principle  of  destroying  civil  power,  be- 
cause it  might  possibly  fall  into  the  bande 
of  one  party  rather  than  of  another,  was 
ever  before  acted  opon.  It  was  a  prin- 
ciple at  variance  not  only  with  history, 
but  with  every  system  which  had  ever 
been  adopted.  The  principle  upon  which 
the  predecessors  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  had  proceeded  was,  that  if  there 
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were  a  partj  in  the  State  which  ooght  not 
to  be  intnuted  wilb  power,  yet  panish- 
neat  ought  not  to  be  inflict^  on  others 
— thit  ProteitaDU  were  not  to  be  de- 
prived of  tbetr  rights  because  Catholics 
were  nn worthy.  Hod.  Geallemen  opposite 
spoke  of  innoTators  and  of  innovation. 
fiat  who  were  the  innorators,  aad  what 
was  innovation  7  That  was  ionovation 
which  spolialed  ProlestaDts  wilbont  gta- 
lifying  the  Catholics.  It  was  no  satisfac- 
tion to  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  that  when 
their  civil  rights  were  destroyed,  the  civil 
rights  of  the  Proteslanls  of  Ireland  should 
also  be  destroyed.  He  was  sore  that  there 
was  not  a  Catholic  in  Ireland  who  would 
not  rather  a  thousand  degrees  that  the 
corporations  should  be  established  in  Ire- 
land upon  a  fair  basis,  and  upon  the  prin- 
ciple of  popular  representatioD,  although 
confined  to  the  Protestants  only,  than  that 
they  should  be  wholly  extinguished.  He 
admitted  that  by  the  adoption  of  that 
clause  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  would  sus- 
tain a  considerable  wroDg;  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Emancipation  Bill  would  be 
violated,  though  not  more  grossly  than  it 
would  bebythepresentproject  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite;  but  still  the  principle  of 
the  Union  would  be  saved — that  Act  of 
Union  which  established  equality  between 
England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland,  would  at 
all  events  be  preserved.  He  had  in  all 
periods  of  his  life  been  a  supporter  of  that 
Act  of  Union.  He  had  done  so  because 
he  considered  b^  the  provisions  of  that 
Union  every  nianin  Ireland  would  be  treated 
in  all  respects  upon  terms  of  equality  with 
Scotland  and  England,  and  that  on  all 
questions  of  power,  in  all  matters  where 
the  people  were  to  exercise  any  inSuence 
in  the  State,  the  people  of  Ireland  would 
receive  the  same  attention,  their  feelings 
would  be  equally  consulted,  and  their 
will, their  piejudices,  if  you  please  to  call 
them  so,  would  have  equal  effect  on  the 
Parliament  of  the  United  Empire,  and 
wonid  produce  as  full  an  operation  upon 
the  proceedings  of  the  Legialatore  and  ihe 
Executive  as  Ihe  will,  the  passions,  the 
feelings,  and  the  prejudices  of  the  other 
ports  of  the  empire.  He  had  argued  with 
many  people  in  Ireland  upon  the  principle 
of  the  Union,  but  he  could  not  argue  with 
tbem  again  if  the  argument  maintained 
by  hoo.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  to  be 
admitted.  How  could  any  roan  suppose 
that  they  could  maintain  the  Union  if  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  (o  be  Uuoted  as 
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tliey  had  been.    Ton  told  them  that    you 
would  support  the  Union  between  tbe  two 
countries — you  told  tbem  that  the  peo|da 
of  England  would  do  justice  to  them  wiUi 
all  other  parts  of  the  empire;  bot  what 
bad  the  Irish  nation  done,  that  while  mn- 
nicipal  institutions,  on  a  popular  baa  is,  were 
given   to  all  other  parts  of  the  country 
they  were  withheld  from  Ireland?     It  woa 
not   because  they  did   not  require  local 
bodies  like  those  established  in  Englaod, 
it  was  not  because  they  bad  no  local  mat- 
ters to  attend  to  which  required  watcfafal 
superintendence,  but  because  those  bodies 
had  hilberto  been  made  exclusive  in  Ire- 
land, and  that,  ihefefere,  they  should  not 
be  established  now.    This  argument,  how- 
ever, was   now   in   substance  abandoned 
with    regard  to  Ireland  ;  and,    to    nse  a 
vulgar  expression,  was  now  regarded    as 
mere  chips  in  porridge.    Then  why  aboold 
Gentlemen  opposite  not  accept  this  mea- 
sure now  ?    Did  they  do  so  on  the  ground 
that  these  institutions  had  not  been  found 
to  be  beneBcial  in  England  and  Scotlandt 
On  the  contrary,  their  utility  was  admitted. 
He  would  then  ask  whe^er  they  could 
sustain  the  Union  without  life.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  said  that  they  conld  not 
maintain    the    Established    Church  con- 
jointly with  these  bodies.    He  never  beard 
of  a  proposition  having  been  made  in  that 
House  to  grant  some  boon,  or  to  bestow 
some  advantage  on  the  people  of  Ireland, 
that  was  not  met  by  some  ill-omened  ex- 
pression in  some  speech  or  other,  that  if 
they  did  so  they  would  tend  to  destroy  the 
Irish  Church.    He  could  only  regard  such 
expressions  as  mere  cant,  which  had  been 
constantly  used   from  the  time  of  Swiil 
down  to  the  present  time ;  and  they  hsd 
been  uiged  not  only  against  the  Catholics, 
but  also  against  Presbyterians  and  Dis- 
senters— indeed,  they  were  sometimes  now 
applied  in  the  latter  way.     The  Legisla- 
ture, then,  had  been  driven,  step  by  step, 
to  grant  to  the  people  of  Ireland  large  and 
constitutional   powers,  but   at   the  same 
time  refused  them  thegovemment  of  ibeir 
local   affairs.      You   give    them  political 
power,  but  you  refuse  them  this  compara. 
lively  insignificant,  but  at  the  same  lime 
important,  power.     The  mode  in  which 
this  had    been  refused  was  an  insult  as 
much  as  the  refufal  was  an   injury ;  bat 
was  there  no  possible  loss  of  strength  in 
withholding  these  institutions?    This  pirt 
of  the  subject  had  been  eloquently  dwelt 
on  by  the  non.  Member  for  Idikeara,  who 
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traced  out  the  several  ukb  snd  benefits 
which  had  srisen  from  them  in  England 
and  Scotland.  IT,  however,  these  bodies 
were  perrectly  useless  in  Ireland,  yet  it 
they  were  withheld  from  that  country  in 
the  iDBoner  in  which  they  had  hilherlo 
been,  ttwonld  excite  feelini^  of  discontent 
which  they  would  nevei  be  able  to  dispel. 
He  was  most  anxious  to  support  the  union 
between  the  two  countries,  but  to  do  this 
effectually,  every  reason  and  argument 
showed  that  they  must  give  ihe  same  mea- 
sure of  justice  to  Ireland  that  was  pos- 
sessed by  the  people  of  England  and 
Scotland. 

Sir  James  Oraham  could  assure  the 
House  that  he  had  risen  with  very  great 
unwillingness.  Need  he  make  any  excuse 
for  saying  so,  aware  as  he  was  that  the 
subject  had  been  so  sifted  and  winnowed, 
that  he  feared  the  chaff  only  remained, 
and  that,  therefore,  the  House  would  be 
unwilling  to  bear  him  on  this  third  night 
of  the  debate,  and  furthermore,  because 
he  had  presumed,  on  more  than  one  occa- 
sion, to  address  the  House  on  that  very 
same  subject ;  nevertheless,  the  vital  im- 
portance of  that  subject  impelled  him  once 
again  to  then  offer  his  opinions,  If  he 
thought  the  subject  important  before  the 
commencement  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down,  he  was  disposed  now  to  think  it  of 
still  higher  importance.  Sectarian  as  he 
was  called,  and  almost  bigot  as  he  was 
held  to  be  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  he  would  remind 
them  that  he  had  been  the  firm,  coostant, 
and  uniform  supporter  of  the  Catholic 
claims  for  emancipation ;  and,  as  one  who 
supported  those  claims,  he  sincerely  con- 
gratulated the  hon.  and  learned  Oentle- 
man  on  having  won  his  way  to  the  highest 
office  of  his  profession  by  his  legal  abili- 
ties, and  on  having  sustained  the  credit 
of  his  appointment  by  the  ability  he  had 
displayed  in  the  speech  which  he  had  just 
delivered.  Having  said  that,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
permit  him  to  comment  with  freedom  on 
some  of  the  topics  of  that  speech.  He 
(Sir  J.  Grabam)  had  already  said,  that,  in 
nis  opinion,  the  importance  of  the  snbject 
had  been  increased  by  what  he  had  heard 
fall  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
whom  he  nndentood  to  have  said,  that  if 
this  question  were  not  carried,  then  he,  the 
King's  Attorne^-Oencxal,  would  cease  to 
d«mtd  the  Union, 


Mr.  Sergeant  Wonlfe  begged  leave  to 
explain :  he  had  said  more  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  attributed  to  him.  W^t 
he  had  said  was,  that  he  should  cease  to 
he  able  to  defend,  with  efiect,  the  Union 
from  those  who  attacked  it. 

Sir  James  Oraham  :  That  was  a  very 
nice  dislinctioo.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  excuse  him  for  saying, 
that  this  was  a  6ne-drawn  legal  subtillr, 
which  he  feared  would  not  be  so  nicely 
discriminated  by  the  people  of  Iretand. 
He  must,  however,  remark,  that  there  was 
something  ominous  in  such  a  declaration 
being  made  by  the  King's  Attorney-Oe> 
nerat,  that  if  this  question  was  not  carried 
now — at  this  particular  moment — that  he 
was  of  opinion  that  he  would  not  be  aUe 
to  defend  with  efficiency  the  Union  with 
Ireland.  But  he  wonid  pass  on  from  this 
topic  to  the  real  question  in  debate,  which 
was  in  point  of  fact,  the  actual  state  of 
affairs  in  Ireland.  He  would  not  follow 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  through 
his  arguments  as  to  the  criminations  and 
recriminations  which  had  passed  between 
different  sides  of  the  House  respecting  the 
Association  in  Ireland.  It  appeared,  that 
that  which  was  one  day  the  Volunteer 
Association,  became  shortly  after  the  Na- 
tional Association;  and,  in  answer  to  re- 
marks respecting  this  to-day,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  recriminates  the  other 
side  with  the  existence  of  the  Lay  Asso- 
ciation, and  of  the  Orange  Association 
which  was  put  down  last  year,  bat  which 
was  now  again  got  up  under  another  form. 
And  he  would  remmd  the  House,  that 
although  the  National  Association  was  on 
one  side,  and  the  Lay  Association  on  the 
other,  that  the  Lay  Association  had  been 
formed  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  the 
administration  of  the  law,  the  execution 
of  which  duty  had  been,  in  some  respects, 
partially  or  wholly  neglected  by  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  Ireland,  The  Na 
tional  Association,  however,  was  formed 
for  the  purpose  of  violating  the  law,  and 
he  must  also  add,  that  he  considered  thai 
that  Association  continued  to  receive  a  most 
extraordinary  degree  of  indulgence  and 
support  from  his  Majesty's  Government. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said,  that 
he  would  not  go  into  a  defence  of  the 
various  legal  acts  of  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. What  would  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  a«y  to  this  declara- 
tion of  the  Attorney-General,  after  the 
statement  he  BKide  tb«  other  night?  What 
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was  the  answer  which  would  be  given  to 
the  cBM  of  Mr.  Castidy  ?  Surely  it  had 
not  sBcaped  the  recollection  of  the  hoa. 
and  leanied  Gentleman,  that  liace  the 
noble  Lotd,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  had 
spoken,  the  letters  of  Lord  Vesey  and  Lord 
Oxmantonn  had  been  read  to  the  Houie? 
The  statement!  contained  in  their  letters 
b>d  not  been  denied;  they  could  not  be 
denied.  He  would  not  stop  at  the  esse  of 
Mr.  Cossidy,  but  would  go  on  one  sUge 
further.  He  would  not,  however,  pass  by 
tbe  general  gaol  delivery  made  by  the 
Lord -Lieu  ten  ant  of  Ireland  during  his  tour 
through  the  country,  when  be  liberated 
not  less  than  sixty-nine  priaoners  iu  one 
county,  and  when  he  found  that  certain 
prisoners  had  been  committed  forafurther 
time  to  gaol,  until  they  found  bail,  he  or- 
dered them  to  be  liberated,  and  they  had 
not  heard  that  he  had  taken  care  to 
direct  that  lome  provision  should  be 
made  for  sorety  in  the  shape  of  bail. 
Tbe  boo.  nod  learned  Gentleman,  as  the 
Attorney-General,  was  the  legal  adviser  of 
the  Lord- Lieu  ten  ant ;  and  surely  he 
might  have  been  expected  to  give  some 
explanation  of  this  proceeding.  He  now, 
however,  came  to  a  much  more  important 
point,  namely,  the  case  of  Mr.  Pigott, 
He  intended  to  argue  the  general  question 
immediately  ;  bnt,  in  the  first  instance,  he 
trusted  that  he  should  he  allowed  to  make 
some  remarks  on  this  case.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  Mr.  Pigott  seemed  to 
•Dtertain  a  higher  sense  of  duty  with  regard 
to  the  appomtment  he  held,  and  the 
situation  he  occupied  in  connexion  with 
the  Association,  than  wag  entertained  by 
his  Majesty's  Ministers.  It  had  been 
■tited  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite,  that  Mr,  Pigott  thought  that  it 
was  only  proper  and  becoming  before  he 
Rocepied  tne  office  which  had  been  con- 
ferred upon  him  by  the  Irish  GoTernment 
that  he  should  retire  from  the  Association. 
It  appeared  that  his  Majesty's  Government, 
howarer,  had  no  such  scruples.  As  the 
case  stood,  according  to  the  statement  of 
the  King's  Attorney. General  for  Ireland, 
it  appeared  that  Mr.  Pigott  diought  that 
it  was  only  decent  and  proper  for  bitn 
to  withdraw  from  the  Association  before 
he  accepted  office  ;  but  it  was  not  stated 
bj  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman— it 
nmuned  to  this  moment  a  presumed  fact — 
that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  made  no  such 
agreement  on  this  appointment  of  Mr. 
Pigott,  Bnt  b*  did  sot  attach  much  weight 


to  the  offer  of  the  appointment  on  cooditiaa 
of  his  withdrawing  from  the  Aisociatioa  e 
and  it  remained  yet  to  be  taen  whether 
the  offer  of  the  appointment  was  made 
while  ha  was  yet  a  Member  of  tbe 
Association.  If  it  was  msde  while  be  was 
a  member  of  the  Association,  and  ha  of 
bis  own  free  will  reiigned  the  AssociatiMi, 
it  became  a  mere  subterfuse,  and  Lbc 
argument  remained  untouch^ and  uaeon- 
tradicted  as  regarded  his  Majesty's 
MitiisterSt  that  they  had  made  an  appoint- 
ment  of  a  gentleman  to  the  moat  confi- 
dential legal  office  oonnected  with  hie 
Majesty's  Government  in  Ireland  who  had 
previously  taken  a  part  in  the  proceedings 
of  the  Association,  had  been  a  most  useful 
member  of  it,  and  had  taken  an  active 
part  in  its  formation.  And  let  tbe  Houie 
not  forget  that  for  the  purpose  of  making 
this  gentleman  the  legal  adviser  of  tbs 
Government  a  special  and  unusual  vacancy 
was  made.  Who  was  the  first  aergeantin 
Ireland  ?  A  gentleman  of  great  ability  and 
high  prof«8sional  reputation,  and  very 
lately  in  the  confidence  of  the  Government. 
This  gentleman  had  been  passed  over  in 
appointing  a  Solicitor-General.  Certainly 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  tbe  Membw 
for  Bandon  (Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson),had 
no  title  to  the  confidence  of  bis  Majesty's 
Ministers.  But  who  was  the  third 
sergeant  ?  A  gentleman  whose  taJeats 
were  well  known  and  appreciated  in  that 
House,  and  who  bad  a  high  professional 
reputation  and  character.  These  two 
gentlemen  were  passed  by,  and  a  person 
was  made  Solicitor-GieQeral  who  held  the 
office  of  confidential  legal  adviser  to  the 
Irish  Government,  that  Mr.  Pigott,  wbo 
was  comparatively  little  known  in  the  pro- 
fession, might  be  placed  in  the  latter  office. 
He  uuderstood  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  say,  that  the  establishment 
of  Municipal  Corporations  would  give 
greatly  increased  political  power  to  a  certita 
party  in  Ireland,  and  would  affoid 
additional  means  of  controlling  the 
Legislature.  Hebeggfid toaskhisMsjeAy's 
Ministers  whether  at  present  there  wu 
not  a  sufficient  control  eserciied  ovsi 
them  as  regarded  all  their  Irish  measures) 
Were  they  desirous,  by  a  measure  like 
that  before  the  House,  to  inorease  the 
influence  and  control,  for  a  learned  OcB' 
tleman  sitting  beside  them  bad  told  them 
that  by  giving  municipal  corporations  ^ey 
would  materially  increase  tbe  polilical 
power  of  ft  certain  party  in  Inla&a }    H*  ' 
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tboughl  (bal  he  had  tokI  in  a  tpeecb  of 
tbtt  hoa.  Mid  ItBrnsd  GeatUman — he 
b^ved  an  ehctiODeeriDg  tpeech — auother 
d«B«riptioD  of  the  probable  operalioD  o( 
thi>  meature.  If  he  wat  wroog;  in  hii 
^ootatioD,  be  ahould  be  happy  to  be  set 
right;  but  be  recollected  to  have  read 
tome  obserratiotii  purporting  to  be  made 
OH  a  certain  occasion  at  Cashel,  nhen  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlenian  look  an  op- 
portunitv  of  diMusuog  ihia  quealioo.  Did 
not  the  hon.  and  iearned  Gentleman  then 
make  uie  of  ui  eipreuion  eomenbatof 
tbia  natnre — that  if  this  measure  were 
OMiried,  the  popular  inQueoce  of  a  certain 
p«rtj  which  was  now  aupportiog  His  Ma- 
jMty'a  GoTemmeDt  would  be  greaily  in- 
crcaaed— that  the  number  of  Members 
of  that  parly  returned  from  Ireland  would 
beaunaented  from  sixty  to  ninety.  He 
would  now  turn  to  a  Tery  important  part 
of  the  question,  and  would,  in  tbe  lirst 
place,  refer  to  the  speech  made  last  night 
by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  at  War. 
Tbs  noble  Lord  pu^  certain  queatloos  with 
great  perspicuity  and  force.  The  first 
was,  why  did  the  opposition  put  forward 
ibis  argnmenti  that  tbe  carrying  this 
question  would  be  attended  with  danger 
to  tbe  Church  of  Ireland  i  And  next  he 
asked,  how  would  the  establishment  of 
municipal  institutions  endanger  the  estab< 
lisbed  Church  in  Ireland?  Tbe  Attorn  ey- 
Oaneral  fbi  Ireland  had  refused  in  no  very 
courteous  terms  to  give  any  answer  to 
these  questions.  He  aaid  that  it  was  all 
eaiit  to  talk  of  the  Church  being  endan- 
gered by  these  municipal  corporations. 
The  bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Balh 
bad  said,  that  the  notion  of  the  Church 
being  in  danger  was  merely  the  hobgoblin 
phantomofa  fanatical  imaginaiion.  Another 
bon.  Gentleman  called  itapolitical  cry  ofa 
heiion,  and  other  expressions  of  a  similar 
charaeior  had  been  used.  The  noble 
Lord  (^>poHt«  did  him  only  justice  in 
sayiDg,  that,  in  arguing  the  question  last 
year,  bt  did  so  in  connexion  with  the  Es- 
lablMied  Church.  He  did  so  consider 
tba  question  last  year.  It  was  afterwards 
said,  that  the  question  coanected  with  the 
IrMi  Cbufch  was  only  made  a  stepping- 
atoneto power;  he  could  reply  that  neither 
noUe  Lofda  Dor  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposiie  would  assert  that  be  was  touched 
if  any  each  inainaatton.  He  would  now 
«Mleavour  to  esUUiih  the  fact  that  this 
QOBOfUon  between  the  two  qneationa  was 
not  H  UBoatunl  m  bon,  GmUetnen  oppo- 


site asserted ;  and  he  would  do  this  bj 
citing  evidaoce  which  the  opposite  side  of 
tbe  House  could  not  refuse  to  receive.  The 
evidence  he  alluded  to  had  been  given  in 
(he  course  of  tbe  present  debate,  and  in 
Ibe  presence  of  tbe  House.  The  noble 
Lord,    the  Secretary    for   Ireland,  com- 

Elimented  an  bon,  and  learned  Friend  of 
is  on  tbe  great  ability  he  displayed  in  tbe 
speech  which  he  made  on  this  question 
two  nights  ago.  He  admitted  that  thi 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Liskeard  (Mr.  C.  Buller)  manifested 
eieat  ability,  and  he  confessed  that  be 
heard  the  opinions  put  forth  in  the  course 
of  it  without  surprise,  coming  from  whence 
it  did.  That  speech  contaioed  some  very 
slTOiig  expressions,  and  he  certainly  did 
not  mean  to  say,  that  the  noble  Lord 
when  be  praised  that  speech  was  to  be 
considered  as  adopting  all  the  opinions 
put  forth  in  it,  or  to  be  held  answer^lc 
for  all  the  expressions  used  in  the  coursft 
of  it.  This  would  be  very  unfair;  but 
then  tbe  Hguae  should  consider  tbe  cba* 
racter  of  the  speech  in  support  of  this 
measure.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mfimber 
for  Liskeard  said,  that  he  regarded  the 
Irish  Church  with  horror,  as  the  most 
revolting  profanation  of  all  that  was  molt 
venerable  in  Christianity,  and  the  most 
odious  perversion  of  all  that  was  useful 
in  the  principle  of  a  church-establishment. 
He  went  on  to  argue  that  the  Churchoa 
Ireland  could  not  co>4xitt  with  free  insti- 
tutions. He  was  foUowad  last  night  by 
another  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  in 
a  speech  of  not  less  ability  than  that  of 
the  hoD.  Member  for  Liskeard,  and  what 
was  bis  description  of  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land ?  He  applied  terms  to  it  which  had 
in  former  times  been  used  with  reference 
to  another  Church  in  the  height  of  pole- 
mical quarrels.  Tbe  hon,  and  learned 
Gentleman  called  it  the  bailot  Church  of 
England  in  Ireland,  tbe  greatest  enormity 
in  any  country  in  Europe-^tbis  barkA 
Church  of  England  as  now  existing  io 
Ireland. 

Mr.  Rotltuck  rose  to  order.  He  begged 
the  right  bon, Baronet  not  to  misrepresent 
him.  The  words  he  made  use  of  were, 
"  the  harlot  Cbnrch  of  Ireland:"  he  said 
nothing  about  the  Church  of  England. 

Sir  J,  Qrnham  i  The  hon.  and  leacnad 
Gentlemati  might  endeavour,  with  gnat 
legal  precision,  to  make  a  distinction  be> 
tweao  the  exptessiona,  hot  in  tbe  eyes  of 
tbe  Uw  ftnd  ibfl  Mtion  tbtre  wu  bo  dif- 
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fcratce.  The  Chord  of  Irdand  did  not 
cxMt  aaptraldj  tnm  the  C%arch  of  Eog- 
liad.  Old  any  bon.  Genlkman  den  j  Uwt 
Oe  proper  expretwm  to  be  tued  wu  the 
Chneb  of  tapaatd  u  etfaUnbed  in  Ire- 
laad?  The  main  point,  howerer,  wu, 
that  the  boo.  end  learned  Member  fi>r 


I  the 


(^iprobnooa  epithet, 
dT  England, 


"  die  ballot  Church  dT  England,  as  eitab- 
liriwd  in  Iretand,"  and  had  declared  that 
Chnrch  to  be  the  greatat  enormity  in 
Eaiope;  and  the  bon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber, foOoving  ap  the  argnments  of  the 
bOD.  and  leuned  Member  for  Liskeard, 
neat  on  to  gire,  in  aUe  terms,  hii  ratio- 
note  of  (be  fbrdwr  propontion,  that  an 
abwe  M  gnat,  so  fiagrant  as  the  Chnrch 
EilabliriuDent  ia  Ireland,  could  not  co- 
enrt  with  fiee  municipal  inatitutioas.    Hi* 


"Tfatt  Bin  will  produce  a 
Spirit  of  Klf-depeDdence  that  will  prevent 
them  (the  municipal  bnrgeawa)  from  inf- 
fiariog  tbemaelTes  any  kmger  to  be  gnided 
or  goreraed  by  any  body," — a  very  bappy 
pnqiect !  "  ao  ai  to  make  them  support  or 
approve  of  any  abose  whatever."  He  was 
aocnsed  of  bong  a  bigot  for  contending 
that  the  two  qaesttoDS  were  connected ; 
bot  he  was  now  blowing  the  Home  that 
then  waa  not  only  a  natural  bot  an  irre- 
aistiUe  connexion  wbicb  could  not  be 
doiied  even  by  Genttemen  on  the  mipo- 
aite  bendiea.  His  noble  Friend,  the  Hein< 
bar  for  North  Lanesshin,  had  ahown,  that 
with  the  petitions  in  ftvonr  of  this  Bill, 
the  ^ueatioa  of  tithes  had  been  generally, 
it  nugfat  be  said  inTariaUy,  nnit^.  That 
waa  not  the  result  of  accident,  but  of  pre- 
TioBB  aiTiiigement,  under  the  direction  of 
die  NatioDal  AawxiatioD  of  Ireland.  He 
wn  glad  to  see  the  hon.  Member  for  Tip- 
peranio  his  place,  for  whenever  be  heard 
nim  diacnn  any  great  national  question  in 
which  he  fdt  interested,  no  man  listened 
to  him  with  more  aincere  pleasure  than  be 
did.  He  would  now  read  to  the  House  the 
ferciUe  soggestions  given  by  the  bon. 
Member  for  Tipperary  at  the  oteeting  in 
theCobnrg-^rdens:  be  told  bis  auditors, 
that  "strong  and  immediate  application 
nnst  be  made  lo  the  Legislature  for  relief 
tnm  that  most  frightTuI  of  all  grievances ; 
that  7,000,000  was  Uie  taliamanic  word  b; 
ii4iidi  to  disarm  the  rancorous  faction  oT 
its  power."  That  was  rather  on  a  footing 
with  the  threat  of  the  Attoraey-Generd 
for  Ireland  that  the  Uaion  would  be  d»- 
aolved  nuleas  the  Bill  were  passed.  It 
Mud  that  it  was  the  bigots,  the  political 


hypocrites,  oa  hia  side  of  die  Ha«e,  ik^o 
united  these  two  qvestioos;  bot  hme  ws* 
the  hon.  and  katned  HeiBber  far  ^I^- 
perary  tdling  the  people  of  Irdaad  bjr  no 
means  to  petition  for  corporate  lefionm 
alone,  bat  m  every  petition  to  miite  ^th 
that  subject  the  more  important  and  wsote 
pceasiitf  qneatioo  of  tithe.    The  how.  mad 
learned  Member  further  said,  <*  Trast  to 
me  who  have  long  obserred  the  ddMtca,  m 
which  I  have  acted  as  well  as  looked  fwt, 
when  I  say  that  success  is  certain,  thst 
tbey  will,  they  roust,  tbey  shall  gife  waj." 
The   hon.   and  learned   Member  cbeesed 
this  sentiment  of  hb ;  and  it  had,  indeed, 
become    quite    evident,    from    tbe    tone 
which  the  subject  bad  assumed,  that  tbe 
question  now  was,  whether  the  House  was 
to  yield  to  inthnidation  by  force,  whatever 
its  real  Ofaaiotn  on  the  sabject  m%fat  be. 
There  was  plenty  of  evidence  to  establish 
tbe  fact  of  thn  connexion.     Btsides  tbe 
eviclence  of  the  hon.  aod  learned  Hembeis 
for  Bath,  for  Liskeard,  and  for  Tipperary, 
there  was  the  hon.  and  learned  Honber 
for  Kilkoiny,  who  could   be  brooght  for-. 
ward  as  additional  evidence  on  this  point. 
He  woald  not  read  to  the  House  the  many 
extracts  he  bad  by  bim  from  die  hon.  and 
learned   Member's  speeches,  on  number-. 
less  occasions,  on   this  sabject;    bat  be 
wooM  recall  to  tbe    Hoose  the  important 
declaration  which  that  hon.  and  leamed 
Member  had  made: — "  Let  me  get  tbe 
Whigs  to  a  certain  point,  and  I  will  no- 
dotake  to  carry  them  tbe  rest  of  the  way 
with  me."    That  waa  not  all.     llie  bw. 
and  learned  Member  connected   with  die 
Municipal  Corporations  question,  not  only 
tbe  Chnreh  question,  bat  many  other  and 
much   greater  ones.     He   had   declared, 
"  I  am  for  the  assertion  of  the  voluntary 
principle  in  Ireland,  the  separation  of  the 
Church  from  tfae  SUte.the  vote  by  ballol, 
the  household  suffrage,   the   expolsiou  of 
the  Bishops  from  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
the  organic  raform   of  the  Lords  then* 
■elves :  give  me  Mnnicipal  Reform,  and 
I  will  undertake  to  carry   all   theae  ioto 
tbe  ba^aio."     He  would  not  cairy  tUs 
point  any  fuTtber;  the  connexion  of  the 
two  sobjects,  he  thought,  had  been  indis- 
pnlably  proved.    The    noble    Lord,  dw 
Secretary  at  War,had  pressed  aaotbcrpoint 
on  the  attention  of  tbe  House  in  reply  to 
the  noble  Lord,  tbe   Member   for   North 
Luicashire,  who  bad  charged  the  Oorera- 
ment    vrith   always   burrowing    oawsids, 
although  they  wei«  Mtirted  that  tbia  met* 
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sure  could  produce  no  good  effect,  mad 
•Ukk^  a  U^e  miDority  in  that  Houie 
bad  declared,  while  the  supporteis  of  the 
Bill  admitted,  that  it  WEts  fi  step  towards 
tbe  destrnctioo  of  the  Established  Church. 
The  noUe  Loids  and  right  hon.  Qenlle- 
men  opposite,  latiiGed  tberaBeWea  with 
the  notion,  that  because  tbey  had  no 
such  intention,  that  therefoK  no  such 
remit  would  take  place ;  and  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  at  War,  by  way  of 
noeeting  his  noble  Friend,  the  Member  for 
North  Lancashire,  had  charged  him  and 
hta  Frieadi  with  taking  up  Uie  very  posi' 
troB  which  those  occupied  who  opposed 
tbe  Reform  Bill  when  he  held  office.  But 
the  cases  were  by  no  means  analogous  or 
pualiel  i  and  to  nrore  that  he  wonld 
remind  tbe  House  that  tbe  measure  then 
brought  forward  by  Earl  Grey  as  the  head 
of  the  Government  was  a  specific  and  flnal 
measure,  utterly  and  entirely  nnconoected 
with  any  other.  When  Earl  Grey  pro- 
posed it  to  the  House  of  Lords,  he  said, 
**  There  is  nothing  in  this  measure  which 
is  not  fonnded  on  the  acknowledged  prin- 
ciples of  the  constitution  ;  there  is  nothing 
that  is  not  perfectly  consistent  with  the 
ancient  practices  and  institutions  of  the 
country;  there  is  nothing  that  may  not  be 
adoptra  with  perfect  safety  to  the  rights 
and  privileges  of  all  the  orders  of  the 
State,  and  particulariy  of  that  order  to 
which  your  LonlahipB  belong."  What  was 
the  declaration  which  Earl  Grey  made 
after  the  Bill  had  passed,  and  after  his 
Oovemment  had  been  broken  up,  and 
within  a  few  days  of  his  retirement  from 
office?  On  the  6ih  of  June,  1834,  Earl 
Grey  said,  "  It  is  undoubtedly  true,  that 
wfaife  every  Member  of  the  late  Adminis- 
tration felt  the  necessity  of  introdacing  a 
measure  of  Parliamentary  reform,  we 
thonght  it  right  that  it  should  be  an  enten- 
sire  measure,  in  order  that  we  might  after- 
wards take  our  stand  upon  it;  and  I  ap- 
peal to  your  Lordships  and  to  the  country 
whether  I  have  not  resisted  any  attempt 
to  push  the  ptinciple  of  that  measure  fur- 
ther." That  was  a  measure,  then,  specific, 
and  finite  in  itself;  and  althongh  in  car- 
rying; oat  that  measure  the  Ooremment 
received  tbe  support  of  some  Gentlemen 
who  had  nlterior  views,  yet  the  existing 
state  of  parties  at  that  lime  was  such  that 
the  old  Whig  party  had  a  most  predomi- 
nant inflaence  m  the  House,  and  the  Ra- 
dical party  was  comparatively  amall,  so 
Aat  tftwa  WIS  a  party  nfficiaBtiy  sttong 
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in  itself  to  resist  any  attempt  to  push  ex- 
treme measares.  Bnt  was  the  present  a 
specific  and  a  final  measure?  'nie  ncMa 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  might 
say  that  it  was  intended  to  be  so,  but  was 
not  the  question  left  open  still  with  regard 
to  tithes  in  Ireland  ?  Were  there  not  other 
questions  still  left  in  a  vague  and  indefinite 
state?  Had  his  Majesty's  Government 
given  any  decided  answer  yet  as  to  tbe 
course  they  meant  to  pursue  with  regard 
to  the  appropriation  clause?  What  power 
had  the  Government  to  give  effect  to  their 
own  decisions  on  ihis  point?  Had  not  a 
great  change  taken  place  in  the  relative 
strength  of  parties  ?  What  were  tbe  rela- 
tive proportions  at  present  of  the  Radical 
and  old  Whig  party?  Had  there  been  no 
compact  in  this  matter  ?  Not  only  a 
compact— but  a  compact  union  was  no- 
toriously efiected  at  Lichfield  •house,  and 
what  was  it?  As  be  understood  tbe  nature 
of  that  union,  it  might  be  shortly  and 
simply  stated — it  was  this,  to  give  Down- 
ing-street  and  office  to  the  Whig  party, 
and  surrender  the  Irish  Church  to  the 
Irish  Association.  He  said  more.  He  was 
decidedly  of  opinion,  after  surveying  the 
relative  strength  of  parties  in  that  House, 
that  if  the  Gentlemen  among  whom  be 
sat  were  to  secede  from  the  Honse  of  Com- 
mons, and  cease,  for  a  short  while,  to 
attend  to  the  duties  here,  he  did  believe 
not  a  month  would  elapse  before  vote  by 
ballot,  household  sufirage,  the  expulsion  of 
the  Bishops  from  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  the  voluntary  principle  in  Ireland, 
would  be  establisned  by  the  most  trium- 
phant majorities  of  at  least  two  to  one. 
So  much  with  respect  to  the  strength  of 
parties  at  the  present  moment  as  con- 
trasted with  their  relative  strength  during 
the  progress  of  the  Reform  Bill.  He 
should  now  shortly  address  tbe  House 
upon  one  or  two  other  poinU,  And  first 
of  all,  he  begged  to  state  that  the  repia- 
sentation  of  this  motion  for  the  abolition 
of  corporations  as  an  Orange  device,  was 
utterly  unfounded.  It  was  no  new  opi- 
nion— it  was  no  new  pnyect.  It  was  first 
mooted,  he  believed,  so  far  back  as  1839; 
it  was  decidedly  advocated  in  the  letter  of 
Lord  Cloncurry,  which  he  had  read  at 
that  time ;  and  if  he  were  not  greatly  mis- 
taken, in  a  petition  which  came  from  the 
Catholic  Association  in  1826,  this  precise 
object,  this  disfranchisement,  meaning 
thereby  the  abolitioa  of  those  corporations, 
was  distinctly  prayed.    It  was  tbei^en 
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wl0  all  lb*  detaib  of  tbe  OMatara 
bat  ibcrc  wu  one  point  on  wbicfa  be  bimI 
bo  allowed  lo  toaeli — be  allodcd  to  Uw 
altaralion  vfaich  bad  boen  nude  ia  ibc 
Bill  wUb  TCgard  to  ibe  appotDUnent  of 
•bonis.  Tbat  poiot  bad  not  been  vaj 
dittioGtlj  CTplaiiwd  bj  bia  Maieay'a  Mi- 
aiatcn.  He  witbed  to  call  to  the  recol- 
leetkw  of  tbe  Hooae  what  bad  taken  place 
OH  tbi>  nbject.  Wben  tbe  BQl  was  iotro- 
daccd  laM  year,  it  wai  prorided  tbat  a*  in 
Vii^mmA  K»  in  Ireland,  ibe  ibenff*  in  tbe 
CO— tiea  of  diiea  tbotild  be  nibjecl  (o 
popnlar  election.  Thoae  on  tbe  oppoailion 
arpwd  ibot  tbii  waa  an  uodoe  inter- 
fiscsoa,  in  tbe  ibape  of  pedlar  cootrol, 
witb  die  adminiMnaion  of  jnatice.  Hia 
Haiertya  Hmitfen  yielded  to  that  srga- 
ineot,  and  witbdraw  InMn  popular  contlrol, 
tbe  abenSa  of  covntiea  of  dtiee,  and  tbe 
olberjutices.  Bataaalletatioawaainade 
Ibis  j«ar.  Tbe  Bill  gave  to  tbe  pt^oUr 
body  tbe  right  of  ictumiDg  three  namet  lo 
■bicb  the  Lord-Lieateoaot  might  ab«^ 
ktelyobiectfWitboatasugningt^atigbtea 
reaacML  It  Iben  empowered  tbe  municipal 
bodiaa  to  name  ibe  oifan  three,  and  gave 
tbe  Lofd-Uealenant  the  power  of  wttitig 
Ibea  aside  also.  Now  be  begged  Ibe 
Uonae  to  ofaeerre  what  bad  already  taken 
l^aos  oa  tbe  snbiect  of  setting  aude  jnrors. 
If  public  ofMsioo  bad  rendered  it  Decessaiy 
(o  place  some  restraint  on  the  anlimited 
power,  as  it  bad  hitbeito  been  exercised 
by  tbe  Crowo  prosecoton— and  tbe  rule 
bad  been  lo-ai^t  satisfactorily  enough 
eiplained  by  the  bon.  Attomej-Geaeral 
for  Ireland,  alihougb  bis  explanation  was 
somewhat  incoosistent  with  that  fbrnisbed 
on  a  fotnwr  evening  by  ibe  Doble  Lord — if 
tbe  weight  of  public  opioion  against  the 
setting  aside  of  jiron  had  rendered  tbe 
prsclice  so  unpopular,  wiiat  would  be  the 
effect  of  tbe  Lord-  Lieuteaant  setting  aside 
six  gentlemen  thus  nominated  fay  tbeir 
fellow-townimea  to  fill  tbe  high  sitaatimi 
of  sberifia  witboat  assigniug  aoy  reason 
wbatever  ?  There  might  be  safficient  rea- 
sons against  all  of  these,  and  yet  in  ibe 
present  state  of  public  opinion  b  that 
country  it  was  hardly  possible  for  the  Lord- 
lieutenant  to  eiercise  that  most  sound 
and  proper  discretioo.  Either  ibis  varia- 
lioo  from  tbeprinciple  adopted  last  year  was 
a  real  concession,  or  it  was  a  colourable  one. 
Was  it,  then,  real  coocessioo,  restoriog  to 
popular  control  an  officer  who  bad  to 
appoint  tbe  jniies  in  lielaod  ?    If  w,  tie 
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bis  band  ihe  solemn  a^n^scsUio^  mt 
Ibe  House  against  it  ia  a  raeent  aiaAaaaB 
last  year.  Tbe  House  of  larAm  in  tbis 
very  Bill  iuaerted  a  <^usc  wlucb  g»uu,  klas 
present  clerks  of  tbe  peaee  m  '  ~  ' 
tbe  Crown  in  Ireland,  a  Ule  t 
Ibeir  offices.  Tbe  House  of  ( 
objected  to  that  clause,  and  aasig^etl  t 
reason  for  tbeir obfectioo.  Bewoald  icac 
to  tbe  Honse  ibe  leaaon  wbicb  bad   be— 


lieved  Ibere  was  no  gnnnd  to  . 
The  Commoos  objected  to  tbe  Lotds*  -^ 
aod  the  reason  given  was  "  becKnas  a 
officers  as  are  connected  witb  tbe  ad- 
tninistimtion  of  justice  in  Ireland  abosld 
be  removed    from    local 


placed  directly  under  die  aolbori^  at  Aa 
Crown,"    Here  wm  tbe  recorded  bbuu. 
moos  opinion  of  tbe  House  of  CoanaaaL 
Again,  ibcrefote,  be  asksd,  was  this  a  real 
eonccsiioo,  restoring  tbe  sberiff  to  popalac 
control  in  defiaitce  of  tbe  opioioa  mPwi- 
liament,  ot  was  it  nerdy  a  oolonrablo 
one  *    Was  it  an  act  of  tame  Tt'r-it'tTmt 
to  tbe  bon.  and  Icanted  Heaiber  for  Kil- 
kenny!    It  was  an  attempt  to  deoein 
the  puUic  or  an  attempt  to  deceive  ooe 
who  would  not  be  deceived,  I 
who  would   not  be  saUsSed. 
have  gone  further  into  tbe  details  of  tbe 
question  if  tbe  evening  bad  not  been  so 
br  advanced  as  to  predude  tbe  poaiibtfity 
of  doing  so  witb  propriety.     He  could 
have  shown  bow  toils— one  of  tbe  mou 
fertile  subjects  of  grievance  in  lidand-» 
was  kept  up  in  all  tbe  obooiious  iniegrity 
by  it ;  and  tben  be  oould  have  compaced 
with  it  the  plan  of  bb  noble  Friend, 
wbicb  went  to  abolisb  tbem  alL    Ibe 
commisaiooeis   even  of  tbe    Govenntiit 
itself,  who  reported  i«  tbe  corporatioas, 
with   Mr.  Sergeant  Perrin  at  tbeir  bead, 
bad  potDtcd  out  ibe  propriety  of  abobiik 
ing  tolls  in   the  strongest  manner.    They 
said,  tbat  "  Tbe  tolla  were  uzcessire  sod 
unreaswiaUe  in  tbeir  amouBt  and  exac- 
tion ;  and  tbat  the  schedules  laid  ibes 
on  tbe  smallest  articles  comii^  into  lowiiii 
all  of  which  was  a  gnat  faaraahipoo  lbs 
people,  and  especially  bore  with  isverity 
oo  tbe  pornvst."   Then  wen  lolls  set  dowa 
by  tbe  Corporation  CooiBussiaoen  tben- 
selves  as  one  of  the  worst  grievances  of 
corporate  cities ;  and  yet  tbe  Bill  of  Ut 
noble   Lord  opposite,   which   afieel«l  to 
remedy    all    grievances    in    corpontiom 
altogelbor,  omitted  to  notice  mt  ajiag 
one.    TIm  " 
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to  uy  in  -the  same  report,  "  "Hiat  these 
toUa  were  oftea  unjiutly  and  illegally 
enforced,  and  were  at  oftea  resisled  by 
violence  and  lumuli."  Thus  the  law  waa 
tr«nigreHed  on  both  aides.  On  the  one 
by  an  illegal  auertion  oT  rights  which  did 
not  exiit,  and  on  the  other  by  ao  illegal 
nsiitanoe  to  wrong;  through  which  means 
commotioni  and  bloodahed  ensued,  nn- 
happily  not  of  unfreqnent  occurrence  in 
Ireland.  The  noble.  Lord  the  Home 
Seczetaiy,  admiUed  that  (here  was  a  great 
■oalogy  between  the  Bill  before  the  House 
and  the  Bill  on  the  Poor-laws — that  wag 
betweoi  the  subject  of  both.  Now  what 
did  Hr.  Nicholla  say  in  his  report  on  the 
aUla  of  the  poor  in  Ireland?  He  said 
in  aubalaoce  that  he  did  not  believe  there 
vera  the  means  of  coniiituting  boards  of 
guardiaoB  in  that  conntry,  and  the  noble 
Lord,  in  corroboration  of  the  correctness 
of  that  belief,  gate  the  central  board  the 
power  of  suspending  such  of  the  boards 
of  guardians  as  they  thought  fit.  Mr. 
NiwoUs  went  still  further,  for  he  stated 
that  he  believed  the  mode  of  electing  a 
board  of  guardians  for  the  poor  by  the 
popnlai  voice  would  ba  at  present  dan- 
geroQS  in  Ireland ;  yel  the  noble  Lord 
ixoposed  in  the  measure  under  di*-' 
cnasioD  to  confer  all  the  power  upon 
the  popular  body.  How  did  he  recon- 
cile the  discrepancy?  The  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, m  moving  the  olber  night  for  leave 
to  bring  in  the  Poor-law  Bill  for  Ireland, 
gave  no  very  flatteriog  picture  of  the  pre- 
sent state  of  that  country ;  he  described 
the  want  of  education—the  lawless  habits 
—the  marauding  mendicancy  that  pre- 
vailed there;  he  described  it  as  a  country 
overrun  by  marauders  and  mendicants. 
He  went  on  to  tell  of  ejected  tenants  re- 
turning  with  muUitades,  and  even  with 
arms,  to  recover  poasession  of  their  hold- 
ings: end  it  was  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House  how  the  noble  Lord  illustrated  that 
by  an  example.  He  totd  a  atory  of  an 
4^led  tenant,  the  morning  after  nb  ejec- 
tion, again  appearing  on  the  land  to  resist 
the  entry  of  tbe  new  farmer,  and  bdng 
anned,  actually  fired  a  shot  at  tbe  tenant; 
fottuoately  it  did  not  take  effect,  but  with 
tbe  othn  barrel  he  fired  at  the  tenant's 
aarvant,  and  killed  him,  while  multitudea 
were  present  aiding  and  abetting  bim. 
Sueb  waa  the  descripUon  given  of  Uie  pre> 
asm  condition  of  Ireland  In  the  noble 
Laid,  Iba  Seonttry  for  tbe  Home  Depart- 
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ment;  but  he  would  read  to  tbe  Hoose 
something  still  more  curious,  and  which 
well  merited  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite.  The  House  was  perhaps 
aware  that  Down  log- street  bad  lately 
brought  forth  a  pamphlet.  Tha  Foreign- 
office  had  been  in  labour,  and  was  safislj 
delivered,  and  he  held  the  bantling  in  his 
hand.  It  was  christened  —  they  might 
guess  who  were  tbe  sponsors  on  uie  occa- 
sion—"Tbe  policy  of  England  towards 
Spain."  Now  in  this  pamphlet  it  was  at- 
tempted, if  not  to  defend,  at  least  to  gloaa 
over,  those  atrocities  which  disgraced  and 
disfignred  the  civil  war  in  Spain.  The 
murder  of  the  mother  of  Cabrera,  for  in- 
alaoce,  the  assassination  of  Quesada,  and 
many  other  such  dreadful  atrocities,  were 
disposed  of  in  that  spirit.  But  perhaps 
the  House  would  like  to  hear  tha  juvenile 
Whig  speak  for  himself.  Not  only  were 
tbe  offences  to  which  he  had  referred 
treated  in  the  way  he  bad  stated,  but  ac- 
tually—which perhaps  they  would  hardly 
believe-'a  comparison  was  instituted  be- 
tween the  present  sute  of  Spain,  in  which 
country  civil  war  was  raging,  and  the  state 
of  Ireland— very  little  to  the  advantage, 
he  was  sorry  to  lay,  of  the  sister  kingdom. 
The  passage  ran  thus:  "Let  us  look  at 
home — let  us  examine  what  happens  here, 
under  our  own  eyes,  with  every  circnm- 
atance  most  favourable  to  the  prevention 
and  punishment  of  crime,  and  we  may 
then  form  an  estimate  of  the  difficulties 
against  which  a  Government  of  Spain,  in 
its  present  state,  has  to  struggle.  Some 
of  the  provinces  of  Spain  are  larger  than 
Ireland ;  but  it  may  be  doubted  if  In  the 
coarse  of  a  twelvemonth  the  balance  ot 
crime  wonid  not  be  against  the  sister 
bland,  and  in  favour  of  any  fROvince  of 
Spain  that  might  be  selected.  Yet,  with 
all  the  aatbority  of  tbe  law— with  all  tbe 
fercB  of  opinion— and  with  tbe  long  array 
of  judges,  magistiatea,  infantry,  cavalry, 
and  police,  all  well  dbdplined,  all  having 
a  common  object,  bow  bard  b  it  Ibr  tbe 
Oovemment  to  ezerobe  its  functions,  when 
tbe  people,  unfortunauly,  do  not  recog- 
nise their  own  interest  in  the  suppression 
of  vice  and  crime  r  Was  be  then  wiOngt 
Hed  be  overstated  the  case  ^  Was  tbera 
not  a  comparison  drawn  between  Spain, 
where  civil  war  was  now  raging,  ana  the 
exbtiog  sUte  of  Ireland,  and  waa  not  the 
asaertbn  broad  and  distinct  that  crime  was 
more  rampant  in  Ireland  because  tbe 
pwple  ID  uEt  country  took  no  intarett  in 
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He  said,  of  all  abstract  rights,  none  ia  so 
clear  as  the  right  of  Belr-derence.  A 
sword  is  a  weapon  of  self-defence.  A 
man  asks  me  for  my  sword;  if  1  know 
that  tword  is  to  be  drawn  to  cot  my  throat, 
I  am  a  fool  or  a  coward  if  I  surrender  it. 
So  he  (Sir  J.  Graham)said,  in  the  abstract 
municipal  institutions  were  good,  but  if 
he  knew— -if  he  were  told  beforehand  that 
these  municipal  institutions  were  to  be 
employed  for  a  purpose  which  he  con- 
sidered fatal,  to  use  the  words  of  Mr. 
Burke,  be  should  be  a  fool  or  a  coward, 
if  he  eare  those  weapons  to  be  employed 
for  so  deadly  a  purpose.  It  was  come  to 
this.  He  saw  clearly  and  distinctly  that 
the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland  was  in 
the  utmost  danger.  To  those  who  con- 
sidered "  that  harlot  church,"  as  it  had 
been  designated,  a  nuisance  that  must  be 
abated,  the  cry  of  the  church  in  danger 
would  be  a  sound  of  cheering  joy ;  but  to 
those  who  regarded  it  as  a  great  national 
food,  which  it  was  their  sacred  duty  to 
maintain,  the  present  aspect  of  afiain 
could  not  but  occasion  the  gravest  appre- 
faeasion.  And  could  he  doubt  that 
church  was  in  danger  when  be  had  lived 
to  hear  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  and  that 
Minister  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  talk  of 
the  rottenness  of  that  church?  Wherein 
consisted  its  rottenness?  Not  in  its  foun- 
dation— it  rested  on,  the  rock  of  ages. 
Not  in  its  bulwarks— the  hearts  of  a  mil- 
lion of  brave  men,  who  r^arded  it  as 
their  first  duty  to  defend,  and  would 
rather  die  than  betray  it.  Gut  still  he 
admitted  there  was  rottenness  in  that 
church,  and  that  rottenness,  in  hts  opinion, 
mainly  consisted  in  the  hollow,  waveriog, 
if  not  msincere,  support,  given  to  it  by  the 
ministers  of  the  King — of  that  King  who 
was  sworn  to  defend  and  maintain  the 
united  church  of  England  and  Ireland  in 
all  Its  rights,  privileges,  and  immunities. 
They  had  been  prepared  for 

"Tbe  rent  the  CDvious  Casca  made," 
but— 

"  Tbls  was  tbe  tnort  uokiadeal  cut  of  all." 
Be  certainly  must  say,  not  in  bitterness  of 
■pint,  but  from  the  bottom  of  his  heart, 
be  wished  "  an  enemy  had  said  this!" 
Minlstsn  had  declared  against  that 
church,  and  when  Ministers  bad  so  dc> 
dared,  was  tt  to  be  wondered  that  it  had 
assumed  a  most  formidable  aspect  ?  What 
the  supporters  of  this  measure  ask  for, 
emclttded  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  is  Jua- 
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tice  to  Ireland.  We  contend  for  justice 
(o  Ireland— Justice  to  the  judges  of  the 
land,  whose  sentences  are  reversedj  whose 
feelings  are  outraged,  whose  opinions  are 
rejected,  whose  judgments  are  reversed  by 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  the  King — justice 
to  the  magistracy  of  Ireland,  whose  au- 
thority is  impaired,  as  is  proved  by  the 
fact,  hardly  denied,  that  turbulent  viola- 
tors of  the  law  are  placed  in  the  commis- 
sion of  the  peace,  side  by  side  with  its 
accredited  guardians  and  defenders — jus* 
tice  to  the  Protestant  clergymen  of  Ire- 
land, whose  rights  are  overborne  by  open 
violence,  whose  property  is  despoiled  with 
impunity,  whose  lives  are  taken  in  open 
day,  and  from  whom  the  protection  of  the 
King's  Government  seems  almost  en- 
tirely withdrawn  in  face  of  the  tyrannou. 
hatred  of  the  IKsh  people — justice  to 
the  freeholders  of  Ireland,  who 
are  overawed  in  their  exercise  of  the 
elective  franchise,  by  the  constant  inter- 
ference of  those  priests  who  impress  tbem 
with  the  belief  that  they  hold  in  their 
hands  the  keys  of  heaven  and  hell ;  and 
who  bring  to  bear  upon  their  fears  the 
terrors  of  the  other  world,  and  the  pres- 
sing struggles  of  this  —  justice  to  the 
entire  people  of  Ireland,  by  vindicating 
the  majesty  and  supremacy  of  the  law, 
with  a  hand  of  firmness,  so  that  in  pro- 
gress of  time,  life  may  become  more  se> 
cure,  and  the  rights  of  property  more 
respected  in  that  unhappy  country. 
These,  Sir,  are  our  plans  of  justice.  And 
when  you  shall  have  satisfied  them,  then, 
but  not  till  then,  we  shall  be  prepared  to 
consider  the  extension  of  popular  privi- 
leges to  that  country,  and  to  encounter 
even  the  danger  of  your  "  normal  schools 
of  peaceful  agitation." 

Mr.  Skeil:  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
commenced  his  speech  by  saying,  he  be- 
lieved he  was  regarded  by  this  side  of  the 
House  as  a  sectarian  and  a  bigot ;  whe- 
ther his  speech  was  calculated  to  remove 
any  such  injurious  impression,  I  will 
leave  those  who  heard  it  to  determine.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  use  of  language,  in 
ipeaking  of  the  Roman  atholics,  such 
IS  no  Roman  Catholics  in  this  Househave 
ever  applied  to  the  Protestant  Church. 
No  Roman  Catholic  in  this  House  has 
spoken  of  the  Church  of  England,  or  of 
the  Church  of  Ireland,  in  language  so 
derogatory  as  that  which  they  have  beard 
applied  to  them  by  a  Member  of  that  com- 
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ifcich  IIm^  IwTe  beud 
■ot  with  dbKmt,  DO  tnA  Amg,  bnt  vitli 
m  tttHmt  of  co^HMntioo-wilh  m  feel- 
iaf  at  coMBMemioa  and  MvpriM  that  ■ 
penoa  «bo  once  Mt  on  tbii  tide  of  the 
Hook,  udvbo  vaf  >o  •ireniKW*  and  an- 
coapromising  u  advocate  for  reform,  that 
ke  oe&d  all  iu  conieqiieiicei  in  Ireland, 
dtooM  on  ihii  occaaion  be  so  far  led 
■way  aa  to  alter  tbe  espressionfl  whidi 
have  been  beard  rrom  him.  Why  did  he 
meak  of  Spain  ?  Why  did  be  refer  to 
the  atrocitiei  which  have  been  committed 
io  that  conotrj?  Why  wai  Cabrera's, 
wby  wai  Qneaada'a,  name  introdoced  ? 
I  ml  oot  call  ihe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
a  bigot,  bnt  he  wilt  pardon  me  if  I  call 
him  a  convnl.  On  this  occaaion  be  haa 
eihibited  all  that  zeal  and  eothniiasm  foi 
wbicfa  cooversioo — coarersion  be  it — ii 
prorerbial.  In  the  eoarae  of  hrs  tpeecb, 
which  waa  certainly  bd  extremely  ditcnr* 
five  one,  he  did  me  the  honoar  to  rerer  to 
a  apeech  of  mine,  and  I  nauat  confess  he 
apokeof  roe  in  Urmswbicb  were  most  com 
plimentary.  I,  in  retnrn,  mnit  aay,  1  hear 
nim  always  with  the  OMat  onqoaltBed 
pleaanre;  he  b  in  heart  most  geneioas 
and  hnmaDe,  and  hit  tongna  carriei  con- 
viction to  the  mind.  I  remember  an  in- 
stance of  this  in  a  speech  made  by  the 
r%ht  hon.  Baronet  at  Cockermouto— « 
speech  in  which  there  was  some  reference 
to  a  recreant  Wbl^. — [Sir  J.  Oraham  : 
That  was  a  lon^  time  ago.]  Well, 
matter;  I  don't  know  how  long  it  was 
ago.  Sir,  in  my  opinion,  this  measure 
before  the  House  must  be  granted.  In 
saving  this,  I  assert  no  more  than  was 
said,  I  believe  tha  night  before  laet,  by 
the  noble  Lord  who  sits  behind  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  The  nobis  Lord  said, 
Hanicrpal  Gorpofation  Reform  should  not 
be  granted  to  Ireland.  I  say  it  shall  be 
granted.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  has  also 
referred  to  a  meeting  which  was  held  at 
a  place  which  he  cAllsthe  Lichfield  House 
of  Commons.  He  described  the  result  of 
that  meeting  as  a  compact  between  two 
parties.  I  have  already,  stated  the  ex- 
pression I  used  with  respect  to  that  meet- 
ing— I  said  that  there  was  then  formed 
"  a  compact  alliance."  But  if  you  are 
to  bear  of  the  Lichfield  House  of  Com' 
mons,  do  you  remember  that  in  1831 
there  was  a  meeting  at  Brookes's  Club? 
Does  the  noble  Lord,  or  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  remember  that  then  there  was  an 
uMmblage  of  Idlh  Members,  who  had 


differed  from  tbe  Qownmant,  and  writo 
were  called  upon  by  that  Wh%  Qovara- 
ment  to  forego  their  difiiereiices,  and  eotar 
into  "  a  compact  alliance"  with  thsin  ? 
Tbe  noble  Lord  and  the  right  bon.  Ba- 
ronet  were   Members  of  that  Wbif  C3i>< 
vemment.    The  right  boo.  Baronet  ^akc« 
his  head,  bat  there  is  nothing  io^.      AH 
must  recollect  the  course  taken    by   tbe 
noble  Lord  on  that  occasion.     Tb«  nobl* 
U>Td  in  a  paroxysm,  I  will  not  aay  ofafker- 
dioner  oratory,  delivered  one  of  the  most 
powerfnl   speeches    I    have    ever    beard 
againat  the  very  persons  with  whom  ha  u 
now  operating.      I  have  not  adverted  (o 
this  Bubject  from  any  malevolent  purpoaa. 
But  have  I  not  a  right  to  advert  to  itt 
Is  Lichfield  house  meetiii|r  to  ba  mad* 
the  Gobjsct  of  discussion  in  this  Hooaa, 
and  out  of  this  House — and  is  a  meelior 
at  which  the  noble  Lord  took  so  con^w- 
cuous  a  part,  not  X»  be  made  the  subject 
matter  of  debate  7    Is  the  one  to  be  ^e 
game,  and  the  other  to  be  prohibited  ? 
If  you  are  disposed  to  do  justice  to  Ire- 
land, do  justice  at  least  to  the  person  who 
is  now  speaking  to  yon,  and  who  wUI 
break  throngh  no  rule  of  decorum  in  hie 
address  to  you.    The  right  hon.  Baronet 
in  the  course  of  his  addms  to  yon,  pro- 
ceeded to  comment  on  the  General  Asso- 
ciation.   Now  I  think  that  be  ought  to 
feel  that   this  was  daogeron*  around  for 
him  to  tread  apon— if  oot  for  bimselO  at 
least  for  his  existing  associates.   You  talk 
of  that  Association.     How  long  ago,  I 
ask,  is  it  since  the  light  hon.  Baronet,  tha 
Member  for  Tamwortb,  when  called  upon 
to  form  an  association,  selected  as  tbe 
objects  of  his  special  favour,  the  msm- 
bers  of  an  association  which  has  sines 
been   denounced  by  the  Honae  of  Com- 
mons 7     The  hon.  Member  for  Sligo,  tbe 
treasurer  of  the  Orange  Society,  was  pro- 
moted, tbe    treasurer    of  a   society   that 
tampered  with  the  army.     Have  we  not 
evidence    of    that?      Has  not  the  evi- 
dence been  produced  in  this  House  that 
the  Orange  Society  was  in  communication 
with  the  army  7     Was  there  not  tbe  de- 
claration  of   the    Duke  of  Cumberisad, 
that  he  was  unacquainted  with  tbe  fact? 
Is  there  an  Orangeman  in  this  House- 
is  ihere  a  Gentleman  in  this  House — who 
can  deny  that  the  proofs  were  afforded  to 
UH,  that  warrants  were  issued  to  the  army  7 
Will  that  be  denied? 

Colonel  Perceval:  Yes,  I  deny  it    I 
wish  to  state  distinctly,  ihftt  I  did  not  My 
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Aat  wsninU  were  not  iniMd ;  but  I  did 
aod  doiay,  that  the  army  wu  not  tampeted 
with. 

Mr.  suit:  Wa  do  not  materially  difier. 
In  fact,  what  1  insiat  on  is  this,  that  war- 
ranU  wero  iatned  to  the  army.  We  hara 
that  in  tho  prioted  reports;  we  have  it, 
too,  itated  there  that  Mr.  Boyton  moved 
that  warrantB  should  be  sent  to  a  nar- 
tioulnr  regiment.  We  have  abunaant 
evidence  of  the  Tact,  and  in  consequence 
of  that  evidence  Lord  Hill  issued  an  order 
to  the  army^  I  entreat  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  opposite  (Colonel  Per- 
ceval) to  believe  that,  if  1  refer  to  him,  it 
is  in  no  spirit  of  unkindoeSB.  I  fairly 
and  frankly  tell  him  that  I  do  so,  because 
Mr.  Pigott  being  a  Member  of  the  Asso- 
ciation has  been  so  much  dwelt  upon  by 
hon.  Members  on  the  other  side.  I  point 
then,  to  th«  hon.  mod  gallant  Member  who 
was  promoted  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Tamworth.  I  shall  only 
advert  to  another— Lord  Roden,  whowas 
also  raised  to  a  very  high  office ;  he  is,  1 
adroit,  ta  individual  of  the  highest  res- 
pect, bat  a  Mamber  of  the  Orange  Asso- 
eiatioD.  Surely,  then,  when  tho  Tories 
make  charges  against  the  present  Qovern- 
ment  for  promoting  Members  of  one  As- 
aociation,  they  ought  to  recollect  that 
they  dwell  in  so  fragile  a  tenement  that 
they  cannot  with  impunity  incur  the 
danger  of  a  tile  being  flung  upon  the  roof 
of  (neir  ptwe  of  nmge.  So  much  with 
reapact  to  one  Association ;  but  then  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  adverted  to  other 
Ajsoeiations—lo  the  Birmingham  Union 
for  instance.  What,  I  ask  you,  is  the 
reason,  if  you  now  condemn  these  Asbo- 
oiations,  when  Lord  Brougham  addressed 
the  Birmingham  Union,  at  the  time  they 
passed  a  resotntion  to  pay  no  taxes — what 
IB  the  reason  that  the  riglit  hon.  Baronet 
and  the  noble  Lord  didnotreaign — why 
did  he  not  then  refase  to  hold  office  with 
his  then  colleagues  ?  Let  the  riKht  hon. 
Baronet  beware — we  have  not  forgotten 
hii  public  life,  though  he  may  have  done 
so.  He  and  the  noble  Lord  who  sits 
beside  him  have  taken  as  strong  a  co 
in  the  excitement  of  the  public  passions 
a«  any  oo«  of  the  agitatorB  who  are  now 
the  objects  of  their  denunciation.  I  Bhall 
not  go  into  the  details  connected  with 
Ireland.  There  is  only  one  point  to  which 
I  mean  to  advert— the  Government  of 
Ireland — aa  materially  afrectinc  this  ques- 
tion.    The  appointment  of  Mr.  Cassidy 
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as  R  magistrate  ib  a  matter  of  to  tittle 
consequence,  that  it  onghtnot  to  be  mixed 
up  with  subjects  of  national  importance. 
I  will  tell  you  what  is  my  view  of  the 
matter,  as  connected  with  the  conduct 
of  the  Irish  Government,  and  which  I 
regard  as  of  great  importance.  The  Iristi 
Oovemment  is  acting  on  a  peculiar  policy, 
and  the  question  is,  will  the  Legislature 
adopt  a  similar  policy  ?  Has  the  Irish 
Government  succeeded?  Has  it  produced 
peace  in  Ireland?  t  can  produce  you 
strong  authority  on  the  subject.  I  have 
not  tlie  means  of  referring  to  official  de> 
tails;  but  I  refer  you  to  Mr.  Howley,  a 
gentleman  who  unites  in  approbation  of 
his  conduct  the  applauses  of  the  Radical, 
Ihe  Agitator,  and  the  Orangeman,  and 
who  has  received  an  unanimous  vote  of 
thanks  from  the  magistracy  who  witnessed 
londuct  as  an  assistant  barriiter.  I 
in  his  charges  repeated  stalementi 
made  of  the  tranquillity  produced  in  the 
county  Tipperary ;  and  by  a  retom  from 
the  clerk  of  the  Grown  for  the  same  coonty 
1  find  that  when  1 1 1  were  formerly  tried 
at  the  Nenagh  sessions  for  riot,  in  tne  last 
session  there  wen  only  two.  Then  I  aak 
you,  has  not  the  policy  of  Lord  Mulgrave 
succeeded  ?  What  baa  he  done  ?  H« 
has  laid  to  rest  that  questioo  which  you 
regard  as  the  truly  dangerous  one.  Who 
has  heard  in  our  public  assemblieB  in 
Ireland  the  repeal  of  the  Union  made  a 
subject  of  discussion;  or  if  introduced, 
but  incidentally  glanced  at — a  question 
which,  if  not  dead  is  dormant?  I  have 
not  n tiered  one  syllable  on  the  subject; 
but  this  I  say,  that  if  justice  is  denied  to 
us  here,  we  have  a  right  to  ask  for  the 
repeal  of  the  Union  ;  and  I  wish  to  ehow 
you  that  thia  sentiment  was  uttered  by 
the  noble  Lord  (Stanley)  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House.  What  is  justice  to 
Ireland?  Let  us  ezamioe  the  question 
calmly,  aa  such  a  sulgect  ought  to  be 
examined.  What  is' justice  to  Ireland? 
And  will  it  not  help  us  in  determining 
that  question  to  ask  what  is  justice  to 
England?  Tha  Test  and  Corporation  Acts 
were  at  one  time  regarded  as  defences  to 
the  Church — through  them  the  corpora- 
tions were  regarded  as  the  bulwarks  of  the 
Cburch;  and  Mr.  Canning  felt  tbit  so 
atronf^ly  that  in  1827  he  reused  to  repeal 
the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
refused  also  to  repeal  them  until  he  waa 
forced  to  do  so :  he  had  not  axperienced 
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titen  tbeproceu  of  soft  compulsion  which 
he  hu  since  been  nndergoiog^,  and  which 
I  have  no  doabt  he  will  yet  he  compelled 
to  rabmil  (o.  The  Teat  and  Corporation 
Acts  were  then  repealed ;  but  by  meani 
of  the  machinery  of  self-eleclion  in  the 
corporatioiii  the  people  had  not  the  benefit 
of  them.  What  wu  then  done  ?  The 
HoDie  of  ComoHHis  came  to  a  resolution 
that  the  corporatioQi  in  England  should 
be  placed  under  popular  control ;  and  the 
Lords  did  not  thmlc  fit  to  reject  such  a 
proposition.  Do  not  the  corporations,  then, 
which  are  now  made  to  apply  to  the  Irish 
Church,  apply  in  a  still  greater  degree 
to  England?  In  Liverpool  the  effect  of 
the  Corporation  BUI  had  been  to  transfer 

Gwer  from  one  party  to  another.  In 
verpool  the  Tories  have  been  completely 
prostrated  ;  and  the  people  of  Liverpool,, 
struck  with  admiration  of  the  system  of 
education  given  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite, 
to  Ireland,  and  this,  too,  notwithsiandiog 
the  violent  remonstrances  of  the  noble  Lord 
bimself  against  such  a  course,  have  adopted 
it  in)  Liverpool.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  noUe  Lord  has  not  also  changed  bis 
minion  about  his  own  system  of  educa- 
twa.  Yon  then  find  the  transference  of 
power  frmn  one  party  to  another.  I  should 
De  glad  to  know  if,  on  that  account,  Liver- 
pool is  to  be  deprived  of  its  corporate 
rights  ?  Corporations  were  considered  the 
defence  of  the  Established  Church  in  Bog- 
land,  and  yet  to  England  corporate  reform 
has  been  conceded.  What,  then,  was  the 
course  pursued  with  respect  to  emaucipa- 
tioD?  I  have  now  to  refer  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth ; 
and  1  beg  of  him  to  undentand  that  I  do 
not  mean  to  say  anything  which  can  be  in 
the  remotest  degree  offensive  to  htm.  I 
submit  to  him— I  beg  to  remonstrate  wiih 
him  in  language  respectful  as  it  is  earnest 
— ^vkether  he  is  not  bound  to  fulfil  the 
compact  with  us  that  he  entered  into  upon 
that  occasion  ?  Did  he  wish  to  exclude 
Roman  Catholics  from  corporations  when 
the  Emancipation  Bill  passed?  In  his 
address  to  this  House  he  admitted  the 
pressure '  which  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  O'Connell)  had  subjected  him 
to.  He  declared  that  Roman  Catholics 
were  to  be  admitted  into  the  corporations 
—to  every  oflfice  in  those  corporations. 
Does  it  stop  there  ?  The  Emancipation 
Bill  contains  two  clauses  respecting  Roman 
Catholics  being  admitted  into  corporations, 
Andprovidingthat  they  should  be  admitted 
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into  every  office.  Wete  yon  aincera  in. 
that  declaration  T  No  doubt  you  were ; 
— the  promise  you  made  was  to  the  heart : 
— ^yon  did  it  nnwillingty,  but  yoa  did  it 
honestly.  Can  yon  approve  of  the  cosine 
which  the  Irish  Orangemen  have  panBed  ? 
From  that  day  to  this — mark  it  1  Englisfa- 
men  I— from  that  day  to  this,  despite  of 
that  ^ct  of  Parliament— despite  of  the 
declaration  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet— ^Ktt 
a  single  CathoKc — I  repeat  it— not  vae 
has  been  admitted  into  the  coqmration  at- 
tached to  the  metropolis  of  osr  country. 
Do  yon  approve  of  that?  Yon  do  noC 
Will  yoti  then  now,  as  the  opportani^  w 
afforded  to  you,  carry  emsncipadon  into 
effect  ?  Will  you  do  it  ?  Do  you  repent 
of  having  sanctioned  part  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament?  Was  that  the  compact? 
Was  it  to  be  a  dead  letter?  Will  yon 
permit  the  law  to  be  still  evaded  by  the 
Orangemen  of  Dublin  ?  Yon  tell  me  tbat 
yon  fear  for  the  Established  Church.  Wby, 
you  had  that  fear  before  you  itbea  yoa 
passed  the  Emancipation  Bill.  Yoa  bad 
all  the  arguments,  all  the  dangur,  all  the 
evils,  and  you  saw  those  evils  as  cletriy 
as  those  who  remonstrated  with  yon.  Yoa 
tell  mayou  have  feara  for  the  Chvrcb.  I 
shall  not  use  any  wans  language  with 
respect  to  that  Church,  If  that  Choich 
be,  as  it  is  said,  built  upon  a  rock,  it  is  a 
very  hard  one.  We  are  told,  too,  that 
there  are  mtllioDS  of  men  ready  to  die  for 
it.  If  it  will  afford  martyrs,  many  of  them 
are  as  ready  to  insult  and  put  to  death 
others,  as  well  as  suffer  saa\  themselves. 
I  will  not  suggest  one  word  against  that 
Church;  but,  admitting  it  to  be  the 
asylum  of  truth,  I  still  cannot  but  think 
it  unfortunate  that  that  Church  is  made 
the  plea  for  refusing  every  concession.  If 
we  ask  for  the  remission  of  a  severe  and 
grievous  impost,  you  answer,  the  Church 
— if  we  ask  you  for  any  benefit,  yon  an- 
swer, the  Church— if  we  ask  you  to  do 
Justice  to  Ireland,  and  make  perfect  the 
Emancipation  Bill,  yoa  still  answer,  the 
Church.  You  say  we  must  have  the  same 
Church  in  both  countries;  but  yon  can- 
not have  in  both  the  same  Corporations, 
because  the  same  Corporations  and  Ibe 
same  Chorch  cannot  exist  together.  Then 
the  Church  of  eight  hundred  thousand  is 
to  be  maintained,  and  the  Corporations  of 
seven  millions  to  be  refused.  I  come  now 
to  the  coursewhich  was  pursued  on  the  Re« 
form  question,  and  the  observations  I  have 
to  make  cannot  be  at  all  ^^[jicftble  to  the 
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ti^l  boo.  Baronet.  The  TotieB  itood 
forward  as  the  opponents  of  Refonn — 
thej  objected  to  Reform  bein^  conceded 
to  IreUnd.  They  said  that  Reform  would 
annihilate  their  power  in  Ireland;  that 
"  the  Roman  Calholics  would  not  onl; 
drive  them  from  the  guns,  but  luni  the 
guns  against  them."  This  was  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Recorder  of  Dublin,  and  of 
every  other  Irish  Tory  who  spoke  on  the 
subject.  What  did  the  noble  Lord  then 
■ay  of  the  cautions  that  were  tbuE 
given  by  those  with  whom  he  was  now 
sitting?  Here  is  (he  language  of  the 
noble  Lord.  Citations,  1  know,  are  not 
favoorahly  received  here ;  but  when  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  Bpends  tlie  recess  in 
groping  out  speeches — when  he  even 
refers  to  Cabrera's  mother— surely  a  per- 
son may  be  excused  for  reading  such  a. 
document  as  this.  It  is  very  short,  I 
begin  with  a  paragraph  referring  to  the 
Irish  Members.  The  extract  is  taken 
from  volume  17,  page  3278  of  The  Mir- 
ror of  Parliafnenl,  I«rd  Stanley  thus 
speaks — "  I  call  upon  those  who  are  for 
Reform  in  England,  to  took  back,  and 
consider  what  has  iMen  the  conduct  of  the 
Irish  Members  with  respect  to  that  Bill." 
We  certainty  carried  the  Reforro  Bill.  A 
majority  of  English  Members,  a  msjority 
of  Scotch  Members,  voted  against  it. 
We  insured  its  success.  I  invoke,  then, 
the  people  of  England  and  the  people  of 
Scotland  in  this  crisis  to  stand  beside  us. 
The  noble  Lord  then  proceeded  to  speak 
of  Refonn  in  England  and  Ireland.  He 
said  "  If  it  be  just  here,  so  it  must  be 
JDSt  there."  I  entreat  of  the  advocates  of 
the  Cooiervative  interest,  and  those  who 
consider  themselves  the  supporters  of 
Protestant  institutions,  to  look  at  the 
danger  to  which  those  institutions  are  ex- 
posed. By  withholding  the  privileges 
which  this  Bill  confers,  you  will  give  (o 
Ireland  a  real  substantial  grievance. 
It  will  give  a  handle  for  agitation — a  great 
argument  for  the  repeal  of  iheUnion.  Do 
not  let  them  say  that  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons Englishinlerests  were  treated  oneway, 
and  Irish  interests  in  another — that  in  Eng- 
land public  opinion  is  attended  to,  while 
in  Ireland  the  public  voice  is  stifled.  I, 
for  one,  cannot  conceive  howt  in  a  spirit  of 
fairness  and  justice  this  can  be  done. 
Agitation  will  break  out,  and  in  a  manner 
that  it  has  never  done  before.  I  cannot 
conceive  that  anything  can  be  more  clear 
than  that  there  ought  to  be  an  extension 
VOL.  XXXVI.  {KS} 
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of  the  English  Bill  to  Ireland.  I  cannot 
conceive  how  we  can  refuse  to  treat  both 
countries  eqnallyt  and  make  the  same 
principle  applicable  to  all  the  Members  of 
the  empire."  Now  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
speaks  of  fears  for  the  Church,  and  shows 
distinctions  between  the  two  countries.  If 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
who  sits  on  his  right  hand  will  do  me  tha 
honour  of  adverting  to  anything  I  say,  I 
hope  he  will  have  the  goodness  to  extricate 
the  noble  Lord  from  bis  difficulty;  and 
certainly  it  will  require  all  the  consum.. 
mate  dexterity  for  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  is  so  conspicuous  to  serve  his 
Friend,  for  he  certainly  is  now  in  need  of 
it.  Is  it  not,  after  all,  a  painful  thing  to 
see  the  man  who  uttered  sentiments  like 
these — whose  principles  were  so  advocated 
—is  it  not  a  lamentable  thing  to  see  him 
occupy  his  present  position  ?  He  will  for- 
give me  for  saying,  that  it  is  more  with 
a  feeling  of  moumfulness  than  resentment 
that  I  see  him  where  he  is.  It  is  melan- 
choly to  see  him  where  he  is ;  and  the  pain 
is  a{^avated  by  the  tone  and  character  of 
the  speeches  he  has  lately  addressed  to 
this  House.  -  The  man  who  speaks  thus,  or 
who  attered  such  language  amid  the  accla- 
mations of  those  who  heard  him,  that  is 
the  very  man  who  tells  the  people  of  Ire- 
land that  they  never  shall  nave  corporate 
reform.  [Lord  Slanlejf  :  No,  no.]  If  he 
did  not  say  so  I  beg  the  noble  Lord's  par- 
don. What  did  he  say  ?  If  he  recals  the 
phrase  I  am  satisfied.  [^Lord  Statttet/ .-  I 
never  used  it.^  It  is  enough.  I  admit  I 
was  not  in  the  House  when  the  expression 
is  alleged  to  have  been  used.  I  unaf- 
fectedly retract  every  phrase  I  used  under 
ihe  impression  that  the  expression  was 
used  by  him.  I  underatand  from  the 
noble  Lord  he  did  not  use  the  expreadon. 

Lord  Stanley:  Tha  hon.  and 'learned 
Gentleman  has  made  a  personal  attack 
upon  me. 

Mr.  Shall  No,  no!  not  a  pertonal 
attack. 

Lord  SlMley;  What!  no  attack?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  made  an 
attack  on  me,  knowing  that  I  have  not  the 
opportunity  of  answering  him.  I  do  not 
complain  of  this ;  but  as  he  does  ask  me  to 
explain  that  which  he  had  not  the  oppor- 
tunity of  hearing,  and  yet  to  which  he  is 
replying,  I  beg  to  tell  him  that  I  did  not 
use  the  expression  that  the  people  of  Ire- 
land should  not  ever  be  pot  in  possession 
of  corporate  reform;  but  I  stated  this,  that 
2H 
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wbila  tbe  Iriih  Cbarcti  wu  ialigect  to 
dai^w,  uid  wbila  the  General  Auociation 
wu  using  threats  and  intimidatioD,  that 
tba  more  theae  throata  and  intimidation 
wtn  uaed,  the  more  wonid  the  people  of 
England  be  detenniDed  that  they  should 
not  haie  what  they  that  dentanded. 

Mr.  Sheil  returned :  The  people  of  Ire- 
land  relied  upon  the  principles  contained 
in  the  speech  which  I  havejust  read.  Tha 
aoble  Lord  complains  that  I  am  making 
an  attack  to  which  he  cannot  reply.  The 
BoUe  Lord  knows  perfectly  well  that  al- 
though i  feel  myself,  and  I  speak  most 
ttnafiiBotcdly,  most  conscious  of  my  infe- 
riority to  htm  in  point  of  talent,  I  have 
never  ahrunk  once  when  my  public  duty 
called  upon  me  to  assail  him,  whether  be 
kad  a  reply  or  not.  I  must  appeal  to  the 
House  whether  1  have  made  an  attack  on 
tha  nohle  Lord.  I  would  rather  say  that 
there  is  that  in  his  own  breast  which  re- 
proacbea  him  more  than  I  can  do,  I 
stand  here,  in  a  constitutional  point  of 
view,  the  noble  Lord's  eqnal.  The  noble 
Lord  knows  iL  I  respect  his  rank,  1  re- 
spect bis  talent,  I  lament  his  opinions. 
Let  mc  add  that  the  noble  Lord  himself 
ia  not  tdtaractetised  by  nercy  to  his  oppo- 
nenta.  No  man  fears  an  operation  bo 
much  as  a  surgeon.  I  have  always  heard 
that  the  drummer  of  the  regiment  has  the 
greatest  terror  of  the  lash.  1  will  now 
ahow  the  reasons  why  the  "  No  Popery' 
ciy,  which  it  attempted  to  be  raited,  can- 
Dot  succeed.  I  wish  to  ahow  that  this 
question  mutt  be  carried.  We  have  car- 
ried Catholic  Emancipation,  not  against 
the  noble  Lord,  but  against  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  betide  him  (Sir  R.  Peel).  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  is  as  good  a  debater  at 
the  noble  Lord,  and  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet bas  discretion,  be  has  great  personal 
lufiuence,  and  a  great  hold  on  the  feelings 
flf  his  country:  and  with  his  resistance, 
which  was  as  immediate  and  as  strong  aa 
diat  opposed  by  the  noble  Lord  to  the 
present  measure,  we  carried  Emancipation. 
We  did  Uiat  by  union,  by  organisation, 
and  by  an  aaociated  power :  we  carried  it 
by  the  Clare  election.  I  beg  leave  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  whether,  with  our  power 
BOW  trebled,  we  are  not  able  to  carry  on 
the  immediate  result  of  reform?  Let  the 
noble  Lord  look  around.  You  see  the  na- 
tional power :  you  tee  Ireland  advancing 
with  rapidity  in  the  march  of  improve' 
inenti  yos  see  her  spirit  of  union,  her  in 
telljgenca,  and,  we  hare  to  thank  the 
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noble  Lord  for  it,  her  ednc&don ;   ; 


aee  the  charaetn  of  Iretand  gradniillw' 
changing ;  you  see  aotnething  of  Britm 
thought;  you  see  us  not  only  free,  bat 
we  feel  as  if  we  bad  never  been  slares. 
I  may  tay,  without  eiaggwation,  that 
Ireland  not  only  stands  erect,  but  ahe 
looks  as  if  the  had  never  stooped.  I  may 
say  that  thia  improvement  is  general.  I 
may  point  at  the  bar.and  show  theaecood 
judicial  office  held  bv  a  Roman  Catholic* 
I  may  point  to  the  Irish  Attorney- General, 
and  to  many  others,  if  individual  cases 
are  neceasary,  to  illustrate  the  point.  It 
may  be  regretted,  it  cannot  be  denied — 
the  conclnsion  is  irresistible.  I  aay,  then, 
that  the  Clnre  election  csrried  emancipa- 
tion. No!  What  carried  it  then?  U 
not  the  Duke  of  Wellington  an  anthorily, 
and  hat  he  not  said  that  be  could  not 
help  it  ?  But  if  the  Clare  election  con- 
tributed to  carry  that  question,  what 
power  must  we  nave  now  ?  How  do  wa 
stand  in  this  House  ?  Sixty,  at  least  tbe 
great  majority  oF  the  Tepreaentaiivet  of 
Ireland  act  together  as  one  man,  oar 
power  is  combined  and  confederated  for 
one  great  purpose,  and  do  you  tbiak  that 
ihia  power  you  vrill  ever  be  able  to  pat 
down  ?  We  are  here,  thank  God,  in  this 
House.  I  remember  the  time  when  I 
occasion  ally  obtained  admission  under 
that  gallery,  and  I  heard  men  wbo  ap- 
peared at  the  advocates  of  the  rights  of 
Ireland — I  heard  them,  whilst  addretatog 
the  House,  under  the  necessity  of  doing 
so  as  if  in  asking  for  liberty  for  Iceland 
they  were  toliciling  alma.  Perhaps  it  was 
necessary  then  to  lake  that  lone,  but  shall 
it  be  necessary  again  ?  We  may  be  leas 
eloquent,  we  may  have  less  astuteness,  we 
may  have  less  wisdom  and  less  erudition, 
but  we  bring  to  tbe  advocacy  of  our  rights, 
onr  hearts,  and  our  hands.  Though  we 
may  be  deficient  in  the  qualities  of  public 
ipeaking,  though  we  may  not  be  mattera 
of  diction,  in  our  determination  we  atand 
unsurpassed.  With  this  power  yOn  hava 
to  contend,  and  this  you  attempt  to  meet 
by  railing  the  "  no  popery "  cry.  Tha 
noble  Lord  is  not  one  that  will  do  this,  be 
will  repudiate  it ;  1  am  not  telling  hiffi 
what  he  is  doing,  but  I  hope  he  will  forgive 
me  if  I  tell  him  what  the  Tories  once  did. 
The  actors  and  the  traniactiona  to  whkb 
I  allude  are  now  matters  of  history,  and  in 
speaking  of  them,  therefore,  make  no 
reference  to  what  can  be  painful  to  anjr 
individual.    What  1  allodft  to  oocanad  in 
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1807.  I  Kin  not  speaking  of  indifiduals, 
but  of  the  party.  That  year  round  the 
WbigiinDowning-itreetiwhilsl  the  Tories 
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a  of  St.  James's.    The 


Wfatgt  dtd  BO  tnoTB  than  propose  that 
Roman  Catbolica  should  be  admitted  to 
the  army  and  navj.  The  Tories  saw  the 
opportunity  and  seized  it,  to  work  on  the 
excited  feelings  of  the  people  of  England 
agtinit  their  adversaries.  What  course  did 
they  lake  J  They  raised  the  cry  of  "  No 
Popery  1"  On  that  key  the  Tories  worked; 
the  tocsin  tA  religious  warfare  was  sound- 
ed ;  they  alarmed  the  minds  of  the 
people  ;  in  public  assemblies  noble  Lords, 
not  greatly  distinguished  for  religion  and 
morality,  addressed  the  people  in  the 
most  exciting  language — "  Rally  round 
your  King,"  they  exclaimed  in  1807! 
"  Rally  round  your  Church,"  "  Rally  round 
your  iDonsiitution."  They  appealed  to 
the  passions  of  the  people — they  got  the 
Whigs  out  of  office,  and  in  eight  years 
after  thsy  passed  this  very  measure.  Yes, 
in  eight  years  they  passed  the  rerymeasure 
wbich  they  made  such  strenuous  and  dis- 
efeditabla  efforts  to  obstrnct.  I  ask  you, 
are  yon  playing  the  same  game  now  i  l 
do  not  say  you  are,  but  if  you  are,  sbaoM, 
shame  upon  you.  Let  the  facts  speak 
for  themselves.  Look  at  the  UngaBge  of 
the  journals  in  your  inleresl.  Look  at 
the  papers  containing  the  names  of  the 
subscribers  for  Uie  publication  of  "  Pox's 
Book  of  Martyrs,"  with  the  name  of  the 
Duke  of  Cuntwrland  at  the  bead  of  them. 
What  was  the  language  used  at  the  Man- 
sion-honse  in  Dublin? — ay,  at  the  Man- 
sion-bouie,  the  seat  of  the  corporation, 
and  at  a  meeting  at  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bandon  (Sergeant 
Jackson)  attended?  What  ssid  The 
SvMtng  Mail?  Why,  that  the  moment 
Lord  Rodea  appeared  there  with  Orange 
ombleros.BasuiDin^an  attitude  of  thought- 
fulness,  and  exhibiting  an  Orange  hand- 
kerchief, he  walked  up  the  room.  Then, 
said  The  Evening  Mail,  there  was  a  dis- 
play of  Orange  handkerchiefs :  then  came 
peal  after  peel  of  the  Conservative  or  Ken- 
tish fire.  Does  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Tatnworlh,  approve  of  all 
tbisJ  The  right  hon.  Baronet  does  not, 
I  am  snre,  approve  of  all  this.  The  right 
hon.  Baranetrs  speech  at  Glasgow  was 
distinguished  forits  moderation.  But  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  could  not  check  this 
formidable  display,  ahhough  he  might 
Mtnat  for  t  n>rbeara[ice  to  oficr  gralui- 
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tous  insult  to  the  feelings  of  the  people  of 
Ireland.  But  I  am  dwelling  too  long  on 
this  subject.  I  will  come  to  the  question. 
Ail  we  ask  is  simply  justice.  Can  you 
reconcile  it  with  common  sense  or  justice, 
that  I,  who  stand  in  this  House  as  Mem- 
ber for  the  county  of  Tippersry,  cannot  be 
a  member  of  the  corporations  of  Cashel  oc 
Clonmel}  The  thing  is  monstrous.  We 
ask  for  justice,  and  we  will  persevere  in 
the  assertion  of  our  just  cause.  If  the 
Tories  come  into  power,  they  shall  find  us 
here  ;  they  will  find  us  combined  and  con- 
federated against  them.  We  beat  them 
before,  and  we  will  beat  them  again. 
What  is  one  cause  ?  I  will  tell  yon  what 
our  cause  is.    Tou  took  from  us  a  Parlia- 


same  dominion  over  that  parliament  as  the 
British  people  have  over  theirs.  But  you 
bought  our  House  of  Commons,  and  yOu 
paid  for  it  in  gold ;  ay,  gold  in  its  most 
palpable  and  sordid  shape.  You  a  flee  ted 
to  enter  into  a  league  with  us;  and  the 
head  of  the  Admiaiatration  of  the  th&e, 
the  great  minister  of  the  day,  by  bis 
classical  references  elucidated  and  illus- 
trated that  great  utmational  compact. 
Twenty-nine  years  had  passed  before  this 
House  took  a  single  step  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  that  contract  into  effect.  At 
length  Emancipation  was  forced  from  yon, 
Parliamentary  Reform  came  next,  and 
Corporation  Reform  was  given  to  Eng- 
land )  and  now,  when  vre  ask  you  for  the 
same  privileges  which  you  exercise  your- 
selves, yon  refuse  them.  Yes,  that  which 
you  did  not  dare  to  refuse  to  the  people  of 
England,  you  hare  contemptuously  denied 
lo  the  people  of  Ireland.  Is  this  justice! 
Oh,  but  there  is  an  anxiety  to  do  oa  jut- 
tice.  This  is  the  langui^e  that  has  been 
always  used  ever  since  Strongbow  first 
put  his  foot  on  the  shores  of  Ireland.  Yesi 
every  Englishman  to  whom  the  Govern' 
ment  of  Ireland  has  been  committed,  pro- 
fessed the  utmoet  solicitude  to  do  justice. 
Even  StraSbrd,  the  deserter  of  the  people's 
cause — the  renegade  Wentworth,  whila 
setting  his  foot  on  the  necks  of  Irishmen, 
declared  his  anxiety  to  do  justice.  I  am 
not  surprised  at  this,  for  the  same  influence 
now  exists  by  which  Strafford  was  in- 
fluenced.  Bat  while  all  Others  professed 
to  do  justice,  there  is  one  amongst  you  of 
the  most  distinguished  talent,  and  the 
most  decided  character.  H«  is  not  a 
Member  of  this  House ;  bat  he  spoke  at 
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ii.*iv-f  to  IrrUnd,  hr  it  ■bm  hapo^tme, 
nfd  p«n  of  the  ^piliiph  on  Cknrtrt*  h 
•ppKc^N*  fo  him.  This  «)MtiB(i:ni»h«d  pw- 
Miti  t^k  «%.  vhra  miking;  br  apnetl  (c 
Ihf  ymmtmt  «f  ih*  Fnptish  people,  W  idls 
w»— thp  i*op**  of  livhad-— that  in  ewry 
p«rtw^litr  by  which  Mmnpers  can  be  eirn- 
iiK«r»!(^,  we  ■!♦  ulirns  to  (hi«  wmntry. 
Thi-  phraw  h  pcrtninly  n  remsTkuble  one, 
ind  one  whi.-h  now  helon^  to  btUory. 
Ii  is  otvc  wliioh  tnosi  ncwssarih  be  the 
mbiTt  of  feir  anrt  le^timMe  qoartel  now, 
■K  it  must  Sc  the  subject  of  obsciration 
Twrpsfter,  1  am  iwt  aware  whether  tbtl 
phmw  hns  erpr  been  attempted  U>  be 
erpldtnerf.  I  know  the  phraw  ha*  «*«■ 
been  difitincilv  dian-owed.  I  ko«w  chat 
the  ntleraTK'c  of  that  phrase  has  aot  been 
denied,  and  with  r««pect  to  tbmewiag 
of  it,  but  little  doubt  can  be  emertaioed. 
I  know  that  in  this  House,  npan  one  oc- 
casion, immnliatel;  after  thai  tamarkable 
phnse  had  been  uttered,  I  tocA  the  liberty 
— if  it  be  one,  I  beg  pardon — bat  I  took 
the  liberty  of  asking  every  one  who  bekl 
a  coKspicTions  position  on  the  opposite 
bennies,  wbedier  he  adoptod  the  phtsM 
or  not  P  I  remember  toon  especially,  the 
ri^t  bon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tarn- 
worth,  on  that  occnaion  snyi^,  that  he 
was  not  responsible  for  any  langoage  bat 
his  own.  Therigfathoo. Baronet  wnsiatbe 
painful  situation  of  beiog  in  close  connex- 
ion and  ataociation  with  a  man,  in  whose 
expressions  he  did  not  think  it  jndicioua 
to  express  his  concnrraitce.  I  am  sur- 
prised that  at  the  moment  tbe  phrase  was 
uttered,  the  Dnke  of  Wellington  did  not 
•tart  np  and  say,  that  tboM  aliens  bad 
done  their  duty.  Bat  tbe  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington is  not  a  man  of  a  peculiarly  excit- 
able temperameni;  hi*  mind  is  too  martia] 
for  sudden  emotions,  but  yet  I  cannot  help 
feeling,  that  when  he  heard  expressions  so 
nfironting  to  his  country,  I  am  surprised 
that  he  aid  not  recoHect  bow  often  in  the 
field,  and  in  the  fight,  the  Irish  Roman 
Catholics  have  been  tbe  auxiliaries  of  hts 
renown.  He  ought  not  to  have  forgotten 
Vimeira,  and  Badaioi,  and  Salamanca, 
•nd  Toulouse,  and  tne  last  and  most  glo- 
rious conRict  which  crowned  all  former 
victories,  1  will  appeal  to  the  gallant  and 
hon.  soldier  opposite  (Sir  H.  Hardinge),  I 
Icnow  he  bears  in  his  bresst  a  brsra  aad 

Senerom  heart.     Let  him  tell  how,  on  that 
«y.  •hen  the  dastioies  of  mankind  were 


tmnbling  id  the  balance,  when  the  batte- 
fWi,  with  fbtnl  pnciaion,  spremd  •laiigh««' 
over  the  field,  and  men  fell    in    heap* — 

when  tbe  legiona  of  France  rushetl  to  the 
fight,  and,  ioapired  by  the  voice  of  Us«ir 
mighty  lesider,  nnhed  8g«n  a»»<t  again  to 
the  onset — the  gallant  soldier  opposite 
will  tell  yon  whether,  in  ib»t  Jtt^t  homr  of 
thoosands,  tbe  "  afie"'  "  Smched.  Aad 
wbenstlenyth  ibe  moment  for  the  deciatTe 
charge  arrived— »*«>  the  baooer  so  loog 
olosed  was  at  length  nnfurled,  be  vrill    reJI 

yod wliea  the  mighty  cbampoa    of  that 

day  cried  out  "  Now,  boys  1  at    them  "-^ 
be  will  tell  you,  for  be  must  rexxsetnber, 
whether  tbe  Irish  man,  tbe  Catbolsc  Irisb- 
oMo,  hung  back  from  the  charge.        "So  : 
be  will  tell  you,  that  od  that  day  the  blood 
of  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotlaixl     was 
poured    forth    togetiiei  —  their    children 
fought  in  the  same  field — they  died    tbe 
same  death — they  were  stretched    in   tbe 
same  pit — their  dust  was  commio^ed    in 
the  same  earth— tbe  same  dew  of  heaven 
fell  upon  the  earth  that  covered  thenif  tbe 
same  grass  grew  opon  their  gisvos.      Is  it 
to  be  endured  aAer  this,  that  we  sboald  be 
called  aliens,  and  cooapfole  stiangevs   to 
that  empire  for  wboae  salvation  oar  best 
bkwd  was  sbed. 

Sir  Sobtrt  Petl  aid,  hia  wiah  was,  at 
tbe  doae  of  diia  debate,  to  have  coaSaed 
himaelf  exdnsively  to  the  coasideratlon  of 
tbe  proper  snbject  in  qaeslioa,  to  bave 
stated  briefly  and  simply  the  reasons  why 
he  conid  not  concar  in  tbe  argamcDta 
rhtcb  be  had  heard  from  tbe  opposite  s  ide 
if  tbe  House,  to  have  refrained  from  any 
reference  to  the  conduct  of  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment, althongfa  provoked  to  do  so  by 
the  challenge  of  the  noUe  Lord  oppoMte 
(Lord  John  Rnssell),  and  to  Itave  treated 
this  subject  on  its  simple  and  proper 
groonds.  But  the  bon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, by  the  personal  attack  which  be 
made,  for  the  purpose,  not  of 
ig  the  reason,  but  of  excitnig  the 
passions — of  sti  mo  la  ting— be  did  not  say 
wilh  tbe  intention,  but  with  the  effect 
of  widening  the  natioaal  differenees — 
bad  compelled  him  to  depart  from  tbe 
course  which  he  bad  prescribed  to  him- 
self. He  would  ask,  was  it  wise,  was 
it  prudent,  was  it  jnst  to  ransack  every 
past  debate  foi  every  angry  expression  ? 
Was  every  hasty  expression  that  might 
have  fallen  from  an  individual  in  this  way 
to  be  taken  np  at  once,  considered  as  mat- 
ter of  history,  and  handed  down  as  eri- 
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dence  of  national  prejudice.  Was  the 
hon.  and  learned  Memt>er  content  to  abide 
by  the  aarae  rule  ?  Did  h«  ever  hear  that 
when  the  JIlDatrious  captain  of  that 
mighty  field — as  he  deaignated  the  Duke 
of  Wellington — that  when  he  to  whom 
life  was  nothing,  staked  the  mighty  repu- 
tation which  he  had  gained  hy  former  vie- 
torieB  on  the  Geld  at  Waterloo — when  he 
atood  there  opposed  to  (he  legiona  of 
France,  leading  the  nnited  bands  of  Eng- 
liahmen,  of  Irishmen,  and  of  Scotchmen — 
did  he  ever  hear  that  after  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  had  rescued  Europe  by  that 
gre&t  battle  from  the  dominion  of  Bona- 
parte, and  eatablished  the  military  fame 
and  the  peaceful  security  of  his  own  coun- 
try— did  he  e?er  bear  of  an  Irishman  who 
had  so  little  sympathy  for  his  country's 
glory,  as  to  be  able  with  all  the  opulence 
of  his  own  peculiar  rocabulary,  lo  find  no 
other  appellation  for  the  illustrious  hero  of 
Waterloo,  than  that  of  "  the  atunted  cor- 
poral"? And  if  it  were  unfair  to  fasten 
apOD  words  like  these,  uttered  in  a  mo- 
ment of  irritation,  of  jealousy,  or  morti- 
ficatioD  at  his  country  s  triumphs,  and  at 
the  feme  of.  the  most  illustrious  man  his 
country  ever  produced,  was  it  not  equally 
unfair  to  select  the  eipressioos  used  by 
Lord  Lyndhnrst  as  irrefragable  proofs  of 
bis  hostile  sentiments  against  the  whole  of 
the  Irish}  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
called  on  him  (Sir  R.  Peel)  to  defend  the 
conduct  of  bis  noble  Friend,  the  Member 
for  North  Lancashire.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  contended,  and 
justly,  that  he  had  a  perfect  right  at  any 
time  to  make,  on  public  grounds,  any  re- 
ference to  the  opinions  and  conduct  of  his 
noble  Friend.  But  when  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman alluded  to  the|meetiog  at  Brookes's, 
the  bon.  Gentleman  must  have  known 
that  that  was  a  matter  in  wbicb  he,  for 
most  evident  reaaoos,  was  precluded  from 
giving  the  bon.  Gentleman  any  answer. 
It  required  no  ingenuity,  no  knowledge  of 
petty  details,  however,  to  defend  the  i 
duct  of  his  noble  Friend.  What  wa 
that  had  placed  him  in  the  position  which 
he  now  held  ?  What  defence  was  re- 
quired for  his  noble  Friend  ?  Why  should 
he  require  deliberation  to  devise  an  in- 
genious justification  for  his  noble  Friend, 
when,  from  the  facts  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  himself  stated, 
that  justification  appeared  so  palpable,  sc 
evident,  as  to  occur  at  once  to  the  mind  of 
every  man,  be  be  tnsni  or  opponent  of 
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the  noble  Lord  ?  What  man  was  there, 
he  repeated,  who  ever  held  in  public  life  a 
prouder  position  than  his  noble  Friend  1 
What  man  ever  attained,  not  by  the  ad- 
'Bntages  of  connexion,  or  of  rank,  or  of 
fortune,  but  by  his  evident  abilities  for  de- 
bale  and  public  business,  and  through  the 
undivided  confidence  of  a  great  parly  to 
which  he  belonged,  what  man  had  ever 
attained  to  greater  or  more  permanent 
eminence  than  his  noble  Friend  ?  What 
man  was  there  more  endeared  lo  the  per- 
sons with  whom  he  had  ever  been  con- 
nected T  When  bis  name  was  mentioned, 
was  there  any  man  who  bad  ever  beea 
connected  in  office  with  him,  who  did 
not  express  the  deepest  regret  at  being 
separated  from  him,  and  a  deep  sense  of 
the  public  loss  which  had  been  sustained 
by  his  quitting  ofBcei*  He  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
was  speaking  to  those  who  bad  been  con- 
nected with  the  noble  Lord  in  office,  not 
those  whose  designs  he  had  combatted.  If 
love  of  office  or  ambition  for  official  dis- 
tinction bad  been  the  object  of  bis  noble 
Friend,  was  there  ever  any  man  who  had 
sacli  prospects  open  to  him,  such  means  of 
gratifying  his  wishes?  What,  then,  made 
him  relinquish  office,  but  a  stem  and  over- 
powering senseof  duty  P  What,  and  what 
atone,  had  placed  htm  in  the  position  he 
now  occupied?  What,  he  demanded 
again,  had  caused  his  noble  Friend  to  re< 
tire  from  office,  to  sever  himself  with  feel- 
ings of  the  deepest  regret  from  his  ancient 
party,  what  object  could  he  have  had  in 
view  in  so  domg,  but  the  highest  and 
purest  sense  of  public  duty,  which,  being 
obeyed,  had  placed  him  where  be  was,  in 
opposition  to  his  former  connexions? 
What  he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  thus  stated 
on  the  instant,  without  any  communi- 
cation with  his  noble  Friend,  were  facta 
well  known  to  all  mankind,  end  which 
he  perceived  were  confirmed  by  Ibe 
testimony  of  the  former  colleagues  of 
his  noble  Friend  ;  and  after  stating 
these  facts,  tt  did  not  require  any  inge- 
nious dexterity  or  ekilfiil  advocacy  on  hia 
part,  to  ni<il">  ""*  «  MimnlitP  nnd  unan- 
swerable j 
conduct  I 
bis  presen 
Oentlema 
Peel)  to  f 
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and  leameil  Oeotleman  cootended  ibat 
thia  compact  coinpelted  him  (Sir  R,  Peel) 
to  appl;r  ^°  Ireland  the  lame  principle  of 
municipal  reform  bb  that  which  had  been 
tdopted  for  England.  Now,  on  refeiring 
to  ttie  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act,  he 
found  no  such  compact.  He  ceruinly 
found  a  compact  to  thia  effect — that 
Roman  Catholics  and  Protestants  were 
to  enjoy  equal  eligibility  to  corporate 
oHicea,  The  lion,  and  learned  Gentle, 
men  referred  to  a  speech  he  made  in  1831, 
when  he  gave  bis  advice  that  Roman 
Catholics  and  Protestants  should  be  ad* 
mitted  into  the  corporationi  according  to 
their  fair  merits.  There  was  no  compact 
made  that  be  was  aware  of,  that  the 
municipal  institutions  of  Ireland  were  to 
be  framed  upon  the  model  of  those  of 
England ;  nor,  if  it  were  shown  Ihat  il 
would  be  better  that  those  institutions 
should  be  altogether  abolished,  would  there 
be  any  thing  inconsisient  with  the  Roman 
Catholic  Relief  Act,  in  abolishing  them. 
This  was  not  his  single  oplaion  only,  for 
in  a  petition  which  had  been  presented  to 
this  House  by  the  Roman  Catholics  them- 
selves, anticipating  the  removal  of  every 
civil  disability,  the  same  view  had  been 
taken.  The  prayer  of  the  petition  to 
which  be  referred  was,  "  that  they  would 
cause  a  reform  to  be  made  in  the  tem- 
poralities of  the  Established  Church — 
that  they  should  declare  Oraneemen  to 
be  ineligible  as  magistrates— that  they 
ehould  emancipate  the  Roman  Catholics 
of  Ireland — and  that  they  shoald  disfran- 
chise the  Irish  corporations."  So  that  at 
Ibe  time  that  the  Catholics  petitioned  for 
the  removal  of  their  civil  disabilities,  it 
was  not  considered  an  insult  to  them  that 
the  municipal  institutions  should  be  re- 
tained in  England,  and  should  be  discon- 
tinued in  Ireland  ;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
it  wa*  expressly  asked  as  a  favour  not  to 
reform  those  institutions,  but  to  abolish 
tbem  altogether.  He  admitted.  Indeed, 
diat  at  this  period  the  corporations  of 
England  had  not  been  reformed,  and  the 
Irish  Roman  Catholics  bad  not  these 
nfoimed  iostitutions  to  contemplate ;  but 
still  those  institutions  themselves  existed 
in  England,  and  the  inference  was  the 
■woe.  Tha  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  relied  on  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief 
Bill  u  a  contract,  the  terms  of  which  they 
wen  bouod  to  fulfil.  But  did  ho  not 
cosaider  tha  Act  of  Union  a  solemn  com- 
pact ?    Tha  iitfer«Doe  that  laust  be  dni?m 


from  the  general  context  of  that  Act, 
supposed,  implied,  and  evidently  under- 
stood, that  the  protection  of  ecjual  laws 
should  be  extended  to  Ireland  Thia 
argument  in  support  of  the  pernaaence 
of  the  municipal  institutions  of  Iraluid 
was  an  inference  drawn  from  a  suppoud 
article  in  the  Act  of  Union  that  the  two 
countries  were  to  be  governed  by  a  parity 
of  legislation.  There  was  no  such  artida 
however,  in  the  act;  though  be  would 
admit  that,  generally  speaking,  the  prin* 
ciple  might  be  correct;  but  in  the  amiioiis 
search  which  ibe  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
man  bad  made  through  that  Act,  be  won- 
dered that  that  article  had  never  struck 
him  in  which  one  institution  was  particu- 
larised, not  by  remote  or  doubtful  infer- 
ence, but  In  express  and  clear  terms,  and 
its  existence  guaranteed  as  a  condiiioa  of 
(he  Act  of  the  Union.  The  iiftb  article  of 
this  Act  was  as  follows :— "  That  the 
churches  of  that  part  of  Great  BritaiB 
called  England,  and  Ireland,  shall  be 
united  into  one  Protestant  Episcopal 
Church,  to  he  called  the  United  Church 
of  England  and  Ireland ;  and  that  tha 
doctrine,  worship,  discipline,  and  govern- 
ment of  the  said  United  Church  shall  be 
preserved  as  was  by  law  established  for 
the  Church  of  England."  Would  (he  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  allow  him  to  ask 
him  whether  or  not  the  uniform  declaratioa 
of  every  Roman  Catholic,  whether  every 
petition  presented  by  a  Roman  Catholic, 
whether  every  declaration  made  by  them, 
either  individually  or  collectiveW,  had 
not,  with  the  force  of  a  compact,  led  the 
Protestant  mind  of  England  to  this  con- 
clusion, that  the  restoration  of  political 
equality  to  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ire- 
land was  perfectly  consistent  and  com- 
patible with  the  maintenance  of  the 
Church  establishment  in  that  countryt 
Nay  more ;  was  it  not  the  express  assur- 
ance of  every  Roman  Catholic  who  bed 
spoken  on  the  subject,  that  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Established  Church  as  the 
religion  of  the  State  was  perfectly  con- 
sistent with  the  political  privileges  and 
civil  rights  claimed  bv  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics of  Ireland?  Did  not  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  himself  once  believe 
that  such  was  the  case,  and  that  ^Utical 
privileges  once  granted  to  the  Insh  R»- 
roan  Catholics,  the  causes  onealonsy  end 
disunion  would  cease,  and  the  avstem  of 
agitation  subside  ?  Pid  not  the  bon.  and 
leuued  Gentleman  hinuelf  onc«  la;— 
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beton  a  Coramittee  of  that  House — "that 
he  waa  perfttctly  convinced  that  neither  oa 
the  iuqecl  of  tithes,  nor  on  the  Union, 
nor  on  any  other  political  subject,  would 
the  people  of  Ireland  be  permanently  or 
geaerally  excited  if  the  civil  disabilities  of 
the  Roman  Catbolics  were  removed ;  that 
at  present  they  were  aggrieved  by  the 
stale  of  the  law,  and  that  it  was  not  so 
much  on  public  grounds  as  by  a  sense  of 
personal  injustice  that  they  were  ui^ed  to 
complaints."  Tlie  individual  injustice 
here  complained  of  was  now  done  away 
with  by  the  passing  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Relief  Bill ;  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  himself  boasted  of  the 
result  of  that  measure,  when  he  stated 
that  the  chief  offices  OD  the  bench  and  at 
the  bar  in  Ireland  were  now  611ed  by 
Roman  Catholics.  From  these  circum- 
stances it  appeared  that  not  only  bad  a 
serious  complaint  of  injustice  been  re- 
moved, but  a  practical  equality  esta- 
blished. Now  he  would  ask  the  hon.  and 
learoed  Gentleman,  in  pursuance  of  his 
express  or  implied  compact,  in  the  ex- 
pretsioas  be  had  quoted,  whether  he  con- 
«dered  the  present  state  of  the  Protestant 
clergy  of  Ireland  to  be  consistent  with  the 
declarations  he  had  made  at  the  above 
period?  They  were  now  told  that  reli- 
gious freedom  could  not  exist  in  Ireland 
until  the  voluntary  principle  was  esta- 
blished, or,  in  point  of  fact,  until  the  Pro- 
testant religion  was  destroyed.  [Mr. 
Sheil:  T  have  not  said  that.]  "  lou 
never  said  so  V  But  you  asked  me,  con- 
tinued the  right  hon.  Baronet,  to  be  res- 
ponsible for  expressions  which  had  fallen 
from  others,  ana  to  check  the  indiscretions 
of  those  who  acted  with  me.  And  now, 
when  I  repeat  a  plain  statement,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Qendeman  had  no  other  re- 
fun  but  to  say,  "  1  did  not  say  so,  it 
did  not  fall  from  me."  Was  tnis,  he 
asked,  the  promised  fulfilment  of  the 
compact  on  passing  the  Reform  Bill— that 
Ireland  was  never  to  be  tranquil  until  the 
ProtesUnt  Church  was  abolished  7  Tlie 
noble  Lord  (Howick)  who  spoke  last 
n^ht,  had  used  certain  expressions  in 
nArence  to  the  part  he  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
bad  taken  in  tbe  passing  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Relief  BUI,  in  the  course  of 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  done  him  the 
justice  to  Bay  that  be  thought  that  in 
tba  year  1820,  in  coming  forward  to 
TaiDore  the  civil  diiabllitica  of  the  Roman 
.0<lbpliM  of  Iceland,  In  }aA  itcted  upon 
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disinterested  motives,  and  with  great 
courage  in  remaining  in  office  as  he  did. 
The  noble  Lord  had  also  referred  to  the 
taunts  which  had  been  cast  at  liim  by  per- 
sons  belonging  to  that  party,  by  whom  he 
had  before  that  period  been  resoected  and 
supported.  But  the  noble  Lorn,  from  bis 
experience  in  public  life,  ought  to  know 
what  was  the  value  and  weight  of  expres- 
of  this  nature,  nttered  under  such 
circumstances.  He  regretted  at  tbe  tim« 
the  taunts  thrown  out  on  the  part  of  friends 
whom  he  had  every  reason  to  respect,  but 
the  impression  made  by  those  remarks  had 
long  passed  away ;  they  had  left  no  rankling 
wound,  because  be  knew  that  the  imputa- 
tions were  unfounded;  and  he  could  say, 
that  there  was  no  one  act  of  his  political 
life  which  he  was  more  prepared  to 
justify  than  remaining  in  oSice,  in  spite  of 
such  imputations,  for  the  purpose  of  re> 
lieving  the  disabilities  of  the  Catholics. 
Tbe  part  which  he  took  on  that  occasion 
was  approved  of  by  his  colleagues ;  he 
had  the  concurrence  of  tbe  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington, and  also  the  concurrence  of  his 
noble  Friend,  Lord  Lyndhurst,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  granting  Catholic  relief;  and  acting 
in  concurrence  with  them  and  with  the  rest 
of  the  Members  of  the  Government,  h« 
resolved  to  lend  bis  assistance  in  carrying 
the  measure  into  effect.  Much  public 
indignation  had  been  expressed  against  his 
conduct,  that  at  the  close  of  the  Sestioa 
of  1828  he  had  not  adopted  the  views 
which  he  adopted  in  the  following  years  j 
and  in  answer  to  that  he  would  say,  tha,t 
al\er  renewed  applications — after  rejecting 
on  the  desire  evinced  by  the  public  mind 
England  and  Ireland,  and  on  tbe  im* 


without  conceding  the  questbn — be  came 
Bt  last  to  tbe  conclusion,  that  though  he 
did  not  consider  the  claims  founded  op 
right,  it  was  better  that  those  claims  should 
be  granted  than  resisted.  But  when  he 
gave  his  consent  to  advocate  the  measure, 
he  gave  it  under  the  full  conviction  of  the 
saciiGces  with  which  it  was  to  be  accom- 
panied, and  under  the  full  impression  of 
retiring  from  office,  and  supporting  the 
claims  of  the  Catholics  in  private  life.  And 
the  reason  why  he  remained  in  office  was 
because  he  foresaw  to  demonstration,  thst 
if  he  did  not  remain  in  office  and  brave 
the  storms  of  calumny  (he  did  not  say  that 
from  any  arrogance,  but  because  it  was 
consistent  with  truth),  these  disabilities 
would   not  have   been   reiaoved.      Aja 
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erroneous  construction  had  beeo  put  on 
■ometbing  wbich  had  fallen  from  him,  and 
it  had  been  inferred  that  he  had  been  oat 
of  office  from  an  unwillingnesi  to  redeem 
the  pledge  he  bad  given  to  his  noble 
Friends  with  respect  to  the  Catholic  ques- 
tion :  and  that  a  difference  of  opinion  had 
existed  between  them.  Such  was  not  the 
case ;  for,  having  come  to  the  conclusion 
of  the  espediencT  of  conceding  the  Catho- 
lic claimsi  and  having  given  notice  of  his 
intention  to  bring  forward  a  measure  on 
that  subject,  he  never  once  thought  of 
shrinking  from  the  perfonnance  of  that 
task.  But  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  white 
admitting  that  his  conduct  on  that  occa- 
sion was  free  from  the  Ruspicion  of  inter- 
ested motives,  asked  why  he  did  not  take 
the  same  course  with  regard  to  the  Catho- 
lic question  in  IS25  and  1827,  as  he  had 
done  in  18Z9,  and  how  it  happened  that 
at  that  latter  period  an  entirely  new  light 
broke  in  upon  his  mind  ?  Now,  he  de- 
clared that  he,  for  one,  never  professed  to 
entertain  in  1829,  the  sanguine  expecta- 
tions which  others  entertained  with  regard 
to  the  effect  which  would  be  produced  by 
the  removal  of  the  Catholic  disabilities. 
He  bad  his  misgivings ;  nay,  looking  to 
the  state  of  Ireland,  he  entertained  great 
doubts  whether  the  removal  of  those  dis- 
abilities would  restore  peace,  and  afford 
full  security  for  the  Protestant  Establish- 
ment  in  that  country.  But  in  1829  he 
made  up  his  mind  upon  a  consideration  of 
what  ought  always  to  have  infiuence  over 
every  statesman,  upon  a  comparison  of  the 
evils  and  dangers  existing  on  both  sides, 
and  on  the  whole  he  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion, without  the  assistance  of  any  new 
light,  and  without  changing  his  opinion, 
that  the  Catholic  claims  were  not  founded 
on  any  abstract  right,  he  came,  he  repeated, 
to  the  conclusion  that  those  claims  ought 
to  be  conceded,  and  that,  if  conceded,  the 
concession  ought  to  be  full,  frank,  and 
generous.  The  noble  Lord  opposite  asked, 
why  he  had  not  taken  the  same  course  al 
an  earlier  period t  The  same  question 
might  be  put  to  many  other  public  men. 
Would  the  noble  Lord  have  the  goodness 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Foreign  Department,  why  he 
was  not  an  earlier  convert  than  he  had 
proved  to  reform  ?  He  had  no  doubt  the 
noble  Lord  was  an  honest  convert,  and 
that,  acting  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
reform  on  the  same  principles  as  he  had 
Mted  with  regard  to  the  Catholic  claima ; 


he  had  chosen  what  he  considered  Co 
be  the  lesser  of  two  evils.  Would  (ho 
noble  Lord  opposite  inquire  of  the  head  of 
the  present  AdministratiDn,  why  he,  too, 
had  not  been  an  eariier  convert  to  refono  ? 
If  it  were  blindness  in  him  not  to  foresee 
in  1825  the  necessity  of  granting — of  con- 
ceding the  Catholic  claims,  was  not  Lord 
Melbourne  blind  in  1836,  when  be  made 
the  most  vigorous  opposition  to  ali  reforni, 
even  to  the  transfer  of  the  Representatives 
fromPenryn  to  Manchester?  Nay,  even 
the  leader  of  the  House  of  Commons  contd 
not  escape  the  searching  question  of  tbe 
nobleLord,  biscolleague.  Had  a  prophetic 
vision  of  what  was  now  passing  appealed 
to  the  noble  Lord  some  ten  years  ago,  be 
doubted  whether  any  eulogium  on  Old 
Sarum,  or  any  declamation  on  the  neces- 
sity of  preserving  Aladdin's  lamp,  and 
cherishing  the  vestal  flame,  would  ever 
have  proceeded  from  the  pen  of  the  noUe 
leader  of  that  House.  He  knew  not  what 
answer  the  noble  Lord  might  return  to  the 
question,  why  he  had  changed  his  couree 
with  respect  to  the  question  of  reform,  but 
he  would  freely  reply  to  the  question  which 
had  been  addressed  tobim  on  tbe  subject  of 
the  Catholic  claims.  He  thought  that  a 
man  might,  without  any  irrational  distrust 
of  the  luman  Catholics,  have  entertained 
conscientious  doubts  on  tbe  question, 
whether  the  removal  of  the  political  dis- 
abilities of  the  Roman  Catholics  would 
restore  peace  to  Ireland,  and  secare  the 
stability  of  the  Established  Church ;  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  was  not 
justified  in  saying,  that  he  had  been,  on  a 
former  occasion,  carried  into  office  by  the 
force  of  the  "  No  Popery  "  cry,  if  tbe  hon. 
Member  meant  lo  imply  that  bis  opnom- 
tion  to  the  concession  of  the  Catnolic 
claims  proceeded  fromanybigotted  motive. 
He  feared  danger  to  the  Protestant  Estab- 
lishment. Had  he  been  entirely  wrong  T 
He  would,  however,  say,  if  the  question 
were  to  be  discussed  again— if  the  qoestton 
carried  in  1829  were  again  to  be  ^itatad 
— looking  at  the  position  of  parties  and 
the  state  of  public  opinion,  looking 
at  the  hostile  elements,  the  parties  n 
favour  and  those  opposed  to  emancipa- 
tion, he  should  on  the  balance  of  oppo- 
sing evils  do  as  he  did  before,  and  re«H*e 
that  concession  would  be  tbe  vriiest 
course.  But  had  he  no  Teason  to  re- 
linquish all  the  fears  which  he  m^ht 
once  have  entertained  of  ths  danger  of 
conceding  the  claims  of  tba  Rontn  Ct* 
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tlxrficst  Did  be  not  find  that  all  the 
psbUc  men  who  appeared  as  the  advocates 
of  the  Roman  Catholics — all,  without  ex- 
ec ption,  made  two  declarelioos — first, 
that  they  considered  the  maintenance  oi* 
the  Establiahed  Church  essential  to  the 
well-being  of  Ireland,  and  to  the  mainte- 
oBBce  of  the  connection  between  the  two 
conntriei;  and  secondly,  the;  gave  the 
most  positive  assurances  that,  the  dis- 
abilities of  the  Roraaa  Catholics  being 
removed,  all  fear  of  danger  to  the  Estab- 
liahed Church  would  be  removed  ?  Did 
□Ot  he  6nd  those  declarations  solemnly 
recorded  in  the  preamble  of  Mr.  Orattan's 
Act,  by  which  it  was  proposed  to  remove 
the  Catholic  disabilities  7  The  preamble 
of  that  Act  declared,  that  "  the  Episcopal 
CbuTch  of  England  and  Ireland,  and  its 
doctrine  and  government,  were  perma- 
nently established,  and  that  it  would  pro- 
mote the  interest  of  the  same,  and 
strengthen  onr  free  constitution,  of  which 
thfrr  formed  an  essential  part,  if  the  dis- 
qnalificationa  under  whicn  the  Roman 
Gttholics  laboured  were  removed."  Had 
he  not  heard  Mr.  Grattan  declare,  that 
he  thought  the  removal  of  the  Catholic 
disqualifications  consistent  with  the  pre- 
•erratbn  of  the  Protestant  Establishment, 
the  maintenance  of  which  he  considered 
esaential  to  the  peace  of  Ireland  ?  Did  he 
not  find  it  written  in  that  paper,  which 
that  eloquent  individual  called  a  testa- 
mentary bequeat  to  his  country,  that  the 
Protestant  Establishmeat  should  be  main- 
tained inviolate  ?  Did  not  Mr.  Canning, 
Lord  Castlereagh,  and  every  advocate  of 
Catholic  relief,  attempt  to  banish  all 
fear  with  r^^rd  to  the  result  of  the 
removal  of  the  disabilities?  When 
he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  at  an  earlier  pe- 
riod than  1829  stated  his  appreben- 
lion,  that  by  the  passing  of  a  Catholic 
Bill,  animosities  woald  not  be  subdued, 
that  distractions  would  still  continue,  and 
that  tbe  stability  of  the  Chnrcb  would  be 
endangered,  how  was  he  then  replied  to 
bv  Lord  Plonlcet  ?  That  noble  and  leam- 
ea  individual  stated,  that  the  Catholics, 
though  they  preferred  their  own  religion 
to  any  other,  looked  upon  the  Protestant 
Church  as  an  institntion  established  by 
law,  and  necessary  for  the  liberty  of 
Catholics  along  with  all  the  subjects  of 
the  realm.  And  what  said  tbe  same  an- 
thwity  with  reference  to  tbe  Church  of 
Scotland  as  a  precedent  for  subverting  the 
Fntettant  Chmch  in  Ireland}    He  said, 
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the  assertion  that  the  establishment  of  tbe 
Presbyterian  Church  tn  Scotland  conld 
form  a  precedent  for  the  subversion  of  the 
Episcopal  Church  in  Ireland  was  laughed 
at  by  the  Catholics,  because  they  knew 
that  the  Presbyterian  religion  was  the 
reformed  religion,  and  it  was  so  ordered 
by  the  solemn  contract  entered  into  at  the 
Union,  that  the  maintenance  of  the  Pro- 
testant religion  should  form  a  permanent 
law  of  the  empire,  and  addea,  that  the 
Catholics  considered  the  clergy  of  the 
Established  Church  were  as  much  enti- 
tled to  the  possession  of  Church  nroperty 
as  private  individuala  were  entitled  to  pro- 
perty purchased  or  devised,  and  that  he 
would  abide  by  the  oath  he  had  taken, 
and  so  far  from  adopting  measures  for  the 
subversion  of  that  Church,  he  would  offer 
the  most  strenuous  resistance  to  those 
that  would  overthrow  it,  from  whatever 
quarter  it  came.  That  was  the  language 
of  Lord  Plunkett;  and  was  it  not  rather 
late  nowtosay,that  religious  freedom  coald 
not  exist  unless  the  Protestant  Church 
were  destroyed  ?  Was  it  not  rather  late 
to  say,  that  the  Protestant  Church  was 
the  greatest  curse,  and  to  rejoice  in 
the  prospect  of  establishing  municipal 
corporations  in  Ireland,  because  these 
would  certainly  lead  to  the  overthrow  of 
that  Church  ?  Those  who  held  that  lan- 
gnage  might  have  been  no  party  to 
the  carrying  of  the  Catholic  Bill,  but  be 
who  was  instrumental  in  carrying  it— who 
believed  that  there  was  danger  in  it  to  the 
Established  Church,  who  believed  that 
the  maintenance  of  that  Church  was  essen- 
tial to  civil  rights  and  liberty.  Was  he  to 
be  blamed  for  asserting  the  principle  for 
which  he  had  always  contended ;  and  were 
they  to  be  surprised  if,  after  the  asso- 
rancea  that  had  been  made  of  the  deter- 
mination of  the  advocates  of  emancipation 
to  support  that  Church,  that  he  should  now 
do  every  thing  in  his  power  to  protect  what 
some  called  a  curse,  but  what  ne  called  the 
greatest  blessing?  And  if  he  were  told, 
that  the  establishment  of  these  municip^ 
institutions  were  subordinate  to  the  de- 
struction of  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ire- 
land, and  that  they  were  to  be  used  as  a 
means  to  subvert  it,  was  he  to  blame  for 
not  acceding  to  the  Bill  till  be  knew  what 
security  they  would  give  against  its  sub- 
version ?  He  did  not  oppose  the  measure 
on  the  ground  imputed  by  some.  He  did 
not  cast  any  reflection  upon  Catholics; 
his  only  object  was  to  take  care,  aa  it  wa« 
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tbe  duty  of  amy  GorenuMDl,  ihat  inatU 
tvtioua  thould  be  eiUbUibad  which  would 
b«  oonduoiva  to  the  paace  of  Ireland  and 
ths  impartial  admioiatration  of  justice, 
Tha  hot).  Msmber  foi  Uikaaid  bad  ar- 
gued tbe  propriety  of  diicttiaiag  the 
abiiract  priooiple  of  the  meaiure,  and  be 
concurred  with  him  id  thinkiog,  that  by 
adopting  aucb  a  coarte  they  would  have 
arrived  at  aafer  coDclusioDB,  but  they  bad 
bceo  led  away  from  that  by  the  indiicreet 
challeDg«  of  the  noble  Lore  who  brought 
forward  the  measure.  The  hon.  aod 
learned  Member  had  also  cootended,  that 
theae  muuicipal  inititutiona  were  of  great 
use  in  former  timet,  and  on  that  point  he 
entirely  concurred.  He  agreed  that  in  the 
elnenlh  oentury  the  municipal  corpora- 
tiona  in  Franca  and  Italy,  aad  Spaio,  and 
almoat  every  country  in  Europe,  wera 
great  inatrumenti  of  improvement.  In 
tboae  timea  when  tbe  great  body  of  the 
people  were  vaaiala  to  the  Crown,  or  to 
great  Lorda,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
municipal  inBtitutiona  were  a  great  bles- 
sing ;  but  it  did  not  follow,  that  because 
they  were  good  in  the  reign  of  Louii  le 
Grand,  or  when  a  man  could  not  dispose 
of  bis  properly,  or  give  bis  children  in 
maniage  widiout  the  consent  of  hia  supe- 
rior, the^  were  equally  good  in  more 
civilized  times.  And  besides  these  there 
were  other  causes  of  civiliiation  at  the 
remote  periods  alluded  to.  There  were 
tbe  Crusadea.  Tbe  Crusades  improved 
the  manners  and  enlarged  the  views 
of  the  people.  They  opened  tbe  av- 
enues to  commerce,  and  removed  many 
turbulent  noblemen  from  the  different 
kingdoms  of  Europe.  He  referred  to 
those,  and  he  might  refer  to  other  causes, 
to  show,  that  it  was  not  neceaiary  to  attri- 
bute tbe  progress  of  civilisation  to  tbe 
sole  cause  to  which  it  had  been  as- 
cribed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lukeard. 
Tbe  boo.  Gentleman  then  proceeded  to 
talk  of  the  confidence  which  ought  to  be 
reposed  in  local  authorities.  He  said, 
that  the  right  of  paving,  of  watching,  of 
lighting,  ought  to  be  placed  in  local  au- 
thorities; and  had  referred  to  the  Act  of 
9  Ceo.  4tb,  on  tbe  aubjecL  The  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  was  also  desirous 
for  the  establishment  of  municipal  institu> 
tions  in  Ireland,  because  be  said  they 
would  inculcate  lessons  of  mutual  forbear- 
ance  and  concesaion.  If  it  could  be 
proved,  that  such  was  likely  to  be  the 
leault  of  tbe  cnation  of  corporatioiit  in 
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Ireland,  hia  (Sir  R.  Peel's)  ohjtctioiu  to 
the  Ministerial  proposition  would,  in  m. 
giaat  measure,  be  removed.  But  vbesi 
be  saw  the  maintenance  of  political  mats- 
tulions,  which  all  admitted  to  be  per- 
verted, was  insisted  on,  he  then  suspected 
that  it  was  the  object  of  tbe  promoters  of 
tbe  present  proposition  to  get  hold  of 
political  power  for  their  own  oenefit,  and 
to  exercise  it  through  the  imtrnmeatalitjr 
of  those  corrupt  bodies,  the  esisteace  o€ 
which  was  so  strenuously  advocated,  but 
to  which  he  was  opposed,  because  he  b»< 
lleved  they  would  continue  to  be  perverted 
to  bad  purposes. 
"  Quo  wmel  est  imbuta  reosni^  servsbit  oi<ir«n 

Tests  diu." 
He  feared  it  was  beoauae  of  the  sweetneM 
~  the  odour  that  thoy  wanted  these  cor- 
porations. But  there  was  one  question 
from  which  those  who  advocated  the  ne- 
cessity for  these  institulionahad  invariably 
shrunk  from  answering  —  namely,  tha 
question,  "  why  they  were  not  in  opera- 
tion in  the  great  towna  in  England  ?" 
Why  had  not  Manchester,  Birmingham, 
Maryleboue,  and  many  others,  petitioned 
the  Legislature  to  grant  them  these  so 
much  coveted  institutions  1  The  uatb 
was,  that  Manchester  and  Birmingham, 
and  the  boroughs  of  Southwark,  West* 
minster,  Marylebone,  and  Finabury,  were 
satisfied  with  their  present  condiiron,  and 
municipal  institutions,  such  as  Miotstera 
proposed  to  give  to  Ireland,  were  not  con- 
sidered necessary  by  the  inhabitants  of 
those  places.  In  Ireland,  he  did  not 
think  they  would  be  found,  aa  the  aroiabls 
simplicity  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskcard 
supposed,  conducive  to  mutual  goodwill, 
concession,  and  forbearance.  It  was  much 
more  likely  they  would  be  under  the  con- 
trol of  that  speciea  of  central  govemtnent, 
the  General  Association,  and  would  cob< 
stantly  interfere  with  the  elective  fra»- 
chise;  and  the  result  would  be,  that  the 
ascendancy  of  one  political  party  would 
be  effected,  while  all  confidence  in  the 
administiation  of  justice  by  the  local  au- 
thorities would  be  destroyed.  In  support 
of  his  argument,  he  might  quote  a  pussge 
from  the  Report  of  the  Commissioneis 
appointed  to  inquire  into  Municipal  Con 
porations.  They  stated,  that  a  gmt 
number  of  corporations  bad  been  pre- 
served solely  aa  politicid  eDginea,  and  that 
tbe  towns  to  which  they  bJonged  derived 
DO  benefit,  bat  often  much  injury,  from 
tbeirMiatence:  to  aatotaiD  tMpilitiatl 
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infiueDce  of  a  family,  or  the  political 
aKendancv  of  a  paitj,  had  been  the  sole 
end  and  oqect  for  which  ihe  powers  in- 
trusted to  a  great  number  of  these  bodies 
had  been  exercised.  It  appeared,  then, 
that  the  most  flagrant  abuses  had  arisen 
from  the  perversioD  of  the  municipal  pri- 
Tilegei  to  poliLical  purposes,  and  that  the 
corporations  not  paigeised  of  the  Parlia- 
oientsry  franchise  had  most  faithfully  per- 
formed their  duly.  But  it  was  contended 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  that  in  the 
present  instance,  there  was  a  security 
against  corruption  and  persecution  on  the 
part  of  the  corporations  in  the  circum- 
Btance  that  they  would  be  Ihe  instruments 
of  a  majority.  Surely,  it  would  haidly  be 
contended  that  it  was  impossible  for  a 
majority  to  persecuted  Mr.  Fox  said, 
that  the  ancient  republics^  whenever 
dangler  was  apprehended,  did,  by  incor- 
porating every  man  with  the  slate,  excite 
great  enthusiasm  in  their  defence;  and 
yet,  that  such  instances  of  iniquity,  injus- 
tice, and  oppression  were  never  presented 
as  were  presented  by  those  republics.  Did 
the  hon.  Member  tor  Bath  consider  the 
present  position  of  the  Church  in  Ireland 
as  no  proof  that  a  minority  might  be  per- 
secuted? Had  the  hon.  Gentleman  read 
the  history  of  the  French  Revolution  ? 
Were  not  the  emigrants,  were  not  the 
Girondists  persecuted,  and  were  they  not 
the  minority?  Did  not  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bath  bear  in  mind  that  the  government 
of  Spain  had  confiscated  the  property  of 
General  Alava,  and  that  it  had  lately  sent 
a  general  into  Andalusia  with  authority  to 

Eioclaim,  that  every  man  who  did  not  join 
im  should  be  hanged — and  was  net  that 
persecution  ?  Would  it  be  right,  then,  to 
establish  the  proposed  municipal  bodies  in 
Ireland,  the  election  of  which  would,  in 
hit  opinion,  be  influenced  by  pacificators 
appointed  io  every  parish,  and  acted  upon 
b^  Roman  Catholic  priests?  Pacinca- 
tion  was,  indeed,  a  noble  object,  but  he 
did  not  tbink  it  most  likely  to  follow  from 
a  transfer  of  authority  from  one  section  in 
the  slate  to  another,  and  certainly  he  had 
serious  doubts  whether  it  were  conducive 
to  religious  peace,  above  all,  that  the 
tranifei  iboutd  be  from  a  minority  to  a 
n^ority.  He  had  been  tauntiuKly  re- 
minded of  the  minority  in  which  he  was 
ID  that  House,  but  what  was  bis  minority 
compared  to  the  overwhelming  importance 
of  tne  question  before  them?  He  felt 
Om  it  wu  more  impoitwit  to  lum  to  take 


the  course  prescribed  by  justice,  than  to 
enter  into  speculations  concerning  bii 
minority — to  look  to  the  safety  and  the 
solidity  of  the  Protestant  Church,  rather 
than  to  the  insufficiency  of  his  minority — 
to  provide,  in  the  first  place,  against  his  be- 
coming an  instrameot  of  doing  wrong, 
and  not  until  he  had  made  that  provision 
to  think  of  his  minority.  He  never  felt 
so  satisfied  of  the  justice  of  any  cause  at 
that  of  that  Church,  nor  was  ha  one  whit 
less  satisfied  that  the  House  was  bound  by 
all  the  obligations  of  honour,  of  justice, 
and  of  interest  too,  (o  provide  for  the 
security  of  that  Church.  The  noble  Lord 
had  asked  him,  and  with  considerable 
enxJeiy  too,  which  was  not  to  be  wondered 
at,  as  the  noble  Lord  would  soon  have  to 
ask  the  question  of  himself,  what  bia 
intentions  or  designs  were  under  the  for- 
midable circumstances  which  Ireland  pre- 
sented. Yes,  the  noble  Lord  would  have 
to  ask  himself  that  puzzling  question, 
when,  with  these  Municipal  Corporations 
in  the  fore-ground,  he  peered  over  the 
battlemeniB  of  the  Church,  which  he  and 
his  Colleagues  were  ashamed  to  abandon 
and  afraid  to  defend.  They  pointed  to  the 
Association,  and  they  asked  him  how  he 
proposed  to  meet  the  power  which  was  in 
open  resistance  to  the  Church,  and  which 
meditated  a  violence  as  open  ?  Who  bad 
made  the  Association  powerful— not  he, 
but  they.  The  existence  of  that  Associa- 
tion was  fraught  with  importance  to  the 
Church,  for  it  had  determined  on  the 
destruction  of  the  Church,  bad  resolved 
that  in  Ireland  peace  should  not  ensue 
until  that  destruction  was  complete.  They 
were  persons  fnnd  of  secret  determina- 
tions as  to  the  benefits  they  might  obtain ; 
ibey  never  could  be  satiafied  with  what 
they  got;  they  were  always  asking  for 
more,  and  each  new  boon  was  an  instal- 
ment cnly,  a  fraction  of  tome  greater 
claim.  This  was  the  way  Ihey  had  re- 
ceived the  Appropriation  Clause  bestowed 
on  them  by  that  House,  and  this  was  the 
way  in  which  everything  else  would  be 
received.  Now,  be  would  ask  them,  did 
they  tbink  it  possible,  that  if  they  selected 
their  confidential  legal  advisers  from  out 
that  Association,  EVom  among  iu  mott 
active  members,  they  would  disabuse  the 
public  mind  of  the  impression  that  they 
approved  of  it,  that  they  were  anxious  to 
encourage  it,  that  Ihey  were  desirous  even 
of  rewarding  it  ?  An  eflfort  at  a  retort  had 
been  made  by  the  aDnrion  to  the  appoint* 
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ment  of  Colonel  Perceval,  but  was  there 
no  diattnctioD  between  the  cases?  Did 
the  House  see  none  ?  Wai  there  nothing 
in  the  exUtence  of  funds  regulatly  col- 
lected, which,  though  now  said  to  l>e  kept 
ucred  for  a  legitimate  purpose,  might  be 
used  to  effect  the  perversion  of  justice? 
Was  the  man  most  active  in  the  creation 
of  such  funds,  which  might  be  applied  to 
defeat  the  law,  to  be  appointed  a  legal 
adviser  of  the  Govemment  ?  The  Prime 
Minister  had  declared,  that  he  disapproved 
of  the  Association,  and  thought  it  ought 
to  be  discouraged — that  was  the  declara- 
tion of  a  gentleman ;  but  the  mode  of  dis- 
couragement WBB  a  singular  one.  To  dis- 
conrage  the  Association,  they  gave  ofGce 
to  a  gentleman  who  had  tried  his  'pren- 
tice-hand in  that  Association  ;  because  he 
had  graduated  in  the  normal  schools  of 
agitation,  they  thought  him  Rt  to  become 
a  professor  in  Dublin  Castle— they  had 
actually  created  a  vacancy  for  him.  If 
that  were  their  mode  of  discouraging,  to 
him,  it  appeared  anything  but  an  cffica- 
cions  one.  Tliey  might  think  to  limit  the 
evils  by  the  plan  they  were  pursuing,  but 
their  turn  would  corae  next,  their  iuke- 
warronesE  would  fail  them,  He  knew 
that  it  was  difficult,  and  ungracious,  per- 
haps, for  a  Government  to  exert  its  power 
to  restrain,  but  it  should  not  lend  ila 
power  to  incite  or  goad  on  those  who 
were,  or  might  become,  disaffected ;  if  it 
were  so  lent,  then  it  was  a  perversion  of 
power,  and  became  a  formidable  encou- 
ragement. He  did  complain  of  such 
conduct  as  unjust,  ungenerous,  and  impo- 
litic; it  was  unjust  to  discourage  ooe 
species  of  association  merely,  and  from 
another  to  take  an  important  functionary, 
whose  duties  as  a  lawyer  for  the  Crown 
ought  to  be  uninfluenced  by  the  spirit  of 
any  association ;  it  was  ungenerous  to 
avail  themsetvea  of  the  loyalty  of  Orange- 
men, to  cajole  ibem  with  praises  of  their 
love  for  their  Sovereign  end  deference  to 
bis  commands,  to  confess  that  the  law 
could  not  reach  them,  and  to  obtain  their 
ends  from  their  goodwill,  and  then  to  turn 
ronnd  on  them  and  call  them  a  miserable 
monopolising  minority ;  it  was  impolitic, 
for  if  a  Government  did  not  interfere  to 
restrain,  it  at  least  should  not  interpose  lo 
encourage.  When  did  the  principle'  of 
successive  concessions,  of  constant  com- 
pliances, of  a  nervous  horror  of  refusals, 
ever  succeed  ?  Never — it  was  revolting 
to  conunoB  sense  to  luppoae  that  it  woi^ 
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Such  a  system,  if  pursued  in  private  life, 
would  be  most  injurious  to  society ;  in 
oflEcial  life,  it  was  much  worse,  much  moie 
pernicious.  Persons  in  official  life,  should 
recollect  how  great  the  interegts  were 
committed  to  them,  and  they  shoald  never 
interpose  their  authority,  no  matter  what 
the  direction  of  its  exercise,  to  encourage, 
or  to  do  acts  tending  to  encourage,  any 
party  or  political  sect  whatever. 

Mr.  O  Connell  rose  to  bring  back  to 
the  recollection  of  the  House,  who  the 
claimants  were  in  this  case.  The  Irish 
people  were  the  claimants  before  a  legiB- 
lalure  which  was  not  Irish,  and  the^  asked 
only  far  that  which  an  Irish  Legislature 
would  concede  to  tbem.  He  stood  there 
an  avowed  Repealer;  he  stood  there  aa 
one  convinced  that  the  Union  should  be 
repealed.  He  was,  therefore,  persnaded 
that  the  period  had  not  arrived,  and  he 
feared  it  never  would  arrive,  when  a  Bii- 
tish  Legislature  would  be  prepared  to  do 
perfect  justice  to  Ireland.  Everything  he 
bad  heard  that  night,  and  everything 
which  he  had  witnessed,  convinced  bim 
the  more  strongly  that  there  was  not  the 
disposition  on  the  part  of  a  great  porliOD 
of  that  House,  nor  in  another  place,  as  it 
was  termed,  to  do  justice  to  Ireland.  And 
yet  he  saw  sufficient  to  warrant  him  in  not 
abandoning  the  hope  that  the  In'sh  people 
would  be  able  to  obtain  justice  for  them- 
selves.  But  he  should  not  be  doing  justice 
to  those  who  opposed  this  measure,  if  be 
did  not  caution  them  a^mst  pursuing 
that  conduct  which  might  mducetbe  Irish 
people  to  look  to  constitutional  means  for 
the  restoration  of  their  own  Parliament- 
He  would  bring  under  the  attention  of  the 
House  the  history  of  the  connexion  be- 
tween the  two  countries.  It  was  a  fact 
admitted,  that  there  was  no  country  in  the 
world  which  had  suffered  so  much  from 
another,  as  Ireland  had  from  this.  This 
country  had  had  dominion  in  Ireland  for 
a  period  of  600  years,  and  they  were  still 
to  be  deceived  by  professioas  and  treach- 
ery  ;  and  now,  at  the  end  of  600  years, 
the  British  Legislature  were  as  little  dis- 
posed to  do  justice  as  if  they  were  begin- 
ning their  work  for  the  first  time.  The 
Irish  people  had  always  claimed  British 
institutions.  In  the  year  1172,  in  the 
reign  of  Henry  2nd,  that  claim  had  been 
made;  in  the  year  1200,  in  the  reigs  of 
John,  that  humble  petition  was  repeated; 
and,  in  the  leign  of  Edward  3rd,  in  the 
yeai  1336,  (he  qnestioawas  taken  iolo 
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solemn  coBsideration.  .  This  happened 
600  years  Bince ;  and,  the  Iiuh  people 
were  again  to  be  deceived  in  the  year 
1837,  uoagh  the  King  was  disposed  (o 
allow  them  constitutional  local  govern- 
ment. But  the  great  Lords  declared  it 
to  be  their  interest,  that  Municipal  Corpo- 
rations, on  the  principle  of  those  in  Eng- 
land, shoald  not  be  created.  To  the  peti- 
titws,  and  the  demands  of  the  Irish  people, 
the  Oovemment  in  England  had  perse- 
vered in  their  refusal  to  do  justice.  The 
excuses  which  had  been  made  were, 
to  be  sure,  various.  At  one  time,  the 
Irish  were  too  numerous,  and  the  British 
were  too  few  ;  at  another  period,  the 
EoglMi  were  too  powerful,  and  the  Irish 
too  few  in  number;  and,  therefore,  of 
coarse,  it  was  safe  to  refuse  their  de- 
mands; at  enoiher  period,  it  was  said 
that  the  Irish  people  were  hostile  to  the 
Government,  and  therefore  they  must  be 
treated  as  enemies ;  at  another  time,  it 
was  said  that  they  were  friendless,  and 
therefore  it  was  nnneceisary  to  do  any- 
thing. And  thus  ibe  excuses  which  had 
been  made  changed,  and  thus  they  had 
varied  up  to  the  present  day.  But  the 
escnse,  which  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
opposite  side  now  gave  was  of  far  greatei 
Talne,  though  that  excuse  had  been  given 
before.  Last  year  they  were  told,  that  if 
they  granted  these  Corporations,  they 
would  only  become  normal  schools  of 
agitation.  Now,  they  had  put  their  re- 
fusal on  another  footing  ;  namely,  that  of 
decided  bigotry  on  the  part  of  the  Roman 
Catholics.  The  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Cumberland,  had  read  what 
be  hoped  was  a  slanderous,  as  it  was  a 
vicious,  description  of  the  second  order  of 
clergy  in  Spun,  and  he  had  ventured  to 
insniuate  the  same  thing  as  against  the 
cletgy  of  Ireland,  "  You  have  raised  the 
no  Popery  flag,"  said  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  "  and  under  it  you  think  to  fight 
your  way  into  office.  Yes;  I  tell  you 
the  right  hon.  Memher  for  Cumberland 
did  not  disguise  it.  He  gave  this  excuse, 
to  be  sure,  that  if  you  granted  Municipal 
Reform  to  Ireland,  you  would  eudaoger 
the  Protestant  Church.  What  I  does  the 
Protestant  Church  depend  upon  doing 
injustice  to  Ireland  ?  Is  this  your  recom< 
mendation  of  Protestantism  ?  In  the  first 
place,  then,  the  ProtesUnt  Church  cannot 
exist  unless  yon  tax  those  who  have  no 
concern  in  tt  for  its  support ;  and  nest, 
onless  yon  deprive  the  people  of  the  same 
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rights  8S  yon  yonrselrea  enjoy."  TIte 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  proceeded  to 
say,  that  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of  di»' 
tinctly  stating  that  the  people  of  Ireland, 
though  they  came  forward  as  petitionen 
for  that  relief  which  had  been  given  to 
England  and  Scotland,  he  was  by  no 
means  prepared  to  say  that  their  fates  and 
fortunes  depended  upon  the  British  Legis- 
lature. They  were  anxious  to  show,  that 
the  Legislature  was  capable  of  giving 
equal  laws  with  the  people  of  England 
and  Scotland.  But  they  knew  full  well, 
that  seven  millions  of  men  never  yet  were 
outraged  with  impunity  unless  the  fault 
was  their  own.  The  overpowering  senti- 
ment on  his  own  mind,  was  the  impossi- 
bility of  getting  such  laws  from  a  British 
Parliament,  as  they  would  get  if  the  Iriah 
had  their  own  Parliament.  It  was  said, 
that  the  Union  was  not  founded  on  an 
equality  of  rights.  If  it  bad  not  been  bo 
founded,  it  was  a  fraud  on  the  one  country 
and  an  act  of  tyranny  on  the  other.  He 
desired  to  put  upon  record,  his  conviction 
of  the  necessity  of  looking  to  Other  means 
for  redress. 

Lord  Jolm  Ruiiell:  The  right  hoc. 
Baronet  had  accused  the  Government  of 
cajoling  the  Oraage  societies  in  Ireland— 
of  inducing  them  to  abandon  their  Asso- 
ciation, and  afterwards  allowing  similar 
societies  to  be  raised.  He  denied  that 
charge.  No  intention  whatever  had  been 
entertained  of  cajoling  or  deceiving  any 
one  upon  the  subject.  But  those  Orange 
societies  were  exclusive  in  their  character 
— they  were  formed  of  persons  who  were 
exclusively  of  one  religion;  and  they  were 
secret  in  their  meetings  and  conduct.  It 
was  on  that  ground  that  he  had  asked 
them  to  dissolve;  and,  it  was  on  that 
ground  that  they  yielded,  saying  only  that 
all  other  secret  societies  should  be  dealt 
with  in  the  same  way.  Whatever  might 
have  been  the  grounds  of  the  dissolution 
of  these  societiei,  he  must  own  he  could 
not  see  any  resemblance  whatever  between 
the  Orange  lodges  and  the  General  Asso- 
ciation of  Ireland.  The  latter  might  be 
considered  dangerous  or  objectiooabla  in 
difierent  ways;  but  it  did  not  resemble 
those  secret  societies  to  which  allusion 
had  been  made.  Having  said  those  few 
words  as  to  the  charge  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  he  would  beg  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  question  then 
before  them,  and  this  was  a  question  for 
the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain  aa  to 
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what  in  flitara  vetn  •bonid  be  th«ir 
couTu  with  regKTd  to  legialtting  for  Ire- 
Imd,  It  wu  B  question,  whatever  party 
migbl  be  in  power,  to  decide  what  itioiild 
be  their  rule  and  gaide,  and  to  ditcrimi- 
nate  what  courie  it  would  be  wise  to  pur- 
■iM  for  the  promotioD  of  the  intereiis  o( 
■even  millions  of  their  fellow-iubjects, 
who  were  united  to  ui,  and  were  ready  to 
apply  them lelvei,  as  he  believed,  a«  cor- 
dially in  the  support  of  this  great  empire 
fli  any  of  the  great  body  of  inhabitants  of 
Englandor  Scotland.  U  did  then  become 
a  great  question  to  say,  whether  they 
■hould  adopt  ihe  proposition  before  them, 
utterly  to  extinguish  corporations  in  Ire- 
land. He  would  not  go  over  those  argu- 
ments which  had  been  so  admirably  put 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  with 
respect  to  corporations  in  general,  because 
nothing  could  be  more  complete  than  the 
proof  that  boo.  Member  had  given  the 
House  that  corDoratlons  tended  to  invigo- 
rate those  excellencies  of  a  free  character 
on  frhich  the  government  of  all  free  conn- 
triet  must  depend.  The  ateameat  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  had  not  been 
met— it  had  not  been  denied.  But  he 
must  remark  on  one  observation  which 
had  been  made  upon  that  speech  by  his 
noble  Friend,  the  Member  for  North  Lan- 
cashire, who,  completely  misunderstanding 
and  misinterpreting  ihe  purport  of  that 
speech,  stated,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard  hnd  said  that  the  great  recom- 
mendation for  instituting  corporations  was, 
that  they  might  be  made  the  eogine  for 
destroying  the  Church  Establishment  in 
Jrelana.  Now,  the  hon.  Member's  ai^u- 
nent  was,  that  where,  by  the  establish- 
ment of  corporations,  they  created  ■  gene* 
ral  interest  in  local  matters,  there  the 
power  and  luRuence  of  priests  and  dema- 
gogues would  be  overwhelmed;  but  the 
noUe  Lord  had  understood  the  ai^ument 
in  an  opposite  sense.  He  must  say,  with 
respect  to  these  corporations  (it  being 
allowed  that  corporations  were  good  in 
themselves),  that  they  formed  a  part  of 
the  greatness  of  imperial  Rome,  nor  did 
thev  fall  when  the  empire  had  began  to 
define.  It  remained,  then,  to  be  shown 
why  co^toraOons  were  nnAt  to  be  adopted 
at  the  present  time.  The  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleraan  said,  that  in  a  state  oF  civili- 
zation, corporations  were  not  productive 
of  good.  And  why,  at  one  moment, 
aboutd  it  be  maintained  that  corporations 
Muhl  not  be  adopted  under  a  highly  civi- 


lized condition,  and  in  the  next  breatla  toll 
them  that  Ireland  waa  not  to  eiTiliaed  w 
to  allow  them  to  give  her  awnioipal  hamti- 
tulions  f    But  he  was  told,  as  an    answor 
to  every  plea  that  had  been  aiv«d,  thai 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  KillcMiDy 
had  made  certain  predictions,    and    had 
said  that  these  corporations  oitiBt  be  fol- 
lowed up  by  certain  effects.      Why,  Oea- 
tlemen  opposite  took  theae  predictiona  ai 
certain  consequences.      Hon.   Oentleisen 
opposite  said,  they  could  not  baar  tha  in- 
fluence of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkeoaj; 
they  abjured  this  influence ;  but  here  wImi 
he  said  was  considered  by  them  iafallibte, 
and  must  come  to  pass.    The  hon.  Mtm- 
ber  for  Cavan  said,  his  opinion  was  thtt 
at  first,  parties  in  these  oorporatiorw  trosid 
be  likely  to  use  their  power  to  p<ditical 
purposes,  but  when  the  offices  wera  veated 
m  merchants  and   tradesman   of    repnle 
they  would  aoon   lose  that  heat  waiA 
would  first  be  evinced,  and  men  of  dia- 
recter,  and  wealth,  and  leisure  voald  be 
the  persons  chosen  in  theaa  corpontiooa. 
That  was  h'»  belief.     But  it  was  sud,  mad 
it  was  ui^ed,  indeed,  as  a  eondnsif  •  argfa* 
ment  on  this  subject,  that  although  dute 
corporations  might  in  themselves  bt  SnXittg, 
ihey  would  be  dangerous  to  the  ChurA  of 
Ireland.     He  would  not  den^,  that  the 
Church  of  Ireland,  in  the  position  in  which 
she  stood,  might  be  placed  in  danger  by 
many  circumstances;    and  he  knew  not 
that  they  could  save  that  Church  from  all 
dangers  by  depriving  the  Roman  Catb^iei 
of  their  political  and  civil  tights.    In  a 
country  where  there  were  more  than  tit 
millions  of  a  different  religion,  and  not 
more  than  one  million  were  Protestants, 
and  ^e  six  millions  of  Roman  Catfaolica 
were  daily  increasing  in  power,  it  coald 
not  be  said  the  Church  could  remain  (res 
from  all  danger.     They  were  not,  bow> 
ever,  to  look  to  a  supposed  contingeat 
danger;  and  he  could  see  do  danger ia 
receiving  these  new  corporations.    It  »as 
ten  limes  a  more  dangerous  proceeding  to 
tell  the  people  of  Ireland,  "You  cannot 
have  corporations,  because  the  Pioiestam 
Church   is  there  eatabliihed."    If  they 
dkl  this,  they  wouhl  indeed  most  unqatt* 
tionably,    increase    the   danger  to    tbs 
Church,  whilst  they  would  place  it  in  n 
odious  position.     He  could   not  rtfiaio 
from  quoting  soma  obeervBtions  nude  by 
Mr.  Burke  which  bore  (Hi  this  mbjecl. 
Mr.  Burke  said,  "  You  have  an  eMit< 
aiBstical  esiabluthment  tAicb,  tbough  lk« 
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religion  oftbe  prince,  and  of  the  fint  dsss 
of  the  iBodeil  proprietori,  is  not  the  feli- 
gion  of  the  major  part  of  the  inbabitanti, 
ind  coDBeqmQtIy  does  not  answer  any 
one  purpose  of  a  retigioai  establishment. 
This  is  not  ■  state  of  things  which  en;  one 
in  his  senses  can  call  perfectly  happj. 
Bttt  it  is  the  state  of  Ireland,  and  has  been 
the  state  of  Ireland  for  upwards  of  200 
yean."  Mr.  Burke  also  said,  "  To-day 
the  question  is,  are  we  to  make  the  best 
of  a  situation  which  we  cannot  wbollj 
slter — shall  the  condition  of  a  body  of  the 
people  be  alienated  from  a  burthen  to 
which  they  are  now  subject — the  burthen 
of  Tiving  under  and  paying  for  two  reli- 
gious establishments,  from  one  of  which 
they  do  not  receive  any  religions  iostruc- 
tioo  or  consolation  ;  or  are  we  to  aggra- 
vate tlteir  condition  by  stepping  out  of 
our  way  to  cut  off  three  millions  of  people 
from  all  conneiion  with  popular  repre- 
sentation?" Mr.  Bartce's  argument  was, 
do  not  agffrarate  the  burthens  of  the  g;ieat 
majority  «  the  Irish  people— do  not  ag- 
gmvatei  in  the  eyes  of  the  people  of  fro- 
lud,  the  burthen  of  having  to  mpport  en 
establishment  to  which  ihey  do  not  belong, 
and  from  which  they  derive  no  benefit; 
rather  try  to  alleviate  it,  and  show  them 
that  if  the  Church  Establishment  cannot 
be  altered,  at  least  that  they  were  not 
inferior  in  other  respects.  "  With  these 
obcervatioas,"  continued  the  noble  Lord, 
"  I  have  now  only  to  beg  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  real  question  before  it. 
It  is  not  a  question  of  degree — not  a  ques- 
tion of  whether  any  part  or  parcel  of  this 
measure  shall  beconceded — but  a  question 
of  whether  you  will  now  agree  to  abolish 
entirely  Municipal  Corporations  in  Ireland, 
and  whether  by  so  doing  you  will  affix 
upon  the  pe0|Je  of  Ireland  the  tttgma  of 
being  unfit  to  enjoy  oar  free  institutions, 
and  whether  yon  will  look  for  the  future 
to  noting  but  force  to  enable  you  to 
conduct  the  government  of  that  country." 
Mr.  Henry  Oration  regretted  that  he 
bad  tried  in  vain  to  catch  the  Speaker's 
eye.  He  be^md  to  say,  that  as  Oentle- 
aeo  opposite  had  made  attacks  upon  Lord 
Mulgrave's  Government,  and  certain  per- 
sons appointed  to  offices  by  his  Excellency, 
he  held  in  bis  hand  letters  and  statements 
from  three  Individuals,  Mr.  Berwick,  Mr. 
Lawrence  Cruise  Smylbe,  and  Mr.  Cas- 
sidy ;  and  he  was  anihorised  to  give  to  the 
charges  advanced  against  these  indivi- 
duals, the  most  unqualified  denial.     Mr. 
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Berwick  had  actnally  received  the  tttski 
of  Lord  Bsntry  and  the  mBgistrates  of  the 
West  Riding  of  Cork  ;  who  passed  unani- 
mously a  resolution  of  unqualified  appro- 
bation of  his  conduct,  and  of  the  aj^KMnt- 
ment  made  by  the  Irish  Government.  So 
much  for  the  troth  of  the  chargea  maile 
by  Gentlemen  opposite. 

The  House  divided  on  Lord  Francis 
Egerton'smotion:— Ayes243:  Noes322: 
Majority  80. 
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Wills  B1LL.3  Lord  Lamgdak :  I  beg 
leare  to  more,  th>t  (he  Bill  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Lawi  with  respect  to  Wills  be 
now  n»d  d  second  time. 

It  is  so  importiDt  (0  ibe  weirare  o(  fa- 
iniliei,  and  to  the  fenent  interest*  of  the 
commnnKy,  that  men  thoald  be  able  to 
dispose  of  their  propertr  by  will,  and  that 
their  lawful  intentions  shonld  be  faithrnlly 
carried  into  execution  after  their  deaths, 
and  the  laws  under  which  these  objects 
are  lo  be  efiected  are  now  attended  with 
so  mncb  doobt  and  perplexity,  that  I  am 
indueed  lo  hope  that  an  attempt  to  inlro. 
dace  some  improvement  will  not  be  con- 
sidered  lo  require  any  apology. 

The  inbject  baa  of  late  years  been  very 
much  considered,  end  has  been  carefully 
investigated  bytwo  distinct  Com  missions— 
by  the  Real  Property  CommisaioD,  which 
wu  appointed  in  182S,  and  by  the  Eccle- 
stBStical  CommissioD,  which  waasppointed 
in  July,  1830.  It  was  part  of  the  business 
of  the  Real  Property  Commission  lo 
consider  the  law  relating  to  wills  of  real 
estate:  and  part  of  the  bvsineis  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commission  to  consider  the 
law  relating  to  wills  of  personal  estate ; 
but  in  such  a  case  it  was  impossible  for 
either  Commission  to  avoid  touching  upon 
something  which  was  within  the  province 
of  the  other ;  and  the  result  has  been,  that 
tipoD  several  points  comprised  within  the 
general  question,  the  public  has  the  bene' 
m  of  the  investigations  and  recommenda- 
tions of  both  Commissions. 

Tha  Report  of  the  'Ecclesiastical  Com- 
mission was  made  in  February,  1833.  The 
fourth  Report  of  the  Real  Property  Com- 
mission,  wbich  is  upon  the  lubjert  of  wills, 
was  madfl  in  April,  1633;  and  with  a 
view  principally  to  carry  into  effect  there- 
commendations  of  the  Real  Property  Com- 
mission, a  Bill  was  prepared  by  Mr.  Tyr- 
rell,  a  very  able  and  distinguished  member 
of  the  Commission,  and  thai  Bill  was 
brought  into  the  House  of  Commons  in  the 
year  1834.  It  was  referred  to  and  con- 
sidered in  aSelectCoromittee,  butdid  not 
then  proceed  further.  In  the  year  1635 
it  WR*  introduced  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  paased  the  House  after  having 
been  again  referred  lo,  and,  as  I  am  in- 
formed, ver^  carefully  considered  in  a  Se- 
lett  Commitlee.  It  vraa  then  brought  up 
to  this  House,  rnd  once,  nnd  referred  1  o 
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a  Sriect  Comaittee,  from  wUch  it  icoened 

great  attention,  bnt  no  report  waa  made. 

Hy  Lords,  I  had  the  honoor  to  preteat 
the  same  Bill  to  your  Lordshipa  early  ia 
the  last  Session,  and,  though  I  had  every 
reason  lo  think  that  great  paina  had  bens 
taken  to  investigate  the  sut^ect  fally,  yet 
bein?  of  opinion  that  in  such  a  case  do 
caution  could  be  superfluous,  and  being 
cerUin  that  1  might  rely  on  receiving  ad- 
vice and  assistance  from  the  member*  of  a 
learned  and  liberal  professioo,  I  caused  •«- 
veral  copies  of  the  Bill  to  be  sent  to  maoy 
eminent  men  engaged  in  difTerent  btanchM 
of  the  law,  and  from  them  I  received,  as  1 
ipected  to  do,  many  valuable  com- 
munications— some  of  them  reached  me  at 
a  late  period  of  the  Session — and  that, 
together  with  other  circumstances,  pre- 
vented me  from  laying  the  subject  in  de- 
tail before  your  Lordships  in  the  courae  of 
the  last  year. 

These  communications  have  been  care- 
fully considered,  and  in  consequence  f>f 
them,  and  with  the  assistance  of  Mr.  Tyr- 
rell, some  alterations,  though  not  to  aay 
great  extent  ot  of  any  considerable  in- 
portance,  have  been  made  in  the  Bill 
which  I  now  submit  to  your  Lordsbipt  in 
what,  I  hope,  may  be  considered  an  im- 
proved state. 

The  general  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  col- 
lect the  provisions  of  several  stalnies  re- 
lating to  wills  into  one  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  make  in  ibeae 
provisions  such  modiScalionB  as  may  af- 
ford additional  securities  for  the  preveo- 
tion  of  spurious  wills,  and  additional  faci- 
lities for  making  genuine  wills. 

The  particular  provisions  relate  to  the 
property  which  may  be  disposed  of  by 
will :  the  persona  by  whom  wills  may  be 
made ;  the  forms  which  are  to  be  observed 
in  making  them;  and  the  modes  of  revok- 
ing, altering,  and  reviving  them ;  and  to 
these  provisions,  which  necessarily  belong 


to  add  others  for  correcting  certain  rulei 
of  construction,  by  which  the  lawful  in- 
tentions of  testators  are  often  defeated ; 
and  there  are  some  incidental  matters 
which  may,  perhaps,  be  more  conveniently 
explained  on  a  future  occasion. 

According  to  the  policyof  this  country, 
it  it  desirable  that  the  property  which  a 
man  may  dispose  of  by  his  will  should 
comprise  every  thing  which  he  has — t.  #. 
every  thing  he  has  for  an  interest  which 
endures  beyond  hu  own  life,  and  wbtch, 
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in  dsftult  of  my  dupMition  made  by  bin, 
wonld  devolve  upon  tba  person  who  is  de- 
signated by  the  general  law  as  hii  real  or 
personal  represent  alive,  and,  generally 
apeaking,  the  law  as  it  stands,  gives  this 
fMtwer  of  disposition— but  there  are  aoroe 
exceptions,  and  one  of  the  objects  of  this 
Bill  ia  lo  remove  those  exceptions.  I 
will  endeavour  to  eiplain  the  nature  of 
them  to  your  Lordships.  There  are  aome 
cuitomary  freeholds  or  tenant  rigihts  and 
alio,  as  it  is  luppoaed,  some  copyholda  of 
which  the  legal  estate  cannot  at  present 
be  devised :  any  equitable  intereat,  how- 
ever, in  the  same  estates  may  be  devised, 
and  consequently  when  a  man  wants  to 
make  such  estates  subject  to  his  will,  he  ii 
obliged  by  some  direct  or  indirect  meana 
to  constitute  a  trustee  who  may  voluntarily, 
or  under  the  compulsion  of  a  Court  of 
Equity,  dispose  of  ihe  eiiate  as  the  real 
owner  may  by  bis  will  direct.  Whiit  ii 
proposed  is,  to  malce  the  legal  estate  in 
property  of  ihia  nature  pass  directly  by 
the  devise  without  any  of  those  eipensive 
tnd  sometimes  hazardoua  contrivances 
which  are  now  necessary.  Again,  estates 
for  othera'  lives,  estates  pour  autre  vie  ea 
Ihey  are  called,  are  in  general  devisable  by 
Ihe  law  as  it  now  stands— but  if  the  pro- 
perty be  copyhold  and  there  be  no  special 
occupant,  the  estate  is  not  devisable,  and 
this  Bill  proposes  to  remove  that  exception. 
Again,  almost  all  contingent  and  future 
interests  are  now  devisable,  but  there  ia  an 
eiception  if  the  testator  be  not,  when  he 
makes  his  will,  ascertained  to  be  the  per- 
son in  whose  favour  the  contingency,  if 
it  happens,  must  fall.  Thus,  ifan  estate  be 
limited  to  two  sisters  and  Ihe  survivor  of 
tham,  and,  after  the  death  of  the  survivor, 
to  such  other  person  as  the  survivor  may 
rive  it  by  will,— whilst  the  two  sistera  are 
both  living,  it  cannot  be  known  which 
will  survive;  and  I  will  suppose  that  one 
of  them  in  the  expectation  of  surviving, 
makes  a  will  giving  the  estate  which  in 
that  event  she  will  be  entitled  to  dispose 
of,  and  after  making  that  will,  actnally 
bMomes  the  survivor,  and  competent  to 
dispose  of  the  property ;  yet,  if  she  dies 
in  that  itate  of  things,  without  re-execu- 
ting her  will,  the  property  will  not  pass, 
and  for  this  it  is  proposed  to  give  a  remedy. 
Again,  although  reversionary  interests  are 
now  devisable,  rights  of  entry  are  not ; 
and  Ibis  9lran|e  case  has  happened  and 
may  again  occur.  An  estate  is  vested  in 
one  maa  for  his  life  ;  the  reversion  is  in 


aaother  who  may  e£Fectaally  devise  it  if  ha 
pleases.  I  will  soppoie  him  to  make  hii 
will  for  that  purpose,  and  to  die  without 
knowing  that  anything  haa  occurred  to 

Erevent  its  legal  operation.  UofMlunately, 
owever,  the  tenaut  for  life  without  the 
knowledge  of  the  reversioner  has  done  one 
of  the  several  acta  which  may  in  law  oc- 
casion a  forfeiture  of  his  life- interest. 
This  act  at  the  same  time  converts  the 
reversion  into  a  right  of  entry  which  is  not 
devisable,  and  tha  testator's  will  is  as  to 
that  estate  wholly  frustrated,  and  this  is  an 
evil  which  tha  present  Bill  proposei  to 
correct. 

My  Lords,  the  propositions  which  Ihava 
mentioned  though  important  in  themselves, 
and  in  relation  to  the  particular  cases  to 
which  they  may  be  applied, cannoti  think 
he  represented  as  of  very  frequent  and 
general  occurrence.  The  cases  occasion- 
ally occur;  they  give  rise  to  well-founded 
complaint,  and  bring  some  reproach  upon 
the  law;  but  neither  in  respect  of  their 
frequent  occurrence  nor  in  respect  of 
the  amount  of  property  likely  to  be  ia> 
volved  do  they  at  alt  approaoh  ia  import* 
ance  to  the  next  propnsitioo  which  is 
made  in  reference  to  this  part  of  the  sub- 
ject. 

As  the  law  now  stands,  a  will  does  not 
pass  any  real  eatata  which  the  testator  is 
not  intitled  to,  both  at  the  date  of  his  will 
and  at  the  tima  of  his  death :  it  has  no 
effect  upon  any  real  estate  which  may 
have  been  acquired  in  the  latermediate 
time.  It  is  probable  that  the  rule,  in  this 
respect,  arose  partly  from  the  oonstrootioo 
given  to  the  word  "having"  in  the  Statute 
of  Wills,  and  partly  from  the  desire  which 
has  been  ttit  to  favour  the  heir;  but, 
beyond  alt  doubt,  it  defeats  the  intention! 
of  testators.  A  man  may,  in  express 
words,  devise  all  the  real  estate  he  posasssea 
at  the  date  of  his  will,  t(^ether  with  tvch 
other  real  estate  as  he  may  afterwards 
acquire  and  he  intitled  to  at  the  time  of 
his  death;  only  that  which  he  had  bod> 
at  the  date  of  his  will,  and  also  at  the 
time  of  his  death,  will  pass,  and  not  that 
which  he  acquired  after  hia  WJIL  He  may 
in  his  will  recite,  accordfaig  to  tbt  Inith, 
that  he  is  in  treaty  for  the  pun^aae  of  a 
particular  estate,  and  expects  to  become 
the  absolote  owner  by  the  purchase,  and 
then  declare  that  he  is  haying  the  estate 
with  a  view  to  the  benefit  of  a  particular 
person  to  whom  aceordiogty  be  devises  it. 
He  af\erwardi  does  complete  his  purchase 
2  12 
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and  becoAe  the  ovner,  but,  without  re-ex.  I  contBJDed  a  claiue  to  that  effect.  lathe 
ecfltion,  the  will  ii  wholly  iaeffective  as  to  Select  Committee  of  that  House,  it  wax 
this  estate.  Najr  more,  a  man  may  have  !  considered  that  persona  under  tweoty-one 
entered  into  a  binding  contTact  for  the  might  be  intrusted  to  make  their  willa, 
purchase  of  an  estate  which  in  equity  is  |  and  seventeen  was  the  age  there  proposed 
justly  considered  as  his.  Being  hit,  he  and  adopted.  This  change,  however,  was 
devises  it;  and  if  he  were  then  to  die,  not  acquiesced  in  by  the  House,  and  the 
the  eqaitable  interest  would  pass  to  his  '  age  of  twenty-one  years  was  restored  to 
devisee — but  during  his  life,  he  obtains  a  the  Bill,  and  remained  in  it  when  it  came 
conveyance  of  the  legal  estate;  and,  if  up  to  this  House.  The  present  Bill  pro- 
from  some  circumstance  of  family  conve-  ;  poses  twenty-one  years  as  the  age  of  per- 
nience,  or  it  may  be  from  some  whim  of  sons  who  make  wills  of  lands,  and  seven- 
the  conveyancer  not  knowing  of  the  will,  .  teen  years  as  the  age  gf  those  who  make 
the  legal  estate  should  be  taken  in  a  form  I  wills  of  personalty ;  and,  if  it  should  be 
different  from  that  of  the  equitable  estate  '  your  Lordships'  pleasure  that  this  Bill 
obtained  by  the  contract,  the  will  fails  \  should  go  into  Committee,  it  may  be  con> 
and  the  devisee  is  disappointed.  And  '  sidered  whether  this  is  not  a  coavenient 
what  seems  more  extraordinary  than  this,  |  arrangement  by  way  of  com  prom  iae,  Tlie 
a  man  may  be  possessed  of  the  same  real  :  law,  as  it  stands,  makes  the  property  of  u 
property,  both  at  the  date  of  his  will  and  ,  intestate  devolve  in  a  manner  which,  Dot- 
al the  time  of  his  death,  so  that  by  the  withstanding;  some  objections,  is,  I  believe, 
ordinary  rule  the  estate  would  pass;  yet  |  generally  approved  tn  this  country;  and 
if  in  the  interral  he  should,  with  the  i  the  intestacy  of  a  young  person  nodet 
desire,  and,  for  the  avowed  purpose  of  twenty-one  years  of  age  cannot  be  looked 
Strengthening  bis  own  title,  and  by  that  j  upon  as  a  considerable  grievance;  but 
means  making  his  gift  more  secure,  have  there  are  cases  (of  illegitimate  childmi 
done  certain  acts  as  he  thought  for  further  i  particularly),  in  which  with  refiereDce  to 


assurance,    the  effect  of  those 

the    law  I  '  ..        .   ' 

strengthen  his  own  title,  and,  at  the  same    thought  desirable  to    give    a   power    of 

time,  to  defeat  the  devise  for  the  sake  of  i  making  a  will  at  an  earlier  age  than  tweoty- 


I    (as    the    persons   by   whom  they  have  bees 
V  stands),  may  have  been  to  i  brought  up  and  kindly  treated,  it  maj  be 


which  alone  he  desired  to  strengthen  bis 
own  title. 

These  and  Other  anomalies  have  been 
constantly  complained  of  j  and  judges 
have  lamented  the  necessity  under  which 
they  were,  to  act  upon  rules  which  they 
disapproved  of,  and  which  they  could  not 
evade.  The  Real  Properly  Commissioners 
have,  therefore,  recommended,  and  this 
Bill  proposes,  (bat  a  man  should  be  able 
to  dispose  by  his  will  of  all  the  real  estate 
which  he  may  be  inlitled  to  at  the  time  of 
bis  death,  although  fae  may  have  become 
intirled  to  it  after  ibe  date  of  his  will. 

Such  are  the  alterations  which  it  is  pro- 
posed to  make  in  the  property  which  may 
be  disposed  of  by  will. 

A  a  to  the  persons  hy  whom  real  estate  may 
be  devised,  it  is  not  proposed  to  make  any 
change;  but,  at  present,  personal  estate 
may  be  bequeathed  by  boys  of  fourteen 
and  girls  of  twelve  years  of  age,  if  they 
should  be  of  sufficient  discretion.  It  was 
proposed  by  the  Real  PropertyCommisiron, 
that  no  will  of  any  sort  should  be  made  by 
any  person  under  the  age  of  twenty-one 
years ;  and  the  Bill,  when  introduced  into 
the  HouH  of  ComnQM  ja  1834itndl835i 


years. 

The  provisions  of  this  Bill,  wiib  respect 
to  the  mode  of  executing  wills,  are  next 
to  be  considered. 

Now,  my  Lords,  of  all  acta  whatever  by 
which  property  may  he  disposed  of  or 
affected,  it  may  justly  he  said,  that  at  the 
very  times  when  the  acts  are  done,  you 
should  secure  the  means  of  authenticating 
and  establishing  them  on  future  occasions: 
and  that  which  is  true  of  all  such  acta,  is 
more  particulorly  important  in  the  case  of 
wills,  the  making  of  which,  though  a  moil 
important  duty,  and  one  which  every  man 
ought  to  perform  in  his  time  of  health  and 
strength,  is  so  frequently  delayed  to  the 
last  moments  of  life — momenta  too  often 
of  agilation,  debility,  and  destitution; 
when  the  man  may  not  be  able  to  procare 
the  assistance  which,  at  another  period, 
he  might  have  commanded ;  end,  when 
he  may  be  surroanded  by  interested  and 
artful  persons,  willing,  if  they  safely  can, 
to  withdraw  the  tesutor's  estate  from  the 
proper  objects  of  his  bounty,  or  from  tlie 
persons  whom  the  law  has  designated  U 
his  proper  successors  in  the  absence  of  any 
eipiesKd  will  of  his  own  to  the  cwtraryV 
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It  has,  therefore,  never  been  doubted,  but 
that  in  the  fonnalion  of  wills,  it  ii  desira- 
ble to  have  some  meaua  of  authentication 
pTDTided — aome  forma  and  ceremonies 
observed,  when  the  wills  are  made — and 
it  will  probably  be  admitted,  that  for  the 
purpose  or  securing  in  the  best  mode  you 
can  the  observance  of  them,  the  directions 
for  the  forms  and  ceremonies  which  you 
reqaire  should  be  clear,  uniform,  and 
simple,  to  ibe  utmost  extent  which  is  con. 
aislent  with  the  security  you  desire  to 
establish. 

Considering,  that  to  prevent  the  imposi- 
tion of  spurious  wills,  is  the  reason  for 
requiring  forma ;  and  that  wills  may  be 
genuine,  i.  e.  may  be  true  expressions  of 
the  testator's  intentions  in  the  absence  of 
the  forma,  or  of  some  of  the  forms  which 
yon  may  direct,  one  would  wish  it  [o  be 
practicable  to  direct  the  observation  of 
certain  forms  for  security  without  abso- 
lutely excluding  the  validity  of  wills  in 
which  those  forma  had  not  been  observed, 
in  cases  where  in  the  absence  of  the  forms 
full  and  satisfactory  evidence  of  the 
genuineness  of  the  wills  could  be  pro- 
duced. 

With  respect  to  wills,  formal  and 
genuine,  informal  and  spurious,  are  not 
convertible  terms;  and  it  seems,  I  confess, 
but  a  coarse  and  clumsy  mode  of  legislation 
upon  such  s  subject  as  wills,  often  made  in 
extremis,  to  say,  that  unless  certain  forms 
are  observed,  the  will  shall  be  wholly  null. 
But,  after  careful  reflection  on  the  subject, 
and  the  topics  necessarily  connected  with 
it,  I  am  afraid  that,  at  present,  all  that 
can  be  done  to  avoid  the  frustration  of 
genuine  wills,  whilst  you  are  imposing 
forms  to  prevent  the  imposition  of  spurious 
wills,  is  to  make  the  directions  for  those 
forms  as  clear,  uniform,  and  simple,  as  the 
nature  of  the  case  admits  of. 

What  then  are  the  forma  which  appear 
to  be  neceasary  ?  It  is  plain  that  writing 
•fiords  the  most  useful  means  of  authenti- 
cation :  but  not  only  may  a  writing  be 
forged,  but  a  writing,  even  in  the  hand  of 
the  testator,  may  purport  to  express  ao 
intention,  when  the  writer  in  malctng  it 
contemplated  only  a  project :  the  writing 
ma;  seem  to  express  a  will  or  determina- 
tion concluded  upon,  when  in  truth  it 
was  written  only  as  a  draft  to  facilitate 
meditation  and  future  consideration.  It 
appears,  therefbre,  that  writing  alone  does 
nut  afibrd  sufficient  security;  and  even  a 
ymtiog  with  lb«  si^atuce  of  the  testator 
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at  the  foot,  which  would  indicate  a  con- 
clusive act,  does  not  afibrd  any  secnrity  that 
the  writer  was,  at  the  time  when  he  wrote 
and  signed,  of  sound  mind  or  free  from 
all  undue  influence.  In  addition  to  the 
writing  and  the  signature,  it  is  desirable  to 
have  witnesses  of  the  act,  attesting  it  at 
the  time  when  it  was  performed. 

And  it  is  scarcely  disputed  but  that 
these  things,  viz. — writing — the  signature 
of  the  testator — and  the  attestation  of 
witnesses — are  the  acts  which  the  law 
should  require  to  be  done  for  the  authen- 
tication of  wills.  But  these  acts,  instead 
of  being  required  to  be  done  in  a  clear, 
simple  and  uniform  manner,  are  by  the 
present  law  required  to  be  done  in  modes 
which  have  been  justly  enough  said  to 
exhibit  "  a  matchless  variety."  The  Real 
Property  Commissioners  have  stated  tea 
different  modes  of  making  wills.  Banc- 
tioned  by  the  law  of  England,  and  de- 
pending on  the  various  sorts  of  property 
intended  to  he  disposed  of.  I  do  not  in- 
tend to  trouble  your  Lordships  by  stating 
them  all;  but  shall  content  myself  with 
adverting  lo  those  which  are  most  con- 
trasted to  one  another— ihe  mode  of  de- 
vising freehold  land — and  the  mode  of  be- 
queathing ordinary  personal  estate. 

Freehold  lands  are  to  be  disposed  of  by 
will,  executed  according  to  the  forms  di- 
rected by  the  Statute  of  Frauds,  which 
passed  in  the  year  1676,  and  which  pro- 
vided, that  wills  of  land  should  be  in 
writing,  signed  by  the  testator,  or  by  some 
other  person  under  his  direction,  and  at- 
tested by  three  or  four  credible  witnesses 
in  his  presence. 

Personal  estate,  on  the  other  hand,  may 
be  disposed  of  by  any  writing,  however 
informal.  The  ecclesiastic al  courta  have 
exclusive  jurisdiction  over  this  matter,  and 
may  consider  as  a  will  that  which  appears 
in  the  shape  of  a  letter  to  a  friend  or  an 
agent, 
series  < 
deemed 
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without 
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K>  itricl,  in  language  bo  loose,  for  wilU  of 
real  eitate,  and  that  the  Legislature  did 
not  require  tome  form  for  llie  validity  of 
willi  of  personal  estate.  The  discrepancy 
between  (he  modes  of  e:tecuting  wills  of 
real,  and  wills  of  personal  estate,  and  the 
jrrave  inconveniencies  arising  from  that 
discrepancy,  have  been  from  time  to  time 
pointed  out  and  lamented,  and  have  been 
noUced  at  length  in  the  Reports  of  both 
ihe  Real  Property  and  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissions. 

I  shall  submit  to  your  Loidships  only 
one  case,  for  the  purpose  of  illuslrati 
A  roan  having  ample  property,  real  i 
personal,  and  a  large  family,  makes 
will  for  the  pnrposeof  providing  for  all  his 
children :  he  settles  what  he  thinks  proper 
for  the  beneSt  of  his  heir — he  directs 
the  rest  to  be  sold,  and  the  produce  to 
divided  amongst  his  younger  children 
certain  shares  ;  or  knowing  the  different 
habits  and  characters  of  his  younger  chil- 
dren, he  provides  for  some  by  giving  them 
portions  of  his  real  estates,  and  for  othen 
by  giving  them  sums  of  money.     He  ex- 
presses himself  clearly  and  distinctly,  sc 
that  there  is  no  doubt  of  his  intention. 
He  signs  bis  will,  and  procures  witnesses 
to  attest  his  signature :  but  knowing  ihat 
two  witnesses  are  commonly  sufficient  to 
attest  a  legal   act,   and   oot  aware  that 
three  witnesses  are  required  to  attest  the 
execution  of  a  will,  he  procures  do  i 
than  two;  and  the  consequence  is,  that  the 
will)  though  good  as  to  the  personalty, 
wholly  fails  as  to  thereat  estate.    To  cars 
not  familiar   with  such  things,  il  seems 
strange  to  say  that  the  will,  though  clearly 
expressing  the  intention  in  every  pan,  - 
partly  good  and  partly  bad,  but  so  it  is, 
the  law  now  stands.     The  real  estate, 
tended  for  the  younger  children,  descends 
vpon  the  heir  in  addition  to  the  provision 
e;ipressly  made  for  him,  and  the  younger 
children,  whose  provision  was  to  consist  of 
real  estate  only,  are  left  penniless. 

1  migtit  meution  other  cases  of  striking 
inconvenience  arising  from  the  want  of 
uniformity  in  the  mode  of  executing  wills 
relating  to  diiTerent  sortg  of  property,  but 
it  seems  unnecessary.  It  is  clearly  desir. 
able  that  the  validity  of  all  wills  should 
depend  on  circumstances  of  the  same 
sort;  and  as  I  apprehend  that  no  one 
would  agree  to  sanction  informal  wills  of 
kbI  estate,  it  follows  that  some  forms 
■hould  be  required  to  give  validit;  to  wills 
of  personal  estate. 


{LORDS}  mU$  BiU.  97S 

It  il  not  to  be  dented  that  the  EccWuas- 
tical  Courts  have  sometimes  been  able  t» 
collect  a  clear  intention  fiom  the  informai 
and  impcTfect  papers  which  they  have 
held  to  constitute  a  will;  and,  conse- 
quently, that  ibe  intentions  of  some  teaUt- 
lors  may  be  disappointed  hy  excluding; 
such  documents.  But  in  considering  ibe 
propriety  of  a  proposed  general  rule,  it  is 
necessary  to  estimate  the  probable  iocoo- 
veniences  to  arise  from  adopting  or  re- 
jecting it;  and  on  a  fair  consideration  of 
all  the  circumstances,  both  the  Commis- 
sions concur  in  recommending  that  a 
formal  execution  of  the  wills  of  peraooat 
estate  should  be  required. 

And  supposing  that  your  Lordships  may 
be  disposed  to  concur  in  an  enactment, 
providing  for  the  execution  of  all  wills,  in 
an  uniform  manner,  the  next  consideration 
is  what  the  form  should  be?  the  foiras 
required  for  wills  of  lands  by  the  Statute 
of  Frauds,  or  any  other  ? 

Thercisnot.asI  apprehend,  and  as  I  have 
before  stated,  any  doubt  as  to  the  neces- 
sity of  writing — signature— and  attesta- 
tion of  witnesses, — but  the  Statute  of 
Frauds  in  directing  the  attestation  of  wit- 
nesses says,  that  the  will  is  to  be  sab- 
scribed  by  three  or  four  credible  wit- 
nesses in  the  presence  of  the  testator ;  aad 
from  this  clause  great  litigation  has  arises, 
and  continually  arises.  Thequestion*  re- 
late to  the  number  of  witnesses — (o  the 
legal  effect  of  the  word  "credible" — and 
to  the  direction  that  the  wilnesses  shall 
subscribe  the  will  in  the  presence  of 
the  testator. 

Both  CommissioDS  recommend,  thai  the 
number  of  witnesses  shall  be  reduced 
from  three  to  two,  for  reasons  which  tliev 
have  staled,  and  which  seem  to  be  suf- 
ficient to  warrant  their  conclusion.  Id 
most  legal  instruments  the  attesUtioo  of 
two  witnesses  is  thought  suBicient.  Two 
witnesses  are  usually  called  in,  and  are 
ofteu  required  to  subscribe  the  attestation, 
and  this  to  such  an  extent,  that  a  sort  of 
babit  of  attesting  by  two  wituesscs  ha* 
been  acquired,  and  very  many  wills  have 
been  frustrated  in  consequence  of  testa- 
tors having  unfortunately  conformed  to 
that  babit.  It  is  obviously  less  diflicaU 
to  procure  two  than  three  witnesses  in 
cases  of  emergency,  and  this  Bill,  pur- 
suant to  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
missions, proposes,  that  an  atteslatioa  of 
wills  by  two  witnesses  shall  be  sufficieal. 
As  tg  the  woid  "ctedibl«''i  it  i)«r> 
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1,;  uus^caics  at  llic  time  of 
,J,,^^l1i1.:il  the  will  shall 
.,  i„,.hjs1.  It  is  next  pro- 
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■  :.\  vdid  devises.  This  fol- 
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V  will.  This  subject  is  not 
ti.e  report  bul  is  of  consider- 
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paiMd  of  cftune— th*  lands  over  which  he 
hid  tha  g«Dartl  power  of  oppointmant  in 
ttt«  three  peiiihet  paued,  becauH  as  be 
DMied  the  paxiabfi  he  must  have  roeant 
the  laodi  within  them,  and  thote  were  only 
Undi  over  which  he  had  the  power  of  ap- 
poiutRieDt ;  but  in  the  one  parish  in  which 
ne  had  lands  of  both  sorts,  the  lands  over 
which  he  had  the  power  of  appointmeDt 
did  not  paas,  because  the  lands  in  fee 
in  the  same  parish  were  sufficient  to 
•atisf;  the  woioi  of  tha  devise.  It  is  im- 
pofsible  to  believe  that  the  testator  did 
DOtintend  these  lands  to  pass;  and  the  in- 
tention of  the  enactraeat  now  proposed  is 
to  prevent  such  disappointment  of  inten- 
tion in  casei  of  the  like  kind. 

The  clauses  in  this  Bill  which  are  nest 
to  be  noticed  are  those  which  relate  to  the 
construction  and  effect  of  certain  words. 
There  are  certain  constructions  of  words 
which  the  Courts  are  at  present  obliged  to 
adhere  to,  and  have  no  power  to  alter  j 
but  being  acknowledged  to  produce  an 
effect  which,  if  oacontrolled,  is  in  all  cases 
ooDtrary  to  the  intention  of  the  testator, 
endeavours  are  constantly  used  to  6nd  out 
other  words  and  circumstaocas  to  control 
tbem:  and  to  what  extent  those  other 
words  and  circumatsmces  may  be  available 
for  that  purpose  is  always  a  question 
attended  with  doubt  and  difficulty,  and  is 
often  a  source  of  great  uncertainty  in 
titles.  I  do  not  know  how  I  can  eiplain 
the  nature  of  the  proposed  enactment 
batter  than  by  stating  examples  of  the 
cates  which  occur.  The  words  lands 
and  tenements  do  not  of  themselves  de- 
signate the  quantity  of  estate  for  which 
they  are  held.  Tbsy  are  equally  applica- 
ble to  lands  and  leneroents  held  in  fee 
and  to  lands  and  tenements  held  for  years 
onlyi  and  when  found  in  wills  they  clearly 
ought  to  be  applied  to  both;  but  the 
construction  which  the  Courls  sre  now 
bound  to  give  to  the  words  varies  accord- 
ing to  circumstances.  If  a  men  having 
lauds  in  fee  only  in  one  parish  ,  lands  for 

('ears  only  in  another  parish,  and  both 
■nds  in  fee  and  lauds  for  Tears  in  a 
third,  davises  all  his  lands  and  tenements 
in  the  three  parishes,  the  lands  in  fee 
pass  hy  the  will,  and  so  do  the  lands  for 

i rears  in  the  parish  in  which  he  has  no 
ands  in  fee,  but  the  lands  held  for  years 
in  the  parish  in  which  he  has  both  lands  in 
fee  and  lands  for  years  do  not  pass.  The 
case  is  fery  like  that  which  I  have  men- 
tioned upon  the  ittty«ot  of    Ittad  over 


which  there  is  a  general  power  of  appoint. 
ment,  and  lb«  plain  and  manifeat  iotentkm 
of  the  testator  ie  equally  violated,  and  ia 
by  all  judges  admitted  so  to  be.  It  is 
therefore  proposed  to  be  enacted,  that  a 
general  devise  of  lands  shall  be  held  to 
include  leaseholds. 

Again,  because  the  words  lands  and 
tenemenu  do  not  of  themselves  designate 
the  quantity  of  estate  or  interest  for  which 
they  are  held,  and  in  common  parlance 
when  a  man  speaks  of  bis  bouse  or  of  bis 
lands  as  property  which  he  has  a  right  to 
dispose  of,  he  means  bis  whole  right  to  it, 
it  often  happens  that  a  man  makiug  hia 
will  without  competent  legal  advice,  givs* 
his  house  or  his  lands  at  such  a  place  to 
such  a  person  without  adding  any  word  of 
limitation  or  inheritance.  To  common 
understandings,  and  out  of  the  Couris,  hia 
meaning  is  clear  and  obvious,  to  give  all 
his  interest  in  tha  house  or  io  the  lands 
to  hisdevisee.  But  the  rules  of  construc- 
tion which  have  unhsppilybeen  established 
intervene  to  thwart  the  plain  intention  ; 
and  if  there  be  no  other  words  in  the  will 
to  help  that  plain  intention,  the  devisee 
takes  only  an  estate  for  life.  Lord 
Mansfield  and  other  eminent  judges  have 
admitted,  that  in  almost  every  case  where 
by  law  a  general  devise  of  lands  is  reduced 
to  an  estate  for  life,  the  inteotioo  of  tha 
testator  is  thwarted ;  and  it  is  therefore 
proposed  to  put  an  end  to  this  reproach 
upon  the  law. 

Again,  it  is  very  common  to  devise  real 
or  personal  estate  to  a  particular  person,  as 
to  an  eldest  son,  and  if  that  eldest  son 
"shall  die  without  issue,"  then  to  tba 
second  son.  Of  the  meaning  and  inteu- 
tion  there  is  no  doubt— no  one  who  con- 
siders the  ordinary  sense  and  meaning  of 
the  words  "  die  without  issue  "  has  or  can 
have  any  doubt  that  they  mean  die,  being 
at  the  time  of  dying  without  issue,  and 
that  tha  teiUtor  means  that  the  estate 
shall  go  to  his  second  son  if  the  first  shall 
die  without  issue  living  at  the  time  of  bis 
death.  But  very  different  is  the  construc- 
tion which  the  judges  are  bound  to  put 
upon  the  words  if  they  can  find  nothing 
else  in  the  will  to  control  their  techDicil 
meaning.  They  are  bound  to  construe  tha 
words "  shall  die  without  issue  "  to  mean, 
"  shall  become  dead  without  issue  at  any 
period  however  remote."  Now  a  man  may 
die  to  day,  leavine  a  family  of  children ; 
hs  is  not  dead  without  Issue,  bnt  two  or 
ttu«e  btindrad  y«ar»  hence,  hit  dttldreB 
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aod  their  oflapriai  ma^  be  all 
and  th«D  for  tbe  nnt  time,  at  tbal  remote 
period,  tbe  man  becomes  dead  witbout 
i»ue,  and  consequently  in  the  abieDce  of 
finyother  words  to  control  the  cods!  rnction, 
the  judge*  are  obliged  to  bold  that  it  ia 
only  upon  that  remote  e?ent  that  lb* 
estate  is  given  or  intended  to  be  given 
over  to  the  second  son.  The  result  is,  that 
tbe  eldest  son  is  deemed  to  bave  an  estate 
tail  in  freehold  estate  and  an  absolute  in- 
terest in  tbe  periooal  estate,  and  tbos 
notvitbstBuding  that  the  eldest  son  ma; 
never  have  any  issue,  tbe  intended  gin 
over  to  the  second  son  entireW  fails. 

My  Lords,  1  should  scarcely  venture  to 
em[^oy  the  language  applied  by  Chief 
Jostica  WUImott  to  caaes  of  this  nature, 
but  in  an  opiniou  delivered  by  bim  in  this 
House,  be  calb  the  technical  exposition 
which  I  have  adverted  to,  of  the  words 
"if  he  shall  die  witbout  issue,"  "  a  mon- 
strous absurdity,  a  sbamefnl  abuse  of 
laneuage,  a  confoundini;  of  (he  present 
ana  future  time  together,  tbe  most  into* 
lerable  tyranny  and  tbe  grossest  barba- 
"  liam ;"  and  after  saying  most  truly,  that 
wresting  and  torturing  words  cut  of  their 
natural  signification,  to  defeat  a  testator's, 
intention  is  directly  counteracting  tbe  in- 
junction of  the  law  in  expoundmg  wills, 
and  racking;  a  man  upon  his  death  bed  to 
make  bim  say  what  be  never  meant  or 
thought  of,"  he  adds,  "but  unfortunately 
for  devisees  claiming  under  bequests,  de- 
pending upon  tbe  contingency  eipresaed 
m  these  words  only,  without  any  other 
words  to  restrict  (hem,  some  of  tbe 
greatest  aod  ablest  men  have  followed  one 
another  in  saying,  that  alone  and  by 
themselves,  they  moit  be  considered  to 
mean,  being  dead  without  iuue  at  any 
future  time,  and  that  limitation  over  upon 
them  are  void." 

My  Lords,  the  judges  have  no  choice 
upon  this  subject ;  tbe^  must  administer 
(he  law  as  they  find  it,  and  adopt  tbe 
constructions  which  are  established,  I, 
who  bave  now  the  honour  to  address  your 
Lordships,  and  who  feel  sincerely  tbe  truth 
of  the  remarks  made  by  Chief  Justice 
Willmott,  may,  in  the  discharge  of  my 
duly,  be  obli^^  to-roonoir  to  act  apoa 
the  construction  of  words  which  be  so 
leterely  condemns ;  and  the  rule  beiot 
established,  no  Judge  can  be  eiempted 
from  the  necessity  of  coaforming  himself 
to  it  without  ths  interposition  of  tbe  UfiM- 
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"  die  withoat  leaving  issue,"  whan  these 
are  no  other  words  to  restrict  them,  i$ 
still  more  extraordinary.  By  a  trmin  of 
decisions  which  can  only  becoatrolled  by 
the  legi^ture,  it  is  esublisbed,  that  ibe 
voids  "  die  without  leaving  issue"  shall 
have  two  distinct  meanings,  one  applicB- 
ble  to  real  estate,  tbe  otber  applicable  to 
personal  esUIe.  When  ^  words  am 
applied  to  penonal  estate,  ibey  tie  to 
have  what  nay  be  called  &tk  nattttal 
meaning,  "  leaving  no  isaoe  living  at  tbe 
death,"  bnt  when  applied  lo  real  estate,  tbe 
same  words  are  to  mean,  "  a  bilore  ofiasee 
at  any  period,  however  remote.'*  Aod  if  s 
man  devises  and  bequeaths  as  foltows : 
"  I  give  my  freehold  aod  leasebold  estate* 
to  my  eldest  son,  and  if  be  shall  die  witk- 
ont  leaving  issue,  to  osj  second  son,"  Ibe 
words  "  die  witbout  leaving  isaoe,"  in  this 
short  phrase,  are  heU  to  bave  two  distwct 
meanings  with  respect  to  tbe  two  sorts  of 
estates  pitn,  m.  an  indefinite  Dulure  of 
issoe  viih  respect  to  tbe  frcebolds,  and  a 
failure  of  issue  bviBg  at  the  death  with 
respect  to  tbe  leaseb^ds. 

And  thus,  aader  ibc  saae  words  h  (be 
same  sentence,  and  it  being  bnood  all 
doubt  that  tbe  testator  meant  uie  same 
thing  as  lo  both  fieebold  and  leasdiold 
esUtes,  the  gift  is  by  the  construciioa 
qoite  diSerenU  In  tbe  freehold  tbe  eklest 
son  takes  an  esUte  (ail,  which  be  can  dis- 
pose of  as  be  pleaaet.  In  Ibe  leasebold 
ne  takes  an  taterest  defnaible  ou  bis  »w» 
death,  wi(bont  leavingisaoe  tbca  liting. 

This  rale,  laid  down  by  Lofd  Cbaocelkv 
Parker  in  1720  against  the  opinion  (4  Sir 
Joseph  Jekjrll,has  been  loudly  com  plained 
of,  and  dibgeotl^  have  (he  Judges  endea- 
voored  to  evade  it  bv  conslnietJoos  aod  cx- 
cep[ioos,  from  wbkh  an  iololerabla  amoagt 
of  liligatioo  has  arisen  t  and  it  i*  hoped  (bat 
a  great  deal  of  litigation  may  be  prere otcd 
by  enaUing  (he  jndgec  (o'  eonsirec  (!»• 
words  according  lo  the^  oMiifal  tod 
obvious  meaning,  and  in  (he  saoM  way  ia 
which  they  are  now  cooattocd  in  tbeir  ap- 
plication to  personal  estates. 

My  Lords,  I  have  beerd  of  ohjeeliosw 
being  Dwdc  to  a  l^isUtiva  coDsinMlioa 
of  words :  bat  when  a  role  of  wwrtradieM 
which  plainly  violates  (be  lawful  ialeatiM 
of  tcsulOTs  ha*  been  eftabtisbed  fa  th« 
courts  ofUw,  I  know  no  wtjr  of  eomclMf 
tbe  abuse  (for  saeb  k  '»)}mt  by  Up*- 
lative  ioterpositiea;  aad  1  bseeedi  of  yMw 
LcrdibJfa  lo  cnwdn  how  mfciumt  k  k 
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Again,  it  often  happeng  that  a  testa- 
tor gives  legaciea  to  hiBdifTerent  cfaHdren 
as  their  portions,  and  that  some  of  li£s 
children  marry  and  die  in  his  liTetime, 
leaving  children  of  their  own.  It  is  in 
the  highest  degree  probable  that  the  tes- 
tator does  not  intend  the  portions  of  sach 
deceased  children  to  lapse — does  oot  ib- 
tend  the  children  of  hit  deceased  children 
to  be  left  destitute ;  and  this  Bill  there- 
fore provides,  that  the  legacies  or  por- 
tions of  such  of  the  testator's  children 
as  die  in  his  lifetime,  leaving  children, 
should  lake  effect. 

I  have  DOW  endeavoured  to  explain, 
however  imperfectly,  the  principal  prori- 
sioDi  of  this  Bill.  If  your  Lordships 
should  be  pleased  to  adopt  them,  tbej 
will,  1  believe,  be  found  to  supersede  all 
the  statutes  heretofore  made  on  the  sob- 
ject,  and  it  wonld  seem  to  be  more  conve- 
nient to  repeal  those  statutes. 

It  only  remains  for  me  to  thank  yoar 
Lordships  for  the  attention  which  I  bare 
received,  and  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time. 

Lord  Abinger  concurred  in  many  obser- 
vations and  propositions  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  and  though  he  was  Dot 
altogether  pleased  with  the  phraseology 
of  the  Bill,  yet  it  was  considerably  less 
objectionable  than  the  last.  Of  that  it 
had  been  said  in  another  place  that  it  had 


that  the  courts  sbonld  construe  the  words 
of  a  will  in  their  plain,  popular,  and  ob- 
vioai  saniA.  A  man  may  have  made  his 
will  in  bis  time  of  health  and  strength, 
and  with  the  ablest  professional  assistance : 
such  a  will  is  probably  so  expressed  as  to 
ncDTS  the  execution  of  that  which  was 
the  jntention  at  the  time  when  the  will 
WM  made.  But  in  the  mutability  of  all 
hnmen  concents,  no  man  can  say  that  the 
will  which  is  now  most  suitable  to  the 
state  of  his  family  and  affairs,  will  be  so 
in  the  coarse  of  a  few  days  hence,  or  at 
the  time  of  his  death.  However  well  his 
affairs  may  now  be  arranged,  however 
accurately  the  will  already  made  may 
express  his  wishes  at  this  time,  a  change 
may  be  necessary  almost  at  the  last  mo- 
raentoflife,  and  at  a  time  when  it  is  im- 
possible for  him  to  procure  the  assistance 
of  a  professional  man,  competent  to  sug. 
gest  the  words,  by  the  use  of  which  alone, 
in  the  technical  construction  put  upon 
them,  it  can  be  made  sure  that  his  real 
intentions  will  be  carried  into  effect.  He 
must  lake  such  assistance  as  in  tlie  emer- 
gency he  can  procure :  words  taken  in 
their  ordinary  and  popular  sense,  will 
probably  be  used:  and  if  the  courts  can- 
not, as  they  now  cannot,  construe  them 
in  the  same  ordinary  and  popular  sense, 
the  intentions  of  the  testator  will  be  frus- 
trated. I  hope,  therefore,  that  your 
Lordships  will  not  object  to  the  construc- 
tiOD  clauses  introduced  into  this  Bill. 

Hy  Lords,  I  have  already  occupied  so 
much  time,  that  1  shall  barely  notice  the 
remaining  clauses  in  this  Bill.  Two  of 
them  are  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
makiug  it  more  easy  to  ascertain  what 
estate  is  vested  in  trustees,  and  to  remove 
nncertaiaties  and  difficulties  which  have 
arisen  from  the  rule  which  in  some  cases 
makes  the  estate  of  the  trustee  commen- 
surate with  the  purposes  of  the  trust 
which  he  has  to  execute  :  and  there  are 
two  others  which  relate  to  lapsed  devises 
and  bequests. 

When  there  is  a  gilt  in  tail,  the  testator 
intends  the  issue  to  take  if  no  act  be  done 
to  bu'  the  entail ;  and  if  the  persons  to 
whom  the  gift  in  tail  is  made,  should  die 
In  die  lifetime  of  the  testator,  leaving 
issue  inheritable  under  the  intended  entail, 
tt  is  probably  intended  by  the  testator, 
that  such  issue  should  be  substituted  as 
the  devisee  in  tail,  in  lieu  of  the  person 
first  named,  and  the  Bill  proposes  to 
nnj  this  probable  iotenttou  into  ^«ct. 
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long  as  to  prevent  its  being  enacted.  It 
had  never  undergone  public  discussJou 
elsewhere,  but  it  had  in  that  House,  and 
to  him  it  was  unintelli^ble  at  first,  and 
not  quite  clear  even  when  interpreted  by 
the  Gentleman  who  had  drawn  it.  The 
present  Bill  was  en  important  improve- 
ment on  the  last,  and  was  rendered  the 
more  valuable  by  the  fact,  whicU  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  had  not  adverted  to, 
that  by  it  rights  of  entry  and  of  action,  or 
suit,  might  be  devised  or  bequeathed. 

IiOrd  Brougham  did  not  rise  to  offer  a 
panegyric  on  that  which  required  none, 
but  to  express  bis  satisfaction  that  bis 
noble  and  teamed  Friend,  who  had  just 
spoken,  did  approve  of  this  Bill.  He  was 
sure,  that  had  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  examined  the  former  Bill  as  atten- 
tively as  he  appeared  to  have  done  thii, 
he  would  have  found  no  difficulty  io  coou 
prehending  it.  There  were  but  two  dif- 
ferences of  any  importance  between  tbem, 
or,  et  the  most,  five.  There  were  some 
cUases,  however,  to  vbicb,  in  CommitUe, 
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lie  should  propose  alterations.    The  repeal 

of  all  the  other  statuteB  must  be  guarded 


against  nith  great  cantion ;  especially 
mast  their  Lordships  consider  what  the 
effect  would  be  of  altering  that  part  of  the 


law  of  revocation  which  affected  the  mar- 
riage of  a  man,  and  the  subsequent  birth 
of  a  child  of  that  marriage.  If  that  were 
abolished  in  cases  of  sudden  death  pre- 
viously to  the  re-execution  of  an  old,  or 
execntioo  of  a  new  will,  gross  injustice 
might  be  done. 

Lord  Wynford  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
facility  for  williog  away  personal  estate 
ought  not  to  be  greater  than  that  which 
e»3ted  for  the  disposdl  of  real  ^troperty. 
He  did  not  understand  the  reason  why  it 
should  he  permitted  to  a  boy  of  seventeen 
years  of  age  to  will  away  any  amount  of 
personal  property,  even  to  the  value  of  a 
million  of  money,  while  he  was  prevented 
at  that  age  from  disposing  of,  by  testa, 
ment,  even  a  shilling's- worth  of  real  pro- 

Eerty.  He  saw  no  good  gronnd  for  estab- 
ihing  such  a  distinetion,  and  he  hoped 
the  provisions  in  the  Bill  with  regard  to  it 
would  be  altered. 

Hie  Lord  Chancellor  espreiied  great 
satisfaction  at  the  unanimity  of  opinion 
expressed  by  their  Lordships  as  to  the 
pinciple  of  this  Dill ;  and  his  only  object 
in  rising  then  was,  to  draw  their  attention 
to  anouer  measure,  which  he  had  the 
honour  of  introducing  last  Session,  and 
which  he  had  postponed,  in  order  that 
the  present  Bill  might  take  precedence  of 
it.  The  object  of  this  measure  was  to 
attach  more  solemnity  to  wills  of  personal 
estate ;  and  that  object  conid  not  be 
affected  unless  some  provision  were  made 
for  affording  the  means  of  strict  proof. 
At  present  that  matter  was  left  entirety  to 
the  very  imperfect  machinery  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Courts,  and  ibe  Bill  for  tbe 
improvement  of  those  Courts  (to  which  be 
had  alluded, and  which  bad  been  imtcbdi*- 
CDssed  up  stairs,  but  had  subsequently 
been  postponed  in  consequence  of  ibe 
necessity  of  passing  previously  some  Bill 
of  the  same  nalove  as  tbe  present)  con- 
tained a  clause  which  provided  for  tbe 
object  in  question,  Tbe  two  measures, 
taken  together,  woald  be  highly  beneficial. 
The  first  Bill  would  provide  tbe  means  of 
properly  making  wills  of  penooal  pro. 
perty  ;  and  the  other  would  provide  meaM 
whereby  the  fact  of  their  havmg  been 
properly  execaied  might  be  tatisnclorily 
Uwd. 
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HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  February  24,  1837. 


Pooa-LAw  Anevdmext  Act.]  Sir 
RtAert  Ptel,  bdbre  tbe  discnscioD  on  Ibe 
Poor-law  AawodneDt  Act  was  cnterad 
into,  had  a  peihiop  to  pcaeat  oa  the  sab- 
ject  from  tbe  medieu  ptaetkioBan  of 
Bucks,  compfauniog  of  ibe  state  of  nwdical 
treatment  ud  practice  nudcr  the  Poor- 
law  as  at  proent  adrainistcfcd.  He 
wished  to  know  from  tbe  noUe  Lord  if  he 
was  prepared  with  any  ameDdncwl  to  the 
Act  with  respect  to  medical  trratawat. 
Of  course  inquiry  would  go  far  to  point 
out  Ibe  ualnre  of  that  reaedy. 

Lord  JoJbs  AksscU  was  prepared  to  mist 
any  motion  which  wonld  go  to  tbe  repeal 
of  the  Act,  or  to  any  extensive  chaags  ia 
Its  machinery  or  its  details.    At  tbe  eame 


as  to  the  woikiog  of  i: 
eomsriasioaera,  tboogb  he  had  no  Joabt 
that  it  wonld  be  fowad  that  the  ooaiari»- 
aioners  bad  acted  on  soand  pmieiplei 
tbroo^ioat.  There  were,  however,  many 
highly  respectable  individaab  who  diffsreo 
from  tbe  rales  laid  down  by  the  eeaiaiii 
sioners  with  respect  to  mediial  treMMent; 
and  in  tbe  eoatmrttee  tot  wbieh  be  ibMiM 
mote  as  an  wwendiMnt  to  tbe  asMion  of 
tbe  boo.  Member  for  Berfcsliire,an  inqairj' 
wonld  be  gone  into  on  that  sstjeet,  with 
tbe  view  of  se«ing  wbeiber  m  imprare' 
ment  might  not  be  made  m  the  wmkirrg 
of  ihe  Bill  ir»  that  retpeet,  Im  the  rnqairy 
an  opportunity  woald  be  given  to  the 
PooT'la*  Commissioners  nf  statn>g  the 
gronnds  on  whicb  ibey  act«d.  It,  m  (h« 
rcssit  of  tlw  n^j,  latj  annimgBU 
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JjorA   ChwicdtoT  nid,  '<  thkt  tbo  cbief 
pOiDt  ia*ol*«d  in  tbu  Bill,  was,  whethsr 
tb«ir  LordAipuhoald  retsin  tbeit  proper- 
ties or  not.    It  wu  the  opJDion  of  the 
Comniuioners — and  in  that  opinion  be 
cotKsuned— that  if   this  raeainre,  or   a 
iBttaBai*  MBilar  to  it,  were  not  speedily 
adopted,  tb«  property  of   this   country 
would  ibortly  change  hands."    The  Go- 
▼eminent  oi^oa  of  the  preai  made  use 
alao  of  umilar  language—"  We  reauire 
a  diotslorehip  for  a  time."    From  these 
three  sounwe  any  one  might  clearly  come 
to  the  result,  what  kind  of  a  Bill  it  would 
be.      It  was  to  be  inflicted  by  deipotic 
pow^ — it  had  nothing  in  it  indicative  of 
a  kiDdly  feeling  towards  those  who  were  to 
be  its  vtctims,  and  it  appeared  to  have  been 
founded  chiefly  on  the  false  assumption, 
that  unless  it  was  passed,  all  the  property 
of  the  eonntry  would  go  into  other  hands. 
The  Bill,  it  was  said,  was  to  establish  an 
uniform  >ystein  throughout  the  country. 
Had    such    been   the  case,     or  was  it 
likely  to  be  so  T    Let  the  squabbles  which 
had  ao  fiequentW   taken  place  between 
the  parishes  and  the  eommisrioners,  some- 
tinea  oee  gainiBg  a  point,  and  sometimes 
another— let  these  squabbles,  he  said,  and 
their    oo»u«dicloty  issues,    answer    the 
qutation.     Uniformity  of  system,  indeed  I 
Why,  bow  far  did  their  system  extend  7 
In  many  of  the -most  populous  districts, 
and  where,  if  it  had  been  good  for  any- 
thing, it  ought  to  have  been  first  imposed, 
it  bad  not  been  introduced— no  attempt 
had  even  been  ventured  upon  to  introduce 
it.    In  some  populous  districts,  the  Cont' 
roissk>ners  had  been  pelted   and  driven 
away  by  an  indignant  population.       In 
Other  places,  the  guardians,  impelled  by  a 
humane  principle,  bad   set  the   Central 
Board  at  defiance.    In  order  to  constitute 
t  uniform  system,  the  law  itself  ought  to 
be  oniform.     But  they  had  been  told  in 
this  law,   that  the  Commissioners  them- 
selves might  relax  its  stringent  operation ; 
that  was,  in  other  words,  they  might  apply 
it  partially.     Was  that  uniformity  7    The 
troth  waSj  that  what  was  meant  by  this 
nlaistion,  was,  that  the  Commisaioners 
WSTS  to   imposa    it  on    the    timid    and 
weak,  but  to  abstain  where  they  dreaded 


from  the  hopeless  expffiiment,  were  fiuag 
upon  the  wide  world.  Hence  came  the 
enoooragement,  and  all  the  snares 
and  artifices  which  had  been  practised 
with  reg:ard  to  emigration.  It  was  admit- 
ted on  all  hands,  that  there  should  be  no 
compulsory  emigration;  that  was  to  say, 
they  all  agreed  that  no  Act  of  Parliament 
conid  be  passed  to  force  the  people  to 
emigrate.  Why,  then,  did  they  do  by  a 
side  blow,  what  they  confessed  rauai  not 
be  attempted  openly?  It  was  true  the 
people  were  not  carried  off  by  force  i  but 
fraud,  deception,  and  unfounded  repre- 
sentations, constituted  the  eorst  kind  of 
coeriion.  If  their  workhouses  had  been 
endurable  under  the  new  system,  who 
would  have  thought  of  breaking  all  the 
ties  of  kindred,  locality,  and  everything 
else  that  binds  man  to  the  place  of  his 
birth,  and  to  all  its  kindly  associations  ? 
Having  broken  these  ties,  and  he  must 
say,  through  the  injustice  and  severity 
practised  on  them  st  borne  in  their  native 
country,  what  mast  be  their  feelings  to- 
wsrds  that  country  in  foreign  regions  f 
If  they  continued  to  love  It,  so  much  the 
more  unfeeling  must  that  system  have 
been  which  forced  such  hesrts  away. 
That  they  might  feel  the  movements  of 
indignation  and  revenge  for  such  treat- 
ment, and  that  they  might  convey  such 
resentments  to  their  posterity,  was  bnt  too 
probable.  General  Stewart,  in  speaking 
of  the  compalsory  emigration  of  the 
Highlanders,  many  years  ago,  said,  "  I 
have  been  told  by  intelligent  ofiicers  who 
served  in  Canada  during  the  last  war, 
that  they  found  the  Highland  emigrants 
more  fierce  in  their  animosity  againit 
England,  than  even  the  native  Ameri- 
cans." His  remarks  upon  this  subject 
must  be  understood  loexiend  only  to  Poor- 
law  plans  of  emigration,  the  motives  of 
which  had  been  made  obvious.  Now, 
how  stood  the  case  with  our  Poor-law 
Commissioners?  The  victims  of  their 
expatriation  were  really  croshed,  if  he 
might  use  the  expression,  out  of  their  na- 
tive land  by  harsh  treatment.  He  would 
read  passages  from  their  own  report,  from 
which  it  would  appear  that  the  principle 
of  their  success  in  inducing  to  emigrate, 
— ■•  the  poor  having  nothing  at  home  to 
[  to  but  those  vast  prisons— the  union 
khousea.  They  said — '■  In  the  case  of 
real  surplus  of  population  being  found 
xist,  we  have  already  announced  our 
ntion  of  endeavouring  to  profide  for 
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they  coutd,  the  vteet  that  csn  be  earned 
are  not  sacb  bb  will  enable  a  man  to  live 
out  at  qnarters,  and  send  home  enough  to 
sustain  a  wife  and  six  children.  "  Well, 
then,  (says  the  CommisBioner),  let  the 
young  men  go  to  the  railroads ;  they  can 
«arn  there  |Teat  wages!"  So  the  young 
men  are  refased  either  work  or  relier,  or 
assistance  to  emigrate,  and  are  told  to  go 
to  the  railroads.  To  the  railroads  (he;  go; 
they  come  back,  "  What  do  you  want?" 
"  Work,"  "  Work  !  why  I  thought  you 
had  gone  to  get  work  on  the  railroad  V 
"  So  I  did."  "  Well?"  '*  I  could  not 
get  any."  "  I  do  not  believe  a  word  you 
say;  you  are  idle,  so  you  may  starve." 
Such  is  the  kind  or  dialogue  tbat  takes 
place.  Now  let  us  look  to  the  facts.  This 
circumstance,  of  young  men  haviug  gone 
to  the  railroads  for  work,  and  having 
come  back  again,  saying  they  could  get 
none,  having  been  several  times  brought 
to  the  notice  of  the  Petworth  Board  of 
Guardians,  they  sent  their  relieving  officer 
to  Winchester,  for  the  express  purpose  of 
ascertaining  the  real  truth.  He  returned, 
and  reported  that  there  was  no  work  to  be 
had.  The  leading  princt[de  and  practice 
of  the  new  law  seems  to  be,  to  harass  the 
poor  man,  to  make  him  run  about  from 
place  to  place,  from  one  functionary  to 
another  whether  he  wants  medical  aid, 
relief,  or  work,  until  at  last,  utterly  worn 
out,  he  sits  down  in  hopeless  despondency. 
His  infbrmant  next  mentioned  the  case  of 
B  day-labourer's  wife,  the  mother  of  six 
children,  all  under  twelve  years  of  age, 
who  was  suddenly  taken  ill.  Her  husband 
was  obliged  to  leave  his  work,  to  apply  to 
the  relieving  officer  for  medical  assistance 
for  her,  but  was  informed  that  it  could 
not  be  granted.  Why  ?  "  Because  this 
union  gives  relief  to  the  man  only,  not  to 
his  family."  The  man  represented  this 
answer  to  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and, 
strange  at  it  may  appear  in  a  Christian 
country,  the  Board  approved  of  it.  His 
informant,  referring  to  the  report  of  the 
Poor-law  Commissionera,  adverted  to  the 
notorionsfaci,  that  they  brought  forward 
no  evidence  but  that  of  their  dependents 
>— that  they  did  not  mention  the  season, 
or  even  month  of  the  year  at  which  the 
evidence  on  which  they  relied  was  given — 
that  they  made  an  assertion,  which  was 
perhaps  applicable  to  harvest  time,  "  that 
the  poor  are  now  all  employed,"  appli- 
cable to  the  whole  year — and  that  they 
garbled  or  suppressed  the  evidence  they 
VOL.  XXXVI.  {JJK} 
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received,  just  as  suited  their  own  purpose. 
Of  this  his  informant  mentioned  one  in- 
stance, BO  extraordinary,  that  he  could  not 
refrain  from  mentioning  it  to  the  House. 
"  The  clerk  to  the  Petwortb  Union,"  said 
the  rev,  gentleman,  "  wrote  a  letter  to 
the  Commissioners,  stating,  as  might  be 
seen  in  their  report,  that  '  the  people  were 
much  more  orderly,  &c.,  than  they  had 
been  heretofore,  in  the  town  of  Petworth.' 
All  this  was  true,  as  far  as  it  went ;  but 
the  Commissioners  had  moat  dexterously 
availed  themselves  of  the  beginning  of 
that  letter,  thereby  to  prove  that  all  this 
amelioration  had  been  produced  by  the 
operation  of  the  new  law ;  but  they  found 
it  convenient  to  stop  short  at  that  precise 
point  of  the  clerk's  letter,  where  he  went 
on  to  observe,  that  this  state  of  tranquillity 
was  owing  to  the  parish  having  been  re- 
cently placed  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Police  Act,  to  a  regular  system  of  police 
having  been  established,  and  to  the  town 
being  lighted.  The  disorders  which  attack 
the  poor  come  on  suddenly,  are  rapid  in 
their  progress,  and  fttal  in  their  conse- 

S[uenceB,  unless  attended  to  early.  The 
orms  necessary  to  obtain  relief  are  so  te- 
dious, and  BO  difficult,  that  the  patient 
incurs  a  BeriouB  risk  of  dying  before  they 
are  complied  with.  Suppose  a  labourer's 
wife  to  be  attacked  with  inflammation,  and 
her  husband  to  have  to  leave  his  work, 
and  to  run  about  from  one  officer  to  an- 
other, to  get  the  necessary  forms  com- 
pleted, she  may  be  dead  before  those  forms 
are  gone  through,  even  allowing  the  Board 
to  be  softened  at  last,  and  to  give  direc- 
tions for  the  attendance  of  the  surgeon. 
In  fact,  the  sole  object  of  some  people 
seems  to  be,  to  diminish  the  expense,  no 
matter  how;  and  if  the  population  happens 
to  be  diminished  by  the  consequences  of 
the  process,  why,  in  the  minda  of  many 
persons,  it  is  an  additional  recommendation 
to  it.  A  case  occurred  last  week  in  this 
parish.  A  widow  with  a  family  was  taken 
violently  ill  with  the  prevailing  disorder. 
I  was  informed  of  the  fact,  went  to  see 
her,  and  found  her  in  a  very  bad  state. 
The  relieving  officer  I  knew  was  from 
home;  and  though,  under  the  Gilbert  Act, 
I  had  been  visitor  of  the  parish  for  twenty 
years,  yet,  under  the  new  regime,  I  pos- 
sessed no  power.  However,  in  passing 
through  the  town,  I  fortunately  fell  in  with 
the  union  doctor,  to  whom  1  stated  the 
case,  observing,  that  I  bad  no  power  to 
give  an  order  for  his  attendance.  He  kindly 
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tfa*  day,  Uft  all  the  rest  to  chance,  the  sod  of 
their  fondwt  worahip  t  v>  I  neot,  at  much  risk 
to  my  own  health,  and  bapliied  ihg  child,  aad 
oo  IbiMine  priociplalhaTC  buried  (heir  dead; 
but  I  slroogl;  prolwt  agunit  being  called 
upon  10  do  either,  and  maintain  that,  where 
maiie*  are  brought  together  under  this  new 
Ian,  neither  commiaaioners  nor  guardiani  have 
■n;  right  lo  lay  an  additional  burthen  upon  (he 
minister  of  a  parish,  or  to  call  upon  (he  pa- 
riihiortert  to  Snd  burial  room  for  as  many  as 
they  may  be  pleased  to  send  thilber,  to  look 
for  their  lui  earthly  location." 

AoDther  clergymflo  had  furnislied  him 
with  the  Following  case : — 

"  The  union  to  which  my  parish  is  annaxed, 
is  lite  Paulerspury  and  Stoney  Stratford  Union, 
conaiiling  of  fifteen  parishes,  ■  population  of 
about  8,000,  aad  the  guardiani  all  renting 
farmers  and  tradestneDi' 

Mr.  Curlies  again  roie,  observing  that 
the  hoD.  MemlMrfor  Berkshire  was  reading 
a  Drioied  letter. 

Mr.  Walter  said,  that  these  interraptions 
were  really  moat  unhandsome  on  the  part 
of  the  hot).  Member.  Tbe  last  letter 
which  he  read  to  the  Houee  was  frotn  a 
cleigymtn  wellkoowD  to  hint.  As  to  the 
remark  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Suaaet, 
rupacting  the  form  of  faia  doouitienit  and 
eitrecU,  M  cooceived  that  h«  had  a  right 
to  use  tbetD  in  the  form  most  conveDient  to 
himself.  He  should  now,  with  the 
peTmisiion  of  the  House,  proceed  with  the 
letter  :— 

*■  The  board  is  held  now  once  a  fortnight  at 
Stony  Stratford,  the  mtreme  point  of  the  union 
whid)  extends  nearly  nine  miles.  There  was 
only  one  relieving  officer  and  one  medical 
man  till  the  spring  of  1836  (when  another 
surgeon  was  appointed  to  the  union) ;  conse- 
quently many  of  tbe  paupsn  had  lo  send 
eight  miles  for  relief.  In  1830  t  made  seve- 
ral tepreaentations  to  the  Poor-law  Commis- 
sioner* of  repeated  initancea  of  arual  and 
oppresaive  cMtf.  One  man  had  to  send  near 
twenty  milai  befora  he  oould  obtain  any 
Medical  assistants.  No  distinction  is  made 
between  the  honest,  indtisirioiu  labourer,  the 
old  and  infirm  pauper,  the  idle  and  dissolute. 
The  allowaDces  to  the  poor  are  hy  no  means 
equal  to  their  absolute  waou.  One  insiaoiie 
win  suflce  for  all.  An  industrious,  sober,  and 
hard  working  labourer,  with  a  wife  and  three 


miles,  and  the  distance  to  his  house  was  four 
more;  this  ha  did  for  many  weeks.  Another 
man,  of  good  character,  complained  to  me  that 
he  had  no  work,  and  no  adequale  means  of 
supporting  himself  and  family;  I  sent  him  to 
the  board,  and  the  following  conversation  took 
place  between  the  pauper  end  the  chairman,  a 
tenant  of  the  Duke  of  Oralton's  and  a 
parishioner  of  mine  :■—'  What  is  your  name, 
and  what  do  you  want  ?'—'  Work  or  relief.'— 

'  Who  sent  you  here  ?'—'  Mr. .'      '  Why 

did  not  Mr. come  himself,  or  employ  you, 

or  lower  his  tithes?'  This  wise  remark  was 
madeat  a  time  when  there  were  weekly  robberies 
and  fires  in  the  neighbourhood.  1  went  up  to 
London  immediately,  and  named  to  one  of  the 
Central  Board  myself  the  conduct  of  the  chair- 
man ;  he  merely  observed,  '  If  this  be  true, 
it  is  very  bad,'  The  poor  were  living,  from 
1835  to  the  spring  of  183G,  in  a  poor-house 
not  weather  proof,  the  rain  pouring  in  on  the 
wretched  inmates  as  they  lay  in  their  beds  |  no 
means  of  religious  insltvlBtion,  no  elassificalLon, 
or  employment  for  the  paupers.  The  sick 
poor  of  Ashton  and  Hartwell  have  been  grossly 
neglected  by  the  relieving  officer.  A  poor 
sick  pauper  of  Hartwell  (I  speak  oo  the  best 
authority)  died  in  consequence  of  tbe  careless- 
ness of  the  relieving  officer  and  board  of  guardi- 

Atiolher  ciGTgyinaa  wrota  tliua  from 
Stoke  Aih,  in  Bufiblk  :— 

"I  shall  lay  a  simple  ilateaent  «f  aaan 
befbre  you,  which,  occurring  as  It  did  lo  my 
own  parish,  and  verified  as  It  hae  been  npOb 
oath  before  me,  will  serve  to  show  the  cruet, 
tyrannical,  and  merciless  operation  of  that  act 
which  professes  to  have  been  Instituted  for  the 
benefit  of  (he  truly  distressed  poor.  Au  aUe 
bodied  labourer  in  the  parish  of  StOke  Ash,  io 
the  county  of  Suffolk,  having  a  family  of  ten 
children  (two  at  service,  eight  were  living 
at  home  with  their  father  and  mother),  with- 
out employment  and  without  victuals,  applied 
on  Tuesday,  thelSth  of  November  last,  to  the 
board  of  guardians  at  Eye,  to  request  some 
relief,  and  was  refused.  On  Thursday,  the  ITth, 
he  was  compelled  to  leav*  his  wife  and  family 
to  seek  for  Work.  On  Tuesday,  the  23d,  hEs 
wife  infbrmed  the  relievitig  officer  she  was 
going  to  the  board  of  guardians  to  apply  for 
relief,  a*  her  husband  was  gone  from  home 
after  work,  |and  she  had  no  victuals  ;  he  said, 
she  might  return  boiua,  the  guardians  would 
not  relieve  her,  and  she  did  return  home  with- 
out mon^  or  food.  Subjoined  are  a  number 
of  afildavtts  which  show  the  severe  privatioos 
«hich  the  woman  had  fortitude  enougb  to 
mdure  rather  than  be  iomnrsd  with  bei  fatniiy 
n  the  workhouse  during  the  seven  weeks  and 
1  half  her  huaband  was  absent.  Ha  returned 
lome,  it  appears,  on  the  Bth  of  January,  1837, 
laving  been  absent  seven  weeksand  three  days, 
lie  could  only  get  ten  days  and  a  half  work  the 
ime  he  waa  gone ;  of  course  he  brought  no 
noney  home.  His  wife  and  hmily  hwl  Very 
itile  else  to  eat  but  dry  bieid  the  titni  he  was 
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He  ihoiiM  fktigDs  tha  HouM  were  be  to 
detail  half  the  catei  of  cruelty  and  hard- 
ahrp  which  badlately  come  to  hiskoowtedge 
arUiag  out  of  this  Bill.  They  had  had 
petitions  presented  to  them  Trom  thou- 
undi  of  persons,  iacluding  clei^ymen, 
ntgiitralei,  guardians  of  the  poor,  and 
othen,  the  best  judges,  praying  for  ils 
amendment.  He  knew  of  some  guardi< 
ana,  one  the  chairman  of  a  board,  who, 
from  humane  feelings,  were  induced,  with 
ereat  dilEcuUy,  to  retain  their  situations. 
With  respect  to  (he  last  report  of  the  cen- 
tral board,  on  which,  doubtless,  great 
stress  would  be  laid,  he  should  only  say, 
that  be  had  reason  to  believe  that  many 
of  the  stateracDls  would  be  disproved. 
To  a  certain  extent  he  bad  the  means  of 
doing  ao  in  bia  possession.  It  was  a  part 
of  th«ir  duty  to  support  (bat  syitem  which 
supported  them.  It  would  be  very  odd, 
if  twenty-five  commissionen,  receiving 
aalarias  amounting  (o  39,000/.  per  annum, 
could  not  get  up  a  work  laudatory  of  their 
own  exertions.  That,  however,  was  a 
matter  for  the  consideration  of  acommitlea 
with  anreatrained  powers,  which  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  grant.  The  noble  Lord 
might  depend  on  it,  that  he  would  find  it 
very  difficult  to  make  the  public  disbelieve 
that  the  most  powerful,  if  not  the  only 
reason,  for  ihis  refusal,  was  to  screen  the 
Commissioners,  and  prevent  the  exposure 
of  (heir  false  and  exaggerated  atatements. 
Nor  would  ibis  opinion  of  the  public  be  at 
all  uoreasoaable,  when  it  vras  recollected 
how  many  deceptions  had  been  practised 
on  the  subject  of  this  taw.  The  country 
bad  been  told  by  Lord  Althorp  that  out- 
door relief  would  be  extended  by  the 
Bill  rather  than  otherviie,  while  Lord 
Broogbam  went  ao  far  aa  to  say,  that  lie 
doubted  whether  any  one  had  ever  even 
dieaiDt  of  wyieparation  between  husband 
and  wife,  and  parent  and  child.  How  had 
these  promiaes  been  kept}  The  House 
bad  also  been  told  that  the  Chief  Com- 
misaioners  were  to  have  only  1,000/.  a- 
yaar,  wharcM  they  received  double  that 
turn.  Tha  Aisiataut- Com  mission  en  were 
to  ha  «a]y  e^ht  or  ten  io  number,  with 
800^  n-yea[{  ibere  are  now  twenty-two 
Of  tbuB.wiib  1,500/.  a-year.  Ought  not 
di«  «aui4  of  tiieie  coatly  charges  to  be 
esaniMd  into  T  The  Commissioners  bad 
iDonaaai  tlHuc  own  lalariea:  but   bad 

.th«y  iiit4e  «  comaponding  increaae  to 
Iha  fwUfu)  aUowtncQ  of  (be  poor?     At 
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of  a  humble  petitiou  from  a  Bowd  of 
Guardians  to  the  mighty  (TooouMioDers, 
praying  to  be  allowed  to  givo  iha  aged 
poor  an  additional  allowance  of  two 
ounces  of  bread  per  day.  They  had 
already  once  bad  a  refusal.  Thts  was 
the  la.st  thing  he  should  have  expected 
from  a  Ministry  which  was  pledged  to  di- 
minish patronage,  not  to  originate  fresh 
fountains  of  it ;  which  was  bound  to  con- 
fer privileges  on  the  people,  not  to  di- 
minish the  few  and  Tittle  necessaries  of 
the  most  helpless  part  of  them,  and  to 
consign  them  to  strangers.  On  the  sub- 
ject of  improvideot  marriages,  on  which  so 
much  had  been  tfud,  and  which  bad  been 
10  stronrly  deprecated  aa  the  source  of 
evils  in  this  country,  be  hoped  the  House 
would  allow  him  to  read  part  of  a  letter 
from  a  psrsouage  whose  name  must  be 
familiar  to  many  in  that  House ;  be  meant 
the  Scyriaa  friend  and  correspondent  of 
Captain  Basil  Hall,  and  who  had  many 
opportunities  of  obaerving  the  conse- 
quences resulting  from  the  prohibition  of 
any  other  than  what  were  called  pruden- 
tial marriages  among  the  poor.  This 
personage,  a  lady,  too,  of  Scotti^  extrac- 
tion, thus  wrote : — 

"  We  have  no  poor  (that  is,  in  the  province 
of  Styria),  which,  owing  to  the  queilion  in 
England  raspecting  the  Poor-laws,  ii  deserving 
of  being  noticed.  No  mia  ii  allowed  la  marry 
till  he  can  prove  he  is  abls  to  maiotain  a 
wife  sad  children  :  and  this,  with  the  Uw  of 
celibacy  of  the  clergy,  and  the  tecuriii  re- 
quired by  a  pecuniary  depogit  of  the  military 
hefore   ihey   can   marry — almost    an    act    of 

, — are  checks  on 
would  make  tba  liearls  c 
Miss  Msrtineso  bum  in  them  for  admiration. 
The  result  is,  the  entire  demoralisation  of  the 
people.  The  mask  of  religion  helps  nothing. 
At  Ibe  last  grsud  jubilee  in  the  next  parish 
seventy-two  pairs  of  single  women  adorned 
Ibe  procession,  dressed  in  white,  and  covered 
with  garlands  and  Bowers.  In  eight  roonlh* 
foriyJbur  of  (hem  were  in  the  fomily  way. 
Madame  Nature  i*  not  a  political  economist, 
and  she  does  not  let  her  laws  be  outraged 
with  impunity," 

From  every  account  that  he  had  heard, 
he  had  reason  to  infer  that  a  gre»t  in- 
crease of  the  crime  of  infanticide  bad 
taken  place  in  consequence  of  the  New 
Bastardy  Law ;  and  this  reault  waa  fote- 
seen  and  predicted  by  seventy-one  mem- 
bers of  the  other  House.  He  would  con- 
tent himself  with  reading  one  clause  in 
th«  Leiceiter  petiUon  upon  the  subject. 
We  cannot  omit,  alw,  expreisiiig  our  i»- 
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state  of  poverty  would  the  poor  man  nib< 
mrt,  rather  than  go  into  it  ?  With  respect 
to  these  official  reports,  he  had  aheady 
abovD  the  suspicioa  with  which  they 
ought  to  be  received.  Gentlemen  might 
recollect  the  mention,  the  other  night,  by 
the  noble  Lonl,  in  introdocing  his  Irish 
Poor  Bill,  of  a  pariah  called  Cnolesbury. 
He  adduced  that  parish  as  as  example  or 
wamiog,  in  legislating  for  the  poor  of 
Ireland,  as  be  believed  another  noble  Lord 
had  formerly  done  for  the  poor  of  Gog- 
land.     This  parish  also  made   the  most 

promioept   fignre    io    the   report  of   the 

Cororoiraioners.  but  nt^ther  of  the  noble 
Lordfl,  thoagh  they  stated  that  all  the 
farms  in  that  parish  had  gone  out  of  cul- 
tivation under  the  old  system,  added  the 
important  fact,  that  "  alt  the  farms"  con- 
sisted of  only  two  in  number,  of  fifty 
acres  each.  The  whole  parish  contained 
only  110  acres  of  arable  and  meadow 
land.  Bot  his  objection  to  this  law— and 
it  was  a  fbndaroental  objection — was,  its 
total  variance  with  the  principles  of  every 
other  law,  and  with  the  general  maxims 
of  the  constitution.  When  he  looked  at  the 
persons  from  whom  it  had  sprung — his 
Hajesty'spresent  Ministers,  he  was  lost  in 
astonishment.  Was  it  not  their  constant 
boast,  and  did  they  not  celebrate  it  in  ail 
their  toasts  at  political  meetings,  that  the 
people  were  the  source  of  all  power?  and 
now  they  invented  a  law,  and  would  dif- 
fuse it  over  the  whole  realm,  that  they 
and  their  Commissioners  were  the  source 
of  all  power,  and  the  people  ils  victims. 
The  OQConstitutional  extent  of  the  powers 
given  to  the  Central  Board,  was  well  de- 
scribed, and  justly  reprobated,  by  a  Gen- 
tleman well  known  to  many  Members  of 
that  House,  and  of  the  highest  character 
—the  Rev.  Mr.  Cookesley,  who  was  a 
guardian  of  the  Eaton  Union.  In  an 
address  to  the  rate-payers,  he  asked  whe- 
ther they  desired  their  representatives 
(the  guardians)  to  be  mere  servants  : — 

"To  be  a  mere  court  to  register  the  edicts 
of  a  superior  Board  of  paid  Government 
Commisri oners.  I  must  (says  he)  profess  my 
istoaiahmeDl,  that  the  people  of  England 
thould  haTe  sabmitled  to  the  exercise  of  such 

{Qwers  as  these  Comroiasioner*  exercise, 
hey  are  such  powers  as  no  body  of  men, 
NDce  the  days  of  the  Star  Chamber,  have  le- 
gally had  in  England,  snd  such  as  no  body  of 
men  ever  oufthtto  have  had.  Had  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  been  open  Courts,  these  powers 
cotdd  not  have  been  put  in  operation  ;  for 
publig  opiaiOD  would  have  compiled  the 
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by  the  Poor-law  Commissioners. 

He  goes  on— 

"  The  new  Bill  professes  to  be  a  Bill  for  the 
better  provision  for  the  poor;  but  I  have  jet 
to  learo  how  this  better  proTision  can  consist 
with  a  total  violation  of  their  feelinp.  The 
aged  pauper  who  has  spent  his  manhood  in 
labour,  thinks  as  much  of  his  own  arm.«bait 
and  his  own  fireside,  and  he  loves  the  smile  of 
his  kindred  and  his  friends,  as  much  ss  richer 
men  love  their  enjoyments.  I  know  not  bow 
many  hearts  may  be  broken  if  this  system  of 
incarcerating  the  aged  in  workhouses  is  to  be 
carried  into  general  execution.  Your  Board 
of  Guardians  a  few  weeks  since  came  to  the 
resolution  of  letting  the  aged  paupers  out  of 
their  prison  for  a  few  hours  during  the  day. 
But  of  this  they  were  afraid  of  informing  the 
Poor-law  Commissioners,  as  they  must  pro- 
hibit any  snch  infringement  of  their  barbarous 
rules  and  regulations.  Is  it  your  pleasure 
(says  he)  that  your  aged  poor — the  creatures 
who  flee  to  you  for  protection  from  famine — 
who  trust  to  your  benevolence  aad  mercy.— 
should  be  thus  treated  ?  Will  you  submit  to 
these  mandates  of  a  savage  relentless  economy  ? 
The  windows  in  your  workhouses  are  baitt  at 
the  tops  of  the  walls  of  the  rooms.  Whyf 
Lest  the  poor  should  have  the  blessing  of  look- 
ing out  of  them — lest  they  should,  forget  (or  a 
moment  ibat  they  were  in  a  gaol.  Is  this  a 
wanton  deliberate  act  of  cruelty,  or  is  it  a 
benevolent  instance  of 'better  provision  for  the 
poor?'  Some  time  since  the  circumstance  of 
a  person  having  lived  for  some  weeks  upon 
workhouse  diet  was  mentioned  with  pride  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  Would  this  same 
man  had  fattened  on  it  within  the  walls  of  a 
workhouse,  shut  out  from  the  view  of  every- 
thing but  the  wretchedness  of  himself  and 
fellow-sufferers.  I  am  almost  tempted  to  wish 
thai  the  man  who  first  hit  upon  this  infernal 
scheme  of  shutting  out  the  sight  of  onr  common 
earth  from  the  view  of  the  poor  had  been  con- 
demned to  live  in  one  of^  his  own  dungeons 
for  life.  One  topic  more,  and  I  have  done, 
lliere  are  about  ten  idiots  in  our  workhouse. 
If  I  could  fancy  an  aggravation  of  the  miseries 
of  incarcerated  poverty,  intense  and  tre- 
mendous, it  would  be  this  simple  addition  of 
idiotcy.  Upon  their  companions  falls  the  duly 
of  attending  them.  *  '  *  '  In  our  house,  at 
Ibis  present  minute,  if  a  man  is  dying,  his 
wife  cannot  see  him,  if  he  be  an  inmate." 

Thus  while  the  Ministers  had  been  pat- 
ling  the  country  in  commotion  about 
establishing  Municipal  Corporations  in 
Ireland,  which  they  said  were  necessary 
upon  the  principles  of  self-government, 
tbey  had  been  destroying  self-government 
in  every  parish  in  England,  and  coifl>gn> 
ing  the  anything  but  self-government  of 
tbose  paiitbes  ta  Commisuonen  sitting 
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MnpUio  of  its  working  now  that  t  is  a 
IkWi  Th«  CommiMionen  ar«  now  trjring 
to  inlroduca  thii  Act  into  LsncuhirB  and 
Yo)liabiT«,  and  1  tell  tha  noble  Lord  ho 
nay  aa  well  allampt  to  conquer  tha  world, 
U  attempt  to  efleat  that  object.  1 
bava  atieoded  meaiingi  of  the  peoplo  in 
thoM  ceuatiai,  pTepsratorjr  to  reaiit  ibe 
iqtroduction  of  this  Aol,  and  I  will  atate 
to  tha  {louie  the  reaioni  why  I  am  pre* 
pared  to  act  m^  part  io  that  resistance.  My 
own  opinion  is,  that  the  motion  of  the 
lion.  Membar  for  Betltihire  ihould  have 
btaa  ibr  a  total  repeal  of  this  Acl.  The 
noble  Lord  layi,  that  the  Bill  ia  working 
well— it  is  not  working  well ;  but  if  it 
■wara  an,  why  need  there  be  any  dread  of 
that  full  inquiry  which  my  hon.  Friend 
ukad  for?  Why,  if  it  is  working  to  well 
Bl  the  nabia  Lord  aays,  need  he  oppose 
my  hon.  Friend's  motion  for  a  full  inquiry? 
Ill  page  6  of  their  report,  tha  Commissi- 
oners atate  (hat  the  complaints  made  hy 
the  lahouriaK  people  are  not  so  moeh 
against  the  diet  pa  agaiiiat  the  imprison- 
ment and  the  separalton  ofman  from  wife, 
and  parent  from  child  that  they  endure 
in  the  union  workhouses ;  and  I  put  it  to 
eT«ry  Member  of  this  Home,  whether  that 
complaint  is  not  a  jual  one?  And  I  put 
it  to  hia  Majesty's  Attomey-Oaneral  whe- 
ther, according  to  the  law  of  England,  so 
severe  a  puniahment  can  be  Inflicted 
where  there  ia  no  other  crime  than  poverty  ? 
I  ihpuld  like  to  bear  hia  Msjeity  s  Attor- 
Qsy-Ganeral  JHRtify  thii  by  any  law  that 
ia  ncogoised  io  England ;  I  call  upon  him 
to  itate  that  law,  if  it  ii  in  existence  i  and 
I  call  upon  the  House  to  join  ua  in  de- 
manding a  tall  inquiry  into  the  facta.  I 
aaaure  the  House  that  the  approach  of 
tha  Poor-law  Commls&ioneH  has  created 
«UrwM  draad  m  astensiva  diatriola  of 
the  north  ;  I  have  nyaalf  raceived  many 
Mtitiona  for  tbia  House  upon  that  aabjeet, 
both  from  Lancaahira  and  Yorkihire,  and 
a  ramonstranoe  from  tha  town  ofKuddera- 
field,  passed  at  a  meeting  attended  by 
DO^OO  persons.  From  one  township  I 
have  received  a  copy  of  the  reaolutions 
paasad  at  a  meeting,  whieh  I  will  read  to 
tha  Boose.  The  hon.  Member  read  a 
sarlas  of  resolutions,  one  of  which  was  to 
tha  aAet,  that  the  object  of  the  Poor- 
law  Araendmant  Act  was  to  grind  (he 
labouring  people  down  to  the  level  of 
our  unfortunate  brethren  in  Ireland.  An- 
othar  was  for  raising  funds  to  protect 
tiwM  tvlw  HU7  luffer  tnm  any  leibUnee 


thay  may  offer  to  the  CemRiiasioMni. 
Another  was  also  for  the  purpose  of  lai sing 
funds,  in  order  to  carry  on  a  system  qf 
passive  resistance  to  them  after  the  manner 
recommendtd  by  Lord  Fitzwilliam  and 
Lord  Brougham— •opmaty,  "  by  buttQniog 
up  our  breechai-pocked,  and  stopping 
tha  supplies."  The  main  objeet  of  thia 
Act  as  it  is  annoueeed  to  us  by  the  Com- 
missioners themselvesin  their  own  reports, 
is  to  cause  alt  out-door  relief  to  the  able- 
bodied  to  ceaae.  The  able-bodied  pua, 
if  destitute  of  the  means  of  living,  mast 
go  into  a  prison  before  he  can  demand 
assistance.  If  he  peesessea  anyihJBg— 
furniture,  goods  of  any  description— be 
must  sell  that,  before  he  can  claim  aid  aa 
a  destitute  man.  My  hoa.  Friend  baa  put 
it  well  le  the  House  in  the  words  of  Mr. 
Pitt,  "  How  unjust  and  bow  cruel  this 
ia ;"  and  I  call  upon  the  House  to  reeol- 
Icct,  before  it  su&era  this  new  system  to 
proceed,  that  the  labouring  man  has  no 
eontrol  whatever  over  the  price  of  his 
labour,  and  that  tiiis  House  has  eon- 
Btantly  refused,  under  an  affectation  ^f 
principle  to  regitlate  that  price  for  him  in 
Bueh  a  manner  that  he  may  receive  a  due 
reward  for  the  labour  that  he  performs. 
When  I  first  came  into  this  House,  know- 
ing intimately  tha  sufferinga  of  an  im 
mense  body  of  workmen,  tbe  handloem 
weavers,  from  an  insufficiency  of  wages, 
I  attempted  to  procure  for  them  som<e  inter- 
ference from  this  House  which  should  im- 
prove tbelr  condition.  I  orocareda  Oom- 
millee  tobe  appointed,  before  which  I  pro- 
ved that  those  workmen  labouring  from 
morning  until  night  could  earn  for  them- 
selves and  their  fhmilies  not  more  than  the 
piltanee  of  two  pence  halfpenny  per  head 
per  day.  This  House  refVised  to  act  upon  my 
suggestions  to  regulate  the  rate  of  wages 
they  should  receive;  andnow  I  putltto  the 
House  whether,  if  one  of  these  hard  work- 
ing men,  through  sickness  or  accident, 
becomes  incapable  of  labour,  it  is  just  to 
treat  that  man  aa  a  criminal  in  the  mode 
of  giving  him  relief?  Is  it  just  to  make 
this  man  go  into  an  Union  workhouse  and 
pnt  on  a  prison  dress,  and  submit  to  le- 
peration  (ram  his  wife  and  children  before 
you  will  aid  blm  in  his  sufferings?  I 
deny  that  it  is ;  aifd  aa  I  have  found  that 
this  House  is  unwilling  to  do  that  which 
is  to  keep  the  people  from  poverty,  I  will 
resut  this  Act,  which  punishes  them  Ibr 
being  poor.  Now,  Sir,  as  to  the  meana 
which  «re  pat  Id  foic«  to  timet  tUa  Act 
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apon  an  unniUiog  people.  In  page  6  of 
the  Poor-law  ConmiMioaerB'  second  re- 
port, they  state  thoie  meani  in  these 
words: — 

"  ParUal  rioti  have  nccurred  \a  different 
comitiei;  but,  bj  tlie  aid  of  small  parties  of 
the  UetiopolitaD  Police,  (oho,  bj  the  proTi- 
■ions  of  a  moat  uieful  Act  of  the  last  Session, 
can  DOH  be  swom  in  and  paid  as  special  con- 
stables in  anycountj  of  England,)  occasionally 
aided  bj  the  support  of  miliiarjr  force,  these 
diiturbances  have  been  put  down,  without 
aoj  considerable  injury  to  properly." 

So  tfaat  here  is  this  well-worLing  Act 
or  the  noble  Lord,  which  sattsRea  the 
CouDtTy,  and  yet  which  retiuires  this  new 
iDilitftTj  force  to  carry  it  iota  execution. 
I  want  nothing  more.  Sir,  than  this  to 
convince  me  that  the  Act  is  one  which  the 
country  would  never  submit  to  without 
these  unconstitutional  means.  But  be- 
fore  I  proceed  furiher.  Sir,  a  word  as  to 
this  Act,  for  although  I  was  a  Member  of 
Parliament,  and  attended  pretty  con- 
stanlly  to  my  duties  last  Session,  1  was 
not  aware  until  I  read  these  words  in  the 
Pooi-Iaw  Commissioners'  report  thatsuch 
an  Act  was  upon  our  statute  book.  I 
have  inquired  of  several  Members,  who 
all  of  them  told  me  that  they  were  as  ig> 
norant  as  myself — nay,  one  of  them  said, 
he  would  swear  there  was  no  such  Act. 
It  is,  neverthelesa,  an  Act,  and  it  is  one  of 
the  proofs  of  the  mischiefs  of  that  mid- 
night legislation  which  we  carry  on  within 
these  walls.  Consulting  the  votes  of  this 
House,  I  find  that  the  Act  was  brought  in 
after  twelve  o'clock  at  night  by  the  hoD. 
Fox  Maule,  the  Under-Secretary  to  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  Ihe  Home  De- 
partment. The  object  of  the  Act  ia  clear 
enough;  the  Poor-law  Commissioners 
hail  it  as  useful,  and  it  is  doubtless  useful 
to  the  Poor-law  CommissiODers.  We 
have  got.  Sir,  by  stealth,  and  at  mid- 
night, that  rural  'police  which  I  trust  we 
never  could  have  had  by  the  light  of  day. 
Already  I  see  by  the  newspapers  that  this 
London  police  has  been  sent  220  miles 
down  into  the  country  to  quell  the  Cornish 
miners,  who  were  resistiog  the  new  Poor- 
law,  I  do  not  forget.  Sir,  the  words  of 
Sir  James  Scarlett  with  reapect  to  the 
Poor-law,  when  it  was  passiog  through 
this  House.  I  remembei  his  saying  of  the 
Central  Board  of  Commissioners,  that  it 
was  an  tinpertumtn  imperio,  and  ihat  the 
people  of  England  would  be  never  made 
tOBvbmit  toil.     He  little  thought,  per- 


haps, that  the  noble  Lord  would,  bjr  hiB 
Under  Secretary  pass  a  law  tbrough  this 
House  at  midnight  which  should  establish 
an  unconstitutional  force  so  palpably  for 
the  express  purpose  ofcoerciog  the  people 
into  obedience  to  the  dictates  of  this  ina- 
perium  in  imperio.  I  say  unconstitutional, 
because  I  have  the  authority  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  himself  for  calling  it 
so.  1  hold  in  my  hand  an  Estay  on  the 
English  Contlilution,  written  and  put 
forth  to  the  world  by  Lord  John  Russell, 
and  in  describing  the  sort  of  force  that 
would  be  the  destroyer  of  the  English 
Constitution,  he  has  held  up  to  our  eyes 
as  a  warning  the  picture  of  that  very  force 
which  the  Poor-law  Commissioners  do- 
scribe  to  us  as  a  "  uaefu  I"  reality.  But, 
Sir,  these  are  the  words,  and  they  are 
coDiained  in  p.  379  of  his  Lordship's 
book : — 

"  It  is  in  this  point  of  view  that  the  increase 
of  a  standinj;  army  is  really  dangerous,  and 
the  encouragement  of  military  hablls  most  per- 
nicious; and  the  reptile  is  tbe  more  to  be 
guarded  against,  as  it  would  approach  with- 
out the  rattle  which  gives  warning  of  ita  vici- 
nity, and  serves  as  a  preservative  against  its 
poison,  A  standing  army  which  destroyed 
the  freedom  of  England,  would  not  march  by 
beat  of  dmra  to  Westminster  and  dismiss  the 
House  of  Commons;  it  would  not  proscribe 
the  House  of  Peers,  and  deluge  the  streets 
of  London  with  the  blood  of  her  magistrates. 
It  would  appear  in  the  shape  of  the  guardian 
of  order;  it  would  support  the  authority  of  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament ;  it  would  be  hosUle 
to  none  but  mobs  and  public  meetings,  and 
shed  no  blood  but  that  of  labourers  and  jour- 
neymen. It  would  establish  the  despotic 
power,  not  of  a  single  king,  or  a  single  general, 
but  of  a  host  of  corrupt  senatots  and  half  a 
million  of  petty  tyraots.'" 

Now,  what  I  anticipate  is,  that  this 
new  force  will  be  sent  down  to  the  peace- 
ful valley  of  Todmorden,  where  I  have 
all  my  life  lived,  there  to  coerce  me  and 
my  neighbours  into  subjection  to  these 
three  Commissioners;  but  J,  in  my  turn, 
warn  the  noble  Lord  against  making  us 
feel  this  abandonment  of  his  own  principles. 
1  tell  him,  that  it  will  be  resisted,  and 
moreover,  1  don't  shrink  from  telling  bim 
to  his  face,  that  I  myself  will,  if  necessary, 
be  a  leader  in  the  resistance.  If  it  is  come 
to  this  at  last,  that  the  sherifTs  wand  and 
constables  staff  are  no  longer  effective  in 
preserving  the  peace,  and  if  this  new  law 
is  to  be  the  cause  of  that  destruction  of  the 
constitution  which  the  noble  Lord  himself 
has  10  well  described,  rwatance  has  b(- 
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come  oar  duty,  and  I  am  prepared  to 
perfonn  my  part.  Quitting  this,  however, 
and  coming  back  to  the  question  of  whe- 
ther there  should  be  a  full  or  only  a  par- 
tial inquiry,  I  call  on  the  hon.  Members 
for  Bath  and  Liskeard,  who  spoke  so 
much  and  so  ably  the  other  night  upon 
the  necessity  of  allowing  a  system  of  self- 
govemment  to  operate  in  Ireland,  to  aid 
me  and  my  hon.  Friend  in  obtaining  a 
full  inquiry  into  the  operation  of  this  Act, 
which  is  destroying  self- government  in 
England.  I  remind  them  of  the  principles 
they  promulgated  only  a  few  nights  since  ; 
and  in  order  to  show  them  and  the  House 
that  we  are  capable  of  managing  our  own 
affairs,  I  will  show,  by  quoting  the  Poor- 
law  Commissioners'  acts  on  the  one 
hand,  and  our  acts  on  the  other,  that  we 
are  quite  as  capable  as  they,  and  want 
none  of  their  assistance  in  the  manage- 
ment of  our  poor.  I  hold  in  my  hand  s 
statement  put  forth  by  the  guardians 
of  the  Bridge  Union,  in  Kent,  show- 
ing the  receipts  and  expenditure  for 
the  quarter  ending  the  29th  of  Septem- 
ber, 1836.  The  population  of  the  Bridge 
Union  is  10,631),  or  the  l-l,316tb  part  of 
the  whole  population  of  England  and 
Wales;  and  I  find  from  this  statement, 
that  the  total  sum  expended  in  that  quar- 
ter, for  in-door  maintenance,  and  out-door 
relief,  is  610/.  15s.  bid.;  four  times  thi: 
would  be  2,443/.  St.  dd.  for  the  wholi 
year.  Now,  1 ,316  times  this  is  3,2 14,988/., 
the  actual  amount  that  would  be  expended 
for  in-door  maintenance  and  out-door  re- 
lief in  England  and  Wales,  if  every  parish 
were  similarly  managed.  But  then  we 
have  to  add  tne  establishment  charges — 
the  cost  of  the  machinery  of  management ; 
that  item,  according  to  the  same  state- 
ment, amounts  in  tne  Bridge  Union 
the  tame  quarter  to  1,143/.  155.;  four 
times  this  makes  it  4,575/,  for  the  year, 
and  1,316  times  this  is  6,030,700/.  for  the 
whole  of  England  and  Wales,  when  it  shall 
come  under  similar  management  to  that  of 
the  parishes  comprising  the  Union  of 
Bridge.  The  sum  actually  spent  on  the 
poor  in  this  Union  for  one  year,  and 
tended  over  England  and  Wales,  would, 
cording  to  this,  amount  to  3,214,988/.,  and 
the  esublishment  charges  to  6,020,700/. 
making  together  9,235,688/.,  a  larger  sun 
than  ever  has  been  collected  in  the  name 
of  the  poor,  even  when  it  was  customary 
to  pay  county-rates,  and  high  way -rates, 
out  of  the  ium  collected  as  poor-rates,     ' 


will  now  compare  this  eipenditure  wHli 
the  actual  expense  of  the  poor  in  two 
townships,  where  the  poor  are  relieved 
without  having  this  expensive  establish- 
ment. The  township  of  Oldham,  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  represent,  is  one,  and 
the  township  of  Todmorden  and  Wallsden, 
where  I  nas  born,  and  lived  all  my  life,  is 
the  other.  For  this  purpose  I  have  taken  the 
year  ending  March,  1 836,  the  last  year  that 
the  accounts  are  made  up  to.  The  popu- 
Btion  of  the  township  of  Oldham,  accord- 
ng  to  the  census  of  1831,  is  32,381,  or 
]-432d  part  of  the  population  of  England 
'  Wales.  The  sum  disbursed  to  the 
poor  was  2,194/.  This,  multiplied  by  432, 
the  proportion  of  population  which  Old- 
ham bears  to  England  and  Wales,  will  be 
947,808/.;  so  that,  under  the  management 
that  prevails  at  Oldham,  the  expenditure 
for  the  actual  relief  of  the  poor,  if  ex- 
tended over  England  and  Wales,  would  be 
808/.,  while,  if  all  were  conducted  in 
proportion  to  the  expenditure  of  the  Bridge 
Union,  the  expenditure  in  actual  relief  for 
England  and  Wales  would  be  3,214,988/. 
and  the  establishment  or  machinery  to 
bring  it  about  would  cost  6,020,700/., 
making  together  9,235,688/.  Now,  I  will 
compare  this  with  the  expenditure  of  the 
township  of  Todmorden  and  Wallsden, 
where  I  served  the  office  of  overseer  of  the 
poor  in  the  difficult  year  1817.  The  po- 
pulation, according  to  the  census,  is  up- 
wards of  6,000,  or  l-l,233d  part  of  the 
population  of  England  and  Wales.  The 
sum  disbursed  to  the  poor  was,  in  the  year 
ending  March,  1836,  403/.  This  multi- 
plied by  2,333,  the  proportion  of  the 
population  which  my  township  bears  to  aU 
England  and  Wales,  give  940,199/.;  so 
that  England,  managed  in  the  manner 
adopted  at  Todmorden  and  Waltsdea, 
would  pay  in  poor-rate  940,199/.  The 
returns  from  Oldham  and  Todmorden  I 
have  had  from  the  parish  officers.  They 
have  been  audited,  and  passed  by  the  magis- 
trates and  rate-payers;  but  it  isvery  singu- 
lar, that  they  do  not  agree  with  the  returns 
given  by  the  Poor-law  Commissioners  to 
this  House,  printed  on  the  19th  of  August 
last.and  DOW  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members. 
I  beg  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this, 
for,  I  assert,  that  here  is  a  paltering  with 
the  truth  that  demands  inquiry.  In  the 
Commissioners'  return  I  6nd,  under  the 
head  of  "  Expended  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor  in  the  township  of  Oldham,  in  the  year 
eqding25(horMarch,1836,''2,516I.14f.; 
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the  abosea  of  ths  old  PoonUw  aystem ' 
were  agigravated  and  notorious ;  and, 
flnflUy,  it  might  Inquire  whether  it  were 
expedient  to  carry  the  new  law  into  effect 
in  the  north,  in  the  counties  of  West- 
moreland and  Cumherland,  or  in  the  ma- 
nulhctnrin^  districts  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  seconder  of  the  motion, 
belon^d.  He  asked  the  House,  then, 
whether,  when  he  proposed  such  an  in- 
quiry, it  could  be  possibly  stated,  that  he 
bad  it  in  view  to  screen  the  Commis- 
aioners.  The  hon.  Member  who  made  this 
motion,  and  who  accused  the  Commis- 
■ioners  of  wisbiog  to  hide  their  proceed- 
ings—^f  being;  persons  well  paid,  and 
anxious  to  secure  their  salaries — was  him- 
self a  sort  of  representative  of  an  enormous 
union,  and  he  had  endeavoured  to  malee 
out  a  case  against  the  new  law,  which  no 
doubt  they  would  see  admirably  reported 
to-morrow,  with  a  number  of  statements 
of  facts,  statements  of  evidence,  which  he 
must  own  he  very  indistinctly  heard,  and 
which,  if  he  bad  heard,  he  must  also  own 
it  wonld  at  that  moment  have  been  out  of 
hia  power  to  reply  to :  and  he  would  tell 
the  House  why.     Whenever   any  com- 

S taints  had  been  made  either  to  him  (Lord 
ohn  Russell)  or  to  the  Poor-law  Com- 
missioRera,  he  or  they  directed  an  imme- 
diate inqairy  to  be  made,  to  ascertain  the 
correclness  of  the  representations  made  to 
tbem,  and  in  every  instance  it  was  required 
that  the  gnardians  of  the  Union  to  which 
the  complaint  related,  should  return  an 
immediate  answer  to  the  inquiries  made  of 
them.  But  when  the  Poor-law  Commis- 
aioners  saw  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berkshire  was  about  to  bring  forward  a 
proposition  in  the  House,  they  inquired  of 
him  whether  he  had  any  particular  state- 
nenta  of  fact  to  make,  because  if  he  had, 
they  would  be  ready  to  institute  an  in- 
aniry,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  what 
the  statements  were  on  the  other  side. 
The  hOD.  Member  for  Berkshire  declined 
to  give  the  Poor-law  Commissioners  any 
iafbrmation  upon  the  suhjecl.  The  hon. 
Member  said,  it  would  prejudice  his  case 
if  his  statements  were  inquired  into ;  and, 
he  added,  (hat  he  had  no  belief  in  the 
statements  contained  in  the  reports  of  the 
Poor-law  Commiasioners,  and  therefore  he 
was  unwilling  that  any  statement  of  his 
should  be  sifted,  before  he  brought  forward 
his  motion  in  the  House.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  be  satisfied  if  he  did  not 
mak«  an  answer  at  that  moment  to  many . 


of  the  complaiola  which  the  hon.  Henher 
for  Berkshire  had  brought  forward  from 
clergymen  and  gentlemen  living  in  different 
parts  of  the  country,  wiih  many  of  which 
he  was  wholly  unacquainted.  It  waa  for 
this  reason,  that  it  waa  quite  tmpoastble 
that  he  could  be  aware  of  the  statementi 
that  the  hon.  Member  intended  to  make : 
and  also,  from  the  reason  he  had  already 
stated,  quite  impossible  that  the  Poor-law 
Commissionera  could  be  furnished  with 
aey  answer,  or  any  statement,  with  regard 
to  the  facts  the  hon.  Member  might  choosa 
to  bring  forward.  Having  stated  thus 
much,  with  regard  to  the  particulars  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  bad  gone 
into,  he  would  advert  a  little  to  the  general 


whom,  he  feared,  he  must  lead  from  the 
peaceful  valley,  in  which,  like  Rasaelaa, 
he  had  so  long  resided.  He  waa  obliged 
to  Slate  to  the  hon.  Member,  when  he 
brought  him  out  of  that  happy  valley,  that 
there  was,  before  the  Poor-law  Amend- 
ment Act  passed,  a  atate  of  great  poverty, 
misery,  and  crime,  in  many  districts  of  tBe 
country,  owing  to  the  abuse  of  the  old  law, 
and  he  would  read  to  him  some  passagea 
from  a  petition  presented  to  that  House  by  a 
relative  of  his  (Lord  John  Russell's)  who  at 
that  time  was  one  of  the  members  for  the 
county  of  Bedford.  It  was  a  petition  from 
the  magistrates  and  gentry  of  Redbum- 
stoke,  io  the  county  of  Bedford,  complain- 
iog  of  the  operation  of  the  old  Poor-law 
system,  and  stating  at  great  length  the 
evils  that  had  resulted  from  it.  The  poor- 
rale,  they  stated,  had  been  rapidly  in- 
creasing for  the  last  ten  years,  and 
amounted  at  that  time  to  nine  shillings  an 
acre,  whilst  poverty  and  pauperism  were 
daily  becoming  greater  and  more  widely 
spread.  Hence,  evils  of  the  worst  com- 
plexion arose  as  well  to  the  landholden 
as  to  the  paupers ;  heavy  rates  were  im- 
posed upon  the  one — idleness,  insubordi- 
nation, and  crime  increased  with  the  other. 
The  petitioners  concluded  by  observing, 
that  the  system,  if  allowed  to  continue, 
would  affect  the  whole  body  of  agricul- 
tural labourers,  and  produce  a  state  of  uni- 
versal and  inveterate  idleness  wholly  In- 
compatible with  the  due  cultivation  of  the 
soil.  That  was  the  state  of  things  that 
existed  in  ia29,and  it  was  impossible  not 
to  See  that  if  such  a  system  were  allowed 
to  go  on,  those  idlers  who  would  not 
.  labonr  on  farms,  but  were  employed  by 
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da;  on  Ae  roads,  and  at  night  retorted  to 
poaching,  would,  in  the  end,  estabtiah  s 
system  of  terror,  by  nhich  the  overseers 
and  farmers  would  be  prevented  from 
cbeclcing  their  career,  and  thus,  whilst  the 
morals  and  industrious  habits  of  the  la- 
bounog  classes  were  destroyed  on  the  one 
hand,  the  value  of  the  property  of  the 
country  was  impaired  on  the  other.  He 
confined  his  illustralions  at  that  moment 
more  particularly  to  the  county  of  Bed- 
ford, because  it  happened  that  he  was 
better  fkcquainted  with  it  than  anj  other ; 
and  be  had  heard  farmers  in  the  county 
say,  with  regard  to  labourers  out  of 
employment,  "  We  could  very  well  give 
them  employment ;  but  they  are  men 
of  such  bad  habiu  and  character,  that 
if  we  were  to  let  them  into  our  farm- 
yards they  would  be  sure  to  rob  us/ 
This  was  the  state  of  the  agricultural  la- 
bourers in  many  parishes  in  England  prior 
to  the  passing  of  the  Poor-law  Amendment 
Act — a  state  most  unnatural  in  this  coun- 
try, because  the  disposition  of  English  la- 
bourers was  to  work,  and  work  hard,  to 
earn  an  honest  and  independent  liveli- 
hood. It  was  nothing  but  the  vicious  sys- 
tem which  the  hon.  Member  foi  Oldham 
wished  to  restore  that  had  induced  the 
naturally  industrious  labourers  of  England 
to  abandon  ^their  former  course  of  good 
husbandry,  and  to  adopt  the  idle  and  pro- 
fligate habits  which  had  latterly  disgraced 
BO  large  a  portion  of  them.  If  he  wanted 
proofs  of  that  fact,  he  was  abundantly 
supplied  with  them  in  all  the  reports  of  the 
Poor-law  Commissioners,  and  in  all  their 
experience  of  the  last  three  or  four  years 
during  which,  the  Act,  contrary  to  what 
might  hare  been  expected  from  the  diffi- 
culties that  stood  in  the  way,  had  in  many 
parts  of  the  country  been  carried  into  full 
operation.  It  was  found,  indeed,  that  the 
difficulty  of  carrying  the  Act  into  operation 
was  almost  everywhere  much  less  than 
could  have  been  anticipated ;  and  what 
was  the  reason  ?  It  was  this — that  the 
former  system  was  bad  in  itself,  and  wholly 
inconsistent  with  the  industrious  habits  of 
the  people.  Therefore,  the  new  law  being 
more  in  unison  with  the  [natural  bent  of 
the  people  the  adoption  of  it  became  easy, 
tnd  that  which  they  had  been  told  could 
not  be  carried  into  effect  for  many  years, 
nor  without  great  resistance,  had,  ia  many 
parts  of  the  country,  been  carried  into^ufl 
tfiect,  and  with  a  degree  of  resistance  only 
which  hitherto  had  certainly  not  been  very 
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formidable ;  and  be  sincerdy  hoped  that 
the  resistance  which  the  hon.  H«nber  for 
Oldham  threatened  ihem  with  in  his  happy 
valley  would  turn  out  to  be  of  a  no  mora  foe- 
midablc  character  than  that  which  tbej 
had  already  encountered.  With  leapect 
to  the  union  which  comprehended  the  rery 
district  of  which  he  had  just  read  an  ac- 
count, there  was  a  report  of  the  Poo<-Uw 
Commissiouers    not    yet    published,  bnt 

hich  would  soon  be  delivered,  allowing 
the  condition  of  that  district  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  present  year.  He  beg- 
ged to  quote  a  passage  from  it : — 

"Tlie  board  of  guaidiani  ofrhe  AnptbiQ 
union  represent  to  us,  that  a  rednctiaa  id  the 
poor-ratei  has  been  effected  to  the  extent  of 
tbrty-Gve  per  cent ;  and  this  not  Iw  depiiTing 
the  aged  and  infirm  orlielpTcss  widow  of  aov 
comfort,  but  rather,  as  can  readily  be  proved, 
byronrerring  upon  them  many  important  bene- 
fits, and  in  truth  increased  allowaaces  ;  while 
on  the  other  hand  the  faahhual  stnrdy,  able- 
bodied  paupers'  habits  of  idienesi  bare  been 
put  to  the  test  by  the  offer  of  a  wril-regolated 
worlhouse,  where  a  comfortable  maintenaace 
is  provided.'' 

He  was  ready,  as  he  had  already  stated, 

to  submit  to  any  inquiry  on  the  subject,  be 
was  ready  to  appoint  a  Select  Comnittee, 
to  investigate  the  matter ;  but  be  must,  at 
the  same  time,  declare  bis  own  conviction 
that  there  never  was  a  greater  blesung  con- 
ferred upon  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
of  any  country  than  that  change  of  ao 
old  and  abused  system,  which  change, 
reducing  very  considerably  expenses  on 
the  one  hand,  enabled  the  farmen  and 
cultivators  of  the  soil  to  employ  more 
money  iu  productive  labour;  whilst  on  the 
other  it  enabled  the  labourer  to  retsto  to 
his  ancient  habits  of  independent  iodtutrr, 
and  induced  him  to  look  at  present  and  for 
the  future  to  bis  character,  as  the  source 
of  his  profitable  employment  and  well- 
beiog,  and  deterred  him  from  ctHilinntng 
to  be  the  degraded  dependent  on  pari^ 
labour  and  parish  pay.  Although  the 
hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  bad  under- 
taken to  bring  the  sut^ect  of  the  Poor- 
law  Amendment  Act  under  the  consi- 
deration of  the  House,  it  was,  neverthe- 
less, obvious  that  he  had  hardly  paid 
that  attention  to  its  operation,  even  in  his 
own  district,  which  a' Gentleman  incredu- 
lous of  the  well-working  of  the  Bill  ought, 
above  all  others,  to  have  paid.  There  were, 
nevertheless,  instanceaof  gentlemen  whose 
impressions  o~       '    '"  ■    .    .i._  «-■■ 

had  vanishei 


IDS  or  prejudices  against  the  Bill 
■hed  w^en  they  came  to  acquaint 
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tbemselreB  irith  the  mode  in  wbich  it  ope- 
nt«d.  In  the  last  report  of  the  Poor- 
law  ComtDMHonerB  tbere  was  a  particalar 
kwlanM  oT  this.  A  rentleman  named 
Oraot,  who  had  been  of  opinion  that  this 
act  was  of  e  most  oppressive  snd  tyran- 
nical  character,  and  that  under  its  pro- 
visions, the  lick,  ihe  aged,  snd  the  infirm 
would  be  severely  ill-treated,  happened  by 
accident  to  be  elected  a  guardian, and  thus 
to  have  a  full  opportunity  of  seeing  what 
the  operation  of  the  Act  really  was.  Ac- 
cerdingly,  having  been  some  time  in  his 
office  of  guaidisn,  he  wrote  a  very  long 
latter  of  detail  to  the  commissioners, 
stating  that  he  had  carefiilly  watched  the 
operation  of  the  act ;  that  he  was  cou' 
Tinced  of  its  beneficial  efiecti ;  and  that, 
BO  far  from  acting  with  severity  or  hard- 
ship npon  the  aged,  infirm,  or  rich,  it 
placed  them  in  a  situation  infinitely  l)etter 
(ban  any  that  they  had  ever  previously  en- 
joyed. He  did  not  mean  to  say,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  would  have 
been  convinced  in  the  same  m  nner,  but 
it  wouM,  at  all  events,  have  been  quite  as 
becoming  in  him  if,  previous  to  bringing 
forward  a  motion  of  this  description — a 
motion  the  real  object  of  which  was,  re- 
peal  the  new  Poor-law  system — he  had 
attended  with  something  like  interest  or 
care  to  the  working  of  that  new  system  in 
bis  own  neighbourhood.  The  union  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  belonged,  and  of 
which  he  was  one  of  the  guardians,  had 
•eat  R  report  to  the  Board  of  Commis- 
sioners  praising  and  recommeoding  the 
operation  of  the  Act,  and  pointing  out  the 
improvement  it  had  wrought  in  the  charac- 
ter and  condition  of  the  labouring  class. 
But  it  appeared  from  the  minute-book  of 
the  union  that  the  goardiani  had  held 
•avevty-nine  meetings,  of  which  Mr.  Wal- 
ter was  present  only  at  ten.  The  report 
slates,— 

"He  attended  nine  times  between  the  tilth 
and  lixtsenlh  meetings,  while  the  general  ar- 
rangements were  nnderdiscassion;  he  waipre. 
sent  again  at  the  fortj-third  meeting,  but,  with 
that  single  exaeplion,  he  has  kept  away  from 
lbs  board  during  the  whole  period  in  which 
the  real  business  of  the  union  has  been  Inns- 
acted,  namely, — the  relief  of  the  piupera." 

Waa  it  possible  that  a  Gentleman  who  set 
himself  up  as  an  oppiment  to  the  new 
Poor-law  system— who  set  himself  up  as 
Ihe  great  advocate  of  the  poor— coutd  see 
persons  in  his  own  district,  within  a  few 
Epiies  of  his  own   residence,  transacting 
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bnsineiB  relatmg  to  the  poor,  blindly  per- 
luaded  that  they  were  relievingand  doing 
good  to  the  poor — was  it  poisible  that  he 
could  see  them  pursuing  this  mistaken 
course,  and  not  attend  the  meetings — not 
to  declaim  against  the  Act  as  a  vicious 
Act, — not  to  give  himself  the  airs  of  a 
great  legislator,  but  to  interpose  on  the 
part  of  the  poor,  and  to  prevent  their 
being  treated  in  the  manner  the  boo. 
Member  had  described  ?  As  he  had  aU 
ready  stated,  he  could  not,  on  that  occa- 
sion, attempt  to  follow  the  hon.  Hembei: 
through  all  the  various  cases  he  has 
brought  forward.'  He  wonid,  however 
read  a  few  extracts  from  some  of  the  many 
addresses  he  had  received  upon  the  sub- 
ject.— [Here  the  noble  Lord  read  passages 
from  two  reports  made  firom  the  Big- 
gleswade union,  the  Wickham  union,  the 
Ronton  union,  and  several  others,  in 
which  it  was  staled,  that  the  poor-rates 
haij  been  reduced  from  forty  to  fifty  per 
cent.,  whilst  the  moral  and  physical  con^ 
diiion  of  the  poor  was  materially  and 
strikingly  improved.]  He  need  not,  he 
thought,  quote  any  more  extracts  from 
these  addresses.  Indeed,  the  onlv  diffi- 
culty in  the  case,  if  he  felt)  at  all  jus. 
tified  in  detaining  the  House  at  as  great 
length  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire, 
or  ihehon.  Gentlenran  who  seconded  the 
motion,  would  be  to  compress  within  any 
moderate  compass  the  voluminous  mass  of 
evidence  with  which  he  was  furnished, 
from  persons  of  all  classes — personsof  the 
highest  rank  filling  the  situation  of  chair- 
man to  these  unions,  and  persons  of  the 
humblest  rank,  labourers,  aware  of  the 
benefits  they  derived  from  the  opertrtion, 
and  clergymen  acting  officiallv  on  the 
boards  of  many  of  the  unions,  all  tending 
in  the  strongest  manner  to  show  the  great 
advantages  that  had  resulted  from  the 
measure.  Not  pretending  to  go  at  any 
length  into  the  deUils  with  which  he  had 
been  supplied,  he  would  just  state  gene- 
rally, what  appeared  to  have  been  the  de- 
crease in  the  poor-rates  within  the  last 
two  or  three  years.  In  1 834  it  appeared 
that  the  total  amount  expended  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  poor  was  6,300,000/.;  in  1835 
it  was  5,500,000f.;  in  1836  it  was 
4,700,000f.  The  total  expenditure  for 
Ihe  three  years,  therefore,  wasl  6,500,000f. 
Had  Ihe  expenditure  continued  the  same 
'as  in  1834,  the  total  expense  would  have 
been  1 8,900,000/.,  so  that  the  total  saving 
up  to  March,  1836,  would  be  2,400,000/. 
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The  Communaam  wAAtA,  (hat  tlthovgl) 
Ibeanunat  expended  for  tfaa  jekr  ending 
Hareb,  1S37,  could  not  yet  be  ucar* 
uintd,  it  wit,  oerenbeleM,  ccrUiD,  tbat  a 
Amber  diaiiflDtioB  had  Ukea  place.  Od 
comparing;  ibe  espenditnte  of  firty-nine 
vnions  tot  the  ijuarUn  eodiog  Cbristim*, 
1S35,  and  Cbriitmai,  1S3G,  it  wm  raond 
thai  for  the  first  of  tbeie  periods  the  ex- 
Msditwa  amoonted  lo  8S^9f.,  whilic 
for  tbe  Ibii  ;  it  amoiiated  ooly  to 74,058/.; 
•howinr  a  dtmiDDtioD  of  lereDteen  per 
cent.  It  might,  therefore,  not  tiorea*oa> 
ablj  be  expected  that  tbe  expenditure  for 
the  rcltef  of  the  poor  would  not  exceed 
4,000,000/.  for  tbe  year  ending  March, 
1837,  tnatcad  of  6,300,000/.,  iu  amount 
in  1 8d4.  One  remarkable  teat  of  tbe  bene- 
6cial  operation  of  tbe  new  lyitem  had 
been  lately  afforded.  Duriog  the  preva- 
Icuceof  tbe  influenza,  which  uDfortDnately 
bad  occafiooed  ao  many  death*  in  all 
part*  of  the  kingdom,  it  was  gener^ly 
Kntnd  in  the  workbouaea  that  tbe  care 
taken  of  tbe  poor,  and  the  medical  relief 
afibrded  lo  tbem,  had  made  tbe  mortality 
eouiderably  lew  than  oould  have  been 
expected.  Colonri  A'Court  iiated,  with 
mpeot  to  tbe  medioal  relief  given  in 
HuDpebire  and  WUUblra,— 

"Stnee  the  prenlenee  of  the  inflnenu  in 
By  dnthet,  I  have  uied  every  esertloa  per- 
•Mally  to  viiit  the  (everal  ucian*  in  it,  and  I 
bava  alreadr  attended  two-tLirdi  of  the  boardi 
of  Euvdiaiit,  I  am,  therefore,  enabled  from 
auihoritj  to  assure  you,  ihst  in  no  single  in- 
■tance  have  I  beard  of  the  sllghlest  complaint, 
or  neglect,  or  tniufflciencj  of  attendance  on  the 
poor  on  the  part  of  the  medical  gentlemen, 
who,  dtoHgh  worn  down  with  fatigue,  appear 
to  me  to  have  performed  their  arduou*  dutjet 
ill  the  rooit  praisaworthy  and  exemplary  man- 
ner," 

Aa  a  ftirtker  teat  of  the  management  of 
the  poor  in  tbe  workboutei,  tbey  sent  a 
oircular  letter  to  tbe  twelve  nniona  in  Bait 
Kent,  the  workhouaea  of  which  together 
contained  2,300  intnatea,  one  half  being 
and  and  infirm,  tbe  other  half  principally 
children,  inquiring  what  had  been  the 
oionality  from  tin  iofluenia.  The  return 
made  to  that  circular  letter  ihowed  that 
onir  teven  panpen  bad  died  of  that 
malady.  He  mult  gay  a  few  worda  with 
raipect  to  thetraatmeot  in  the  wotkhoutea 
u  faiUTCgarded  the  able-bodied,  Ilieemed 
to  be  imagined  by  tboae  who  complained 
sf  the  operatiOB  of  the  Poor-law  Bill  that 
ibireoagbt  to  be  provided  in  every  work- 
heuaatht  meanabywhlob  every  working 


man  with  hia  wife  and  famBy  mlgbt  be 
supported  with  tbe  aaoe  coaaiort  aa  a  Hsn 
in  lull  employnent.  He  tbovgbt  this 
opioioD  waa  fiirmed  upon  a  talse  uotioa  of 
tbe  nature  of  the  relief  that  eagfat  to  be 
given.  It  was  not  pretended  t^  tbe  antbora 
of  that  Bill  that  when  men  wbo  were  able 
to  work  were  found  in  tbe  wotkbogaea, 
they  were  to  be  treated  in  exactly  the 
•ame  manner  as  they  woald  enjoy  tbem- 
selve*  in  their  own  aeparata  collages  ;  or 
(aa  it  was  auumed^  that  tbey  wera  t«  be 
kept  upon  better  diet,  be  better  abelteicd, 
and  better  clad,  and  enjoy  more  eomforta 
and  more  liberty  than  the  indepeodeaf 
labourer.  This  would  be  holding  foitk  to 
the  iadepeodent  industrious  laboaier  « 
motive  to  be  idle.  It  would  be  saying 
lo  bira— "  If  you  labour  vcu  will  live 
hardly,  and  your  wife  ana  family  wiU 
be-ill  supported  by  your  eamioga  ;  bat 
if  you  choose  lo  be  idle  and  to  come  ioto 
the  work-bouse,  you  shall  there  be  better 
fed,  sheltered,  clothed,  and  prondcd  for.** 
The  inteniiou  of  the  Legislature  in  estobliah- 
ing  the  workhouse  aystem  conld  only  be 
to  say  (o  the  able-bodied  Uboorer,  *'  It 
it  your  duty,  it  is  your  int«reM,  to  aealc  Ibr 
work  if  it  is  to  be  found  ;  and  if  work  is 
not  lo  be  found,  then,  to  far  ae  saving  yoa 
from  detlitulioD,sofar  as  fumishiagyo« 
with  sufficient  food  and  medical  attendance 
goes,  we  will  provide  for  you  ;  but  we  do 
not  pretend  to  make  your  existenoe  iu  the 
same  degree  comfortable  as  the  exiateoeo 
of  an  independent  workman."  I'he  tan- 
deocy  of  the  system  adopted  by  the 
Legislature  was  not,  he  Imagined,  to  have 
a  vaat  number  of  able-bodied  labourers 
kept  idle  in  the  woik-bonses  or  io  tlte 
"  bastilet,"  as  the  bon.  Member  called 
them.  The  object  of  tbe  system  he  coa- 
ceived  to  be  to  make  ell  men  seek  for  work. 
Formerly  it  was  a  great  advantage  lo  the 
poor  man  lo  have  a  wife  and  family, 
because  it  gave  him  ait  addilional  claim  on 
Ihe  pariih  ;  but  now  if  a  man  wished  to 
support  a  wife  and  family,  in  nder  to  do 
so  with  comfort  he  must  seek  for  work 
and  not  go  into  tbe  workhouse.  That, 
in  fact,  had  been  the  reaolt  of  tbe  new 
syiftem  ;  for  in  one  of  the  most  pauperised 
dialHcli  where  the  Poor-law  Commis- 
lionershad  carried  the  law  most  completely 
into  effect,  he  meant  East  Kent,  therctiill 
showe  this  to  be  the  crh.  In  East  Kea 
out  of  160,000  inhabitanta,  fifty.five  bad 
been  the  maximum  of  able-bodied  labour 
era  in  tbe  wOTkhoaiea  at  tbe  ume  time. 
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But  it  vu  uid  that  it  «u  cruel  to  foree 
tis  diubled  end  inGrro  into  the  vork- 
houM.  Tbu,  ha  admitted,  was  a  matter 
into  which  a  committee  might  very  properly 
iiM|uifc :  that  was  to  lay,  they  might  make 
iaquiiy  with  regard  to  the  conduct  which 
the  CommiuioDerB  had  pursued.  He, 
however,  believed  that  if  any  tuch  inquiry 
were  made,  it  would  be  found  that  ihe 
conduct  of  the  Commiuionert  had  been 
eminently  prudent  and  cautious  upon 
thia  poiDL  To  those  who  aaid  that  the 
effect  of  the  new  Uw  bad  been  to  aeud 
all  the  dinUed  and  infirm  into  the  nork- 
hottM  be  had  a  moal  complete  answer  to 
give.  He  could  refer  to  returns  which  bad 
been  received  from  eight<f-eight  unions, 
abowing  that  the  nuniberof  m-door  peupeti 
wat  9,860,  while  the  number  of  out-door 
pKupert  was  £4,417,  in  these  eighty- 
eight  unions  nine-tenths  of  the  disabled 
and  infirm  received  out-door  relief.  This 
was  the  working  of  that  cruel  system 
which  was  represented  as  making  every 
person  who  was  disabled  and  infirm, 
whatever  m^t  be  hia  age,  go  into  the 
werkheiue.  He  was  willing  to  confiMs 
hia  belief  to  be,  that  whea  the  new  system 
should  be  brmghtinto  fall  efibct,  out-door 
rebef  would  be  entirely  abolished,  except 
in  CUM  of  sicknass  and  other  special  cases 
where  it  might  be  proper  and  wise  to 
continKe  that  mode  of  relief.  Out-<]oor 
relief  ooght  not  to  constitate  part  of  a 
pemwitent  and  general  syatem.  But  while 
aDtertaining  thia  opinion  he  still  contended 
that  in  introducing  the  new  syatem  the 
Poor-lew  Commitsioners  bad  not  pro- 
ceaded  imprudenlly,  rashly,  or  with 
harshness,  but  had  with  due  caution  and 
GOBsidCTalioB  endeavoured  to  effect  the 
practtoftl  abolition  of  a  system  which  had 
been  so  iDveterate  in  all  kinds  of  abuse. 
A  question  had  been  raised  with  regard 
to  tbakind  of  relief  afforded  in  the  work- 
house. Upon  this  point  he  had  several 
testimiHiiei  which  ha  wonld  mention  to 
the  Houaa.  In  the  return  from  the  Eastry 
Union  it  was  stated  that  the  amount  of 
annuel  payments  by  the  twenty-sii  parishes 
in  the  union  for  the  year  ending  Christmas 
1836  fat  Illegitimate  ohildren  was  fully 
SOOf ;  whereea  there  was  not  now  a 
single  instance  of  payment  of  illegitimate 
fihildren.  The  amount  of  poor-rates 
cdleeted  in  the  same  twenty-six  parishes, 
fortbe  year  ending  25th  March,  1835  was 
16,SMJ.  Tbe  amount  collected  in  ibe 
tun  Iwenty-lix    parishes    in    tbe    year 
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ending  25th   of  December,    1836,  was 
6,96fi  : 

"  The  poor  in  the  union  workhouse  the 
report  conkinued,  are  amply  provided  for; 
their  diet  is  wholesome,  inbsuntiil,  at  the 
same  time  fully  sufficient.  Thair  cleanliness 
ii  a  matter  of  great  coniideralion  ;  they 
receive  Ihe  utmoit  attention,  when  needing  it, 
from  the  very  able  medics!  Gentleman  who 
superintends  tbe  medical  department.  Their 
clothing  is  suitable  ;  their  moral  and  religious 
improvement  duly  attended  to  ;  and  tbeit 
general  comforts  most  indubitably  exceed  by 
far  what  thej  could  possibly  enjoy  elsewhere. 
The  children  of  both  sexes  are  reared  and 
trained  in  a  manner  far  surpatsing  those  of 
independent  labourers,  generally  being  well 
atiended  to,  having  both  schoolmaster  and 
schoolmistress,  and  are  properly  inatrueled, 
both  morally  and  religiously  so:  thus  imbibing 
habits  tbe  reverse  of  what  would  most  proh>> 
ably  have  possessed  them,  had  they  been  at 
large." 

And  now  with  respect  to  another  point, 
namely,  the  savings  of  the  labourer.  Un. 
der  the  old  system,  it  was  not  tbe  interest 
of  the  labourer  to  save  money.  If  he  did 
so,  he  was  generally  told  that  he  could  not 
receive  relief  from  the  parish.  The  con- 
sequence was,  that  he  spent  hia  money, 
and  then  he  entitled  himself  to  out-door 
relief,  which  out-door  relief  waa  n  greet 
object  of  desire  with  him.  Since  the  pass- 
ing of  the  new  Poor-law  Act,  however,  a 
much  greater  disposition  of  saving  had 
been  manifested  among  the  labonreri. 
He  would  take  tbe  liberty  of  reading  an 
extract  from  a  letter  which  had  been  re-, 
ceived  from  a  gentleman  with  whose  name 
Members  wqre  well  acquainted,  and  whoee 
authority,  he  considered,  was  of  more 
weight  than  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berkshire.  It  waa  from  a  letter  written  by 
the  well-known  Poor-law  reformer,  Mr. 
Whateley,  of  Cookbam.    He  said  :— 

"At  Cookham  they  have  called  for  a  role  of 
Sd.  in  the  pound,  instead  of  one,  as  it  used  to 
be,  at  it.id.;  and  when  the  snow  was  fite 
and  six  feet  deep,  I  contrived  to  walk  to  tbe 
laviDga'  bank  at  Maidenhead  (though  I  was 
more  than  three  hours  in  performing  Ibe  jour- 
ney of  three  miles),  being  tbe  hearer  of  lOl,  1 3t. 
to  deposit  there  against  the  eii||encieB  of  the 
next  winter.    This  sum  was  cootnbmed  by  the 

roorest  of  the  poor,  and  collected  in  pence, 
[ad  it  been  suggested  to  any  One  or  these 
depositors  a  few  years  ago,  that  they  might 
contrire  to  save  a  peony,  the  suggestion  would 
have  been  considered  an  insult ;  now  it  would 
be  equally  insulting  to  suspect  that  their  con. 
(ributlons  could  at  all  inconvenience  theni» 
such  is  the  diaoge  of  feeliag.'* 
2L3 
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adrift.  'fliUB,  matters  were  gone  into  by 
the  board  with  practical  senie  and  pracli. 
cal  judgment.  The  consequence  was, 
that  a  kind  of  local  government  was  es- 
tablished, acting  certainly  under  sucb 
^neral  rales  and  general  directions  as  the 
intelligence  and  experience  of  the  Poor- 
law  Commissioners  had  prescribed,  but 
with  respect  to  details,  acting  according 
to  the  judgment  of  the  magistrates, 
the  country  gentlemen,  the  fanners, 
■nd  the  rate-payers  connected  with  the 
district.  This,  in  his  opinion,  was  a 
good,  a  wholesome,  and  a  rational  aystem. 
This  was  a  mode  of  local  government  by 
which  he  hoped  that  those  abuses  which 
formerly  prevailed  would  never  again 
occur.  For  his  part  be  hoped  he  ahovld 
never  see  the  day  when  this  House  would 
countenance  a  motion  such  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham,  at  the  close  of  his 
speech,  had  hinted  at — a  motion  for  re- 
Maling  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act- 
He  was  ready  to  admit  that  there  were 
qnestioni  into  which  a  Committee  could 
very  properly  inquire.  They  could  inquire 
whether  the  Commissioners  had  acted  to 
tbe  best  of  their  judgment.  In  this  he 
was  inclined  to  agree  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  bad  brought  forward  the  motion. 
With  respect  to  one  thing  of  which  the 
hoQ.  Member  for  Finsbury  spoke  lost 
year,  namely,  with  respect  to  the  mode  of 
medical  tenders,  and  the  pay  for  the  at- 
tendance of  medical  officers,  he  would 
make  one  observation.  The  intention  of 
the  Commissioners  was  (and  it  was  a  very 
right  intention),  that  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians should  not  show  any  favouritism  by 
appointing  particular  persons,  or  by  giving 
larger  salaries  than  were  necessary.  Hei 
therefore,  considered  the  best  way  of  acting 
was,  that  the  boardsshould  determine  that 
tenders  should  be  made  for  medical  at- 
tendance, at  the  same  time  it  should  never 
be  a  rule  that  the  lowest  tender  should  be 
accepted.  It  would,  however,  afford  a 
means  of  forming  a  notion  of  what  tender 
might  be  accepted,  having  regard  to  the 

Jnalification  of  the  person.  But  he  owned 
■at  he  doubted  whether  it  would  not  be 
better  for  the  guardians  to  determine  (if 
upon  inquiry  it  were  practicable)  what 
degree  of  medical  relief  should  be  given, 
and  then  to  appoint  a  person  to  give  that 
amount  of  medical  relief.  This  was  a 
point,  however,  upon  which  the  Poor-law 
Cwqmiisioners  might  be  right,  they  having 
uir«iU^t«d  ibil  subject  from  day  to  day, 


and  from  week  to  week,  witb  unceaaiDg 
industry.  They  were  persons  whose  names 
were  well  known  and  deservedly  respected 
— Mr,  Frankland  Lewis,  Mr.  iJefevre,  and 
Mr.Nicholls;  they  were penons known  for 
their  knowledge,  for  their  intelligence, 
and,  he  must  say,  for  their  humanity.  He, 
therefore,  should  hesitate  very  much  before 
be  thought  that  any  opinion  which  men 
not  so  intelligent,  and  not  so  qualified  for 
the  task,  might  form  on  this  snbject,  was 
superior  or  even  equal  to  tbe  opinion  of 
those  who  had  for  a  long  time  devoted 
their  entire  attention  to  it.  At  the  same 
time  there  were  matters  (as  he  had  before 
said)  fit  for  inquiry  before  the  Committee 
which  he  should  have  the  honour  of  pro- 
posing, and  where  he  hoped  the  rea- 
sons, the  opinions,  and  the  authority 
of  such  men  as  Dr.  Kennedy,  Colonel 
A'Court,  and  others,  would  be  lis- 
tened to  with  every  attention.  He  was 
perfectly  ready,  for  one,  and  he  was  sure 
that  they  were  perfectly  ready  on  their 
parts,  to  have  such  an  inquiry.  His 
conviction  was,  that  the  more  this  system 
was  looked  into,  the  more  it  would  be  con- 
firmed and  strengthened  in  tbe  opinion  of 
the  Parliament  and  of  the  country.  He 
foresaw  that  it  would  be  so  confirmed; 
and  he  should  always  consider  it  a  matter 
of  pride  and  satisfaction  that  he  bad  s 
part  in  proposing  such  a  measure.  Ha 
begged  to  move,  as  an  amendment,  "  that 
a  Select  Committee  tie  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  administration  of  the  relief  of  the 
poor  under  the  orders  and  regulations 
issued  by  the  Commissioners  appointed 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Poor-law 
Amendment  Act." 

Colonel  Wood  said,  that  he  should  cer- 
tainly not  vote  for  this  inquiry  with  the 
intention  to  effect  a  repeat  of  tbe  present 
law.  If  he  might  venture  to  say  it  withont 
giving  offence,  he  would  observe,  in  re- 
ference to  the  speech  of  tbe  hon.  Member 
for  Oldham, "  save  me  from  my  friends," 
for  that  speech  had  done  more  to  damage 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Berk- 
shire than  anything  else.  He  believed 
tbe  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  had  con- 
scientiously uttered  his  opinions.  He 
could  not  think  that  the  words  of  tbe 
amendment  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord 
would  give  so  extensive  a  range  to 
inquiry  as  he  thought  it  ought,  and  enter- 
taining the  same  opinion  as  tbe  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  Berkshire,  and  wishing  to  give  that 
toquiry  aa  free  r  na%^  aa  possible,  he 
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Id  tboM  who  were  to  be  the  recipi«nU  or 
parochial  relief?  K  it  slioutd  turn  out, 
on  aubsaquent  inquiry,  that  while  pro- 
perty had  been  aggrandised  in  value,  and 
a  large  deduction  effected  in  the  amount 
<^  the  poor-rates,  a  corresponding  advan- 
tage bad  accrued  to  the  people  at  large, 
by  reducing  the  income  of  the  poor  thirty- 
three  per  cent.,  which  had  been  taken 
away  from  the  aged  and  infirm,  and  help- 
less for  the  most  part,  then,  he  should 
say,  that  no  one  would  bail  with  more 
satisfaction  the  result  of  lucli 
But  everjF  one  in  the  House  ought  rc'adify 
to  sanction  a  motion  for  that  purpose, 
because  such  was  not  the  opinion  of  those 
who  were  the  best  judges  of  the  measure, 
those  who  had  witnessed  its  operation, 
and  who  were  prepared  to  prove  the  cor- 
rectness of  their  opinion.  He  bad  stated 
that  be  bad  that  day  presented  a  petition 
from  an  important  portion  of  his  conatl- 
tuents— not  important  from  their  nume- 
rical itrength,  but  from  the  influence  of 
their  station,  they  being  the  guardians  of 
the  poor  of  one  of  the  largest  and  most 

Sipolous  parishes  in  the  metropolis— St. 
eorge's,  Soutbwarlc.  They  consisted  of 
eighteen  persons,  who  constituted  the 
Board  or  Guardians  of  that  parish, 
and  who,  as  it  must  be  known  to  every 
gentleman  by  whom  the  public  papers 
were  perused,  had  been  among  the  most 
•trenaous  opposers  to  this  measure,  and 
had  remonstrated  against  the  introduction 
of  the  Act  into  that  parish,  and  still  fur- 
ther against  the  character  of  those  laws 
which  they  were  compelled  to  administer ; 
and^  without  travelling  into  detail,  or  ex- 
posmg  himself  and  those  whose  cause  he 
advocated,  to  teing  charged  with  raising 
a  pitiful  and  senseless  cry  against  this 
measure,  he  would  stale  to  the  House  the 
reasons  of  the  petitioners  for  the  hostility 
they  entertained  towards  it.  The  noble 
Lord  had  taken  an  advantage  which  dis- 
played the  dexterity  of  the  pleader,  ra- 
ther (ban  the  candour  of  the  statesman  ; 
he  bad  assumed  that,  because  the  hon. 
Menber  for  Oldham  had  seconded  the 
motion  for  an  inquiry,  that  therefore,  as  ft 
Deeesiarv  consequence,  he  was  seeking  to 
obtain  IDB  repeal  of  the  Poor-law  Act. 
What  was  that  but  acknowledging  that  a 
free  and  full  inquiry  would  produce  (hat- 
effect  ?  But  was  it  not  a  boait  of  the 
noble  Lord,  that  instead  of  such  a  result, 
it  would  have  the  effect  of  soothing  hos- 
tility, and  ctentiog  a  general  impreuion 
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that  the  lavr  was  for  the  benefit  of  all  ? 
What  consistency,  then,  did  the  noble 
Lord  display  in  offering  any  opposition  to 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Beilc- 
shire?  Because  the  hon.  Member  had 
said,  that  an  inquiry  would  lead  to  the 
disclosure  of  certain  facts,  which  might 
probably  bring  about  a  repeal  of  the  law, 
therefore  the  noble  Lord  bad  assumed  at 
once,  that  the  object  in  view  was  a  repeal 
of  the  law,  and  nothing  less.  He  must 
repeat,  that  such  an  argument  partook 
rather  of  the  dexterity  of  the  pleader, 
than  that  ofthe  candour  ofthe  statesmaq. 
But  the  petition  which  he  had  presented 
from  the  guardians  of  St.  George  i,  Sontb- 
wark,  had  prayed  for  the  object  submitted 
to  the  House— the  appointment  of  a 
Commhtee  to  inquire  into  the  operation 
of  this  measure,  and  the  chief  reason  for 
preferring  such  a  prayer  to  the  House 
was,  their  experience  of  the  bad  effects 
of  its  administration,  When  hon.  Gen* 
tiemcn  said  thev  had  given  this  Bill  their 
sanction,  they  snould  recollect  they  hardly 
knew  what  they  did  sanction,  because  that 
Bill  was  hurried  through  the  House  ith 
singular  and  unaccountable  rapidity,  un 
dergoing  little  or  nodiscussion.  He  ven- 
tured to  repeat,  that  there  never  was  a 
measure  so  sweeping  in  its  object,  and 
affecting  so  many  millions  of  the 
subjects  of  these  realms,  passed  with  so 
much  precipitancy,  and  so  little  discns* 
sion.  But,  be  that  as  it  might,  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  given  that  measure, 
if  they  pleased,  their  most  disinterested 
support,  their  most  deliberate  considera- 
tioo,  with  no  other  anxiety  than  to  better 
the  condition  of  the  poor,  never  contem- 
plated that  the  result  would  be  the  saving 
of  2,000,000;.  in  6,000,000;.,  and 
doubling  the  value  of  their  estates,  never 
suffering  such  pitiful  feelings  to  crosa 
their  miods,  but  being  wholly  influenced 
by  a  desire  to  improve  the  condition  of 
the  poor,  and  labouring  men  could  nov 
with  the  most  perfect  consistence,  if  they 
thought  proper  to  do  so,  discover  abun- 
dant reason  to  suspect  the  accuracy  and 
propriety  of  the  various  rules  and  regu- 
lations which  bad  been  promulgated  from 
the  Board  of  Commissioners,  under  the 
ilhority  of  that  Bill.  It  was  the  first 
time  that  ever  such  enormous  powers  aa 
those  Commissioners  exercised,  were  de- 
puted to  any  three  other  men.  They 
might  merit  even  more  than  the  high 
dignity  which  bad  beeri   conferred   on 
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them,  bat  he  most  ny.  that  Dcitlier  thej, 
noi  any  other  tbree  meo,  oaglit  to  ban 
tbe  power  of  BukiDg  and  sdmiDisteriiig 
laws  a&ctiiii;  all  tlie  propertr,  and  tbe 
mala  portion  of  tbe  popalation  of  tbe 
kiiifdoia.  Hie  conatitDents  had  felt 
thevactve*  placed  ia  a  bamiliatiog  ntna^ 
tioo,  in  conaeqnenee  of  being  called  on  to 
be  the  homble  administrators  of  this  \a.w, 
Jixr  be  it  temembved,  that  thoae  gtmdiaas 
nigbt  be  composed,  fat  eoghc  be  or  any 
one  else  knew,  of  men  wbo  were  vdt- 
cientlj  competent  to  GH  die  oSice  per- 
haps of  chief  CommtasioneT,  or  at  least 
of  those  about  him ;  yet  they  felt  that 
they  had  nothing  to  do  bot  to  follow  those 
directioBs  which  tbe  Poor-hw  Commis- 
iiisiii  III  thoB^t  proper  to  issue,  withowt 
aay  appeal  b>  thar  own  jndgDMat,  or 
optoton  as  to  the  pecn&ari^  of  Ae  cir- 
cwnatanees  of  dte  case  befise  thm.  B«t 
wchwas  ■ottbednign,  nor  was  it  evs 
«v^  MiUnded  to  be  the  des%s.afthe 
■luce  of  ovetaetf ,  umiehvuiieB,  or 
nanfia*  of  the  poor ;  and  it  was  theie- 
tm.  th^  those  BCB  wbo  bad  beea  elected 
to  the  oBee  id  g.aanSaM  by  thek-  ULa«~ 
A  01  taor  compcteacT. 


t  Lnd 
C«M  M  Ik  EChstt  eEtoac  K 
it  Att  Mnsase.  mA  ^wtice  : 
l»  hMK  far  tW  fr»wM«   w^  w^.v-9   fe 
^^ye^rf  int  .fttiawiwint  tnx.  So  c^af 
Ik*  yit^taC  iwkas    w^c^    w-»   'Ttrck 

Mttt 'MWMWncN  w4)h  Ae  leulhcm  j^:m 

<V«MMiaM«(av  Am  Aaebsun,  4tt 
fdiffo'  »Mi  Wbsoteit  Aautuuua,  nan  ht 
«aiw'dwr^  «   Ae    wilt    and    e>ct«»w 
|!Wwi*C-*lip":  •!»£  thoopt  h  liar,  beet 
%iH4.  *^  a  jnw»wc  Mimhe-  nf  ^e<»■^*»> 

i»MS  W^xn^^H.  )>ilM.  ttv^t  •«  V  V  <-.^-^ 
■if  tW  v•^SfWwetn  K  ^K-v-'-  S  N"--  '■ 
V-«,  '^^  !*>«  ■•*»V  ,-\  ■*-- -K^  -^  -v 
^•<«t    fv-w   »..-i    .»,-.-..,    ^    V ^■,     K 

,V^  *s,,    .W,  .V.  T^s^-  V,   -,-s., V--"v 

>.»     -^  s.,,     .«™.,,.    ..   V,   •->-—,-    ^   *■. 


this  Act  aot  oaly  woefce  wel  Ck  [wsptftj 
Mid  its  possesaon,  hst  thst  it  kkdel  a 

tioo  in  Ae  indimtiiuas   poor;  bat  Id  the 


brgean  u^  m 

it  was  scarcely  yuaigJe  ts  hear  HtWftm- 
tiaited.  withoat  betieviac  that  it  bad  baa 
wTvag  fnaa  tbe  poor  by  tim  uatl  aad 
arbi^my  hw.  [-5*.  asi.']  He  aid 
"  yes,'  bwt  other  Gcatlesae*  Mi  ~  an  ;" 
tbe  psooC  bowner.  was  ta  be  fcaad  ■■ 
tbefacts.  He  had  peoesaed  a  pdilisa  a 
few  dars  a^  froM  Kcadal,  agMd  fey 
1.6m  perKMs.  a»I  he  thea  stafLJ  ia 
grre  nae  KasoM  far  apc^s*  ■■  the 
piayv  of  thu  petitiaa.  Oae  tf  ihaae 
was,  that  the  peer  weie  at  lepee- 
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take  up  th«tr  abode  in  those  mansions 
which  had  been  prepared  for  their  comfort 
and  rest.  Was  not  that  a  fit  subject  Tor 
inquiry  T  Did  they  not  feel  themselves 
bound  to  investigate  into  the  effects  of  a 
law  so  unworthy  of  a  Christian  country, 
and  of  any  Government  that  presided  over 
it  ?  But  the  noble  Lord,  in  his  anxiety 
to  tell  them  what  had  been  saved,  had 
committed  an  error.  Allow  him  to  say 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  overstated  the 
mark,  because  the  whole  quota  of  the 
poor-rates  was  but  6,000,000f.,  and  it  had 
Men  reduced  to  something  more  than 
4,000,0001.,  and  the  noble  Lord  had  led 
the  House  to  imagine  that  the  whole 
saving  had  arisen  under  the  administration 
of  the  new  system ;  but  it  was  quite  the 
reverse,  because  it  would  be  found  on 
inquiry  that  very  extensive  savings  had 
been  effected  by  judicious  improvements 
in  parishes  which  belonged  to  no  unions, 
and  in  which  the  new  system  had  not  been 
introduced.  Here,  then,  was  a  funda- 
mental error  which  required  correction. 
The  noble  Lord  had  presumed  that  every 
opponent  of  the  Poor-law  Bill  must  ne- 
cessarily contend  that  there  were  no 
defects  under  the  administration  of  the 
old  law.  That  was  quite  a  mistake; 
there  were  many  defects;  but  they  were 
not  the  offspring  of  the  law  itself,  but  of 
a  system  which  had  become  lax  io  its 
operation  in  the  progress  of  time.  But 
the  evils  of  that  system  were  never  de- 
claimed against  by  those  who  supported 
the  new  one,  so  long  as  evervthing  went 
on  agreeably  to  their  own  feefings  with  a 
kind  of  false  success.  During  the  period 
when  the  returns  laid  on  the  table  of  that 
House  stated  the  Poor-rales  to  be  upwards 
of  8,000,000^.,  whiletheirrents  were  paid, 
and  their  corn  fetched  a  high  price,  and 
they  basked  in  the  sunshine  of  prosperity, 
who  ever  heard  anything  said  about  pro- 
moting the  comforts  of  the  poor  ?  But  as 
soon  as  they  found  by  numerical  experi- 
ence and  financial  testimony  that  some- 
thing must  be  done  to  protect  their  own 
interest — when  they  were  told  by  their 
tenants  that  on  going  over  their  accounts 
they  found  rent  to  be  the  largest  item, 
tithe  to  be  a  great  item,  and  poor-rates  an 
increasing  item,  where  did  they,  the 
country  gentlemen  and  landed  aristocracy 
he  meant,  look  for  relief  7  Nothing  was 
done,  no  committee  of  inquiry  was  called 
for  Is  iavestigate  into  the  state  of  renti  or 
(be  ^iHWWOD  of  tithes— no,  bat  they 
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turned  round  and  found  a  ready  relief  in 
the  arms  of  the  helpless  poor,  and  found 
succour  among  those  who  bad  not  power 
sufficient  to  make  themselves  feared,  and 
had  no  representatives  in  that  House.  It 
was  not  his  wish  to  throw  unjustifiable 
blame  upon  any  set  of  men,  but  he  coold 
not  help  saying  that  all  the  evils  of  the 
present  Bill  which  the  poor  endured  were 
the  result  of  their  conduct  towards  those 
unwilling  and  helpless  victims  of  it.  He 
would  lay  down  as  an  axiom,  as  firm  as 
nature,  and  as  ample  as  heaven,  that  every 
man  that  lives  had  a  right  to  lire  on  the 
soil.  If,  by  their  conventional  arrange* 
ments,  such  a  thing  was  rendered  impac- 
ticable,  but  they  were  reaping  the  advan- 
tage of  it,  they  were  bound  to  indemnify 
the  poor,  and  protect  them  from  every  evil 
entailed  upon  them  by  a  system  to  which 
they  were  not  a  party,  and  which  was  not 
intended  for  the  benefit  of  any  but  those 
who  made  it.  Were  they,  then,  to  be  told 
that  this  provision  of  nature,  which  runs 
throngh  all  the  lines  of  a  bountiful  Crea- 
tor, was  to  be  turned  into  a  spirit  of  per- 
secution, and  that  those  who  happened  to 
he  poor  were  to  be  the  objects  of  punish- 
ment and  degradation — for  punishment 
the  present  system  undoubtedly  was? 
What  were  the  punishments  at  the  present 
moment?  That  delinquents  should  be 
sent  to  prison  for  seven,  fourteen,  or 
twenty-one  days ;  when  the  crime  wa  of 
a  deep  character,  that  they  should  be 

E laced  in  solitude,  and  that  they  should 
a ve  bread  and  water  for  their  provision, 
in  the  hope  that  their  correction  might 
lead  to  their  moral  improvement.  But 
how  did  they  serve  the  poor,  the  aged, 
the  patriarchs  of  the  land  ?  Their  orders, 
for  ne  had  read  them,  declared  that  no 
relief  should  be  administered  out  of  the 
workhouse.  It  was  nothing  to  say,  that 
there  were  relaxations ;  that  arose  only 
from  a  want  of  sufficiency  of  accommo- 
dation. But  the  decrees  had  gone  forth, 
and  as  fast  as  they  could  carry  them  into 
effect,  workhouses  were  to  arise  in  every 
part  of  the  kingdom — workhouses,  prisons 
substantially,  houses  of  correction  were 
not  more  so,  and  the  discipline  was  to  be 
of  the  same  character  aa  that  which  dis- 
tinguished the  penal  code.  Letthe  House 
look  at  some  of  the  provisious  which  this 
fourth  estate  of  the  realm,  the  Poor-law 
Commissioners  had  promulgated,  and 
which  were  bindiog  as  any  statute  which 
bad  receired  the  Hoctioa  of  the  thne 
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eitBtet.  Those  rules  or  Uw»  posilively 
enacted  that  tbere  should  be  do  relief  but 
voder  citcunutances  of  the  exlremeit 
emflrgency ;  that  do  relief  under  such 
circofDstaDCss  should  be  administered  out 
of  the  walla  of  the  prison;  and  ibat  it 
should  be  of  such  a  nature  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  isalcB  it  less  or  of  a  worse 
character,  if  we  were  dispensing  it  to  the 


need  for  such  an  ioquiiT.  Tbey  ail  fcoaw 
how  that  part  of  the  system  had  been  ad— 
minisiereJ  —  with  the  most  baibntous 
and  heartless  severity.  He  only  wished 
that  soma  of  those  bon.  Oentlemott  wboon 
some  accident  had  thrown  into  ifa«c 
House,  and  who  supporied  aach  ■  reooln- 
tion  as  this,  might  be  thrown  for  a  seasoa 
into  one  of  those  buildings,  which  would 


criminal.    The  gallant  colonel  referred  to  '  perhaps  moderate  them  into  decency, 

a  resolotion  which  had  received  tha  sane-  [  render  them  fit  representatives  for  that,  if 

tion  of  (be  noble  Secretary  for  the  Home  i  not  for  any  other  place.  For  his  own  part* 


Department.  It  was  tbere  laid  down,  in 
answer  to  the  application  and  remon- 
strance of  a  Board  of  Guardians,  that  they 
were  to  give  no  relief  within  the  walls  of  a 
workbousct  which  should  have  any  refer- 
tDce  to  the  merit,  the  delinquency,  or 
even  the  vices  of  the  parties.  They  were 
lo  give  to  the  most  vicious  all  that  they 
could  mete  out  to  the  most  meritorious. 
Id  short,  Ihe^  were  coDfoanding  all  the 
great  distiocliODs  of  moral  propriety  and 
vicioui  habits:  and  yet  the  noble  Lord 
presumed  to  contend  that  all  this  was 
popular,  acceptable  to  the  people,  and 
likely  to  establish  a  feeling  of  inda- 
pendence.  The  people  of  this  coualry 
would  deseive  to  bs  called  any- 
Ibiog  but  independent  if  they  should  sub- 
mit tamely  to  such  a  system.  There 
might  be  a  feeling  at  present  of  tacit  ac- 
quiescence arising  from  circumstances  of 
passing  prosperity,  but  when  tbey  had 
tntroducea  the  system  to  act  on  great 
masses,  and  brought  it  into  play  in  all  its 
contemplated  severity,  the  noble  Lord 
would  find  that  not  only  in  the  peaceful 
vala,  but  OD  the  mountaio  top,  and  in  all 
the  roanufacturiDg  districts — in  fact, 
wherever  humanity  had  a  heart  to  bleed, 
lh«  principle  of  such  a  measure  would  be 
universally  repudiated.  Now  was  the  time 
whea  inquiry  should  be  made  in  the  most 
•earcbiog  and  scrutinising  spirit.  He 
hardly  knew  what  the  noble  Lord  meaot 
whan  he  said  that  his  amendment  in- 
vited tha  most  saarchiDg  iDouiry.  The 
atnaDdment  which  he  moved  aod  the 
■pMob  he  uttered  were  certainly  at  vari- 
aocfl  with  aaob  other.  As  he  read  tb« 
worda  of  the  motion,  iltoy  saemed  only  to 
poiat  to  •»  inquiry  Inlu  llie  admlniitra- 
lion  of  tha  funds  by  the  l^uiunisiioueri-' 
that  wai  to  say,  the  rules,  the  ocdars, 
the  laws,  wera  to  be  taken  ai  lii> 
vontrovartibla,  and  the  Innuiry  was  only 
tfi  Htand  ialo  the  mode  and  manner  uf  llie 
dtfUibmioo  «r  lbs  rutidi.    Tliwe  wai  M 


he  believed  if  tha  House  occupied  soreo 
days  and  seven  nights  with  this  diHrasnao, 
they  would  not  bestow  npon  it  aecMiaider- 
ation  at  all  out  of  proportion  to  its  merits 
and  importance.  Upwards  of  2,000,000 
of  their  fellow  subjects  were  deeply  mad 
persooally  interested  in  it ;  it  afiactedtbeir 
feelings,  it  involved  their  inteiesta.  It 
was  due  to  them— it  was  due  to  tbek 
petitions — it  was  due  to  their  prajudieea— 
It  was  due  to  their  ignorance,  if  tbey 
pleased  so  to  call  it,  that  the  amplest  ana 
most  seaiching  inquiry  should  lake  plac«. 
It  was  important  the  House  should  know 
what  the  nobis  L^rd  precisely  meant  Iw 
his  amendment.  He  was  quite  satisfied 
if  the  noble  Lord  admitted  {bat  it  would 
be  competent  to  inquire  into  the  appro- 
priateness of  the  different  resolutions  and 
orders  which  bad  been  made  and  oarried 
into  effect — if  they  were  permitted  lo  bear 
evidence  from  intelligent  guardians  faoir 
the  system  had  worked,  and  how  it  in- 
tluenced  their  own  minds  and  tbosa 
around  them,  the  investigation  would  be 
at  once  honest  and  useful.  Bat,  if  into 
the  Committee  which  the  noble  Lord 
might  norainste,  no  one  should  be  allowed 
to  enter  who  presumed  to  have  any  unbe- 
coming disinclination  to  the  present  lya- 
tero,  however  they  might  be  looked  up  lo 
by  the  people,  and  representing  howso- 
ever large  constituencies  daeply  mtecested 
in  the  qoestion — if  the  Committee  were 
to  be  ft  packed  Committee,  the  terms  of 
the  inquiry  being  restricted,  it  would  only 
be  adding  insult  to  the  injury  the  measure 
had  already  inSJclad.  But  be  was  not  §• 
inclined  to  receive  the  noble  Lord's  speech  i 
he  looked  at  hia  speech  more  than  to  the 
rwlution  itself.  Befoia  eitUng  down  be 
I  *'  ?"';»"■  to  alate,  that  when  the  Poor- 
aw  UiU  wu  uiMler  tha  consideration  of 
«  I  ouse.  although  be  bad  not  givsa 
^^^  luhjeol  that  attention  which  its  im. 

VW«  for  Ui9  ai«u«raj    Mwupwyiagi 
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however,  that  vole  wJlh  tbb  exproision,  u 
iia  reaWD — that  he  auppoKedit  ander  the 
conviction  that  thay  oould  not  maintain 
the  Poor-law  AiDCDdmeiitiJBill  and  the 
Coni  LawBODDJointly.  Ad  why  did  he 
aay  (o!  By  and  by,  when  they  came  to 
UlaDco  the  2,000,000/.  itated  to  bare  been 
■aved  «(  the  nsuU  of  the  nKaaure,  he  wai 
much  incliaed  to  think,  they  would  find 
it  OQ  the  other  aide.  Because,  if  tbey 
once  said  to  an  induBtriouus  man,  youth- 
ful ia  yean,  vigoroui  in  health,  Id  inclt- 
nalioQ  williof  of  all  thiags  to  work,  and 
only  deBiriag  to  be  cooipensated  for  bit 
labour-— if  they  said  to  luch  a  man  wheo 
{m  wai  not  in  a  condition  to  find  employ- 
ment, "  You  can  have  no  relief  but  by 
goiog  to  the  Horkhouae— the  rival  of  the 
county  ^1,  where  you  will  find  the  aame 
diet  ssatgned  to  the  criminal  at  to  your- 
•elf ;  where,  if  you  are  married,  you  muit 
go  with  your  family — and  when  you  get 
there  you  will  not  even  have  the  poor  com- 
fort of  intercourse — wbere,  finding  your- 
selves the  participators  of  the  same  incoo- 
venJences,  you  may  become  reconciled  by 
eonoKHi  sympathy — the  father  to  take  up 
hie  bed  with  the  sturdy  beggar,  the  wife 
torn  from  the  tenderest  ties  and  placed  in 
a  separate  apartment,  and  the  children, 
if  upwards  of  Hven  years  of  age,  the 
forced  inmates  of  another  prisoo-bouw :" 
—if  thay  once  said  this  to  a  man  capable 
ajid  wilfing  to  work,  that  such  must  be 
hia  lot  when  disease  or  absence  of  em- 
ploymant  overtake  him,  had  ha  not  a  right 
to  lay,  "Ifvou  throw  me  back  on  my 
labour,  which  ti  my  property,  at  all  events 
you  have  no  right  to  pau  a  law  which 
shall  diminisb  iu  value  when  converted 
into  produce?"  The  labouring  man  is 
obliged  to «xpead6i.out  of  his  10s.  for  a 
lunp  of  bread,  which  bnt  for  their  laws  he 
would  get  for  3s,  and  6d.  How  hardly, 
tbeo,  did  their  unequal  and  arbitrary  tax- 
ation bear  on  this  class  of  the  people  I  He 
hopad  the  boa.  Member  for  Berkshire 
would  not  be  deterred  from  presaing  his 
iiK|(iin,  of  all  others  the  most  important, 
and  wnicli,  iu  hi*  opinion,  was  intimately 
connected  with  the  Poor-law.  He  did  not 
know,  in  altered  circumitaoces,  what 
trammola  might  be  thrown  around  him, 
but  it  was  hia  duty  to  show  to  the  House 
and  to  the  country,  how,  after  having 
plundered  the  man  of  his  means  of  sup- 
port by  means  of  the  Poor-law,  they 
should  at  the  same  time  rob  him  of  one 

)mU  of  Ui  property.    IsdniU;  wu  m 
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much  property  as  acres.  It  waa  that 
which  gave  permanence,  stability,  and 
increase  to  all  other  property.  Upon  the 
articla  of  tea  alone,  he  saw  from  official 
returns  the  amount  of  duty  was  upwards 
of  4,000,000/.,  and  that  upon  malt  of 
5,000,000/.,  making  9,000,0001.,  mot* 
than  one-third  of  the  interest  of  the  na- 
tional debt,  thrown  on  the  labour  of  the 
working  community.  Now,  could  it  be 
said,  as  of  the  duty  on  tobacco  and  spirits, 
that  those  articles  were  demoralizmg^fbr 
tea  to  women  and  beer  to  men  were  as  in- 
nocent as  essential  articles  of  general  con- 
sumption ?  Of  this  he  was  assured,  that 
ihey  could  not  maintain  the  present  sys- 
tem of  arbitrary  and  unequal  taxation,  tb« 
Poor-law  and  ihe  Corn-law  Billco-esiiting 
at  the  same  time.  He  coald  not  sit  down 
without  thanking  the  House  for  Ihe  exem- 
plary and  hoooureble  attention  which 
throughout  the  discussion  had  been  paid 
to  ihis  subject. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Qoulbumi  However  re- 
luctant at  all  times  to  obtrude  himMU' 
upon  the  attention  of  the  House,  co  Id 
not  content  himself  with  giving  a  silent 
vote  upon  this  question.  It  appeared  to 
him  a  subject  of  very  vital  ipporiance,  in 
which  the  feelings  of  all  daises  of  the 
community,  and  he  could  speak  particu- 
larly wilh  regard  to  his  own  coastitnents, 
were  deeply  interested.  He  had  the 
honour  of  presenting  a  petition  that  night, 
signed  by  2,600,  comprising  almost  all 
the  respectability  of  the  town,  which  lie 
represented,  coinciding  with  him  in  poli- 
tics; and  the  hon.  Mamber  for  Surrey 
(Major  Beuuclerk)  a  few  nights  since  had 
presented  another  petition  from  that  town, 
subscribed  by  a  large  number  of  those 
who  differed  from  him  in  political  opi- 
nions; and  be  was  sure  he  was  speaking 
tbeir  sentiments,  in  common  with  very 
many  persons  in  this  country,  when  he 
said  there  were  many  parts  of  this  subject 
with  respect  to  which  there  ought  to  be  a 
full,  fair,  and  most  searching  inquiry.  It 
struck  him  as  a  remarkable  fact,  tiial 
whereas  the  amendment  of  the  nobla  Lord 
fell  far  short  of  his  speech,  undoubtedly 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oldbam  and  tha 
hon.  Member  for  Sonthwark  greatly  went 
beyond  the  purport  of  the  motbn  ef  the 
hon.  Member  for  Berkshire,  of  which  thay 
were  the  supporten.  It  seemed  to  bin 
that  it  would  be  very  advist^ile  if  soma 
middle  course  could  possibly  be  devised. 
Ai  be  undentoed  tbe  tenns  of  tlie  aobH 


.(.owmomfi 


I  MHwiyla   of   JOf    pvt  of  ttae 
MMnwr;  Mid  that 


■Umui  m  wtiMth   bo,  Ibr  aog,   eamid   aa 


■Mnn  nl*  iba  pnanpto  of  Fttia  iihimwiii' 
Ik  liiiMl  Kt  hau'  bow  It  Ivire  np«m  the 
imA,  ihfl  inrtna.  u(t  pkTTiirnlwty  tiia  itck. 
MM  *Mh«iil  rn  inftnira  mtn  die  wiritinf 
«#  >bnm  nlsoan,  nmunoniv  uHed  Uir 
tuMiwil*  r.lnnHi*,  w<th  mpwl  to  which 
iIm  omWh  Un(  liad  mi  fUled   an^'nimf; 


Umrhv  «:nf  iiUif  IkMt  Id  Bork.  al 
■—■ «  Ml  I*  W  i4i*  M  th«  npcHC  if 
MiMw:  k«c  M  4d  Ml  Uiv»  iktf  iw  ip- 
fMMrf  MfMilj  ar  M  all  of  th«f  pun  nf  lU 
rfOi  wW.h  placed  th«  ai^cii.  tbc  m&tm, 
mA,  abM*  til.  ik«  itek.  m  Cmiamij  m 

*>thM|ir4  W  MaAcat  tnatant  aiMc 
dM  hWk  LomI  Mid.  W  did  Mt  we  adf  * 
^  «IM  cmU  Ml  ■wntuB  biMKlf  iboaU 


[  hn>r  iNdKal  mt— data  tba«  ha 
teP*  M  hoMb      Bat  with  2T«M  4». 
^  ha  wuwaiad  ■>  thmk  tJtat  a  mn 
1  by  poavTti,  aohuat  any  fiialt  it 
-  "  '  -   flwii,  and  wbKi  sickoos 
ailwl  bin.  WW  cntilkd  to 
[  MHiieal  awMwaa  that  oold  be 
Tli»  rala.   hgwa»ii,  w^  pi*- 
r«««aa  airiBt  U>*  piwat  •^wtcai. 
a  yatitnM  wttwb  ba  pmaalari  «  waa 
<  that  tfaa  vSm  baiaf  Gused  mt  ts 
«a  atwaat   biiUtf.  oaa  ef  two  thiags  tn- 
vimW?  baMnad.  akhaf  it  waa  p<«  *o 

*H«lv*d  aa  waa  iafcriar  pmm  tW  care 
«r  tba  jpoot.  er  •  <^a(  piactiboMr  «- 
•luml  M.  «tM>  ftaqitntty  laatwl  Ut  po- 
AwtM  M  tk*  axf«M«  af  tW  poor.  la 
IWI  HMt  of  thM^s.  ka  aakad,  w«ra  ib«j 
to  U  H  KWiT  to  iaqwra  i«h>  iba  mw- 
ei|4M  of  Iha  Bill,  or  wan  ^  pruiciDlea 
U  kUtTMis  to  ba  up^M.  aad  want  iWv  , 
•*)y  to  W  allowtd  to  ta(}uu*  iato  tbo ' 
Mottc*)  ftdmiuiatKlioo  of  tba  law  by  the  ! 
Conouuioaan  t  If  tKat  wtuall  lbe>  hitO  i 
to  do,  ka  uw  &o  awwaiity  wbalavtx  K>i  (ku  | 
•n^wy.  Ha  kutw  (ba  Ouwiumu^x^k  X'i 
H  |«atWMtt  »f  lh9  ^twMt  bMk>^W(  «tt>Ji  t 


ahieh  it  praaaadcd.  ^at  b 
ippilad  .n  ail  >3Mb  '  Se 
if  cbeboM.  % 
ihire,  -l'*T°c"  be  did 
fnhaETiba  to   ^1   die 

antiBB  w 
faelnry  imiinrf  amtf  3e  : 
whereaa,  io«UHng  it  tbe  «(wdB< 
Lortt'i  inatum  radie 
iDveaCi^^OB  nn^Z  be 
moK  unportanT  [***m''*- 
Mr.  ifaawbad  bw> 
aftar  dm  ban.  Stenbar  fiir 


likclj  to  load  dke  H«aa  Sub.  die  a 
Mbn  dwia.  If  die  hoB^  Xoafar 
fictia^  tioM  woaJtt  biin^  jmJih.  dta  E 
dM  tubjecu  ciihar  of  cbe  "jr—  M"*!  a 
CfxaJann  aa  lbs  n^aati;  of  dte  a 
or  U'  the  aMCMMl  ■« 


i«a»si^ 
part  tbe  praaaict;  af  wiitaiaa  dw  «Ma 
of  ibcaa  nwniiwa  Ba£  ifac  n^v^aa 
Thkb  Tkr  bna  Mfkii  ^nfiMiii  ^mim 
iseaaa^vaa,  ikat  iha  aav  ^ac-bv  k^ 
tkanBaaStet  -  *- — -j-  -^i  afaiHj 
af  tba  rommaj  wbicbCimliMi  aari  ^ 
efjaal  taKXtioa  bad.  It  jgpmtd  to  biM 
chat  Mcii  waa  n  BO  ica^Kt  ibc  chc.  mA 
thai  the  ev^brts  wkicb  tba  baa.  Skabv 
had  aacd  m  daiigaabag  tba  HMcaie — 
epithets  wkiek  it  had  baaa  m^k  kctkf  W 

Ike  ml  Miita  of  tbe  ck^  Ha  (Mr. 
Hme)  bad  «aUA  far  tbat  Mm  becuM 
ka  iaaad  ibat  tba  poonr  dMMS  of  ibc 
coMaiiiij  ifaML  vbo  b*nl  bj  tban  ia- 
oftbeabaacs 


wbicb  bad  — ttH  -■ilrr  tba  fi 
iDg,iapidl7  vakiae  iatbe  KakoraocietT. 
Tka  ^atoai  a(  MdbtiM«ate  ndief  lud 
wofkad  graat  avA.  He  ibaagkt  tbe  bon. 
G«atlentae  a^  W  kaa.  FoBad  bad  oot 
<b>M  &irly  m  qwMi^  (be  acts  of  cmelty 
ekat  bad  takea  j^at.  It  «">  notOTioua 
tbai  acti  of  ctadij  ia  ibe  admiaistratjoa 
<^  tite  PaaaJaas  faafae  thb  measaie 
pasaed  magbt  bate  been  Bdeded  frooi 
ev«ry  weak  ia  ibe  year.  He  lepeUcd, 
ibeu,  (baC  ft  was  not  fui  to  adect 
ewla  aow  «  enAcaca  of  ibe  bad  moA- 
u»(  of  the  Act  ^Am  befto  it  pMa«d 
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e*iis  existed,  and  to  a  much  greater  ex- 
tent The  question  wax,  nhetber  the 
principles  of  the  iDeasuTe  were  cor- 
lect,  and  whether  they  had  been  pro- 
perly carried  out  by  the  CommiHionen. 
The  powers  they  had  vested  in  the  Com- 
minioners  were  undoubtedly  of  an  extra- 
ordinary  character,  bat  the  evils  to  be 
remedied  were  equallyex  tensive  and  alarm- 
ing ;  and  they  were  now  in  a  condition  to 
inquire  into  the  manner  in  which  they  had 
exercised  Ihem.  If  he  thought  the  inquiry 
was  to  be  limited  iu  any  way,  so  as  not  to 
indude  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  the 
application  01  that  principle,  he,  for 
would  not  support  it.  He  was  for 
the  fullest  and  most  comnlete  inquiry. 
[Major  Seaucltrk .-  Then,  wny  support  an 
amendment?]  He  should  support  the 
amendment  of  the  noble  Lord,  because  the 
original  motion  was  moved  and  seconded 
by  Gentlemen  who  declared  themselves 
hostile  to  the  Bill.  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Metnber  for  Berkshire,  had  done  every- 
thing in  his  power,  for  the  last  three  years, 
to  damagethe  Bill,  and  resist  its  operation, 
He  had  declared  himself  hostile  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  again  end  agai 
a  Committee  of  which  he  had  the  manage- 
ment,'they  could  not  expect  a  fair  inquiry 
into  the  principle  or  working  of  the  Bill ; 
everything  would  be  done  to  overturn  it  at 
once.  His  seconder,  too  (the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham),  had  opposed  the  Bill 
origmally;  he  was  one  of  the  twenty  who 
voted  against  it.  He  believed  the  hon, 
Member  was  strictly  honest  in  his  views ; 
but  when  he  stated,  that  he  had  advised 
the  Act  should  be  resisted,  that  he  had 
called  upon  those  over  whom  he  had  any 
influence  to  use  force  against  force,  and 
not  to  carry  its  provisions  into  effect ;  and 
that,  happen  what  would,  they  should  never 
be  intrCHluced  into  his  happy  valley,  was  it 
possible  for  those  who  approved  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  to  consent  to  go  into  a 
Committee,  leaving  the  direction  of  it  ir 
the  hands  of  such  uncompromising  oppo- 
oents  of  the  Bill  in  every  shape  and  form ' 
But  he  understood  the  noble  Lord  U 
pledge  himself,  by  his  speech,  to  admit 
enry  inquiry  that  should  not  go  to  repeal 
the  Bill,  His  hon.  Frieud  complained, 
that  destitDtion  had  been  laid  down  as  the 

Ginciple  on  which  relief  should  be  given, 
e  always  understood  that  it  was  the 
principle  of  the  43rd  of  Elizabeth,  which 
was  acted  on  at  the  present  day ;  and  was 
it  possible  that  hU  boo.  Friend  could  attack 
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a  pinciple  so  well  founded?  His  hon. 
Friend  said  he  had  presented  a  respectable 
petition,  complaining  of  the  operation  of 
the  Act,  from  the  vestry  of  St.  George's, 
Southwark,  He  recollected  only  last  year 
this  same  vestry  finding  fault  with  the 
Commissioners  for  having  enforced  certain 
regulations  they  had  passed  respecting  the 
sale  of  bread.  What  was  their  complaint 
against  the  Bill  T  They  complained  not  of 
the  quantity  of  the  bread,  nor  of  the 
quality,  but  they  were  dissatisfied  because 
it  was  supplied  by  contract.  Bread  was 
furnished  by  contract  at  a  cheaper  rate, 
and  equally  good  in  quality.  Fivepence 
per  quartern  was,  he  believed,  the  contract 
price ;  but  the  bakers  of  the  parish  used  to 
obtain  Id.  for  it.  If  this  single  act  was  an 
evidence  of  their  general  proceedings,  their 
petition  was  worthy  of  very  little  attention. 
He  said  very  little,  because  all  petitions 
were  worthy  some ;  but  the  weight  of 
petitions  and  the  weight  of  evidence  on  the 
other  side  was  worthy  of,  at  least,  an  equal 
degree  of  considera^on.  He  did  not  deny 
that  there  might  be  great  improveraenU 
suggested  in  the  present  system  by  the 
proposed  inquiry,  but  that  inquiry  ought 
to  be  conducted  with  a  view  not  to  over- 
throw, but  to  amend  ;  not  to  destroy,  but 
to  improve.  His  hon.  Friend  said,  that 
two  millions  of  persons  formerly  received 
out-of-door  relief,  and  he  (Mr.  Huma) 
believed  that  the  gin-shop  and  the  beer- 
shop  used  to  obtain  the  larger  portion  of 
the  funds  so  disposed,  instead  of  the  poor 
families  that  ought  to  have  received  it. 
The  Act  deprived  the  gin-shops  not  only 
of  the  tax  which  the  poorer  rate-payers 
paid,  but  put  an  eETectual  stop  to  tiie  ac- 
companying idleness  and  dissipation.  If 
the  testimony  could  be  believed  which  was 
afforded  by  the  different  unions  in  favour 
of  the  Bill,  it  appeared  that  instead  of  the 
reduction  whicli  had  taken  place  in  the 
pecuniary  allowances  having  been  attended 
with  that  general  distress  which  was  at- 
tributed to  it,  a  very  great  improvement 
had  taken  place,  botii  in  the  physical  and 
moral  condition  of  the  poor.  He  thou^t 
that  bis  hon.  Friend  had  not  acted  with 
candour  in  designating  the  Act  as  an  Act 
which  groun  the  poor  man.  He  believed 
it  as  much  calculated  to  benefit  the  poor 
man  as  the  rich;  he  believed  that  it  would 
improve  the  moral  condition  of  the  poor, 
and  encourage  industrious  habits;  and  he 

I  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  did  not  mean  lo 
abolish  the  distinction  which  oaght  alnayi 
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without  pctt  (offiKJi^  to  iodivldtuli  {   boc 

he  bad  muUaioed  at  the  ume  time,  th»t 

the  Coa!iiiiiuion«rtu)dibep«krdUi»Bmt 

be  left  to  the  eserciM  of  the  diicieticm 

ith  which  thef  were  vested,  ia  order  to 

make  that  hardibip  ai  light  aa  poaNbte. 

The  hoD.  GeoUemaa  who  aefiooded   the 

otion,  had   aiked  hiro,  how  h«  c€Kild 

pporl  the  hoD.  Membera  foi  Batb  and 

Liakeard  in  their  opioion  of  the  advantages 

of  local  adroiniitratba,  wbilehe  aaoctioaMl 

this  measure  ?    Now,  he  contended  that 

the  Act  eilabliahed  a  ijtem  of  local  aid- 

tnlDistration,  and  the  oolj  drawback  ia  it 

wai,  that  the  accumulative  votea  given  to 

tha    rate-payers    rendered   its  operation 

UDcertaia.     He  admitted  the  eiiateoee  of 

qffido  guardians   to  bo  an   «*■!;    be 

believed  they,  in  some  cases,  oat*Dumbend 

the  regular  guardians ;  and  it  wonU  bo  a 

question  for  the  considaratioa  oC  the  Com. 

mittee,  how  far  the  power  veelcd  with  then 

had  interfered  with  the  due  exerciee  of 

thoae  which  were  lodged  in  the  Commia- 

sionera  and  guardians.    The  Mhnioittn- 

tion  by  guardians,  appointed  by  the  ntfr- 

payer  to  protect  his  inteteat,  waaeaaeO' 

tially  loc^;  and  as  to  eeatnlintioB,  be* 

looked  upon  it  as  a  mod*  of  auperiotrad- 

enoe  neceasary  to  iusura  nniforaiiiy  m  tiie 

operation  of  the  syilem.     He  had  smb 

men  islrnsted  with  the  administratJon  of 

the  rates  in  country  pariibes,  afntd  to  iw- 

fuse  demands  which  were  made,  In  coni»> 

quenco  of  the  outcry  which  wat  ruaed, 

and  every  person  who  wished  htmeetlv  to 

dischii^e  hit  duty  in  the  apfdiution  of  the 

rates,  must  be  pleased  to  be  controlled  in 

the  eiercise  of  it,  in  order  to  be  enabled 

to  carry  into  effect  the  intentions  of  the 

Act  Itself.    In  this  retpeot,  the  Act  bad 

succeeded  better  than  he  could  have  con* 

ceived  possible.      He  wts  satisfied  tfasy 

would  effect  an  improveaoent  iatiiaeOB- 

ditioD  of  the  working  ciaseest  in  their  moral 

chsracler  and  in  their  happiness,  iriiich  no 

man  would  have  anticipftted  four  yean 

ago,  and  that  those  who  paid  rates,  as  welt 

as  those  who   received  them,  wonid  ha 

benefitted.    Under  these  circumstances  he 

should  give  his  cordial  support  to  the 

amendment  of  the  noble  Lord,  believii^ 

that  they  should  thereby  secure  the  ftilkft 

and  fairest  inquiry. 

Debate  adjourned. 


to  be  pRwrred  hvtmtn  indnitry  and 
idlenees.  He  believed  the  Act  had  worked 
nuMt  beiwficially  for  the  great  majority  of 
tboM  who  received  rolief.  Wen  ihey  not 
boood  to  protect  those  who  occupied  a 
station  in  society  just  above  Ihat  of  the 
poor  man,  from  paying  money  foe  the  sup- 

Cof  the  dissolute  and  the  idle  7  In  the 
r-law  Adminiitntion  Act,  this  principle 
was  decidedly  laid  down — the  principle 
that  destitution,  he  should  rather  say  want, 
alone  oogbt  to  entitle  to  relief.  He  com- 
plained, therefore,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
had  not  taken  that  view  of  the  subjeciwhich 
he  ought  tohave  done,  andhadpatthecaae 
in  an  unfair  light.  If  he  recollected  right, 
the  discnsaion  which  this  measure  received 
bad  been  most  bitterly  pounced  upon  by 
oertftin  pnblicjournaU ;  the  alarm  had  been 
souodea  by  Th*  Times  a  month  before  the 
Bill  passed  into  a  law  ;  and  it  had  con- 
tinued, day  by  day,  attempting  to  terrify 
the  people  into  opposing  it.  He  was 
surpnsea  that  a  man  of  his  hoo.  Friend's 
diaocrnment  could  be  misled  by  its 
alarmist  cry.  He  considered  the  passing 
»f  the  Act  as  a  great  triumph  over  the 
tttempta  which  the  journals  nuuie  to  render 
it  an  object  of  hatred  and  loathing  to  tha 
pnblio.  Those  jonmals  hod  attempted  to 
Write  down  the  measure;  they  had  pro- 
^lesied  they  would  be  able  to  write  it 
down :  and  up  to  this  moment  they  bad 
carried  on  their  rancorous  opposition  to  it, 
retailiog  every  story  that  could  injure  it, 
however  improbable,  and  no  doubt  mvent- 
inp  some.  He  bad  himself  seen  stories, 
which  bad  been  contradicted  from  au- 
thority, repeated  again  and  again.  He 
had  no  doubt  that,  on  examining  tha 
volume  which  the  bon,  mover  had  read  to 
the  House  that  evening,  if  name,  time,  and 
[rface  were  given,  it  would  be  found  to 
consist  of  the  rakingt  of  The  Timu  for  the 
last  twelvemonth.  If  the  Commissioners 
had  not  properly  exercised  the  powers 
intrusted  to  ihem  by  the  Act,  the  Com- 
mittee proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  would 
point  out  in  what  respects  they  had  failed 
to  do  BO,  and  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  correct  their  errors.  Ngtwilh* 
Btanding  all  the  opposition  to  the  Act  in 
particular  quarlen,  he  was  happy  to  say 
that  it  was  generally  popular  in  the  coun- 
try. He  would  be  the  last  to  treat  the 
aick.  or  the  aged  with  severity,  and  when 
the  Bill  was  passing  through  that  HousCt 
be  had  said  thatacliangeorsuch  immense 
imjMilaiMe  could  not  be  oarricd  into  effect 
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froia  Uoylovghk  Ai^hflut*  Graage.  ud  Grou,  for  th« 
AboUtlaaaf  TithM(IidBd)i  md  tbr  Hunldiiil  Corpo- 
intaa  CInkBd)  BUU-Br  Lonb  KiMtoir  ud  II 
nxLM,  ftom  MtcflfdlfU  ud  Skw  «a  tb*  Wold.  TJnion. 
CrouniUnhlta,  agiliiit  my  AIMrUkn  Of  Uw  Pnoi-lii 


HOUSE  OF   COMMOHS, 
Monday,  February  27,  1837. 


Breach  of  Pkivileob.]  Mr. 
geant  Jackton  rose  id  the  discharge  of  an 
exceedingly  irksome,  but  which  he  fel 
incutnbant  duty  upon  bim,  to  call  tbe 
attention  of  the  Mouse  to  a  publication  in 
the  Morning  Chronicle  of  last  Friday, 
reflectiiig  upon  him  in  termi  equally  false 
and  calumniousi  in  connexion  with  the 
TQte  which  he  felt  it  is  duty  to  give  upon 
a  qnestion  which  recently  came  before  that 
HousC)  OD  the  motion  of  the  hon.  fiaronel 
the  Member  for  Cornwall  (Sir  W.  Moles- 
worth).  He  should  without  further  pre- 
face, read  to  the  House  the  paragraph 
of  which  he  complained  as  a  matter  of 
grievoua  calumny  ;  and  which,  be  lub- 
mitted,  involved   a    gross  breach   of  the 

Kivileges  of  the  House,  in  assailing  a 
ember  with  reference  to  the  vote  which 
he  felt  it  his  duty  to  give  on  a  lubjecl 
which  was  regularly  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemen  then  read  the  following 
extract  from  the  paper  in  question : — 

"  Som*  ■thkiUK  iDftaiMes  of  Irish  modesty 
are  eKbibilcd  in  the  division  an  Sir  William 
Molesworth,!  piaposition  for  abollehing  the 
property  qualification.  Mr.  Shaw  aod  Dr. 
Lefioj,  who,  as  repiesen  la  lives  of  the  University 
are  themselves  specially  exempt  from  the 
operation  of  the  existing  absurd  law ;  and  Mr. 
Sergsant  Jartson,  who  was  a  bankrupt,  uncer- 
tificafad  until  within  ihrat  weeks  of  bia  return 
tor  Bandon,  aQ  voted  against  ihe  hon.  Baronal's 
motion  Sec." 

The  paragraph  was  beaded,  "  From  our 
own  correspondent."  Then  came  some 
ribaldiT,  reOecting  on  the  hon.  Member 
fcr  Btlful,  or  nAer  on  his  father,  who 
hftd  bHR  in  kii  grave  for  the  Itit  twenty 


yean,  and  who  bad  bten  alwaji  nmUr* 
■tood  to  be  one  of  the  moit  leipeotable 
merchants  in  the  town  of  Belfast.  Having 
read  the  paragraph  to  the  House,  ba  would 
lay  it  involved  a  grievous  imputation  on 
his  moral  character  as  a  Member  of  that 
House.  As  be  had  stated  before,  it  was 
false  as  it  was  calumnious ;  and  be 
implored  the  indulgence  of  the  House  for 
a  few  minutes,  while  he  attempted  very 
briefly  to  stats  a  few  facta  and  circum- 
stances which  the  writer  of  the  paragraph 
probably  had  in  view  at  the  time  he  wrote^ 
A  very  short  time  after  he  (Mr.  Sergeant 
Jackson)  had  been  called  to  the  bar  kia 
father  died,  leaving  a  very  large  family, 
chiefly  of  young  children.  One  brotber 
was  apprenticed  in  a  manufacturing  house 
of  considerable  respecubility  in  Dublin, 
and  a  sister  was  married  to  a  member  of  th« 
Arm.  Through  a  pressure  on  the  maDu» 
facturing  trade  in  Ireland  that  Hoiue  wa* 
under  the  necessity  of  vesting  its  afiain  in 
the  hands  of  trustees.  The  trustsei 
endeavoured  to  get  the  engagementi 
fulfilled,  but  in  vain,  and  they  were  under 
the  necessity  of  aelliog  the  eitablitbaianta 
belonging  to  that  firm.  He  was  placed 
(be  might  say)  in  loco  parentit  with  regard 
to  the  younger  branches  of  his  family. 
Ha  recommended,  therefore,  that  a  place 
in  the  ealablishment  of  Benjamin,  Clarke, 
and  Co.,  of  Dublin,  should  be  purohased 
for  his  younger  brother,  who  was  a  minor. 
A  gentleman  came  forward  as  a  partner, 
bringing  in  both  capital  and  skill.  He 
(Sergeant  Jackson)  gave  his  name  as  a 
trustee  for  his  brother,  and  as  a  guarantee 
that  all  would  be  light.  The  businesa 
proceeded,  as  he  undenlood,  moat  pros> 
perously,  but  after  a  short  period  he  was 
given  to  understand  from  a  confidential 
person  that  property  had  been  abstracted 
from  it  to  a  considarable  extent  by  the 
gentleman  who  had  become  the  partner 
of  his  brother.  The  books  ware  fabricated, 
and  false  entries  made.  What  was  his 
conduct  on  the  occasion  ?  He  trusted  the 
House  would  be  of  opinion  that  it  was  the 
conduct  of  an  upright  and  honourable  man. 
He  was  a  young  man  at  the  time,  and  had 
not  been  long  a  Barrister.  He  called  on 
two  of  the  most  respectable  merchants  in 
the  city  of  Dublin,  and  asked  their  advice 
as  to  the  course  he  ought  to  adopt.  Those 
gentlemen  were  still  living,  and  were 
respectable  members  of  the  mercantile 
world.  The  circumstances  being  to  urgent 
they  recommended  bim  to  retort  to  a  Mot- 
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tutj  prooeedinp,  lad  to  inTitfi  thoie  who 
contulted  hi>  interest*  in  the  firm  to  issae 
K  conmiuion  of  bmkraptcy  agvnit  it. 
He  himielf  had  nef  er  poueued  an;  interest 
in  the  finn,  and  had  acted  throughont 
merelj  aa  trustee  for  bia  brother.  He 
stated  to  the  gentlemen  whom  be  con- 
salted  that  he  invited  proceedings  to  be 
taken  agaiatt  the  boose — and  that  be 
wished  only  to  save  the  property  for  those 
who  had  intmsted  the  firm  on  the  faith  of 
his  credit.  He  convened  a  meeting  of  the 
.principle  creditors,  stating  that  he  desired 
to  forego  all  the  advantages  that  he  might 
claim  forbimself  in  the  matter — he  recom- 
mended them  to  strike  the  docket  of 
banknqitc;.  Ilie  course  so  ndvised  was 
ro]lowra,Bnd  they  succeeded  in  recovering 
a  considerable  portion  of  the  property,  so 
that  a  large  dividend  was  paid  to  the  cre- 
ditors. He  had  inherited  a  small  patrimonial 
property,  which  was  bronght  to  sale,  and 
the  proceeds  applied  to  the  same  purpose — 
and  ha  even  msisted  on  their  taking  his 
library,  and  converting  it  into  money,  and 
applying  it  as  far  as  it  coald  go.  The 
property  certainly  had  been  purchased  by 
a  friend,  but  its  full  value  was  given,  and 
the  amount  applied  as  he  had  stated, 
Several  gentlemen,  many  of  them  Mem- 
bers of  his  own  profession,  ofFered  their 
assistance — one  came  into  his  house  the 
next  morning,  and  laid  upon  his  table  the 
sum  of  1,000/,,  desiring  that  he  should 
make  what  use  he  pleased  of  It,  Of  course 
he  did  not  condescend  to  accept  another 
person's  money  to  apply  it  to  his  own 
purposes.  He  loved  his  profession,  and  he 
trusted  that  bis  efforts  to  attain  eminen 
in  it  would  not  prove  uoBuccessful.  1 
formed  the  resolution  never  to  suffer 
single  shilling  to  be  lost  by  any  individual 
who  had  trusted  that  Firm,  and  he  could 
now  produce  receipts  in  fall  from  every 
human  being.  He  was  sorry  to  trouble  the 
House  with  a  matter  so  purely  personal, 
but  he  never  saw  it  denied  toany  man  who 
was  unjustly  stigmatised  and  accused,  an 
opportunity  of  defending  himself.  The 
matter  did  not  confine  itself  to  the  character 
of  an  individual;  the  House  had  a  deep 
interest  in  the  character  of  the  individuals 
who  composed  it,  and  the  country  at  large 
had  a  deep  interest  in  the  moral  character 
and  conduct  of  its  representatives.  He 
was  happy  to  see  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  his  place,  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  able  to  state  that  the 
persons  whom  hehadconsnlted  on  the  occa- 
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sion  referred  to  were  of  the  most  respBCt- 
able  character.  One  of  them  was  Mr. 
Samuel  Bewle^,  a  most  eminent  nter- 
chant,  still  alive;  the  other,  too,  wms 
also  yet  living,  and  in  business ;  as  also 
the  agent  to  the  commission,  and  the 
clerk  in  the  firm,  whose  affairs  were  lo- 
volved  in  difficulty,  as  well  aa  aome  of  the 
assignees  who  had  been  appointed.  All 
these  persons  were,  therefore,  capable  of 
refuting  him  if  he  stated  anything  tfaat 
was  untrue.  He  hoped  be  hadsnSciently 
made  out  a  case  in  answer  to  the  sluider 
that  he  "was  a  bankrupt,  uncertificated 
unUI  within  three  weeks  before  he  was  nude 
a  Member ;"  when  the  fact  was,  that  the 
whole  body  of  creditors  had  signed  the 
certificate.  These  transactions  had  taken 
place  so  far  back  as  1818,  and  yet  that 
andacious  paragraph  had  asserted  that  he 
was  an  uncertificated  bankrupt  until  within 
three  weeks  before  he  was  returned  to  that 
House.  He  was  not  anxious  to  press 
heavily  upon  those  who  had  an  arduous 
and  important  public  duty  to  perform, 
well  knowing  tfaat  every  newspaper  must 
be  at  the  mercy  of  those  who  communi- 
cated facts  from  the  other  side  of  the 
water  ;  1}ut  he  must  say  that  it  was  the 
incumbent  duty  of  an  editor  to  have  seen 
that  he  had  a  respectable  and  fkidiful 
correspondent— and  to  have  ascertained 
the  correctness  ofthe  facts  he  wiu  about  to 
state,  reflecting  so  grievously  on  private 
character,  before  he  held  up  to  the  British 
public  an  individual  who,  however  humble, 
had  never  forfeited  the  character  of  ea 
honourableanduprigbtroan.  He  was  willing 
to  make  every  allowance  for  the  press,  sod 
did  not  bring  this  matterforward  with  any 
vindictivefeeling.  He  would  throw  himself 
entirely  on  the  feeling  of  the  House,  and 
toke  any  course  which  it  thought  fit  to 
recommend.  He  was  quite  satisfied  tfaat 
what  had  been  intended  to  injure  fail 
character  would  have  the  effect  of  raising 
it  in  the  estimation  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House. 

Dr.  Lefroy  claimed  the  indnlgence  of 
the  House  for  a  few  moments.  He  should 
not  have  felt  it  necessary  to  do  so,  if  the 
character  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  as  well  known  in  this  country, as  it  was 
in  that  from  whence  the  calumny  had 
emanated,  and  as  fully  appreciated  by  the 
Membersof  the  House  as  by  theprofession 
to  which  he  belonged.  He  rose  merely  for 
the  purpose  of  making  this  stateoMnt,  as  a 
member  of  that  profeaaion  to  which  they 
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hbth  belonged,  to  every  member  of  vhom 
Ibe  circuEDHtances  detailed  by  bis  learned 
Friend  were  known  at  the  time.  The 
whole  of  these  circumstances  came  under 
their  cognizance,  and  he  would  venture  to 
say,  that  hia  hon,  and  learned  Friend  did 
not  lose  in  the  eslimalion  of  the  profession, 
any  more  than  be  did  in  the  estimstion  of 
his  friends,  an  atom  of  the  high  ctiaracter 
be  bad  always  held.  Although  the  cir- 
cumstances bad  been  dragged  forward  now, 
with  the  malictouB  view  of  hurting  his 
feelings,  and  injuring  his  character  in  a 
strange  conntry,  be  would  venture  to  say, 
that  Ibey  were  remembered  in  Ireland,  and 
spoken  of  onW  to  hia  honour  and  credit. 
It  was  perfectly  true,  that  the  members  of 
the  profession  to  which  he  belonged  were 
anxious  to  give  him  every  assistance  to 
extricate  bim  from  difficulty,  but  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  from  a  sense  of  what 
was  due  to  bis  character,  which  bad  been 
always  disinterested,  noble— he  would  al- 
most say,  cfaivslrons — bad  declined  the 
proposed  assistance,  and  had  resolved  to 
rely  on  his  own  talents  to  extricate  him- 
self, and,  he  was  happy  to  say,  he  had 
done  M  by  the  exercise  of  his  profession, 
*to  which  there  did  not  exist  a  greater 
ornament.  He  was  satisfied  that  uie  cir- 
cumstances  that  attended  the  transaction, 
had  been  such  as  to  raise  his  character  in 
his  own  profession,  and  would  have  the 
same  effect  on  the  House,  now  that  they 
were  fatly  informed  of  the  true  circum- 
stances of  the  case.  He  would  not  spealc 
more  on  the  subject.  He  was  anxious  to 
give  his  testimony  to  the  House,  as  his 
bon.  and  learned  Friend's  character  might 
not  be  so  well  known  in  Ibis  country  as 
amongst  the  members  of  his  profession  in 
bis  own. 

The  Chancelior  of  the  Exthequer  said, 
that  be  was  not  at  all  aware,  until  the  cir- 
cumstance had  been  brought  forward,  that 
any  paragraph  of  the  kind  alluded  to,  had 
been  inserted  in  any  paper.  He  concurred 
entirely  in  the  condemnation  that  bad 
been  given  to  such  proceedings.  He 
thought  that  personal  attacks  upon  pri- 
vate character,  for  the  purpose  of  influ- 
encing politics,  were  unmanly  and  unge- 
nerana— because  the  party  attacked  must 
eilberlabonrunderthechargesmadeagainst 
bim,  or  do  that  which  might  be  extremely 
hurtful  to  his  feelings,  and  come  forward 
for  the  purpose  of  vindicating  hia  charac- 
ter. The  attack  that  had  been  made  on 
the  learned  Gentleman  opposite,  throwing  Mus'ictPi 
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entirely  ont  of  question  the  speech  that  he 
made,  was  most  unjustifiable.  If,  tben^ 
it  could  be  considered  unjustifiable,  pre- 
vious to  (he  statement  of  the  hon.  Member, 
how  much  more  so  must  it  appear,  after 
the  explanations  which  had  been  given  on 
the  subject?  When  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  so  entirely  grappled  with  the 
case,  the  charge,  which,  even  if  true,  would 
have  been  an  improperone,  became  doubly 
unjustifiable,  when  it  was  shown  to  be 
entirely  unfounded.  Iftbe  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  been  longer  in  the  House, 
he  would  perhaps  have  felt  less  warmly  on 
the  subject,  because  these  cha^s  were 
brought  every  day  against  individuals  on 
both  sides  of  the  House.  He  was  sure 
that  there  were  very  few  persons  on  his 
side,  and  not  many  on  the  other,  who  had 
remained  unattacked.  The  frequency  of 
the  practice  was,  he  allowed,  no  excuse 
for  the  present  attack;  but  still  he  thought 
that,  under  the  whole  of  the  circum- 
stances, the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  find,  that  in  the  eyes  of  the  House, 
after  the  explanation  which  he  had  given, 
and  after  stating  facts  and  circumstances 
which  could  not  be  controverted,  and  aftei 
having  completely  refuted  the  statement 
which  had  been  made,  the  case  did  not 
call  for  any  fiirtber  step.  He  could  assure 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, thatifbe 
thought  that  any  thing  further  than  his  own 
statement  was  needed  for  bis  justification, 
he,  for  one,  would  not  call  apon  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  to  slay  where  he  was. 
But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
having  fully  satisfied  the  House,  as  he 
trusted  be  had — [Loud  cheers  attested  the 
correctness  of  the  remark] — that  no  im- 
putation whatever  rested  on  his  character, 
he  hoped  that  the  ban.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman would  feel,  that  he  had  discharged 
his  duty  adequately,  and  that  it  was  not 
necessary  to  proceed  further  in  the  matter. 
If  this  opinion  was  correct,  be  would  move 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  renewing  the 
adjourned  debate. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  had  put  himself 
entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  House,  as  be 
did  not  think  himself  justified  in  passing 
over  so  false  and  calumnious  a  charge. 
He  must  be  allowed  to  say  still,  that  he 
felt  it  to  be  bis  duly  to  give  the  newspaper, 
or  rather  its  informant,  an  opportunity  of 
justifying  the  statement  by  commencing 
legal  proceedings  against  it. 
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AutUDtizVT.']  The  Attorney-Oeneral 
hoped  ihtt,  before  proCMding  with  ibe 
tdjoumed  debate,  the  Hwic  would  allow 
the  third  mding  of  tbe  Monicipal  Corpo- 
ritioni  Act  Amendment  Bill  to  take  place. 
It  wai  of  the  greatett  iroponance  that 
there  ihotild  be  no  further  delay  in  the 
ptuing  of  thU  Bill,  which  wai  not  at  all 
m  party  tneature.  He  begged  to  more  tbe 
third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Bill  read  a  third  time. 

Sir  Edward  Knalckbull  then  moved  a 
clauM,  to  tbe  effect  that  every  person 
voting  at  the  election  of  town-councillors, 
or  aldermen,  ihould  do  lo  by  delivering 
personally,  at  the  meeting,  to  tbe  majror 
or  chairman,  a  voting  paper,  containing 
the  name  and  snmame  of  tbe  person  for 
whom  he  votes,  such  paper,  when  read,  to 
be  delivered  by  the  mayor  to  the  town- 
clarlc,  and  that  every  election  of  aldet- 
men,  made  before  the  paating  of  the 
Act,  should  be  valid,  by  whatever  form 
nade. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  Attorney-Omeral  bronght  up  a 
danse  to  this  effect :— "  That  a  person 
entitled  to  be  admitted  to  the  freedom  of 
a  borough,  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of 
tbe  Act,  shall  be  entitled  to  be  admitted 
on  the  same  conditions  as  any  person  who 
shall  have  acquired  his  title  after  the  paii- 
ing  of  the  Act." 

Mr.  Tkornley  said,  that  he  should  cer- 
tainly oppose  the  clause,  for  its  object  was 
to  extend  the  franchise  to  the  freemen  in 
a  way  that  was  never  intended. 

The  Attontey-Qeneral  said,  the  object 
of  the  clause  was,  not  to  extend  the  fran- 
chise, but  to  prevent  litigation  and  expense 
ID  prosecuting  appeals. 

Mr.  ThomUy  could  not  consider  the 
clause  in  any  other  light,  and  he  should 
therefore  take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon 
its  rejection. 

The  House  divided  on  tbe  clause : — 
Ayes  318;  Noes  14:  Majority  204. 


Alston,  R. 
Aogersleiii,  John 
Anson,  hon.  Colonel 
Atbothnot,  bon.  H. 
Bagol,  hon.  W. 
BMshaw,  Joba 
B^llia,  H.  0. 
Ball,N. 
Bany,  G.  S. 
BMuctait,  M^jor 
BMktii,  rt.hon.  Sir  J. 


Bentinck,  Lord  W. 
Bernal,  B. 
Betbell,  Richard 


BlaekbDnw,  I, 
Hackstooe,  W.  S. 
Bolderojll.  0. 
Bon  ham,  R.  Francis 
Borthwick,  Peter 
Brady,  D.  C. 
Broih«rlon,  J. 


Browne,  B.  D. 
Bailer,  Cfaariss 
BurdoD,  W.  W. 
BttstoD,  T.  F. 
Bjmg,  rt.  hon.  G.  S. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Canain  g,  rt.  bon .  Sir  S. 
Carlwri^t,  W.  R. 
Ca»e,  R.  O. 
Chandos,  Marquess  of 
Chapman,  A. 
Chfltwyod,  Captain 
Chichester,  A. 
Clay,  W. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
CoIUrne,  N.  W.  R. 
Cole,  hon.  A.  H. 
Collier,  John 
ConoUy,  E.  M. 
Conyngham,  Lord  A. 
Corry,  rt.  hoD.  H. 
Co«p«r,  bon.W.  F, 
Crawford,  W.S. 
Cripps,J. 
Curteig,  H.  6. 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 
Darlington,  F.arl  of 
Davenport,  J. 
Dsnisoo,  W.  J. 
D'Eynconrt,  rl.  hon. 

C.T. 
Donkin,  Sir  R. 
DuDcombe,  T. 
Dundas.hon.  T. 
Eaton,  ft.  J. 
Ebring.ton,  Viscount 
Egerton,  Lord  FTan. 
Ellice,  right  hon.  E. 
Eniwiile,  J. 
Fazakarley,  John  N. 
Factor,  John  Minet 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
FergusBOD.rt.hon .  R ,  C. 
Fielden,  J. 
Finch,  O. 
Finn,  W.  F. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forester,  hon.  O. 
Forster,  C,  S. 
Freeman  tie,  Sir  T. 
Freshfleld.  J.  W. 
Geary,  Sir  W. 
Gi8bonie,T. 
Gladsiooe,  T. 
Gladstone,  W.E. 
Gordon,  R. 
Gordon,  ban.  Capt. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H, 
Graham,  n.  hon.  SirJ. 
Graiian,  J. 
Gray,  Sit  George 
Gully,  John 
llalfotd,  II. 
Hall,  B. 

Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Handley,  II. 
Hanner,  8ir  J. 
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Hardy,  J. 

Uartand,  W.  ChailM 
Haney.D.  W. 
B>stie,A. 
Hawkins,  J.  H. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
BeathGaat,J. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Hinde,  J.  B. 
Hindley,  C; 
Boge,  James  Weir 
Hoalds  worth,  T. 
Howard,  P.  U. 
Hnine,J. 
Uumpbray,  J. 
Hurst,  R.  H. 
Hutt,  W. 

Jackson,  Mr.  Scrmant 
Jephson,  C.  D.  O. 


John 


ne.  Sir  J. 


Johnstone,  J.  J.  H. 
Jone«,  T. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
KnighLey,  Sir  C. 
LambiOD,  IL 
Lees,  J.  F. 
Lefevre,  CbirfatS. 
Lefroy,  ririii  ban.  T. 
Lenoard,  T.  B. 
Lennox,  Ixtrd  G, 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Luter,  E.  C. 
Longf  W. 
Lushingion,  Dr. 
Lushiogton,  Chariot 
Lygon,  bon.  Geo. 
Mscnstnars,  H^or 
Maelsigart,  i. 
MarjoribaDkij  S. 
Martin,  J. 
Methuen,  P. 
Miles,  WiUiant 
Mordanni,  Sir  J. 
Moretoo,  hon.  A.  H, 
Morpeih,  Viscount 
Mosley,  Sir  O. 
Mostyn,  hon.  E. 
MnUins,  F,  W. 
Musgrave,  Sir  ft. 
Norreys,  Lord 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Perrall,  R.  M. 
Oliphant,  Lawraooa 
Paget,  F. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmer,  Gan. 
Parker,  M. 
Parker,  J. 
Parroll,  Jasper 
Party.SirL.  P.J. 
PiitBD,  John  Wilson 
Patiison,  J . 
Paasc.J. 

Peel,  rt.  bon.  Sir  R. 
Pendarm,  E.  W.  W. 
Perceval,  Colond 
Pinaay,  W. 
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'  PIvBptK,  JobD  p. 
Potuoa^,  boD.  J. 
Poww.  J. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Pringte,  A. 
Rice,  right  hon,T.S. 
Richard  1,  R. 
Robarls,  A.  W. 
Uohinson,  G.  R. 
Roche,  William 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
Ross,  C. 
Ruiidle,  J. 
Ruihbrooke,  Colonel 
RoHall,  Loid  C. 
Rjle,  J. 

Scaileti,  hoD,  R. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seymuur,  Lord 
Siblhorp,  Colonel 
Smith,  R-V. 
Smyth,  Sir  II. 
Semersci,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  B. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stanley,  W.O. 
Stewart,  John 
StormoDt,  Viscount 
Strickland,  Sir  O. 
Stuan,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  V. 
ThompaoD,  Colonel 
Trelawney,  Sir  W. 


Tretor,  bon.  A. 
Troul^idga,  Sir  £.  T. 
Vere,  Sit  C.  B., 
Villiers,  C.  P. 
ViTiaii,J.H. 
Vy»yan,SirR- 
Waiker,  R. 
Wallace,  Robert 
Walter,  John 
WasOD,  R. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
Whitinore,  T.  C. 
WilbTaharo,G. 
Wilbraham,  hon,  0. 
Wilkins,  W. 
Wilks,  John 
Willianw,  Robert 
Williams,  W. 
Williams,  Sir  3. 
WilliamMQ,  Sir  B. 
Wood,  C. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Worlley,  hoo.  J.  S. 
Woulfe,  Mr.Seraeant 
WrightsoD,  W.  B. 
Wrottesley.  Sir  J. 
Wynn,  rt.  hon.  C.  W. 
Yorke,  E.  T- 
Young,  G.  P. 

Baring,  f. 
Sunlejr,  £.  J. 


Liat  o/the  Noes. 

Bodkin,  J.  J.  U'Cdtinell,  D. 

Ewart,  W.  O-Connell,  Morgan 

Fituimoo,  C.  PotUr,  R. 

Gaskell,  D.  Soholefield,  Joshua 

Grote,  Oeorga  Warburtoo,  H. 
James,  W. 

Leader,  J.  T.  tellem. 

Manb^l,  William  Thoroley,  T. 

Martland,  Haoiy  Wakley,  T. 

ClauM  to  be  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  ffarvj/  had  a  clause  lo  propoie, 
which  ttu  of  w  much  imporUitc*,  thnt 
be  must  beg  the  atleution  of  the  Houie  to  it. 
He  must  aay,  that  he  never  remembered  a 
Bill  of  SDch  importance  ai  the  preient, 
passing  through  all  its  stages  with  so  little 
observation.  It  had  excited  scarcely  aaj 
attention  whatever,  or  rather,  it  had  gone 
through  Its  different  stages  amidst  a  con- 
fusion, which  randered  it  impossible  that 
even  the  most  strained  attention  couid 
ascertain  what  any  one  hon.  Gentleman 
who  addressed  the  House  on  the  subject, 
was  speaking  about,  or  what  the  question 
was  which  they  were  required  to  decide.  He 
thought  the  proposition  which  he  had  to 
make,  was  one  whirh  would  be  received 
by  the  House,  but  more  particularly  by 


the  hon.  and  learned  Attomey-Oenend, 
with  a  cordial  asaent,  as  iu  ot^t  waa  not 
only  to  render  the  lawa  pure,  but  Um  ad- 
ministration  of  public  justice  impartial.  He 
begged  leave,  therefore,  to  propose  the  fol- 
)owingclauaei-~"  No  person  hnldiogtheof- 
(iee  of  Recorder,  Deputy  Recorder,  or  Aa- 
sisiant  Barrister,  in  any  City  or  Borottgh 
in  England  or  Ireland,  shall  be  eligible  to 
aarve  in  Parliament,  or  to  be  an  Alderman, 
Councillor,  or  Police  Magistrate,  in  suoh 
City  or  Borough."  His  object  was,  that 
tbe  same  nile  that  applied  to  the  judges 
should  be  apfdied  to  all  other  peraons 
holding  judicial  offices  involving  iimilar 
dutiea. 

Clftuse  reed  a  first  time.  On  tht  t)uei- 
tiou  that  it  be  read  a  second  time, 

The  Atlomey-Oeneral  said,  If  he  had 
been  aware  that  his  motion  would  have 
led  toa  protracted  discussion  of  this  kind, 
he  Bhonld  not  have  ventured  to  poatpOHe 
the  adjourned  debate  on  the  PMr>l«w 
Amendment  Aet.  He  was  willing  to  adnft 
that  the  clause  praptned  by  th«  liM. 
Member  ttit  Southvrark,  was  an  impoitafet 
one — M>  important,  indeed,  that  he  should 
wish  to  Me  ft  made  the  subjeet  of  a  lept- 
rate  Bill.  It  Went,  however,  beyond  the 
acope  of  the  present  measure,  which  wta 
confined  to  England,  while  the  hon.  Q«a- 
tleman  intended  his  clhnae  (o  eitend  to 
Ireland.  He  was  not  prepared  to  aay  that 
recorders  ehould  be  excluded  tmtn  seats 
in  that  House,  nor  could  he  think  that 
there  was  any  analogy  between  thair  oaaa, 
and  that  of  the  judges.  The  recorders 
were  seldom  occupied  in  the  eiercite  of 
their  judicial  functions  more  than  four 
days  in  the  year ;  and,  therefore,  hi  their 
duties  in  no  way  interfered  with  their  dil- 
chaiging  the  duties  of  Members  of  that 
House,  he  must  give  the  pTopOBitton  of 
the  hoQ.  Member  for  Soilihwark  his  <!«• 
cided  opposition. 

Mr.  O'CVmite// remarked,  that  the  dante 
was  already  in  operation  in  treland,  a*  the 
assistant-barristers  were  precluded  fton 
bavinga  seat  in  Parliament.  He  considered 
the  clause  of  so  much  imporuutce,  that  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark  divided 
the  House,  he  would  go  out  with  him. 
Persons  in  a  judicial  capacity  Ought  to  be 
excluded  from  having  a  seat  in  that 
House.  If  such  persons  acted  erroneously 
in  their  offices,  there  was  no  other  tribunal 
but  Parliament  to  correct  them.  In  that 
House,  they  were  nil  aware  that  party 
I  spirit  preratled,  and  they  ought  to  be-ntlfit 
■itA2 


^vefiil.  chat  oc  nuai  bmn^t  To  t&e  b<mcfi '  Ibr  tbiv  ^luyuat^  hs.  mndi  wdfio^  4»  ■•; 
lbs  fligtiresc  dnse  if  port;  fpirit.  |  bic  waiam  be  jgc  am  ^■mncs  tf  Aor 

%md  nid  chac,  a*  a  renniiieradaii  of  rc-    bis  motiini'U  xfivnran^ 

^      The  Bhk  ibm.  divutoir— Jta  2, 
30/.  a^ysar,  it  was  ahaord  Crj  mi)~ 
tt  ih«7  WRTE  bi^ly  paid.      tTr 
'    part,  the    office  was    mo^ly 


Mr_  (iTote  wa»  in  FaToar  if  t!ie  clause, 
and  dinntjhc.  tHat  difige  trlin  beJd  jiiiiidal 
•fieCK  tluiald  be  obliged  to  rfi-viite  ^eir  i  Bndkin.  J.  J. 

■hole  cima  to  the  bwnew  of  those  office  :  Hrwiy,  D.  C. 

Be  was  an  ad^caie  firr  local  Caaits.  \  fl^dymm,  Hewit 

jMr.  ieariett  denied  di^  dte  norninal 
nlan'ea  attached  to  these  reaJIy  baaaarj  i  gnlwu^'a 
"^ — s  cnnid    inftieiiee   file  votes   of  the  '  Colliar  J. 


a  holding  chcm.  in  that  FTaase, 
Mr,  Haraty  said,  diat  if  he  thongbt 
the  Ibv-oScets  of  the  Cravn  were  nncEie, 
ks  wonld  not  press  his  aiotiaa.  He  did 
■ot,lHK*e«er.  diinlcsD— aodteonseEpiently. 
he  orast  persevere.     Vt  was  Hid,  that  the 
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LonBBald.R. 

Smyth,  Sir  H. 

L>iabmgtOD,Dr. 

Sonjertet,  Lord  G. 

Lygon,  Hon.  G«Denl 
Uackeniie,  S. 

Siaoley,  E.  J. 

Stanley,  E. 

MaraliaU,  W. 

Stanley,  Lord 

Miles,  W. 

Stewatt,  J. 

Horpelh,  ViKOUDt 
MmIcv,  Sir  O. 

Slrangways,  bon.  J. 

Stuart,  V. 

MoMTQ,l>(»i.£. 

Troubridae,SirE.T. 

Palmer,  R. 

Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 

Palmer,  G. 

Vemey,  Sir  H. 

Parker,  Jolm 

Venion,  G.  H. 

ftrty.SirL.  P.J. 

Vesey,  hon.  T. 

Pioney,  W. 

Vivian,  J.  E. 

PluiDpite,J.P. 

Walter,  J. 
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Poor  Law  Aubndment  Act — Ad- 
journed DBB^tTE.]  The  Order  of  the 
Day  Tor  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the 
Poor-law  AroeDdroent  Act  having  been 
read, 

Mr.  Brothertmt  was  aozioiiB  to  offer  a 
few  obaervations  on  the  question  before 
the  House.  He  trusted  that  they  would 
enter  upon  the  discussion  free  from  any 
party  spirit,  and  with  a  desire  to  ascertain 
what  they  could  adopt  which  would  be  best 
forthe  country,  and  be  compatible  with  a 
just  consideration  for  the  condition  of  the 
voTkingclaases.  Whentbismeasure wasori- 
ginally  before  the  House  he  had  TOted 
against  many  of  its  provisions.  Heconsi- 
deredthepowersgiventolheCommissioneTs 
far  tooextensive,andaTiolatioD  of  the  power 
of  local  self-gore rnment.  In  the  borough 
which  be  represented  a  meeting  had  lately 
been  held,  at  which  resolutions  were 
patted  condemnatory  of  many  parts  of 
thit  Act,  and  particularly  of  the  eitenai*e 
and  arbitrary  powers  coofened  on  the  Com- 
miasioners.  Having  read  some  extracts 
from  the  resolutions  referred  to,  the  hon. 
Member  proceeded  to  say  that  he  thought 
that  a  discretionary  power  should  be  left 
ID  the  hands  of  the  guardians  as  to  the 
administration  of  relief  in  particular  cases. 
Hie  ponen  of  tti«  CommiMionen  ought 
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not  to  supersede  thoie  of  the  guardiana. 
The  general  supervision  of  the  Comroia- 
sioDers  would  no  doubt  be  useful,  but  that 
was  all  that  would  be  necessary,  for  the 
Board  of  Guardians  ought  to  have  the  dit. 
cretionary  power  of  deciding  with  respect 
to  relief.  He  had  always  objected  to  ihit 
change  of  system,  as  particularly  unneces- 
sary and  inapplicable  in  the  manufacturing 
districts.  In  those  districts,  owing  to  the 
continual  fiuciuations  in  trade,  the  poor 
rates  had  constantly  varied  in  amount,  at 
some  periods  rising  to  double  what  th« 
amount  was  at  other  periods.  The  rule 
that  there  should  be  no  out-door  relief  wai 
an  oppressive  and  arbitrary  rule,  and  was 
accompanied  with  a  severity  which  ought 
not  to  be  inflicted  on  the  industrioni 
artisan  who  was  reduced  to  distress  by  no 
fault  of  his  own.  The  State  wa«  supported 
by  the  labour  of  the  people,  and,  in  a  ma- 
nufacturing and  commercial  country  like 
this  where,  owing  to  the  fluctuations  of 
trade,  the  labouring  classes  were  liable  to 
be  put  out  of  employment,  and  where  the 
Stale  provided  relief  for  the  destitute,  he 
thought  that  such  a  provision  ought  to  be 
administered  in  a  manner  that  would  not 
reduce  those  for  whom  it  was  intended  to 
a  level  with  criminals.  They  were  com- 
manded by  a  sacred  authority  that  they 
should  not  harden  their  hearts  against  the 
poor;  and  they  were  assured  that  the 
greatest  blessings  would  await  that  country 
where  the  wants  of  the  poor  were  attended 
to.  The  laws  of  England  declared  that 
every  man  in  this  country  had  a  right  to 
support,  but  the  Poor-law  Amendment 
Act  was  a  departure  from  the  spirit  of 
(hose  laws.  The  professed  object  of  that 
Act  was  to  reduce  the  poor-rate,  and  to 
bring  about  an  improvement  in  the  stale 
and  habits  of  the  labouring  population. 
He  admitted  that,  to  some  extent,  it  had 
had  the  effect  of  reducing  the  rates,  but  he 
objected  to  the  means  by  which  that  result 
had  been  accomplished.  There  was  the 
total  denial  of  all  out-door  relief,  the  con- 
stant confinement  in  the  norkhouse,  and 
the  separation  of  the  husband  from  the 
wife,  and  of  the  parent  from  the  child. 
To  keep  op  the  semblance  of  local  authority 
the  guardians  were  elected  ;  but  at  these 
elections  every  landholder  was  entitled  to 
vote  by  proxy.  It  was  said  that  these 
means  were  adopted  in  order  to  throw  the 
people  on  their  own  resources.  This 
perhaps  might  be  a  just  principle  in  some 
cues  i  bat  not  geDetally  applied.    If  men 
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in  tb«  ilealins  witli  ao  diificalt  a  melleri 
yet  lie  b^ieved,  ibat  id  general,  the  carry- 
ing of  thU  meuure  iato  eieGuiion  had 
not  been,  so  far  ai  be  knew,  Btlended 
with  any  cnielty  or  hardship.  Therefore, 
detiraua  as  ha  was,  that  a  Commiltee 
should  be  appointed,  yet  he  could  not  but 
think  that  the  noble  lx)rd  had,  by  his 
ainendraent,  given  latitude  enough  to  find 
out  every  defect  in  the  Act,  to  have  ell 
things  corrected  vrhich  required  correc- 
tion, end  to  make  ft,  as  he  did  not  doitbt 
it  would  be  made,  as  complete  bi  any 
measure  that  ever  yet  passed  the  Legis- 
lature. 

Colonel  Sibthorp :  Notwiihstandinff  the 
almost  prescriptive  right  which  the  non- 
Member  for  Salford  had  acquired,  as  to 
obtaining  an  adjournment  of  the  House 
at  a  certain  hour,  he  had  on  Friday  night 
last  moved  the  adjoumment.  even  though 
tbp  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Oepertment,  was  so  anxious  that 
the  debate  should  then  tenninate.  He 
had  insisted  upon  that  adjournment,  and 
beataud  then  what  he  now  repeated — 
namely,  that  he  considered  the  present 
motion  to  be  one  of  vital  importance,  and 
though  but  a  few  evenings  before,  a  debate 
hod  been  adjourned  for  three  successive 
nights.on  the  Irish  Municipal  Corporations 
BUI.  still  he  conceived,  that  on  a  law  af- 
fecting so  great  a  portion  of  the  popula- 
tion of  this  country,  as  the  Poor-law 
Amendment  Act,  it  was  not  too  much 
to  require  the  noble  Lord  to  assent  to  the 
adjournment,  in  order  that  full  and  com- 
plete consideration  should  be  given  to  this 
itDpoitant  subject.  He  had  not  persisted 
in  that  course  having  the  vanity,  to  think 
that  aaytbinir  which  fell  from  nim  would 
have  the  effect  of  changing  or  influencing 
B  single  vole ;  but  as  he  knew  that  several 
hoa.  Qantlemen,  well  a[:quaiated  with  the 
Bubj«ct,  were  prepared  to  address  the 
House  upon  it,  and  to  enter  into  a  full 
diKUssion  of  its  merits,  he  was  fully 
bona  out  and  warranted  in  requiring  that 
they  should  have  an  opportunity  of  doing 
so.  He  had  listened  with  great  attention 
to  the  observations  which  had  fallen  from 
hishon.  Friend  who  had  just  sat  down, 
and  he  assured  him,  that  for  him  he  en- 
tertained the  highest  possible  respect, 
though  h«  differed  from  him  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.  What  bad  been  his  bon, 
Frieod'i  statemenu  with  regard  to  this 
Bill  ?  Why,  in  the  first  place,  he  re- 
muk9d(  that  tbe  <t«teineau  wbich  bad 


gone  forth  in  the  public  prints  were  highly 
coloured,  and  but  little  to  bere|i«diw.. 
He  begged  to  ask  why,  if  that  were  lo, 
(he  numerous  statements,  such  as  that 
made  by  a  Gentleman  of  the  name  of 
Bull,  and  published  in  the  public  papere 
yesterday,  were  not  answered  ?  They  re- 
mained, however,  unanswered,  still  less 
were  they  contradicted;  end  he  therefore 
had  a  right  to  assume  that  they  were 
facts.  If  they  were  not  founded  on  fact, 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Gorerntnent  to  have 
given  their  immediate  and  particular  atten- 
tion to  them.  The  fact,  however,  was, 
that  the  public  papers  were  teeming  daily 
with  statements  of  great  cruelty,  oppres- 
sion, and  hardship,  under  the  operation 
of  the  new  law.  The  hon,  Memoer  had 
■aid,  that  the  statements  made  to  the 
House  were  highly  coloured  by  those  hon. 
Members  who  were  prejudiced  with  regard 
to  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act,  but  iha 
hon.  Member  had  not  attempted  to  show 
that  any  of  them  were  incorrect.  Another 
argument  was,  that  tbe  new  Act  had 
effected  a  great  saving  to  the  country,  and 
it  was  therefore  contended,  that  the  mea- 
sure ought  to  be  the  object  of  general  ad< 
miration.  This  he  denied,  and  on  tha 
contrary  he  deprecated  the  measure  as  one 
which  no  saving  could  justify.  The  poor 
people  could  not  resist  the  measure,  for, 
to  use  a  homely  phrase,  "  it  was  not  likely 
that  they  woula  quarrel  with  their  bread 
and  butter,"  and  though  tbe  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Oldham  had  said  he  would  recom- 
mend resistance,  he  (Colonel  Sibthorp), 
■1  a  magistrate  and  a  citixen,  would  not 
Bsk  the  people  to  oppose  that  which  was 
the  law  of  the  land.  Tbe  hon.  Member 
for  Cirencester  stated,  that  this  excellent 
and  humane  law"  could  not  by  possibility 
work  well,  if  left  to  the  management  M 
individuals  in  the  country,  and  that  iha 
assistance  of  a  Board  of  Commissioneri, 
and  Assist  ant-commissioners  was  essen* 
tially  necessary.  But  he  fo^t  to  men* 
tion,  that  the  omnipotency  of  the  Com- 
missioners  was  such,  that  the  Board  of 
Guardians  could  not  give  anything  more 
to  the  paupers  of  their  district,  than  was 
in  conformity  with  the  orders  and  regula- 
tions of  the  Commissioners,  who  were  also 
empowered  to  decrease  the  allnwanca 
granted  by  the  guardians,  and  few  unionB 
could  be  carried  on  without  voluntary 
contributions.  This  appeared  to  be  di« 
case,  even  in  the  union  over  which  the 
.  bon,  Ueraber  himself  presided,  but  tb« 
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rates  were  now  reduced  to  2i.,  the  land- 
lord could  itep  in  and  Bay  to  the  tenant, 
"  You  can  now  afford  to  pay  me  more 
rent  for  my  land."  How,  then  coald  the 
farmers  asaist  the  poor  ?  On  the  whole, 
he  objected  to  this  principle.  There  was 
another  case  which  he  had  only  received 
fhat  day.    It  was  that  of  a  person  named 


Jainei  Cock,  a  cripple,  forty  years  of 
a-ge,  who  for  himself  and  wife  had  been 
allowed  I  >.  per  week  and  seven  pound  of 


bread,  worth  about  I4tf. ;  hat  this  poor 
man  had,  without  any  reason  assigned, 
been  struck  off.  So  also  had  a  poor 
widow  with  four  children,  who  had  been 
allowed  only  3*.  per  week  and  fourteen 
pocnd  of  bread.  The  last  he  would  men- 
tion was  that  of  a  roan,  who  was  paralysed, 
and  seventy  years  of  age,  his  wife  nearly 
the  same  age,  and  their  daughter.  Their 
allowance  had  been  3s.  per  week  and 
seven  pound  of  bread.  Now  these  were 
the  cases  showing  the  amount  of  rehef 
afforded— an  amount  which,  if  increased 
by  the  Board  of  Guardians,  would  be  dis- 
allowedby  the  Commissioners.  Whensuch 
cases  as  these  were  allowed  to  exist,  the 
strictest  inquiry  was  necessary,  not  only 
as  to  the  principle,  but  as  to  the  working 
of  the  Poor-laws,  and  determined  as  he 
was  to  support  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire,  the  House  would, 
he  hoped,  consent  to  it,  for  otherwise  the 
question  would  be  blinked,  and  the  poor 
would  find  that  they  pleaded  in  vain  to 
that  House,  the  only  tribunal  from  which 
they  could  hope  for  justice. 

Mr.  Alston  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berkshire  (who  was  about  to  leave  his 
place)  wonld  give  him  his  attention  for  a 
tew  moments,  while  he  stated  to  him  the 
results  which  had  been  effected  by  ihe 
New  Poor-law  Amendment  Act  in  the 
county  of  Hertford,  Since  the  Act  had 
come  into  operation,  he  had  taken  an 
active  part  in  the  proceedings  under  it, 
and  whether  he  looked  to  the  comfort,  the 
coDteatment  and  the  character  of  the  poor 
in  all  relations,  father,  mother,  and  chiU 
dren,  he  was  confident  Ihat  the  Poor- 
law  to   them  had  been  the  source  of  the 


announced,  to  procure  every  informaUon 
as  to  the  result  of  the  formation  of  unions, 
and  the  operation  in  other  respects  of  the 
entire  measure ;  and  that  he  might  make 
no  mistake  in  the  figures  or  anything  else 
he  was  about  to  communicate  to  the 
House,  he  woold  take  leave  to  read  some 
of  those  results.  He  should  first  begin 
with  the  union  of  the  town  of  Hertford, 
and  the  total  saving  or  decrease  in  the 
poor-rates  effected  there  since  the  Act 
came  in  force.  The  annual  average  ex- 
pense previous  to  the  new  Bill  was  8,202/., 
out  of  which  there  had  been  reduced  no 
less  a  sum  than  3fi5il.  Ss.  Aid.,  and  he 
had  been  informed  by  a  letter  he  had  re- 
ceived from  the  chairman  of  the  Board  of 
Guardians,  Sir  Culling  Smith,  that 
amongst  the  immense  and  dense  popula- 
tion of  the  town  and  neighbourhood  of 
Hertford,  which  formerly  nobody  coold 
approach  without  seeing  a  mass  of  desti- 
tute, unemployed,  and  unfed  beings,  there 
was  now  scarcely  to  be  seen  a  single  indi- 
vidual in  that  condition.  Now,  as  to  the 
Union  of  Hatfield;  that  Union,  though 
wilh  one  exception,  the  smallest  in  the 
county,  was  distinguished  for  its  admira- 
ble management,  and  the  following  had 
been  furnished  him  by  one  of  the  Board  of 
Guardians  as  ihe  result  of  the  operation  of 
the  new  Bill.  From  this,  it  appeared, 
that  the  expense  under  the  Poorlaw 
previous  lo  the  Union  was  .3,117/.;  the 
expenses  now  were  1,729/.;  showing  a 
reduction  by  the  operation  of  the  Poor- 
law  Amendment  Act  of  1,444Z.  per  an- 
num. The  total  annual  decrease  in  the 
expenses  for  the  poor  for  the  entire  county 
of  Hertford  was  31,71 3/.,  being  a  decrease 
on  the  total  rates  of  37J  per  cent.  It  was, 
perhaps  proper  to  mention,  that  the  Union 
of  Hatfield  was  uoder  the  greatest  pos> 
sible  obligation  to  a  noble  Lord  resident 
there,  whose  exertions  in  the  cause  of 
humanity  were  above  all  praise;  and  he 
would  undertake  to  say  that  a  better  be- 
haved body  of  the  poorer  class  conid  not 
be  found  anywhere.  To  show  the  im- 
proved condition  of  the  labouring  popnla- 
tion,  he  need  only  mention  one  fact  com- 
municated to  him  by  Sir  Culling  Smith, 
as  having  occurred  in  that  gentleman's 
own  parish.  He  had  directed  the  surveyor 
to  repair  some  parts  of  the  roads,  which 
was  promised,  but  on  going  past  some 
time  afterwards,  he  found  it  was  still  un- 
repaired, and  on  applying  to  the  surveyw 
to  koow  the  cause,  he  was  iaronned,  ^t 
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Md  fspvloM  d«inct.  Km  had  136  tB- 
MMo^  t4  ■boat  wUj  ■«*  Ofpiua,  la»- 
Uti,  aod  dcanuj  cbiUrca ;  all  ibe  otbcn 
et/ald  £ttd  emplojrBicat  caMigfa,  aod  (be 
tumen  of  tbc  Unioa  had  dewred  bin  to 
mlom  Um  Hoof*,  that  coswIeriDg  the 
mcatora,  not  oak  m  it  ngaided  lbeiii> 
•cUm  m  laodlofM,  but  alio  a*  it  legarded 
lb«  poor,  who  ibey  cpondered  had  a  r^t 
in  tbe  aoil,  they  *«re  decidedly  of  opioioD 
that  the  Act  waa  of  tba  grealett  poaaibU 
advanlaga  to  tbao  (the  farnun),  and  a 
bogn  and  bleaniu;  to  the  poor.  Witb 
ragard  to  vhat  bad  been  atated  by  tbe 
tisn.  and  gallaot  Member  far  Lincolo,  aa 
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of  tbe  aawranrr  vbkk  tbay  bad  dnind 
from  tbe  guidaacc  of  tbe  Coauaiwner 
and  MeJatast  coaBMioaei  of  tba  diftrio, 
to  wboae  jndiciooa  aapariBisadencaalwa 
tb^  atlriboted  tbc  tacceaa  of  tbeir  ex- 
ertiooa."  L'atil  he  bad  heard  it  hinted 
th*  other  day  in  that  Boaaa,babad  haatd 
DOtbing  bat  entire  ap{»oi)attoii  of  tbe 
condact  of  tbe  cWmiaaioneia,  and  \\tti 
Ihey  bad  gt*eu  immediaU  attetttioD  U 
every  commaDicatkiit  made  to  tbein,  Ha 
■hould  votefortbeamendraeatoftbeBobla 
Lord  with  the  fnlleataatiBfoctioD. 

Mr.  Robituon  waa  at  a  lata  lo  ciniipte> 
tiBDd  bow  it  wai  that  fail  bon,  FTiead,tlH. 
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Mambei  fot  CirepceMer.  and  othqr  hoq, 
Memb«r«,  who  spoke  witk  (qoU  QonQdeace 
of  the  bflnefiti  or  the  Poor-law  An^nt]- 
iq^ot  Act,  could)  for  one  moment,  oon land 
fgr  a  limited  and  not  a  full  inquiry  ;  for 
every  one  of  their  arguments,  and  ali  ihi 
esiraordioary  sfTecta  attiibuled  to  ihat 
Biil,  were  but  bo  many  additional  reatoni 
why  a  fulli  fair,  and  impartial  inve^tiga- 
l|pa  ihould  taVe  place.  What  had  the 
Gorernment  to  fear  from  any  inquiry, 
however  general,  if  the  Bill  had  really 
produced  the  results  which  had  bean 
stated  ?  He  had  been  gqe  of  those  whg 
h^  opposed  the  Bill,  when  in  progress, 
througn  Committee ;  he  did  so,  not  from 
a  conviction  that  a  change  was  unneces- 
sary, not  that  the  mal-administration  of 
t^e  former  law  had  arrived  at  such  a  state 
aa  to  reader  a  change  imperative,  not  that 
h«  thought  the  Government  who  hod 
undertaken  the  Herculean  task  were  cen- 
aureble,  but  rather  deserved  the  thanks  of 
the  country  for  grappling  with  4  riuestion 
which  no  former  Government  would  van* 
tttra  to  uDdertake,  but  he  objected  in 
Committee  to  the  restrictions  imposed  on 
^nting  relief.  Since,  however,  the  patt- 
ing gf  the  Bill,  be  bad  never  felt  it  lo  be 
consistent  with  his  duty  to  hold  it  up  to 
disrepute.  Such  oonduct  he  held  to  be 
highly  inconsistent  with  the  duty  they  all 
owed  to  the  Slate  and  to  the  Legislature 
of  which  they  were  Members.  But  while 
he  FU  wiUing  to  adtnit,  beoanse  it  was 
utterly  impoiaible  to  daoy  it,  that  a  lai^ 
saving  had  tdwo  place  in  the  rates,  and 
even  a  great  improvement  in  the  condition 
of  th?  labouring  population,  it  remained 
tQ  lie  mads  out,  for  it  was  not  a  neoestary 
couseqiMfice,  that  all  these  effects  were 
fairly  at^butalde  to  the  operation  of 
tbi«  BilU  Surely,  no  rosn  would  deay 
that  tbm  eSsots  were  chiefly  owing  to 
peculiarly  bvourableciroumatancei,  among 
whieh  were  tbrae  successively  abundant 
harvest*,  the  cheapness  of  provisioDs  un- 
known in  this  country  for  many  years, 
Iwether  with  as  uoeiampled  domand  for 
labour ;  BO  that,  eves  if  the  Poor-law  Bill 
ksd  never  passed,  a  great  portion  of  the 
good  effects  spoken  of  would  have  fol- 
lowed, from  circumstances  with  whbh 
they  bad  no  connexion.  It  appeared 
that  there  waa  not  much  difihrence  of 
opinion  In  tha  House  on  matters  of  fhcl ; 
that  they  were  pretty  well  agreed  apon 
them  but  that  was  a  leason  which  would 
indiue  bin  la  rote  fiir  ths  notiga  of  Uu 


hoR,  Member  for  Berkshire,  rather  Ihaa 
for  that  of  tha  noble  Lord,  because  ht 
coniidered  that  on  this  question  it  was 
very  diwitabla,  not  only  (hat  there  should 
be  a  total  absence  of  everything  like  party 
feeling,  which  he  was  happy  to  say  had 
been  the  cbk  in  a  great  degree,  but  that 
the  inquiry  should  be  entered  upon  in  a 
manner  aad  spirit,  end  with  such  an  ex< 
tensive  range,  that  the  enemies  and  oppo> 
nenis  of  the  Bill  should  not  have  a  preieit 
for  saying  it  was  more  a  delusive  inquiry 
than  one  oslculated  to  arrive  fully  at  the 
truth.  He  held  in  hie  band  a  atatemeat 
that  was  taken  before  the  Agricnttuml 
Committee  of  last  year,  from  which  it 
would  appear  how  much  the  Pooisrates 
had  been  reduced  before  the  passing  of 
the  New  Poor-law  Bill,  and  there  were 
many  dislriots  in  which,  by  an  improved 
administration  of  the  old  system  of  Poor- 
laws,  very  considerable  savings  were 
effected  in  the  rates  vrithout  the  aid  of  th« 
new  system.  Mr.  John  Ellis  stated,  in 
answer  to  questions  put  to  him  with 
respect  to  tha  reduction  of  rates  in  the 
parish  of  Anstye,  where  be  himself  had 
lived,  that  prior  (o  the  year  1818  the 
Poor-rates  were  1,440/.;  in  1830,  they 
were  reduced  to  1,38W. ;  in  1830,  to 
976^.:  in  1834,  to  64W.]  and  in  1835. 
to  as  low  a  sum  as  516/.  There  was  ft 
reduction  of  nearly  two-thirds  in  tho 
course  of  ten  or  twelve  years  under  the 
old  Poor-laws,  yet  the  noble  Lord  woaid 
attribute  all  tha  saving*,  amounting  to 
2,464,0001.,  or  upwards,  antiraly  to  the 
magical  effect  of  the  working  of  the  new 
system.  He  could  not  agree  in  the  noble 
Lord's  statement.  It  was  perfectly  true 
that  the  rates  had  been  reduced,  but  that 
reduction  ought  by  no  means  to  be  solely 
attributed  to  the  new  Poor-law  Bill.  Tha 
hon.  Member  for  Cirencester,  who  was 
entitled  to  great  credit  for  tha  attention 
which  he  had  paid  to  the  subject,  and  tho 
time  he  had  devoted  to  the  intsvsta  of 
the  Union  to  which  be  belonged,  had  ad- 
mitted that  if  the  Poor-law  Bill,  as  it  had 
been  enacted,  were  rigorously  acted  on  it 
could  not  be  beneKcial.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say,  Utat  the  Bill  might  not  prodnw 
great  good,  but  he  balievra  the  truth  con- 
cerning it  would  be  fband  to  lie  tMtweea 
the  eatremes  of  the  two  parties  who  had 
debated  its  principles  and  operations,  6ne 
of  which  attributed  extiuirdinary  and 
almost  supernatural  benefits  to  it,  and  tha 
Other  charKtuited  it  u  fsctiaively  cnwl. 
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calcnlalcd  not  only  to  do  do  good,  bat  Oldham.  He  tnuit  ny  thtt  if  (be  aenti- 
pcegiUDt  with  every  ipeciet  of  muchief.  mrata  of  waj  boo.  Heaber  coaU  jWrfr 
Bat  there  wu  gioaod  for  a[^irdicouon,  the  coarae  paraaed  bj  the  noUe  Uifd, 
that  however  ibb  BUI  might  be  calciilated  they  muM  be  toch  u  thoae  delivaed  by 
to  efiect  nod  proipectively,  it  never  woaM  the  boa.  Member  for  Otdban ;  tat  it  was 
work  w^  onder  adverse  cireomstaacei.  rather  too  much  for  a  GeDtleman  who  had 
He  bebeved,  wtth  tbe  boo.  Member  for  I  been  returned  to  that  Uoiwe,  aad  be 
SaUbtd,  that  to  attempt  to  carry  this  Bill  I  begged  to  be  understood  as  ^leakiag  of 
into  effect  in  large  manGfictoring  diitricts  :  that  faon.  Geotkman  with  the  grealeat 
in  timei  of  acaidty  of  employment,  and  '  possible  respect,  baviog;  heard  much  good 
deamets  of  proviaion,  woold  be  attended  of  him,  bat  be  thoagfat  it  too  ranch  for  a 
>ith  coDseqneDce*  that  were  frighlfal  to  Gentleman  who  had  been  returned  as  a 
contemplate ;  bat  npon  whom  would  the  Member  of  tbe  Legislatare  to  dedara  in 
blame  of  sacb  coaseqoencea  be  thrown  ?  i  that  Honse  that  he  bad  availed  himself  of 
Upon  tbe  Govenunent  of  the  day,  to  be '  opportnnities  to  excite  opposition  out  o( 
saie.  It  was  a  great  misforttioe.  in  his  doors  to  this  measnre.  He  did  not  know 
view  of  this  qnestioo,  that  the  noble  Lard  whether,  in  the  absence  of  tbe  noUe  Locd, 
sboold  declare  that  sabstantially  there  was  there  would  be  any  objection  to  comply 
no  diffoBtce  between  him  and  the  lion,  with  tbe  suggestion  which  he  had  veotored 
Member  fior  Berkshiic,  and  yet  that  he  to  throw  ont.  He  tbonght  it  qaite  euy 
sbonM  oppose  his  motion.  If  there  leally  for  the  noble  Lord  to  meet  tbe  view  of  tbe 
was  no  difference  between  the  noble  bon.  Member  for  Beikshire.  Tbe  noble 
Lord's  intention,  as  be  (Hr.  Robinsoo)  ,  Lord  had  said  he  was  willing  to  allow  an 
bad  gatbend  fraoi  bis  speeti,  and  tbe  inqniry,  bat  he  would  not  allow  tbe  prin- 
bon.  Member  for  Berkshire,  why  not  make  ciple  of  tbe  Bill  to  be  toocbed.  He  wovld 
the  reference  of  ibis  important  qnestioa  remind  tboae  boa.  Gentlemen  who  i^ieered 
to  tbe  Coaunittee  nnaccompanied  by  any  that  remark,  that  if  one  half  of  the  state* 
a^ierity  or  dispby  of  feding  calcnbted  to  menis  which  bad  been  made  that  nigbt 
ptejndice   the  inquiry  T      He   bad   never    were  trae,  no  boo.  Gentleman  wonld  ever 

Coed  in  any  damoor  s^ainst  the  Bill ;  iadnce  Parliament  to  repeal  that  Bill, 
eotenained  a  strong  feeKog  npon  the  Bnt  be  maintained  that  it  woald  be  jast 
qocstion  certainty,  bat  be  deprecated  any  as  objectionable  to  appoint  a  Committee 
division  «^tever  apon  it.  What  was  tbe  with  tbe  limitations  implied  by  the  noble 
reason  that  the  noble  Loid  would  not  Lord  as  it  would  be  to  appoint  a  Commit-* 
agree  to  the  motion  of  the  bon.  Member  tee  with  a  view  to  sedc  the  repeal  of  the 
for  Beikshire  t  He  confessed  that  be  did  Bill.  Tbe  CommiUee  oogfat  not  to  be 
not  think  it  a  very  satishctory,  or  states-  -  fettered ;  they  ought  to  iaqoire  minntely 
■aoGke  reason.  U  appeared  that  there  into  the  effect  of  every  part  of  the  Bill, 
had  been  impaled  to  tbe  boo.  Member  Tbe  coontry  would  be  satisfied  with  nt^ 
fcr  Beikshire,  and  to  a  newspaper  widi  thing  less.  He  was  coovioced,  if  the 
which  be  was  supposed  to  be  cilher  now,  '  Committee  was  appointed  in  accordance 
or  had  been  formerly,  connected,  some  I  with  tbe  noble  Lord's  motion,  while  he 
statements  with  respect  to  the  Poor-law  gave  that  noble  IxnA  credit  for  sincerity 
Bill  that  were  calculated  to  prodnce  a  of  intention,  it  wonld  not  satsfy  tbe  coon* 
alronf  feding  of  disai^Kobatioo  in  the  try,  but  it  wonld  be  the  means  of  bringing 
minds  of  ^  ooUe  Lord  and  his  CoU  I  tlie  report  of  that  Committee  into  dism- 
loagMS  i  bat  was  tbat  a  reason,  becanse  I  pole,  and  to  pradoce  dissaiis&ction  in 
tbe  boa.  Meanb«  for  Berkshire,  or  7b  ;  tbe  conntry,  and  be  wonld  rather  see  no 
Tfantt  newspaper,  had  been  guilty  of  some  " 
ut^Mtetioaa  ia  tteattog  of  tbe  New  Pov- 
^aw  4}aettk>a,  tbetefore  he  woald  not 
apaa  to  lefer  tbe  questioa  wholly  to  a 
CooiBitte*,  while  it  was  acknowledged  in 
the  saae  breath  that  leatly  there  was  no 
aaiarial  dtSer«tce  of  ooinioa  between  tbe 
Bohla  Lord  and  the  bon.  Mesabet  for 
Baikshii*?  Bat  it  seemed  that  tbe  noble 
Lord  had  abo  asothw  reason,  foonded  on 
irtM  VM  *ud  b;  Utt  hOB.  Neabw  to 
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certain  reBtrictions.  That  miglit  be  de- 
nied, but  according  to  tbe  noble  Lord's 
speech,  he  maintained  that  he  wished  to 
bave  lbs  functions  of  the  Committee 
limited  barely  to  roatters  of  detail  and  to 
the  rules  and  regniations  of  the  Commis- 
sioneTB;  and  that  it  would  be  competent 
for  any  Member  of  that  Committee  who 
night  entertain  opinions  faTourable  to  the 
Bill  to  interpose  an  objection  on  a  ques- 
tion being  put  to  a  witness,  lending  to 
show  that  the  operation  of  tbe  Bill  was 
not  10  good  as  had  been  repTesented.  He 
did  not  find  fault  with  his  Majesty's 
OoTemment  for  declaring  their  intention 
to  adhere  to  the  Bill,  and  only  to  admit 
■nch  modifications  as  time  and  circum- 
Btancea  might  render  necessary;  but  at 
the  iame  time  ha  maintained  that  there 
waa  no  reason  why  the  House  should  not 
institute  a  large  and  full  inquiry  into  tbe 
question.  He  did  not  believe  that  there 
was  a  disposition  in  the  country  to  call 
for  tbe  repeal  of  this  Bill.  He  believed 
there  wai  a  very  strong  feeling  existing  in 
tbe  country  that  this  Bill,  if  atlempted  to 
be  carried  into  effect  with  rigour,  would 
inflict  such  hardihips  on  the  poor  in  par- 
ticular cases  and  under  peculiar  circum- 
stances, that  it  was  not  desirable  the  Bill 
should  be  so  acled  upon.  He  did  not 
attempt  to  bring  any  accusation  against 
Ibe  Commissioners.  He  knew  one  of  them 
at  least,  and  he  knew  the  characters  of 
tbe  other  two ;  and  he  believed  that  men 
more  fitted  for  the  difficult  task  they  had 
to  perform  could  not  hare  been  selected. 
But  the  real  question  was,  were  the 
guardians  in  the  different  unions  to  have 
a  discretionary  power  ?  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cirencester  had  staled  that  he  had 
taken  upon  bimsetf  the  exercise  of  a  dis- 
cretionary power :  but  if  that  course  were 
adopted  in  times  of  difficulty  by  the 
guardians  of  tbe  different  unions,  it  would 
iDTolve  all  the  eril  consequences  which 
were  said  to  have  arisen  under  the  whole 
system.  He  begged  most  distinctly  to 
expresB  his  disapprobation  of  some  parts 
of  the  Bill.  He  protested  against  the 
compulsory  confinement  of  persons  in  the 
workhouse  in  seasons  of  temporary  dif- 
ficulty, when  a  little  assistance  out  of 
doon,  united  with  the  support  they  might 
derive  from  their  friends  and  relations, 
might  enable  them  to  return  to  the  means 
of  obtaining  a  livelihood.  He  protested 
also  against  much  of  the  discipline  of  the 
voikhouae  system— the  separation  of  bus* 


band  and  wife  under  any  circamstances, 
and  of  the  parents  from  their  children ; 
the  necessity  of  those  persons  attending 
religious  worship  within  the  walls  of  the 
workhouses,  and  their  being  restricted 
from  attending  other  places  of  worship, 
were  all  of  them  matters  of  severe  disci- 
pline  which  were  exceedingly  repugnant 
to  his  feelings.  There  was  anolheF  part 
of  the  Bill,  the  bastardy  clause,  which  ex- 
cited a  sense  of  horror  and  di^ust  in  his 
mind;  and  when  they  talked  about  a 
repeal  of  the  Bill  with  respect  to  other 
parts  of  it,  he  declared  to  God  he  should 
not  think  it  of  much  use  to  go  into  any 
Committee  which  might  not  be  at  liberty 
to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  a  provision 
which  imposed  on  one  party,  who  was 
guilty  in  common  with  the  other,  but  who 
was  the  weakest  and  geoerallv  not  the 
most  guilty,  all  the  burthens  and  evil  con- 
sequences of  the  guilt  of  both.  He  would 
not  join  in  tbe  cry  against  this  Bill,  which 
had  been  got  up  out  of  doors:  but  he 
hoped  that  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  would  find  some  means  of 
coming  to  terms  on  this  question,  so  as  to 
preclude  the  necessity  of  a  division,  espe- 
cially after  the  House  had  been  told  that 
there  was  really  no  difference  of  opinion 
between  the  noble  Lord  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire,  but  that  the  noble 
Lord  rested  his  opposition  lo  the  motion  on 
some  alleged  indiscretions  of  either  the 
Mover  or  tbe  Seconder. 

Mr.  Edward  Bvller  having  derived 
considerable  information  respecting  the 
operation  of  the  Poor-law  Bill  from  per- 
sons on  whose  authority  he  could  rely, 
felt  it  his  duty,  considering  the  import- 
ance of  tbe  subject,  lo  relate  some  of  tbe 
facts  which  bad  come  to  his  knowledge  to 
the  House,  by  way  of  illustrating  how  far 
the  Bill  had  been  found  beneficial  to  the 
labouring  classes  in  the  places  of  which  be 
should  speak.  The  first  place  to  which 
he  wished  to  direct  attentiou,  was  Stoke- 
upon-Trent,  the  population  of  which  was 
4S,000,  who  were  chieSy  engaged  in  the 
earthenware  manufacture.  The  parochial 
affairs  had  been  ill-conducted  for  years ; 
so  bad  had  the  state  of  things  become, 
ihat  the  parochial  officers  continued  to 
hold  their  situations  after  they  had  been 
guilty  of  peculation  to  a  large  amount. 
Tlie  pariib  was  governed  under  Sturges 
Bourne's  Act,  and  had  a  select  vestry. 
All  the  officers,  as  they  were  under  that 
Act,  were  appointed  at  a  general  meeting 
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«f  -be  •ate-ss'cnL  nd  sntid  tbI^  V  ^fii- 1  hul  &e  to  paMci  ki>  whole  tt;  ■  aame 
:strrm  k  wca  '■"^"t*      Bvr.  v^.tK««r  |  peace  fit  niW  ma<f  umH  Amdiiaihaides 

iBepf   3e  %e   Mmfatct  if  n  3ific?T.  ^  u  ibacii^d?  n>  knov  iUhbig  of  the  jdh" 

ru   tre  ■xar-rmt:  lod   nner  -neaaa   siat  i  atrbntico  <rf  rdirf  they  fcad  cnfTi»eJ,  m 

«•;;>   veil   t-wiwj  17  Tina   -cjoen,   ^  £^17  msaaca  «nd«r  the  oU  ayMcKi.  to 
■VA..X  prrpeftT  to  a  vcty  eowdetaUe  m- 

3id  3Tt  in  end  to  j>:bcioc  of  that  ■ott    'be- 

!■  TL.za   -   .''••..:  ina  p:cp   -ra  Tms,   tiiii  «  onch  oppostusB  had  feu-u 

irot   -^    »■,■-;    *r:'i*rt   if"   'ircxa  -i-scrl    i^iiast    tfcem,       B«l   ibeie    ««x 

-^'-.-  ert    jL-a    n    tne   ■wrvjcnsi:  »af::er  K'lrce   ^■:»n  «!u<:b  Treat  Mmags 

T;_n:»  -v  'v.-i  7ut-:-:r  ■>.-:r.  mt  ^ad  rewL-erf,     Befcre  toe  B;.i  caae  iotti 

-r*  «3»  :;=«  D    =<  irirr-^  inii  Tren::ca,   the   icajor  part  of  tbe  mhh~ 

t  !t  TSe  -^imc.      *t  «-i3  It  I  ;mp  3ci::cd  .A^xoras  ai   tha  easttra  rrmifici 

:«  *E-tr-,   ~ir'x~..Ai    ?i5cTr^  wid  *;!^   sot^w*  on    the    parish.       la    the 

:  im^ne  r»~iie      aoums     cf      Eut     Keat    tbey 

•rr-Baei»«a  -^.u  »  -wr?Trta_-i=  >i!-  it  :3«:  mcnnr^  a  ?,  r<'?.  jad  ware  aov  reJaceJ 

T;jcMa3  (iTv  e-j   !»  -se  ?ocr-jiT  CjiB.  »  Ire.     I3   tbe  CTanty  cf  SajiJ  tbcra 

-■•.aar.-iiu?  \.T  =e  ctrruiir-j . a  rf  au  lew  ««re  aiaiiTiole-boi.eti'aboiDcB  tecBrm^ 

I'TtE'B  ■   1-1J  le  -Bust  SB-  Eit  :  J Ai  aeen  aatccr.  ai  r^uef,  lad  t:«  nmaha'  of  fhimi 

Kaw^ft   ^ta   ■»,■«  nK:$iat.icT7   :Trea:ti  ■»!»  iir«»:-»  r«i^ced   to    itL     Bcaidei, 

F-aoi  i^  -ace.n  ji"  '^e'.neTioar  :o  X.:»eTi-  *:»  i  ict  ocw  ja  aocadav  ciat  what  was 

Vr  »«  •««■.   iov-4t   :  i'."   rwTscas  ■•c^  w^d  n  mea  aust  be  ^oU  m  wtfeti 

tifrnm  .^t  .<«'  ;fBT>KV.  Tut   :tt«  «;iii3«t  it  .a  die  ns  eiK  thav  vara   apffad  to  MT^ 

«  :tv4  :r^  x«  3  .>   -«t»  ir^n-c-i.  »jc-ei  ?vrt  .dl^oas.  n  tbe  Mhar  to  anaatda  ia- 

Tb»  x-am   c  <(tr-:^T  -£«  warns  x  .&«  7^x3-.  luatrr.  md  therrirr  «•««  iia  iiaail  ntae 
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tpite  of  all  the  clamonr  of  a  daily  preBs — 
in  (ptto  of  the  power  of  JoDrntdiani,  which 
had  been  lo  indiistrioaBly  bronght  to  bear 
agtioit  it. 

Major  Beauclerk  was  unwilling  lo  tres- 
jniB  on  the  attention  of  the  Honge,  but  he 
coald  not  reconcile  it  with  his  public  duty 
to  omit  the  prestDt  opportunity  of  urging 
his  Majesty's  Ooverument,  with  those 
who  had  preceded  him,  to  enter  upon  this 
inquiry  fully  and  fairly,  and  go  inio  the 
whole  beatings  and  gpenition  of  the  Poor- 
law  Amendment  Act.  He  did  not  maintain 
that  the  old  law  was  good  io  practice ;  it 
was  quite  the  reverse,  it  was  Bbominable, 
and  Government  deserved  well  of  the 
country  for  having  devised  and  introduced 
any  practicable  amendment.  But  whilst 
be  was  ready  to  adopt  this  Bill  as  far  as 
related  to  Its  provtiions  for  the  prevention 
of  idlenesfl  end  profligacy,  there  were 
undoubtedly  other  parts  of  it  harrowing 
lo  the  feelings  of  huminiiy,  and  tending 
eaientlatly  to  defeat  the  safe  and  effica- 
ciom  workins-  of  the  whole  system.  The 
principle  of  the  old  law  was,  that  assist- 
ance aDoald  be  ^vea  to  the  deatitnte — to 
those  who  were  unable  to  work,  or,  being 
able  to  work,  could  not  procure  employ- 
ment ;  poverty  being  regarded,  not  as  a 
crime  or  a  disgrace,  but  as  a  misfortune. 
He  voted  for  the  Gommiltee  on  this  prin- 
ciple, that  he  wished  to  see  this  Bill 
•o  amended  as  to  allow  assistance  to  be 
given  where  aitistance  was  deserved  or 
was  absolutely  necessary.  He  would 
Test  that  discretion  in  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians which  they  ought  to  have  for  dis- 
criminating characters,  to  give  to  the 
honest  and  industrious,  bnt  not  to  the 
idle  and  profligate.  He  was  aware  that 
many  who  called  themselves  political 
economists  might  differ  from  him,  and 
maintain  that  Ae  workhouse  system  pro- 
mised to  work  out  some  great  beneficial 
change  in  (he  character  end  condilion 
of  the  labouring  poor,  which  he  should  be 
most  glad  to  see.  Bat  while  human 
nature  was  human  nature,  poverty  and 
improvidence  would,  he  feared,  stilt  be 
foond  to  prevail;  and  although  they 
should  punish  idleness  and  profiiracy,  they 
never  would  be  able  to  pass  a  law  which 
would  prevent  yonng  men  from  contract- 
ing improvMettt  marriages,  or  preclude 
the  possibility  of  a  temporary  suspension 
of  employment,  so  that  poverty  ttnd 
misery  ahould  not  require  assistance.  He 
-did  sot  mean  to  go  into  indMdaal  cues 


but  there  was  one  remarkalile  circiint- 
stance  which  struck  him  so  forcibly  (hat 
he  could  not  omit  noticing  it,  and  which 
should  lead  them  to  look  narrowly  to  what 
the  Commissioners  said,  as  proceeding 
in  some  degree  from  an  interested  parly. 
The  Commiasioners  "  augured  well  of  tl.ti 
success  of  the  Leicester  union  from  the 
temper  which  persons  of  all  parties  had 
shown  toward*  the  measure."  "  The 
guardians  have  met  and  proceeded  cheer- 
fully to  the  dispatch  of  business,  feeling 
themselves  not  compelled  to  be  the  un. 
willing  instruments  of  establishing  a  sys- 
tem of  which  they  disapprove,"  &o.  And 
yet  what  was  the  fact !  Only  three  days 
ago  he  himself  had  presented  a  petition 
signed  by  8, .500  individuals  connected 
with  that  borough,  the  majority  of  the 
guardians  themselves  ex  pressing  their  ab- 
horrence of  some  portions  of  the  Bill,  and 
their  determination  not  to  carry  them  into 
effect:  while  the  hon  Member  for  the 
borough  also  presented  a  petition  from 
3,400  persons  on  the  other  side  of  poli- 
tics to  the  same  effect.  He  did  not  wish 
to  make  any  attack  on  the  Commissioners, 
but  he  could  not  help  expressing  his  be- 
lief that  they  would  never  be  aole  bene- 
ficially to  carry  out  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  if  relief  were  restricted  to  the  work- 
house system,  and  nothing  but  the  work- 
house. The  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire 
could  have  no  motive  in  reference  to  this 
subject  but  to  secure  a  full  and  fair  inves- 
tigation into  all  the  bearings  of  the  ques- 
tion. It  was  therefore  his  duty  lo  stand 
by  that  hon.  Member  ;  party  feeling  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  matter; 
Whig,  Tory,  and  Radical  should  have 
one  unanimous  feeling,  to  do  all  they 
could  to  advance  the  comfort,  happiness, 
and  prosperity  of    their  fellow-country- 

Sir  Stratford  Canning  did  not  intend  to 
enter  at  all  into  the  details  of  this  question. 
He  was  not  in  Parliament  at  the  time  it 
was  carried  through  the  House ;  but,  al- 
though he  could  not  appeal  to  his  own  ex- 
perience, he  was  unwilling  to  believe  that 
what  had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Southwark  could  rest  upon  any  solid 
foundation.  Although  it  bad  been  said 
thst  the  poor  had  no  friends,  and,  in  ooe 
sense,  no  represent  a  lives  in  that  House,  he 
maintained  that  their  interests  were  always 
advocated  and  most  feelingly  responded 
to.  This  was  not  the  time  for  discussing 
the  merits  of  the  Poor-law  Amepdmeot 
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■are  expense  to  the  rate-payers.  He  Bt- 
twbed  laj  little  iraportance  to  the  reialts 
aa  derived  from  that  measure  affecting 
nerely  the  question  of  the  diminution  of  a 
pecuniary  charge.  It  was  stated,  that 
2,000,000/.  or  3,000,000/.  had  been  saved 
by  the  Bill ;  he  did  not  undervalue  the 
amount  of 

respect,  that  they  could 
in  unwise  expenditure  without  improving 
the  condition  of  the  lower  classes.  In  that 
respect  he  attached  much  imporlance  to 
the  saving  which  had  been  efiected ;  but 
the  principle  advantage  to  be  derived 
from  the  measure  was  to  elevate  the  moral 
condition  of  the  poor,  promoting  their  in- 
dependaace  and  raising  them  in  the  social 
■cue — holding  out  to  them  the  hope  that 
when  industry  was  combined  with  good 
moral  character  there  was  a  certainty  of 
providing  for  their  own  subsistence  and 
that  of  their  families.  Having  given  to 
this  measure,  when  first  introduced,  his 
cordial  support,  be  must  say  he  had  yet 
heard  no  facts  which  could  induce  him  to 
regret  the  course  ha  had  then  taken,  or 
incline  him  to  prejudice  the  operation  of 
the  Bill.  He  did  not  believe  it  was  pos< 
■ibie  to  make  a  great  change  in  the  old 
tdministraiion  of  the  Poor-law,  and  con. 
tend  with  a  system  of  abuse  so  rooted  and 
•o  extemive,  without  provoking  great  op- 
position. There  was  a  great  deal  of  in- 
teiesled  opposition  to  contend  with~-there 
was  abo  a  great  deal  of  opposition  spring- 
ing from  the  most  honourable  and  laudable 
feelings  of  real  commiseration  for  the 
poor — a  commiseration  directing  itself 
rather  to  individual  and  personal  suffering 
than  taking  a  comprehensive  view  of  the 
condition  of  the  poor,  and  laying  a  foun' 
dation  in  hope  of  permanently  bettering 
their  condition.  But,  far  from  saying  one 
word  reflecting  on  those  who  looked 
merely  at  individual  suffering,  and  most 
anxious  to  apply  an  immediate  and  prac- 
tical remedy,  still  knowing  that  there  was 
neat  opposition  to  contend  with,  and  fear- 
mg,  if  those  parlies  intrusted  vith  the  ap- 
plication of  this  law  had  reason  to  believe 
that  the  support  of  one  branch  of  the  Le- 
gUature  was  taken  away  from  them,  what- 
ever difficulties  now  existed  in  the  way  of 
tbe  operation  of  the  system  would  be  ag- 
gravated to  a  tenfold  degree,  if  the  slight- 
est suspicion  were  excited  that  they  were 
themselves  doubtful  of  the  efficacy  of  the 
principle,  and  meditating  its  infraction,  it 
was  moat  deairable  to  avoid  any  step  which 
VOL.  XXXVl.  (ESJ 


might  appear  to  throw  doubt  on  the  per* 
manency  of  the  law.  He  believed  tnat, 
in  the  application  of  this  system  it  had 
been  almost  impossible  to  avoid  many 
cases  of  individual  haidshlp,  and  being  de- 
sirous of  ascertaining  those  cases  and  pro. 
viding  without  delay  a  remedy  for  them, 
but  being  perfectly  determined  to  adhere  to 
and  support  the  principleuf  the  Bill,  while 
he  ascertained  how  he  might  best  mitigate 
the  severity  of  its  operation  be  would  vote 
against  the  original  motion.  He  gave  the 
highest  credit  to  bis  hoo.  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Berkshire,  who  introduced  the  sub- 
ject, from  a  sincere  desire  to  benefit  the 
condition  of  those  who  were  entitled  to  the 
sympathy  and  most  indulgent  considera- 
tion of  that  House,  yet  differing  entirely 
from  him  as  to  the  impression  which  would 
be  made  on  the  public  mind,  he  felt  bound 
tojsay,  as  some  unpopularity  might  at- 
tach to  the  avowal  of  a  frank  opinion— 
and  being  ^uite  unconverted  from  his  ori- 
ginal opmion  in  favour  of  the  principle 
of  the  measure,  be  was  most  anxunts  that 
it  should  have  a  fair  trial.  He  believed, 
that  its  ultimate  result  would  be  to  rescue 
the  country  from  an  evil  which  was  pro- 
gressive, and  which,  if  not  impeded  in  its 
progress,  was  fraught  with  most  awfut 
consequences  not  only  to  property,  but  to 
the  independence  and  moral  condition  tA 
the  poor.  He  sbould  not  hesitate  to  give 
his  vote  in  favour  of  the  amendment  of 
the  noble  Lud,  which  appeared  bast  cal- 
culated to  maintain  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  yet  at  the  same  time,  by  admit- 
ting extensive  inquiry,  would  enable  them 
to  devise  the  most  practicable  remedies 
for  mitigating!  iu  presaiiTe. 

Mr.  Roebmk  wished  to  avail  himself  of 
the  present  opportunity  of  expressing  aa 
opinion  on  this  question,  because  he  be- 
lieved that  the  interests  of  the  labouring 
classes  were,  deeply  involved  in  it ;  and 
the  expression  of  an  opinion  of  his  on  tlM 
subject  might  have  some  weight  with  thoas 
classes,  as  regarded  whom  he  was  willing 
to  take  his  full  share  of  any  odium  that 
might  fall  on  bim  for  advocating  the  Bill. 
He  was  one  of  the  early  supporters  of  the 
measure ;  and  he  beg^^  to  assure  tba 
hon.  Member  for  Soutbwark  that  he  voted 
for  it  with  a  perfect  knowledge  of  what  ha 
was  doing.  He  adhered  to  the  prioci|4s 
then  laid  down ;  and  had  lieard  no  argu- 
ment or  evidence  adduced  in  this  Houaeor 
elsewhere,  which  was  calculated  lo  mak« 
him  now  shrink  from  the  principle  which 
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maii  j.tcgu  £_  He  tcoEii  r*v  3  i.a  u  be  uc  frntcipie  frf  Ibe  Bill.  Aai  As 
mmr^trvie*  *bL'  fmnifirlr  bad  fhc  fvw, 
u>a  vbo  ca!tc<l  m  ine  Hnaw  'oa*  M  ^a* 
tt  u>  liven.  ttfePT  ini^iit  coBifiw  tsc  fv^B^ 
I  o*'  31  Tcuef  u  :iic  f>i<i  atxi  raarMOA  paw  ov 
of  tE>e  T:irki>r<itsc  He  boped  ibot  ihe 
CT  vouid  betake  imottew 
shi*  ^i*->:.ia  7.-.-.-  %■  -  ;ia  :o:c  •■•j;  ll.^lls*  »;  fscicinaielv;  bat  bee 
w:«  &X  s.^ ib..-::>i:&.  Nfv  w  W.ri-tTC  r.  u  becmUBK-anryltiBItbed 
CUE  =M   iT=i^~>3  ,1-  u*  c  Lt?  .-■;•«■  T»>a:    poor    siiauio    tpcciv*  uteir  t 

VH  «  a  ^-vic:  K  t:i    ii^is:r..o  :iur    lac  i:  mrnr  ott  odina  UmK  thcofM^ 

ife  jr:3k':;-«  u  Uie  £~      H;  ^^bu  'mtw    brinf  uimt.  ban.   xh  bU  «e«afc««vib 

rtr^  .fir^-LKf:  i." ;.« ^^t  FTcaL.  urt  Mea*-  ti«  iiL.     Smw  of   'aw  k  —      - 

>rr  'i.nf  Xii.-iwt.-t.      He  tsi    aeet   »i^-  ■mr    cac    Buotac 

C"tm»i  Mnm^.-T  om   cIml   tic  ir  ^-  n>feEe  uiea  tKili^   zhmt  ibsf 

ftMB  W*  )«  Ku;-c  pocssisiviT    si'TTar:  wie-'ww  one  vnRCODteHB 

Skt  ivnvinie  of  k  i^.^er-Lmcn:    v.tc   k  ivrsau  tt  Hk  iibtbi  wdd  gow  *dif  to 

iwa  V   bt   i'tidac   d   ue  »i!Kaoe  tmoer    iir  mib,  vMud  tbb:  ti»  vsv.     &  «^dd 


pr»— *T^    thet  w?^   1^1    T»j:L*;tnrs  r^rr..  sac  e  mien:  •■«  n  ^  bffi  taasf  !». 

■•^vt  c  7i'^-vj?i,  v!\£  ncxi  UcT  »■»  ;3t  =B:--t  w  vx  ■aeUtsT  tn«-  tvorid  iQiua. 

«Ht.-;.>K^  rw  •!  f t    ut»  »f^  u  K  rB--  ire  ivvr  ir  Btt.     1:  "w  »  VRK^ileflf  tbe 

T»«f  u»ir  rivv^     m  w«^  p-rpjw—;  u  sior^  jiwt  :aK  nrm*  nuMJL  de  rfwaat.  and  faa 

^w^  tt«  n'iii.-i.iir  **.    viifi.    ix\t    --.^i:  »-  vouiL  rnc  «i=ic  tr.»;    tr  arv  UeaiRT  wfaat* 

ji,ins  •^•i  ioiir.'r*..     Ttwtt  wet  :w.-  ..;nr-  f^if.      nt   tir?r£inn   uwiccnl  ti*  L^itla. 

t>ul'iM  ftc'.n  iJrai,    Tn^f   «as  :ts   ttv-.  tun  r.at    acne  wikt  it  crsBimt  a  art  rf 

S>>.4^it;  <ui«  <i    BI-'  ir.ai  Ivinr  ».  ."•;■£  tx  ^  (^toiBsumciv  wrx  vfintG   lkulul   tbc 


B-JK'i^    «iv-t-     «    n-.-*' «-rtr      n''>w^r.t.>4,  »..ne  tfcf   Kft  w  ibe  tooalitj 
r  u  tDt  aanicnlai  p«. 
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B  «» tBU,  not  a*«B  rran  tli*  Sute. 


lb  bM  fonaorly  expresMd  it  u  hit 
opimcMitlMitHch  woaldbfl  thesffeat  oftht 
Bill,  tod  that  apioion  be  would  uoBiQch* 
iogl^  akistvD. 

Sit  J»mM  Graham,  haviof;  Uken  an 
anxioui  part  in  tha  original  diacuHJonR  on 
tUi  mMuara,  were  it  ton  timo  mora  ur- 
popular  than  he  believed  it  to  be,  ibould 
be  Mbamed  of  bimeelC,  if,  on  the  preient 
oecaaion,  he  ifarunk  from  taking  hii  full 
abua  of  any  odium  that  migbt  attach  to 
iU  aupporlera.  He  had  iLatad  bit  opinion 
u  lo  the  gweial  policy  and  tbe  paiiicular 
cnaetmanta  of  the  Bill,  and  ibe  remit  of 
Ua  experieac*  waa,  tbat  be  not  only  ap- 
proved of  the  general  policy,  but  he  con- 
■idared  tbe  particular  cimctmenti  indii> 
penaable.  He  did  not  think  this  a  fit  op- 
poitnnity  for  ditcueung  the  policy  of  the 
Bill.  The  queatiou  before  the  Houie  lay 
ID  tbe  oarroweit  compau,  end  be  was  ready 
to  adopt  tbe  opinioD*  of  hit  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Robert  Peal),  who  observed, 
tbat  tbara  were  only  two  (fuestious  before 
tbe  Housa ;  one  wti,  ibould  there  be  an 
inquiry  t  and  the  other  waa,  what  ahould 
tbe  nature  of  that  inquiry  be  ?  Aa  to  the 
first  question,  whether  there  ^ould  be  an 
inquiry,  there  was  hardly  a  difference  of 
opuiion  throughout  the  House.  He  would 
say  that,  in  the  abstract,  tha  teiros  of  the 
lalereaoe  ahould  be  as  wide  as  possible, 


ebire,  seoonded  by  the  bon.  Member  for 
Oldham,  a  moral  feeling  would  gal  abroad 
which  wouUl  render  it  impouible  to  cod- 
tinue  to  work  tbe  measure  aa  heretofore. 
Tbe  inquiry  aa  proposed  by  tha  noble  Lord, 
tbe  Secretary  for  tbe  Home  D^artment, 
•ppaand  to  him  to  be  perfectly  satisfac- 
tory. An  idea  prevailed  in  the  county  be 
Kpreeented,  tbat  no  good  would  result 
mm  an  extension  of  tbe  measure  to  hia 
district.  He  difiered  from  his  constituents 
in  tbat  respect,  and  he  waa  convinced 
that  by  an  inquiry  into  tbe  subject — but 
it  must  be  a  full  inquiry— ha  waa  con- 
vinsed,  ha  said,  tbat  if  they  went  into  an 
inveatigatiwi  of  tha  peculiar  circnmslances 
of  his  county,  his  constituents  would  be 
latiafiad  thet  the  measure  would  be  found 
most  salntary  there,  as  well  as  tn  other 
places.  looking,  however,  to  the  Urms 
of  tbe  referenee,  ho  should  be  of  opinion 
(hat,  if  they^bided  by  them  strictly,  the 

■  paculiar   cirenmstancH    of    hia    district 

■  hmU  swrcely  coma  wkhio  the  limits  of 


the  inquiry:  but  if  the  right  boa.  Oan- 
tlwaao,  the  Cbaocellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
could  assure  him,  inlhe  absence  of  tbe  noble 
Loid,  that  it  was  the  noble  Lord's  inten- 
tion the  ini^uiiT  should  be  full  and  com- 
plete, (bat  It  should  include  such  matter 
aa  he  bad  adverted  to,  stopping  short  only 
of  Ibe  principle  of  tbe  Dill,  he  ahould  give 
his  most  cordial,  instead  ofbisretuctantsup- 
port  to  the  amendment  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Tbe  Chancellor  qf  tht  Exchtqvar 
ahould  not  have  occupied  the  attention  of 
the  House  but  for  the  question  which  bad 
been  put  to  him  by  the  right  bon.  Baronet, 
and  on  the  answer  he  should  give  ha 
thought  the  voles  of  many  bon.  Gentlemen 
would  depend.  He  would  further  say, 
that  if  his  reply  should  induce  hon.  Gentle* 
men  to  feel,  that  consistently  with  their 
principles,  they  would  support  the  measure, 
if  he  should  be  able  to  satisfy  the  Mover 
himself  of  the  original  motion  that  ho 
could  consistently  consent  to  withdraw 
his  motion,  hon.  Gentlemen  would  sea 
that  ha  ahould  obtain  an  object  of  ooo- 
siderabla  importance,  by  tha  disposal 
of  this  question  bv  an  unanimous,  lathaT 
than  by  a  qualified,  expreision  of  opiuion> 
He  should  be  ready  on  the  part  of  hia 
noUa  Friend,  feeling  tbe  immense  import' 
anca  of  an  nnanimoui  opinion,  to  adopt 
tha  suggestions  thrown  out,  if  ba  did  not 
feel  that,  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing 
that  unanimity,  he  waa  endangering  tbo 
principle  itself  if  not  within  the  HouH, 
most  assuredly  outside  iU  walls.  If  tbe 
House  were  to  ^ow  itself  ready  to  inquiro 
not  only  into  tbe  details  but  into  tho 
principle,  it  would  be  tboagbl  out  of 
the  House  that  there  existed  a  disposition 
to  retraot  as  regarded  tbe  principle,  that 
they  doubted  tbe  policy  of  it,  and  that  (be^ 
were  going  into  an  inquiry  which,  mora  or 
less,  would  have  a  tendency  to  tbe  retracing 
of  their  steps,  and  tbe  adoption  of  the  old 
system.  Ha  considered  tbat  danger  to  be 
much  lessenedby  the  course  which  they 
proposed  to  take.  His  noble  Friend,  when 
he  originally  introduced  the  measure,  took 
his  Stand  with  perfect  reliance  on  its  justice, 
its  policy,  and  expediency-  He  was  sop- 
ported  then,  as  ha  had  been  on  tbe  present 
occasion,  by  tbe  bon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex, by  the  right  hoa.  Baronet  tha  Mem- 
ber for  Tamwortb,  and  by  the  right  hoo. 
Baronet  who  aat  below  him,  as  wall  as  by 
the  bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Batfa, 
Qentlemen  whom  he  named  because  th(y 
all  represented  vatioui  claaaes,  and  the 
2N2 


MM  Poer  Urn  (OOHMOn) 

tSmmm.  otevned  bm  ok  imi  aii  ti  tbea !  kwcb  voted  m  faiuM«flh*  pitiliH>    T« 

aaadnMHO  tbatiWraaefrkadhtote  rfcn  piliiiiiii.  ^,iiJ  hj  ii  pr— iin  n 

prJBciplc  of  ife  BOI.  ■■<  — g  JlimmimiI  the  e^bteca,  w4  ig— J  ■•  it  dna 

MmaNMHiL     Be h^BKd  ikM the  pant  o'docl:  at    m^S^  «w  | 

wb(^   WMMcid  for    ■■■■liiMM    w.  Bene  bt  tlw has.  Mai 

ii^iihn  Ac*  w«  gLiifjwJ  to  r«  nts  s  h  iW  pectin  «(  ci^ 

(oU.  aad  b]T.  wd   ;■■   *>>?^7   ■■»  tW  fooc  ;  aad  o«  sack  po^M*  ■■  bmc  «ai 

•^(■■fiHi  «f  dw  Kili     Wck  RSKd  u  diB  Ac  pgpgic  «*^  TiigiMH  »  be  cJrf^  > 

pMiaf  AcMWdte  bcxrecissar  r.  m  x^mK  laitA^*.  He  ib—"-* —Hafawte 

■M  th«   Blnnuaa    of    Ls   sMuc    Fnntf.  t±  Ur  ^aocka.  mk  ««ui  be  ^^^ae  ti 

a  HKwtc  tbc  aaeadneuL  I?  oxSnit  rsK  eec  oe  boK.  Ciof'eiM   «b*  Hade  tbi 

Ae  msLi-y  »t  ear  yiauua  IBK  «is  s»  Mra»  U  «xad:«r  ic  ; 

Actke.-!  msanC  le  ti>f   p-ncrie   t^  ;i«  S  voKJi  be  n 

M  W  A«  nrtd   bsK.  BtneeC  *  >'i-  J.    KiacRC.  uns  Ete  laBdHeaa  ^aaU  be 
Gn^hV      B«  MiC   X   w»  s   chRbm:   ckt^   i  in  i  lo—ry   br    u*    Have  •( 


aa  be  t««  Mecvc  »  ^Bnubt  aoeft  an    it  irm   znirur*   noe  4f  the  i 
b»a»WBrara)>»K=M-nai':  n  ^3tt  «itine    zuc  'y  Tutnmg  ^«»uil  aMd  fasv^vy 


t  aecnim.  Twt  -mpor-am  HDenunent:  vaaid  »!•«  at.  it  affaand 

K%>niiic    tf     IS    ai>aieT*cai  3i  nar  en  ^  la  ibr  aa  anaabw^  aaA  aa 
OTaoitt't,    idt  ■?■»'(!*«    Tj   jTwsic    Tpeipif, 

M  $»«*c  Mlhaait'R   "tw  fiMiriian*  oi    cne  ^'loart.  as   Xea 

(NM-   a   rjk«  w^   mneo  «    St.  <3«aT^c  luae  iianeii  ^nac  anabc  m.  boa^ac  Ibe 

$iMin*irit,     T>«  }iHh  3tt;(Bbar  mta.  aiac  xunecc  odiIh-  dw   a>— iw^Hf^  af   ite 

ibxa      ^MuiiuHv     i^niiimHtv    d<^^)iEea  3ua^  wt  tia  aaagU:  W  aa^ba Map*- 

p^xxuiw.  u   -.tx  >eiM  ji  -jMtr  jiJtrm.  -lai  siiBia   inm  on  'Jw  aMn  di»  ittdatfa  ^ri 

'•woobUmm^    >»r><M«    'rw    mnMHKmm  jt  saar.  aid   iw  ^xoiicM  ■— u> -.-»^gfc, 

h>  ^IH  C«MMpE>lM     U   i4fl>iu>«te(  .C&  Mi^  JIM  M  h 

tnt  tvu.  vtuvicitMU  w.  s:«>iui  TOO   l-'(>v>-  iituer  jil  :iia  circ^naaa^s  qa"  ija*  a^M^ 

)»«■   \.in^  Lucji.   Wii  \~>n,  Mak  -^i-i.^    iK'  vt:  vuuiu  ieuK  'ram  pM^i^hB  aaMa. 

tact'    :i  i^ja  .lut   iiAv  .>k.t«  ufOiK  A   ivd.>.  •.>M  nnutt  XHWC   'AW  Mnea  df  Aa  H^ 

LvWiuM  *•>"  »»■'-'■"  V  •*--^  '••.v.ii.i,  .-i^i.i.v.t  ••'.'><. Ik,     iwf«  jWttwaiiPT  ■>•  *s  wawU 
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tha  Hoaie,  and  he  would  now  support  the 
hon.  Qflntlemiin'B  motion  for  inquiry  into 
iu  operatioD.  He  bad  ever  considered 
that  ibat  Act  violated  the  inalienable  right 
of  every  Eng;)ishman — namely,  the  right 
to  receive  support  from  the  soil  on  which 
he  lived.  He  r^arded  it  as  a  measure 
repugnant  to  every  law  and  feeling  of 
human  nature.  He  denied  that  by  grant- 
ing the  fnllest  inquiry,  they  would  do  any 
thing  contrary  to  or  in  violation  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  The  noble  Lord  pro- 
posed that  the  inqairy  should  only  estend 
into  the  operation  of  the  roles  and  regu- 
lations of  the  Commissioners,  and  not  to 
the  extent  called  for  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Berkshire,  and  which  the  voice  of  the 
country  demanded.  He  did  not  rely  upon 
the  mere  figure  statement  made  by  the 
noble  Lord,  that  the  poor-rales  had  been 
reduced  from  6, 000,000<.|to4,300 ,000/. ;  all 
Biich  statemeota  he  looked  upon  with  sus- 
picion, for  nothing  was  easier  than  to 
make  out  a  case  by  such  means.  If  they 
looked  to  the  returns  for  three  years  before 
the  Bill  passed,  they  would  6nd  that  there 
bad  been  a  progressive  diminution  of  the 
outlay.  Hethought  that  it  was  unfair  to  im- 
pute the  reduction  merely  to  the  operation 
of  the  law,  which  resulted  from  the  sym- 
pathetic operation  of  various  other  causes. 
Mr.  Wakley  hoped  that  the  House 
would  p  rmit  him  to  urge  the  importance 
of  making  one  part  of  the  subject  with 
respect  to  which  he  had  given  notice,  an 
troportant  part  of  the  inquiry,  namely,  the 
medical  branch  of  the  subject.  If  an  in- 
quiry took  place  it  was  a  matt«-  of  Impor- 
tance that  it  should  be  a  free  and  full  in- 
qairy, and  pursued  without  any  feelingsof 
excitement.  He  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire  would  withdraw  his 
motion,  as  he  thought  that  it  was  of  great 
importance  that  the  House  should  be  una- 
nimous. The  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  re- 
quested by  many  hon.  Members  who  were 
favounble  to  the  Bill  to  withdraw  his 
motion,  and  now  he  (Mr,  Wakley),  who 
wai  as  hostile  to  the  Bill  as  the  hon. 
Member  himself,  requested  him  to  do  so, 
If  the  inquiry  as  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord  should  prove  that  the  working  of  the 
BUI  was  bad,  he  trusted  that  iIk  hon. 
Member  would  at  once  move  for  the  repeal 
of  it.  In  conclusion  he  trusted  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  go  into  the  inquiry  with 
unprejudiced  minds,  and  that  the  only 
oli^t  that  they  would  have  in  view  would 
trs  to  dicit  the  tratb. 
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Mr.  Hardy  assured  the  House  he  would 
not  detain  it  two  minutes,  but  having 
previously  to  the  present  discussion  put  a 
question  to  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  he 
was  anxious  to  put  the  same  question 
again  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  his 
vote  on  the  question  before  the  House, 
would  depend  on  the  answer  be  might 
receive.  The  noble  Lord  proposed  that  an 
inquiry  should  be  entered  into  with  reapect 
to  the  regulations  promulgated  by  the 
Poor-law  Coramissioneis ;  but  something  ' 
more  than  that  was,  he  thought,  necessary, 

id  something  more  seemed  also  to  have 
been  indicated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself.    [Cries  of  "  Divide''^     He 

13  determined   to  be  heard  if  he  should 

main  there  till  morning. — ["  Oh !  Oh  l"\ 

The  Speaker  begged  hon.  Members  to 
preserve  order,  and  allow  the  hon,  M«n- 
ber  to  be  heard. 

Mr.  Hardy:  The  noble  Lord  opposite 
made  no  allusion  in  the  course  of  bis 
speech  to  the  operation  of  the  bastardy 
uses;  and  as  no  instrucUoos  had  been 
led  with  regard  to  them  by  the  Com- 
missioners, he  was  afraid  that  the  noble 
Lord's  proposition  would  exclude  the  ope* 
ration  of  those  clauses  from  the  conaider- 
I  of  tho  Committee.  He  therefore 
wished  to  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, proposed  to  allow  an  inquiry  to  be 
gone  into  with  r^;ard  to  the  mauoer  in 
which  those  clauses  bad  operated  ?  If 
such  was  the  intention  of  the  right  boo. 
Gentlemen,  he  would  vote  in  favour  of 
the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment! but  if  it  was  meant  to  prevent  any 
consideration  of  the  operation  of  those 
clauses,  he  should  feel  bound  to  vote  for 
the  original  motion. 

The  ChanctUoT  of  the  Exchequer  trusted 
the  House  would  allow  him  to  answer  the 
question  put  by  the  hon.  Geotlemun,  He 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  he  should 
consider  the  inquiry  ahout  to  be  instituted 
incomplete  if  the  operation  of  the  bastardy 
clauses  were  excluded  from  it.  He  begged 
to  add,  that  he  aniicipated  in  that  branch 
of  the  inquiry  the  same  result  as  in  every 
branch. 

Captain  Boldero  as  he  lived  near  the 
residence  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Walter) 
in  Berkshire,  was  enabled  to  state  (and 
he  felt  the  more  bound  to  do  so  after  the 
taunts  which  had  been  thrown  out  about 
the  iton-attendfU)c«  of  that  hon,  QeoUe- 


Ac  urn  t  wmt.  t£  ^t<t  vxc  -  kbc   l  K:.   Wmbir-  aud.  Him.  a  mp^mmi  m 

re*  veic  IB  K  diMiiM,  i*  Huiiiii:  nm:  mtc  Uu  Smmk  1h^  i^ihb  to  ^bi^hb 

^  1m i" 

Be  wntc  M   ti^RK   c  DC  a-  nc  •  iD-mnr  nipfai.  or  if  the  n^  ^Ok.  ite 

M9E  311  :i«  T -i:>rt  K  mr  iDiint-  CuHCuuE  of  tue  J^^aqnor  m  tfac  nsB 

K   mrj.  a  ^nsk    jk    'V'ibk    it  tumnaiioL  tbm  tfipr  «bte  laadr  u  wbj«i. 

anpi  SHHBc  Min  r    vfli  ^viki>-  idc  iuuti&  db  wiucl  u^  qbc  mRBErrtv  i^- 

Znt  a  lat  yyj'-'^'-n  ic   inmi  an-  bku:!;,  tan*,  mitix  lurv  had  ma  caplicitlj 


!!'.:  RueKun  wat  u  :«!  o;  ihtbe  nuCtSH  wnicL  bat!  wtm 
aiium  t:ni?uu&  n.  Uh  cmnat  d:  oh  oeama..  hs&ac  k  (■ 
OB^  wtu  aue!~    aenui.  s  mi  ^Tasial  »bl  0^  Ika  Sn 


t'r»  u  w..ijt  11 


sa.^««n  MM  nnum'-r^      ?uuni  nnr.    .<«iw  namm  in:  wiiiiiuiai^  noB   ibaK  thM 

XMaiv^    uu.   iMfti't.   a   ir^    a'  '   Vomt.'  aitiimtai.''i.      ht   nac   lotc  tae  CBmi» 

^)u.  4k««    «:»u    his:   (r   Hnw   uu   unn  -t.'si^s  ma:  na    niiiaaa    w  will'.  '6sm 

mnant  turn  *tM.  immet  mw  n-iuHL  tbim'      iuiam.  am  luc  «itt  ■ aiui  thai  tkcy 

'"Jm)    Ak'    '  AMMt    /ai  juaauL  "       f.  niijn:   mmjiin    tm  usk  mturt.  tit  cb»> 

fimmm  aoMinf  n  utr  aiw<:<  ana.  .-vlt?*.  auiiiicam.    u    i.tttu.  k^  la  uimb  iI^b  ta 

•au    ihr  MMtiMiB 'nRnlcM.  itta    IK.>i    lunO-  aacx    UMB^Taiac   hdf   e^aaaanoaaed    M 

al>oal^  )uv  M-  anxotntottM  tt  tKr  .i.^ono.  ttpa    ttm  Atier  oontn*.      Iki:  awa  if  te 


^Google 


1401 


A^mmud  Ptialt. 


{f%t.in}  S.I}ulkl9*f^.C»rtlftcatt$.    llM 


nAsth  of  Stputnbar  lui  ]r«u  he   b^d 

bMD  engaged,  likt  thim>elv««,  in  th«  ptr* 
fftmance  a(  his  pKrlinmcntkry  dutiei ;  and 
for  two  month*  afterwardi  he  wm  en- 
gaged in  viiiting  hU  cooXituenli.  Tbsra 
««ra  only  two  occuioni  on  nbich  ha  re- 
OflllecUd  htTUig  attended  the  meelingi  of 
that  Board.  On  one  of  thote  ocoaiiona 
he  had  entreated  the  Board  of  Guardians 
not  to  erect  the  large  workhouia  for  the 
union  near  the  roadaide,  in  the  vicinity  of 
the  town  of  Wokingham.  He  had  been 
aucccaafal  in  the  application  which  he  had 
made  to  them,  and  ha  tieliered  that  they 
wera  now  very  glad  ihat  they  had  taken 
bia  advloe,  Oa  the  other  occasion  he  had 
urged  hii  obiectioai  to  that  part  of  the 
regulations  which  i*ent  to  leparate  hui^ 
bend  and  wife,  parent  and  child.  In 
that  oppoaition  he  had  been  uniucceiaful. 
He  aliio  diaoovered  very  looo,  that  the 
Board  of  Ouardiana  could  not  act  inde- 

Sendently.  The  Board  of  Guardtaha 
etermined  to  give  the  two  medical  ofijoers 
of  the  anion— there  ought,  from  the  size 
of  the  union,  to  be  three  or  four-^lOO/. 
a-yeareacfa,  and  half-a- guinea  on  every 
niidwifary  caie.  The  Central  Board  in- 
tervened and  recommended  that  the 
medical  officers  should  have  no  rooie  than 
SO^.  a-yeai  In  future,  and  no  more  than 
7(.  6d.  in  midwifery  cases.  It  was  ex- 
IfBordiaarily  diicourngicg  to  have  to 
■Itelid  a   board   whose   resolutions   were 


had  informed  the  House  that  the  Woking< 
bam  Board  of  Ouardiani  had  expreaaed  a 
favourable  opinion  of  the  operation  of  the 
PoorJaw  Amendment  Act.  He  admitted 
the  eulogium  ;  but,  with  the  utual  fair- 
nuB  which  characterised  these  proceed- 
inga,  be  had  otnitted  certain  points  in  it, 
which  he  would  now  give.  The  Board  of 
Qdardiant  obaerved  that  "  in  their  opinion 
the  Guardian*  might  safely  be  invested 
with  somewhat  of  a  more  diacretionary 
power  in  certain  inatances  than  they  now 
{NMsesaed,  particularly  aa  respected  the 
dietary  for  the  sged  and  infirm  in  the 
worithouSe."  Th6  Board  were  also 
"  strongly'  of  opinion  that  some  discre- 
lion  might  be  given  them  in  extreme  cases 
to  relax  the  rule  whioh  forbids  relief  to  all 
able-bodied  paupers,  except  in  the  work- 
boyse."  They  also  directed  their  clerk  to 
"  Write  to  the  Poor'law  Commissioners  to 
■rare  from  Ihcm  that  the  Guardians  might 
t>4  p«itDitt«d  10  niis«  the  Bllowance  to 


their  and  and  infitm  poor  iqi  td  the  kval 
of  anouier  union,  which  gtv*  twi&tj*fQ|K 
oQDcea  of  bread  per  week  Oora  tbu  Uiu»- 
slvea ;"  and  this  very  Bokrd,  sO  vaaNtcd 
of  by  the  noble  Lotdi  as  approving  of  tha 
operation  of  hia  Poor-law,  ware  anxioiia  Id 
be  Informed  (these  were  their  words  not  ft 
fortnight  ago)  "  upon  what  prtttdpla  It 
was  that  the  aged  and  inflrm  paupsrt'  in 
the  Wokingham  union  workhoBSe  were  Id 
ba  deprived  of  those  proper  and  csstntial 
necessaritn  allowed  by  the  Commlaiiosnn 
to  the  poor  of  the  Bradfleld  Union,  nad  t» 
express  their  hope  And  ehrnHt  with  tbM 
the  Poor>lKW  Commisfioatra  would,  upon 
reflection,  and  upon  the  broad  basis  Of 
equal  justice,  remedy  the  apparent  bkrd- 
ship."  Ha  was  happy  to  iafona  tlM 
House  that  he  bad  reason  to  believe  tknt 
tha  announcement  of  this  discusaJon  had 
had  the  effect  of  producing  for  the  aged  anA 
infirm  paupers  that  additional  allowanM. 
As  he  intimated  at  the  sommencemant  of 
his  observations,  he  did  not  intend  to  prMi 
his  motion  to  a  division.  Ha  hOpfd, 
however,  that  the. House  would  watch  whk 
jealousy  the  names  of  the  cammtliM,  urf 
that  it  would  not  give  to  them  it*  iiniw> 
served  confidence. 

The  ChaiuEUor  of  the  Exchtqutr  ob- 
served, that  OS  the  hon.  Member  tMmcd 
to  fancy  that  the  time  of  the  House  wonld 
have  been  saved  bad  the  same  intimstioft 
been  made  to  the  House  by  Minliten  on 
Friday  night  as  had  been  made  to  tbsih 
just  now,  he  must  only  recall  to  the  mind* 
of  hon.  Members  the  fact  that  hia  noblft 
Friend  had  on  Friday  eveniuf  made  tht 
very  same  declaration  which  he  hod  hlmw 
self  made  that  evening. 

Motion  withdrawn, amendowat  carried, 
and  aommittee  appointed. 

Stamp  DuTiba  or  FmbOom  CsitTt- 
FicATBs.]  Mr.  miHitM  William 
moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  tb 
repeal  the  stamp  duty  on  admissloti  to  the 
freedom  of  cities  and  boroughs  in  England 
and  Wale*.  Ha  considered  it  a  very 
great  hardship  that  individuals  should  be 
called  on,  either  to  advance  a  sum  which, 
at  the  period  of  their  existence,  when  theV 
would  in  nearly  all  cases  apply  for  their 
freedom,  must  be  considered  a  greet  sacrt- 
fice,  or  to  forego  that  privilege  which  tbb 
policy  of  the  country  had  deemed  it  ex- 
pedient to  confer  on  them.  He  approved 
most  highly  of  that  scbera*  of  polity  which 
held  out  ptivllegsa,  no  twtlter  wbMhw 


D,;„„z..M,,  Cockle    , 


1103 


l&amp  Dufietm  {COMMONS}      Freedom  Ctrltfimtet.       3104 


nttnicipat  or  electonl,  or  both,  to  the 
apprentice  who,  by  honest  and  iadnitrioDi 
•ervitade  for  the  ipace  of  Kven  yeart  had 
|WOTed  himself  a  valuable  member  of 
■ociety.  He  also  did  not  think  that  aoy 
objections  on  the  score  of  iinaocial  loss 
eaght  to  be  started  against  the  Bill  which 
he  widied  to  introduce.  The  loss,  if  any, 
ought  to  be  disr^arded,  and  could  easily 
be  repaired. 

The  Chmcellor  of  the  Exchequer  did 
not  object  to  tbis  motion  on  financial 
gronnds,  although  he  might  be  of  opinion 
that  a  tsa  of  II.,  and  the  only  tss,  let  it 
be  observed,  was  not  any  tbmg  so  very 
■erions.  The  sum  of  11.  was  paid  for 
registering  the  freeman,  and,  conBidering 
the  equivalent  returned,  he  could  not  very 
w«ll  understand  where  the  grievance  lay. 
But  though  he  did  not  object  on  financial, 
lie  certainly  did  on  Parliamentsry  grounds, 
for  it  would  extend  the  suffrage  among 
freemen ;  and  the  records  of  Parliament 
had  shown,  that  freemen  were  not  re- 
matkable  for  parity,  or  deserving  of 
exemption  of  any  kind.  On  this  ground 
he  was  reluctant  to  grant  that  concession, 
or  rather  boon,  to  freemen,  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Coventry  asked  for;  but 
he  would,  according  to  the  sense  of  the 
House,  as  the  hour  was  late,  either  op- 
pose it  directly  now,  or  at  a  future 
•tage. 

Mr.  Sigby  Waton  rose  to  give  his  cor- 
dial support  to  the  measure,  and  would 
atate  one  fact,  which  in  his  judgment 
ought  to  convince  the  Honse  that  the 
measure  proposed  was  necessary.  This 
fact  occurred  in  the  borough  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent.  There 
were  from  forty  to  fifty  persons  capable  of 
becoming  freemen,  but  without  the  means 
of  paying  the  tax  of  If.;  now,  a  candidate 
paid  the  necessary  sum  for  each  of  these, 
they  voted  for  him  that  time  out  of  grati- 
tude, and  they  would  vote  for  him  every 
other  time,  because  they  felt  bound  in 
honour  to  do  so. 

Mr.  Forbes  would  support  the  measure, 
because  he  thought  that  anything  by  which 
any  class  of  voters  could  be  protected 
from  corruption,  ought  to  be  adopted. 
He  disliked  a  system  which  be  saw  pre- 
vailing, of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  could  not 
take  away  the  right  of  electors  trying  to 
takeaway  theircbaracters;  and  bethought 
the  House  bad  done  itself  honour  by  re- 
sisting the  attempt  lately  made  to  wrest 
from  the  electors  of  Stafford  their  fraa- 


chise.  The  remarks  of  the  boa.  Member 
for  Ipswich  were  most  nocalled  for;  HetD> 
bers  of  Parliament  shonld  not  peniut  to 
themselves  the  use  of  such  language,  nox 
make  accusations  against  the  poTti<m  of 
their  constituents  liostile  to  them,  mmplj 
because  the  individuals  composing  that 
portion  were  not  present. 

Mr.  Phillip  Howard  was  very  sorry  th«t 
this  meaanre  did  not  meet  with  the  ap- 
proval of  his  Majesty's  Govnnment.  The 
principle  of  rendering  electors  as  indepen- 
dent as  possible  was  a  good  one ;  and  he 
thought  that  a  seven  years'  apprenticeship 
was  a  sufficient  guarantee  for  the  judg^ 
ment  and  propriety  of  those  in  whose  fa- 
vour that  principle  was,  on  the  present  oc- 
casion, sought  to  be  enforced.  He  should 
be  very  aorry,  if  an  indisposition  was  mani- 
fested by  that  House  to  assist  the  freemeD, 
whom  he  considered  the  last  remaining  link 
between  the  poor  man  and  the  represent- 
atives of  property  merely.  The  gratitude 
consequent  on  the  payment  o(  the  stamp 
by  a  candidate  put  the  freemen  in  an  un- 
pleaasnt  condition,  and  on  an  unfair  foot- 
ing with  the  other  electors.  The  loss  to 
the  Exchequer  would  be  very  paltry,  and 
would  not,  he  trusted,  stand  in  the  way  of 
what  was  expedient. 

Mr.  H.  Hinde  remarked,  that  there  was 
a  great  difference  between  demanding  the 
payment  of  II.  from  a  freeman,  and  look- 
mg  strictly  into  the  performance  of  the 
conditions  on  which  the  Reform  Bill  con- 
ferred the  franchise  on  lOi.  householders. 
The  one  taxed  a  well  and  hard-earned 
privilege ;  the  other  insisted  merely  that 
just  debts  should  be  paid  before  the  privi- 
lege should  be  exercised. 

Colonel  Siblhorp  really  thought  that 
the  hon.  Member's  motion  might  be  aptly 
designated  two  words  for  himself  and  one 
for  ihe  freemen.  Why  should  they  not 
all  exercise  their  liberality  T  He  bad  no 
objection  that  other  ban.  Members  should 
do  BO,  and  he  hoped  he  might  be  allowed 
to  do  the  same.  There  was  a  very  great 
difference  between  bribery  and  niggard- 
liness. 

Mr.  AgHonby  would,  at  tbe  pleasure  of 
the  House  either  oppxne  tbe  present  mo- 
tion, or  oppose  the  Bill  when  brought  in 
at  the  most  convenient  of  its  stages.  T^e 
title  of  the  Bill  was  an  incorrect  one ;  it 
ought  to  have  been  entitled  an  Act  to 
relieve  candidates  from  expending  la^ 
sums  of  money  in  the  corruption  of  firra- 
meu.    It  would  extend  tbe  fraacliise,  bat 
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not  in  the  nght  way;  and  if  the  franchise 
were  to  be  extended,  let  the  propoaition 
be  brought  forward  plainly  and  franlcly. 
If  the  atamp  duty  vere  reduced,  that 
vonld  be  nothings  but  lowering  the  price 
of  votes;  if,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
abolished  it,  they  conferred  a  boon  on  the 
very  men  whom  they  declared  to  be  most 
corrupts 

Colonel  Thompion  would  in  a  few 
wnds  lay  the  case  before  the  House. 
Suppose  he  were  B|fain  to  stand  for  the 
borough  which  be  now  represented,  and 
some  twenty  or  thirty  candidates  for  free- 
dom laid  to  biro,  "  if  you  pay  the  stamp 
duty  for  ns,  we  will  rote  for  you ;  if  you 
donrt,  Mr.  A.  the  opposing  candidate, 
will,  and  then  we  shall  vole  for  him." 
Why,  be  diould  think  that  corruption  ; 
and  therefore  he  should  support  the  mo- 
tion which  prerented  that  corruption. 

Mr.  Williams,  in  reply,  explained,  that 
had  the  labours  of  the  Committee  by  the 
recommendation  of  which  he  brought  in 
Ibis  Bill  been  tenninated  auQiciently  early 
to  admit  of  his  having  mentioned  the  mat- 
ter when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ((he 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  bronght 
forward  his  measure  last  year  for  the  con- 
solidation of  the  stamp  duties,  he  would 
hare  done  so. 

Leave  given.  Bill  brought  inandread  a 
first  time. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  Febrvary  28,  1837. 

Hntcm.!     SSOi,     Rad  •  •ROiid  time: — Cbuitr  Com- 

PMlUotw  pnwDtcd.  Bj  Lord  LTniiBtmtT,  ftom  Poolt, 
■plKl  an  ■ttsnpt  10  iUBAK  with  the  RlgtiB,  Inde- 
podHiBn  nd  FtliaitiiallheHmat,iBilartlierio- 
Uctioo  of  tlw  EMutdiihHl  Chmdi.— Br  t>w  Duke  or  Wai^ 


Abcditien  orCbnish 


EoDCATioir  IN  Ireland.]  Viscount 
MelUmrne  rose  and  addressed  the  House 
to  the  fbllowing  effect : — My  Lords,  in 
rising  to  snbmit  to  the  House  the  motion 
of  which  I  have  given  notice,  I  need  not 
urge  at  any  length  on  yonr  Lordships  the 
propriety  of  appointing  a  Select  Committee 
which  is  its  Mtject.  In  proposing  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Select  Committee  to  take 
mto  itf  cwBidenition  the  plan  of  educa- 


tionwh  ch  hag  now  for  some  ^ears  been 
established  in  Ireland,  to  iaquire  into  the 
whole  subject  of  its  expenditure,  into  the 
whole  mode  and  course  of  its  proceedings, 
and  into  the  effects  which  are  expected  to 
result  from  it.  I  apprehend  it  will  not  be 
necessary  that  I  should  go  into  any  great 
length  of  detail  or  extent  of  ailment,  and 
1  shall  carefully  abstain  from  all  those 
topics  of  irritation,  from  all  those  litigated 
questions,  from  all  those  matters  of  eager 
and  auimated  discussion  which  were  in> 
troduced  on  a  former  occasion,  and  which 
indeed,  conatiluled  the  greater  part  of  the 
debates  on  this  subject,  both  m  this  and 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament.  As  I 
trust  that  we  are  about  to  enter  into  a  full, 
a  fair,  a  calm,  and  dispassionate  inquiry 
as  to  the  operation  of  this  system,  1  [binkit 
will  be  better  on  the  present  occasion  to 
avoid  anything  likely  to  excite  an  eager 
debate,  or  to  influence  those  passions 
which  we  have  seen  to  be  usually  called 
forth  on  thisqueition.  As  your  Lordships 
are  so  well  acquainted  with  the  prepress  of 
this  subject  up  to  the  present  period,  it  ia 
not  necessary  for  me  to  go  into  any  ex- 
planatory details.  You  are  aware  that  in 
the  commencement  of  the  present  century 
the  attention  of  Parliament  was  called  to 
the  stale  of  Ireland  in  general,  and  more 
particularly  to  the  great  expediency  and 
desirableness,  the  absolute  necessity,  of 
extending  to  Ireland  the  benefits  of  educa- 
tion—of  education,  the  sourceof  all  mo- 
rality, all  religion,  all  good  order  and 
peace,  and  the  diffusion  of  which  has  pro- 
duced much  beneficial  and  blessed  effecta 
in  the  other  parts  of  his  Majesty's  domi- 
nions. Your  Lordships  are  also  aware  that 
a  Committee  sat  to  inquire  into  the  subject, 
who  strongly  recommended  what  I  am 
happy  to  Gna  recommended  in  the  petition 
just  presenled  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite — 
a  system  of  united  education.  You  are 
aware,  too,  that  in  pursuance  of  the  re- 
comraeodation  of  that  Committee  the  then 
existing  Qoveroment,  whether  they  Were 
right  or  wrong  in  so  doing  I  will  not  bow 
determine,  instituted  the  Kildare-straet 
Society.  You  are  acqoainted  with  t^e 
pri^ess  of  that  society,  the  number  of 
schools  it  established,  and  the  number  of 
children  who  attended  these  schools.  You 
are  also  aware  of  the  great  discontent 
which  grew  out  of  that  system ;  and  I 
shall  not,  therefore,  go  into  any  detail  upon 
the  subject.  It  is  sufficient  for  me  to  say 
that  the  slate  in  which  thoK  Khoob  werg 
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.V   V    ■.v.•^'..„«  V  >  .s —^it  ..s>j  ;**  ^>,  ij^  &t.ev-t  Ccoia.iac,  iot  «b<A  I   Bow 

tv.   o«    .V  .-**...   .vv^x^K    VH  ;c^_  »^,^     rw8«  *r» -j« y B» Ji y  which 

••  ...\.  ,^ .  ^  ..v,^  *^  .    ,  .^*.x«  o.  o» ...  *M  ;  v.-w  3<  xcwo*  iot  Ai«K7-    Ttera  it 

%  ^.A  *.  .!    ,x^»„  ■>#  ..K  >-o.*.V  ^«  ^>*  .^  joer  .vuj.\    3,;«ewT,  wkK*  I  Uwdlj 

s«  .«*.>.^.t.K*.«^  v-,.»,i.^»....i   v«-*v-«».  *«<>; -M,  i^  c«  M  «cw  Lard^ipt, OC  «hiui 

v\**.i.     -v      ..V     ^«.«.*    «■>... <«        V»*;  t  «  »A>e9U-7  Mpr«SM  JOM  KtUaUM, 

•  ,^.vv-^,,.,.  x,K  *>  *.  „,■  vN*  ,,  «  .,  ■*.  v«o<  -1*  S'W^^^n  *^  f«rtic«tari»  to 
ix.. ,  v..  .  v,M,i  „^.  ;.  t»  v^s..!*.  »x  ;  .*,  -.^.t  «j  l^e  cmiBt.'-*  n  which  h  man, 
i>v  .M>  v«.v*  ».N-  .s^   .» )»  x«^  ;>»«  M  ««,!  aa  im  |  i     'I  iiitj  »hieb  «l< 
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tends  dMlmg  irilh  this  ([Qealion  io  a 
oountry  litunted  >•  that  is.  The  ^tat 
and  faigfa  object  to  be  obtained  in  tbe  fint 
place  b  the  extending  a  plan  of  education 
to  th«  ii]hri>itanta  of  that  oouotry,  and 
that  eaie  ihall  batidcen  that  theeducBtton 
to  to  be  communicated  it  an  educatioa 
that  would  prove  beneficial,  wholesome, 
and  ialutary  to  the  people.  The  noble 
Lord  concluded  hy  moving  that  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
ajritem  of  national  education  in  Ireland. 

Tbe  Bishop  of  Sxeler  said,  that  be  wai 
unwillinK  at  an^  time  to  trespass  at  length 
on  their  Lordships,  and  under  ordiuary  cir- 
Gumstaaces  he  would  not  have  done  so  at 
that  time  but  io  consequence  of  iha  pe- 
culiar situation  in  which  be  stood,  he  rait 
called  upon  to  enter  into  the  subject  more 
folly  thaa  he  otherwise  should.  The  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  GoTerameot  said, 
that  he  moved  for  the  appointment  of  the 
OommittM  io  consequence  of  ihadisousston 
which  had  originated  last  year,  and  it 
wovid  seem  from  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Lord  as  if  their  Lordships,  without 
uaj  diaonssion,  might  at  once  go  into  the 
inqniry.  At  preaent  the  question  was  by 
no  means  so  simple  in  its  nature  as  it  was 
when  ha  moved  for  the  Committee  last 
year;  much  had  happened  since  in  con- 
oeiion  with  this  subject  which  deeply 
affected  him  as  an  individual,  and  the 
most  serioDB  charges  had  been  brought 
against  bim  i  therefore,  as  an  injured  man, 
he  wished  to  throw  himself  upon  the  io- 
dulgtoce  of  the  House,  while  he  defended 
himtelf  not  only  Witb  reference  to  tha 
Statements  he  had  made  with  respect  to 
tbii  question  of  education,  but  also  while 
be  vindicated  himself  from  charges  which 
I  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  thought 
proper  to  bring  againat  him.  As  an  attaok 
had  b«en  Made  on  his  honour  and  cha- 
racter, that  be  was  aura  would  be  a  snSi. 
cient  reason  to  allow  him  to  justify  him- 
telf. It  would  be  in  tbe  recollection  of  tha 
House  that  on  the  third  report  of  the  Com- 
nistiooers  of  Education  being  laid  on  the 
table  he  said  that  he  should,  at  the  early  part 
of  thia  Session,  take  an  opportunity  of 
calling  the  attention  of  their  Lordships  to 
It,  and  that  he  would  then  prove  the 
truth  of  tbe  statements  he  had  made 
on  the  enbject  of  education,  which  had 
bean  questioned  in  the  Report.  On  that 
occasion,  instead  of  letting  the  notice  of 
motion  go  off  in  the  customary  manner, 
tki  nobM  ind  iMtned  Lord  m  tbe  eon* 


fldance  to  lay,  "  that  uotwithstandhig  tkt 
notice  the  rev.  Prelate  had  given,  be  would 
not  coma  fbiward  with  his  motion."  Tht 
noble  and  learned  Lord  went  farther  even 
than  that.  Forgetting  those  judicial 
habits  which  were  familiar  to  him  on  the 
other  side  of  tbe  water — forgetting  that  ha 
was  a  Lord  Chancellor,  and  that  he  ought 
to  poetess  fbll  and  complata  arideno* 
before  he  pronMinced  Judgment,  tha  noble 
and  learned  Lord  thought  it  right  to  lay, 
"  that  hfl  never  koCw  a  case  to  which  ao 
complete  an  answer  was  given  as  the  otse 
which  he  (the  Bishop  of  Exeter)  had  ad- 
vanced against  the  Educatioa  Commlt- 
sioner*."  The  noble  end  learned  Lord 
had  said  all  this,  and  now  he  roia  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  tbe  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  that  he  meant  to  keep  his  word| 
and  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  betides,  to 
endeavour  to  prove  to  tha  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  that  he  had  parhspa  mis* 
taken  the  sirangth  of  tha  case  to  which  he 
had  alluded,  and  tbe  weakness  of  tha 
answer  that  bad  been  given  to  it.  Ha 
could  assure  their  Lordihips,  that  ho 
meant  to  be  as  brief  as  he  possibly  could 
io  stating  this  case,  but  certainly  not  so 
brief  as  to  neglect  what  seemed  to  bin  to 
be  necessary  (or  bis  own  defence  and 
justification.  He  would  go  farther,  and 
slate,  that  he  should  not  regret,  if,  in  vin- 
dicating himself,  he  at  the  tame  time 
showed  to  the  House  and  (he  public  what 
the  real  character  of  that  lystCm  was  isto 
which  the  Select  Committee  would  have 
to  inquire.  He  should  now  proceed  to 
read  the  words  of  the  Report  which  re* 
farred  to  him.  Speaking  of  the  school- 
masiera  to  be  formed  under  this  tyttem, 
the  Commissioners  taid  :— 

"  It  U  only  throush  luch  persons  we  can  hope 
to  rsnder  the  national  schools  sUcceiiful  in 
improving  the  general  condltioa  of  iht  ptoplt. 
It  w  not,  however,  mereljr  throagh  the  srttoels 
oonnnitied  to  their  charge  that  the  beuefieial 
influenee  of  their  conduct  would  be  felt.  Liv- 
ing in  friendly  habits  with  tha  people,  not 
greatl}  elevated  above  then,  but  so  provided 
for  as  to  be  able  to  mainttun  a  respectable 
station  ;  trained  to  good  habits,  ideotiRed  la 
iotemt  with  the  Slate,  and  ibereTore  aniloas 
to  praraole  a  spirit  of  ebedienee  to  lawftil 
antboiltr,we  are  confident  that  they  nould 
prove  a  body  of  the  ulouMt  value  and  isaport- 
ance  in  promoting  civilisation  and  peaee. 

They  then  proceed  to  complaiB,  that 
the  notice  which  was  taken  of  thit  ^l* 
sage,  in  a  speech  delivered  by  him  in  that 
Houie,  cimtMMd  ■  ftaX  ponrtfMu  «f 
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a  '    woe   !ett   imt.     The ',  irtwpvm^c  Uilfe  to  ifiosl 
itawcd  n  "bar  ELroort —  |  nastefa  *     ff  a    vuuiig    am 

^^^^  »ii;  K  ,^„,.lJ.  I  Twil.  •wild  tie  Boc  taketaaa 
■da  -nnnJd  o  sfon  uimu  .  '  ™*.  P^'^iQie  fflnpWMent 
«d  '*  tie  'mncniM.  rtiLS*  t  L^msmps.  or  dji  tite  O 
t.  md  *J»  Ttader  «■  tfie  ib-  I  'iiinii  it  tiaKible  that  n«"p ' 
'  "°  ""  ""  "  '"''•^"  ""  wcii  sn  edncatum 
•  tmatrs.  tot  ia  x  mtams  -vuniij  be  content 
■■"™*  ""'^-  j  MBd '     They   wtK  to   he 

traear  -o  aun,  "hat  -lipw  ^■aunwMcca.  Eni^jsii  lii 
i-^orrnosaa^-.  ind 'levnn.ti  i^aenchY.  inrf  potiticai 
aiiD3  -w-.T — .ML-ause  ■tiers  i.sinrr  -jl  lit  ia  braocbs; 
:■■:  -n-iUj.e  n  ~Ce  jli.'nF>iT  md  !iiat.ieiiiai:cnl  ao^Ke; 
iterrva  'o  T.si  Vjii  'or  is  -;nitc$onn«  jtciuCine  chcdc^caH  of  logic 
c^neni  ii  nai  **  jiiiuums  md  'Miare.  ?Sflw.  ^  a^Dtd.  worid  ■ 
sii.t:3   'be   ■.' jsam^JTHcaers    w:an;  nan  tboa  -'.bisaQy  iiub  acted  at 

Et  jvsieia  -»en;  ame'l  'o     lumi.  ■*  -:j^sii]e  adi,  aa  4^'L  a  jeai',"  in 

f  u:t  ivcn  'viTTiaTits  mn-  std  -ievnte   jis  liii;   u  dtc  cdaeaboa  of 

:  ^■xtrmi.  t  tos  arnxsed  .;:ti  p/asaatri '.     Iz  via  pciftcUj  iMiMa- 

1..-5S1SIC  ^ic^.s.  «r:a  4'jtti  :n;u  1117  foca  aiea  avid  be  raaliied. 

•i:  c3  B^He^   w[e  ~o   K  Y rao^  atea  :3iia  .imiinrf  asaU  be  ab- 

!*Ms  a  ac«si  ^ctta  .?.  >f  Krac-,!d  jr  verrriiaBs  nd  -x^  vealthj 

t    :-t'r    — i.r;—    rii-«    -1"  nc-^u-iais.  w^o    wniui   ae  iwr  gbd  to 

X  rii"\i  w.n  3:  je  .jj£.;a  m.i  -JKa;aEt*a  af  ue-g  ssriexa.     Waa 

s«*    =;»    w^    a   »  -r-  l  lui  as  je  aucuvd, aniuz  Mcii  a  lystem 

trst-.ai    .'  ^■.:?»,    ;>f»  ^<(^  b   :r!5.    ^M.   ?-«iii  ■»««,  fflr^^Oy  in* 

%.  !i:^   .1    ae    <<  t.  ■^T■.:^.-;t  «e    u;i=a '     Li   =>e   atodel  scfaool  they 

:    ^.-VCT-.   -e   -Trrr   -»::  •— -   wt   ^iswilat  X  secenc  idigiaaa 

v--wwi-),'  <   fz^n  n  -:-=r  BHr-Kiain  :  J:  wm  3ix  3f^»jied  for  theai. 

i.T>-i'    r*  oKcs  SOT  lad   aDu.d.    ^ruae    ^o^V  ■"■,    ■"— '-g 

•.-•i.'C    ■««    -t    :!~>£    cwft  rrn  id  ?V9  »  SK  naacr,  aill  oh  Um 

■    Jtk-'t    war   T-.-ai    ::s-r  ;-erry    ri'    zx    ~anA  wruae  Aey   were 

•I-    ■.-«-n,-«    Wa  «  "w     =str3Ci:ttt  '      't  -nm  ttx.  be  wmU  ob- 
-  't  -■*   ii.->   .-.:>iT  4.-C--  ~  "    aT^. -.-KSi:  sen  le  'Maerr^^am  of  the 

■»  *  ■  oi!,    >t  »L-fc.  J     n  *:««  zr<oair:«^  :^  i£zri  ii.     Let  them 
vs     V  »-.— x-v'a  -t    -viie     --,■«.    s;   -_k    »K:;^.«r>.-4i  fif  DabUo,  for 
vf  KS  the  atod«l> 
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man  oontiived  to  give  religiouB  initrac. 
tion  foi  an  hour  or  three  quartets  of  an 
hour  each  day.    There  were  at  least  400 
persons  attending   the    model-school 
babhn.     And  how  many  of  these  nho 
were  meant  to  be  schoolmasters  attended 
to  receive  that  religious  instruction 
appeared,  that  only  two,  three,   or  four 
persons  thought  it  worth  their  while  to 
attend.     He  was  not  therefore  inc 
saying,  that  the    religious  tuatruction    of 
the  teachers  was,  to  say  the  least  of  it, 
exceedingly    defective.      The   Com  mis- 
■ionen  in  answer  to  this  said, 

"  What  is  onr  practice  in  the  natioiitl  model 
scbool  of  Dublin?  It  is  this~tbe  Ten  Com' 
nandineDli  are  constantly  bang  up  in  it,  so  ii 
the  Christian  lesson  which  our  rules  enjoin. 
A  portion  of  tlie  word  of  God  is  daily  read 
from  onr  Scripture  extracts  ;  and,  at  stated 
limes,  the  Protestant  and  Roman  Catholic 
parochial  clergy  attend  and  give  religious 
iMtmction." 

Now,  he  believed  that  the  system  pur- 
■ned  was  not  calculated  to  impart  religious 
instruction,  but  led  to  great  difierence, 
which  was  embarrassing  to  young  minds, 
and  excited  also  hatred  and  ill-feeling. 
Hie  Commissioners  fnrther  observed,  that 
in  their  Report  it  was  set  forth  that 

"l/ocal  patrons  and  committees  of  Mhools 
are  expected  to  select  suitable  teachers  and  to 
superintend  them ;  but  the  Commissioners 
wilt  reqnire  to  be  satisfied  of  the  fitness  of  the 
tetKhers,  both  in  regard  to  moral  characler  and 
to  literary  qualifications  by  testimonials,  and 
alio,  if  tbsf  see  fit,  bj  training  in  a  model 
school  and  examination;" 
and  they  complained  that  this  was  omitted 
in  the  speech  or  pamphlet.  Now  he  would 
^ow,  that  some  of  those  who  were  se- 
lected to  preside  over  these  schools  were 
peraoDS  guilty  of  great  moral  depravity ; 
said,  wi£  their  Lordships'  permission,  he 
would  cite  an  instance  or  two.  Hehad  been 
acensed  of  getting  up  trumpery  cases,  and 
that  the  authority  on  which  he  rested  was 
void  of  foundatioo.  He  should  now  pro- 
ceed to  point  out  some  of  the  places  at 
which  circumstances  to  which  he  had 
adverted  on  a  former  occasion  actually 
ocoarred.  The  first  case  to  which  he 
would  allude  occurred  in  a  parish  in  the 
county  of  Londonderry,  in  the  diocese  of 
Armagh.  His  authority  was  a  most  re- 
■pectaUa  clergyman,  the  brother  to  a 
noble  Lord.  This  gentleman  stated  that, 
when  the  census  was  to  Uke  plaCe  in 
1S31,  under  the  Population  Act,  he  was 
cxtniaely  anxious  to  asceruin  the  num- 
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ber  of  persons  of  different  leligiOBi  in  his- 
parish.  In  consequence  of  this  he  wm 
brought  in  contact  with  the  master  of  the 
national  school  in  the  parish,  who  he 
found,  was  avowedly  an  in6del.  In  con- 
sequence of  this  that  gentleman  did  what 
was  highly  becoming  of  him  ;  and  above 
all,  considering  the  situation  which  he 
held,  he  made  a  report  of  the  circum- 
stance to  the  inspector,  and  he  thought 
that  this  person  must  have  reported  the 
case  to  the  Commissioners,  as  he  had  ex- 
pressed his  astonishment  and  disappro- 
bation. This  reverend  gentleman  then 
thought  that  there  was  an  end  to  the 
matter.  After  some  time,  however,  this 
schoolmaster  appeared  at  church,  and 
therefore  he  presumed  that  this  person  had 
been  admonished  by  the  Commisaioners. 
After  some  time  this  man  wished  to  attend 
at  the  communion  table,  and  the  clergy- 
man did  what  was  the  duty  of  every 
clergyman  before  he  admitted  any  one  to 
the  sacrament,  namely,  to  examine  him  as 
to  his  fitness.  He  did  so  with  respect  to  this 
individual,  and  be  found  that  his  conduct 
was  BO  immoral  that  he  felt  that  he  waa 
bonndlo  repel  him  from  the  altar.  He  now 
came  to  a  case  which  he  could  not  mention 
or  allude  to  without  a  feeling  of  disgust. 
He  held  in  his  band  some  papers  relative 
to  the  conduct  of  a  schoolmaster  in 
another  parish  in  Londonderry,  the  name 
of  the  clergyman  of  which  was  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Townsend.  This  gentleman 
went  into  the  national  school-room,  and 
on  going  up  to  the  desk  of  the  school- 
master he  found  that  it  had  no  lock.  On 
looking  into  it  he  found  that  there  were 
some  papers,  although  not  many,  of  such 
an  indecent  and  disgusting  character  that 
he  would  not  presume  to  describe  them. 
It  had  been  asserted  by  the  master,  that 
he  saw  these  papers  in  the  hands  of  some 
of  his  boys,  and  that  he  took  them  away 
and  flogged  the  boys;  but  still  thev  were 
left  in  an  open  desk  in  the  school-roora. 
He  had  also  received  that  day  some 
copy-boo^s,  which  were  written  by  the 
boys.  They  were  regularly  written  from 
the  top  to  the  bottom  of  the  page,  and 
if  the  most  rev.  Prelate  before  lum  was 
anxious  to  satisfy  himself,  he  would 
put  these  hooka  on  the  table.  Many  of 
these  copies  are  of  a  highly  improper  and 
ndecent  tendency,  and  they  appeared 
:o  have  been  written  in  this  school  as  a 
matter  of  course.  He  now  came  to 
thecMe  of  a  icbool  nest  Dublin.    This 
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Xnw    this    warn  mt  aC    Auk     l      Pde&  ll.li»riBfl  nr^apprrr  rf-hif  ».ff4^ 

fcoK  eIm  boml  tine  thn  cmki  of  uiib  Mitiiiii  Upaii  doa,  the  r-f^-TiiTu  - 
^K  luH«  i^Mlluiig  Uka  B  (omI  mpcin-  <—antt  ia  the  aawciK  ol'  hit  ^•oeiioiir 
mnifawiM  OMT  it.  This  Khaol  had  bom  )  chtMe  to  diract  an  invati^OUH  of  ta,^ 
sMibliabad  obIv  tsa  '■■'"■'*™,  hut  idn  the  i  tber  kiml,  uui  CohuNi  WanL  aad.  Mc 
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[  a  leim  i  panicukra  af  tha  ohb.     T^  iaqniij  coa- 


W  hiswiducb     He  bad  n 

who  lined  in  Us  licinur,  ]  umiad  iki  ihirtam  daja,  a; 
hun  ihA£  dancmg  was  the  i  that  ihums  tha  whala  of  this  tuna.  ^^^^ 
taught  m  thks  icfatM]!, !  ■rh/wtTffBitfffr  leA.  hia  ichooi  4ad  mended 
ta  drilluiffthe  witueMCS  EUldtG&diuvtItaiL 
iffhst  ihey  were  to  3wt!tt.  SefthaBi^uip 
af  Exeter)  was  HHOg  ttiOBg  '"'f^pr, 
bill  he  waa  only  using  Ungnage  wfaiBh  be 
should  ba  able  to  prove.  Ever;  ooe.  a£ 
the  wiBwHas  aumioed  adnutud.  that,  ha 


aaU  this  was  ptactiaed 
day,  aod  die  Uswns  wi 
tha  bkackgaards  in  t 
He  loHirms  me  tiiat  '* 
Hwihia  SatioBal  School  bad 
Man  oanad  WiUim  Xartoa  for  a  iiiin  of 
■oaaf  allsfad  to  ba  due  Sir  tha  tuiiiaB  of 
his  ohildm).  The  deiendaot  pnia«l  thai 
tha  tphfliri  was  a  pubhc  nmMnrn,  and 
that  danciBg  <ms  the  only  art  or  Kiesce 
tao^t  ia  tfa«  ichaoL  He  pnned  that  uva 
haaa  wrii  dajibaftva  tha  wlinni  bmiaMa 
larwottid*  all  the  idla  mmI  diaaidetly 
Tgnhnadi  ia  tha  ndgbbonihaad  congre- 
pUd  at  the  Kbool,  aad  ikmt  wham  daac- 

mmI mt  fumnenily  (eiiami.  ThaMiKwl- 
aBMC(  Thtana  Laiwt  »Tfcnii)™^***gp'Jt  <n 
hia  oMb.  tba  facL  of  his  baio^  a  Mdler, 
mbA  that  '*anr'^g  was  taught  in  the  school 
danos  the  bous  of  baMMS ;  but  ba  as- 
■MUd  that  ha  actad  in  conibnniiy  with 
the  iaatnwtiaas  a£  PriaM  Hick^,  the 
oaly  vtMior,  aod  thai  his  salary  ava  paid 
by  the  National  BiMid."  He  now  csbm 
toaaathef  case  at  great  importance:  ha 
alladed  to  theeonduet  of  tha  mastet  of 
the  natioaal  Mhooi  at  Catiow.  This  place, 
ha  heiieMdi  was  within  a  coniiamivaiy 
short  diataaea  of  Dahlia.  It  was  a  most 
notonous  piaee,  and  whaiavei  oecaned 
thaw  was  uua  to  find  iu  w^ 
nasMpapan.  The  schoolmaatai  df  this 
plaaa  waa  oae  of  the  moat  raaukaWaagi- 
taun  in  the  couiUry,  and  Mas  tha  ageut 
wai  ftiand  of  the  wdl-kmsm  prHM.  FathNr 
Uaber.  Ai  the  reesat  eleutiou  m  Cat- 
Un*  ha  astadas  poU-clark. but  was  tumud 
Qikt  fot  bis  paiuality ;  he  abaudottud  the 
duties  of  his  achool  to  aittiud  it|  ihu  >;lec- 
lieu.  This  BchoohnsMer,  iu  iIm  autui 
of  the  year  1825,  was  piovuU  to  It. 
JQiu«d  with  tb«  pi'iuU  Malivi  iu  ouu  ul'  I 

fbuleM  CQUii^irM:ie»  tWl  bi^I  UVm  l>c<.'a  >:i 
COCUmI.      I;  rU«l«U  tU  CblUiu  >:lldltit:a  ll 

htul  henu  bioujjlii  d^.iiu.st  ^^ok.  =Mi 
who  wui«  accui^tl  uj'Jiiiil't'-^  I'-iitj  Umt 
Iu  h'viisuijuvuvt;  uf  llii.,  ii  uilTitdiJ   in*..! 


to  Utand  by  Pt^  J/ah^ 
le  iiifarnla^Miii  Om  of 
tba  witnsHM  of  tha  aana  of  hoiek 
Tfolan,  of  Cariow,  after  gnJag  hia  em- 
denee,  was  ashed  by  X,  Mahony,  one  of 
ftiB  gfnt'r™*"i  "  At  wiioae  istt^iOaa  (fiii 
yea  come  hen  ? — Bttber  Hifaer  Mat  fac- 
oa,  rad  ontered  ma  to  scrndtha  esait  ca 
pnve  aenoM  the  silitaay.  Qid  mif  par- 
■OB  tdl  yoa  wha  yoa  had  to  amwmc  to  ?— 
Tbey  read  oat  af  a  p^iK  whtt  he  had  to 
■Himr  to.  Can  yoa  read? — Ife.  Who 
read  the  papv  malaiiiing  what  yoa  Ind 
to  swear  toJ — (efler  gnat  hiiiilailiai  he 
repited}  He  coidd  not  t^;  he  did  im 
know  him.  On  yoar  oath  waa  it  not  Got>- 
man,  the  '•t'^n^l  or  natianai  icfaoBlmaMsr  T 
After  iHWiiidarahlo  besitaltoa,  he  nid  that 
it  waa  Gorraaa.  So  Gorman  road  for  yi« 
what  yon  ^ould  saaaa  in.  il  Hot  )bh 
here? — He  dki."  Ha  waasocrf  to  tiam- 
peas  on  theii  I^rdahipat  but  it  waa  ii»- 
cesaaty  that  the  oen  paint  to  which  ha 
•hoahl  adfeit,  aheuld  ha  aa  attack  which 
had  bun  made  upon  himatlC  The  hot 
was,  that  tha  report  of  the  lyohwbkfa 
he  had  daliveted  in  that  Hotua  oyoa  thm 
subject  isat  yeai  had  unoe  baas  [mhijshid 
ia  ibe  form  of  a  pan^ihkt.  Tba  rHir 
ttoa  of  the  Board  had  efideatly  bean.  6i. 
reclad  to  the  psMpbhiu  for  tha  ra^t  of 
tbe  commisaignws  (tha  thi^  i^ort  wiach 
had  psooeeded  from  ihsm)  was  aaaMPar 
in  effect  to  theciutrges  which  that  j — -i-*- 
p^i  o£  thUL 
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rvpoit  the  cewniauooara  stated,  that  he 
had  charged  the  board  with  p»iihw 
fjl^liood,  nod  in  support  ot'  thM  sMs- 
Qti'ui  iImi^  made  the  folio  wing  qaautiast-' 

'■TtNjj  iiLttte,  iu  particidai,  that  oafaMC 
titau   Mo   clDrgjBwu   01    iba   «Mabtiah«d 

L'huich  have  bwu  { 
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ftrthoir  aid  in  the  Mt^Iiihment  of  the 
sew  ulioohu  Now  I  have  ulceo  the 
teouble  to  iDvestigate  thii  mBtter,  and  I 
find  by  Ifae  relurns  which  have  been  laid 
before  the  Heuse,  that  with  respect  to  the 
140  peraoDS  described  as  clergymen  of  the 
•BtautBhed  Church,  who  have  given  in 
their  adhesion  to  the  pleo  of  the  commifr- 
aktneri,  there  are,  in  fact  only  eighty." 
Upon  this  the  report  stated,  that  the 
anthoi  here  first  misrepresealed  the  report, 
and  then,  od  his  owu  misrepresentation, 
grounded  a  charge  of  positive  falsehood 
agaiDit  the  commtssioDers.  The  report 
proceeded  to  say, — "  We  neither  stated, 
nor  professed  to  state,  in  the  report,  the 
number  of  clergymen  who  bad  applied  to 
lis  for  aid.  What  we  did  was  this:  having 
given  a  list  of  our  schools,  and  having 
stated  opposite  to  each  the  number  of  sig- 
natares  to  the  application  for  it,  we  bad 
the  whole  added  up,  and  ne  noticed  the 
fact  in  the  body  of  the  repwt  thus : — "  Of 
the  eignaturea  to  the  application  made  to 
III  for  aid,  140  are  those  of  clergymen  of 
^  cetablished  Church,"  Now,ii  was  true, 
that  ID  the  passage  of  the  second  report  to 
whioli  reference  was  here  made  by  the 
commission  era,  it  was  not  alleged  that 
there  were  140  "  persons"  who  were  ap- 
plicants. But  in  uiother  part  of  that  re- 
port, which  gives  an  abstract  of  the  seve- 
ral persons,  clerical  acd  lay,  who  had  ap- 
plied to  the  board  for  aid,  it  was  stated, 
under  the  head  of  "  Clergymen  of  the 
established  Church"  that  there  were  1 17, 
and  twenty-three  persons  of  that  cooi- 
munton  who  had  applied,  thus  making  the 
140,  and  the  commissioners  there  distinctly 
•aid,  that  there  were  140  persons  who  bad 
made  application  to  the  Board  for  aid. 
He  should  have  been  much  more  disposed 
to  foi^ve  diese  gentUroen  if  they  had 
•aid  that  they  had  made  a  mistake  m  this 
respect,  than  he  was  now,  when  they  came 
there  aod  endeavoured  to  make  it  appear 
that  he  had  gone  the  length  of  miaiepre- 
•enting  their  statements.  He  should  have 
been  ready  to  say  that  it  might  have  been 
a  clericBl  error,  or  to  have  attributed  it  to 
asy  excusaUe  motive,  but  the  course 
wuch  they  had  t>ow  talcen  did  not  leave 
bin  ao  confident  aa  he  could  have  wished 
to  be,  that  the  error  originated  in  any  mis- 
take at  all.  In  the  Uiird  report,  where 
the  cooMnissioners  gave  an  abstract  of  the 
-aplrficalMHis  Ait  aid,  they  took  care  to  cor- 
TMt  this  error,  and  the  bead  given  was,— 
'**  Tbe  number  of  signatures  of  persons, 
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clerical  and  lay,"  drc.  Nov,  he  camplainad 
of  this,  because  it  bad  the  effect  ofdo- 
ceiving  persona.  It  did  not  deceive  him 
(the  Bishop  of  Exeter),  but  it  did  deceive 
the  noble  Marquis  (Lausdowne),  who,  in 
his  speech  of  last  year,  observed,  that  if 
the  noble  Earl,  the  Earl  of  Roden,  woefd 
look  at  the  report,  he  would  find  that  in 
the  province  of  Ulster,  the  most  Protestant 
portion  of  Ireland,  applications  for  the 
establishment  of  new  schools  had  been 
signed  by  260  Protestant  clergymen,  and 
that  this  showed  that  the  system  had  beea 
beneficial,  He  had  moved  for  a  return 
which  would  have  rendered  the  matter 
tolerably  clear,  but  the  production  of  it 
had  been  continually  delayed.  It  was  laid 
on  the  table  on  the  8lh  of  July,  and  he 
had  moved  for  its  production  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session.  Now,  all  the 
information  contained  in  it  was  contained 
in  the  report,  and  that  bad  been  signed 
and  presented  early  in  June,  and  therefore 
there  could  have  been  no  difficulty  in  fur- 
nishing it  at  an  earlier  period.  He  must, 
therefore,  say,  that  it  was  not  good  tact  on 
the  part  of  those  who  had  the  cOocodioD 
of  iJie  report.  The  report  gave  the  names 
of  116  clergymen  of  the  Established 
Church  who  had  signed  a  declaration  in 
favour  of  this  system,  but  it  appeared 
that  some  of  the  names  put  down  were 
gross  forgeries.  One  of  these  clergymen, 
residingat  Holly  wood, Tipperary, had  been 
for  the  last  ten  years  absolutely  incapable 
of  performing  any  act  whatever,  and  bis 
wife  said  she  did  not  believe  he  could  have 
signed  the  application.  However. he  would 
suppose  that  this  clergyman  dias^  the 
document,  for  it  seemed  to  correspond 
with  that  unfortunate  Gentleman's  signa- 
ture. But  this  poor  Gentleman  was  ra  a 
state  of  absolute  fatuity,  und  had  been  so 
for  many  years  ;  it  involved,  therefore,  in 
his  opinion,  the  moral  guilt  of  perjury  in 
putting  down  his  name  asone  of  the  appli- 
cants for  these  schools.  Tbe  most  reve- 
rend prelate  was  most  especidUv  charged 
by  him  of  having  been  guilty  or  the  most 
extraordinary  inattention  to  a  case  which 
he  should  have  thought  would  have  falJea 
peculiarly  under  the  notice  of  tbe  most 
reverend  prelate.  It  was  stated,  that  to 
the  application  for  a  school  in  Dublin  the 
name  of  a  Rev,  J.  0,  Robertsonwas  sub- 
scribed. He  had  made  some  inquiry  re- 
specting this  gentleman  of  a  friend  very 
high  in  the  Church  in  Dublin ;  and  the 
answer  was,  that  he  could  aot  find  aii| 
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Ac  ipawfc  W  Bi^  fart  mr.  Tpan  tbk 
faiM  ikKfcMirf  Hid.  "Tte  aalhar  itates 
n"  Mr.  Howrtsoor  voo  fi^BCit  ooc  of  Ik 


«i  •«  MA  tbH  he  waf."  B«t  he  fike 
BUif  af  EkU>)  Ad  «n;  he  rtated 
QMt  ■■  iBca  def^yvMM  coald  be  Kmo  to 
have  exHled  is  Dabtin  at  mtl.  The  board 
«ri  Mt  i^  it  coBminit  to  ikal  wUi 
Ihac  part  at  the  cbaT«e^  ■*  It  freqaeuly 
~'m  attended  br  chiU 


■■H.    Tbe  tcfN 


dbe  lew  OM  of  place;  brt  kt  thai 
Tbe  tcfwrt  wcM  OB  id  nj,  **  Mr. 
1,  died  abost  two 
jtan  afft,  at 
•tieet."  It  was  admitted  on  aD  hands  to 
be  a  TCiT  difficolt  ihiag  to  prtne  the  oon- 
tmGtj  at  a  penoa,  that  diScshj  betag, 
■  the  laagMge  of  o«r  nofAem  leHov. 
rabfcctt,  to  "condeKad*  apoa  time  aod 
plaoe;  b«t  here  (he  commimioueri  had 
Mca  Uwral  CDOogb  to  gire  tbdr  Lndriiipa 
both.  Howercr,  be  tKN^i  be  ritoak)  be 
aUe  lo  prore  to  their  coin|Jete  ■ati*' 
betion  not  oatr  that  Mr.  Bobertaoo  never 
died,  but  that  be  was  nerer  n  ate.  He 
finiad  that  Hr.  Robertioii'i  existence  was 
unknown  to  the  adiodmistie«  of  dte  rerj 
sdiool  for  which  be  was  said  to  have  a[K 
pUed  for  aid.  The  teacher  of  the  school 
nerer  beani  of  him,  never  saw  him ;  there 
was  no  trace  of  him  in  any  of  the  scbool 
books ;  and,  in  fine,  no  one  connected 
with  tlie  ad>ool  had  the  least  knowledge 
of  him.  Bat  the  case  did  not  rest  there. 
Tbe  schoolmaater  and  parisb-clerfc  in  the 
Street  in  which  he  was  said  to  have  resided, 
knew  nothiDe  about  bim.  Tbe  clergyman 
of  the  pkrish  in  which  Qaeen-street  was, 
bad  never  beard  of  him ;  the  three  church- 
wardens had  never  heard  of  him;  the 
vestry-clerk  knew  nothing  about  him,  and 
even  the  tax-gatherer  was  not  aware  of  hia 
existence.  Now,  if  this  did  not  prove 
nonentity,  he  did  not  know  what  would. 
The  commisuonets  BBid,^that  Mr,  Robert- 
son died  two  years  ago  in  Queen-street. 
His  (the  Bishop  of  Exeter's)  jnformantB 
had  taksa  the  trouble— a  trouble  nhichhe 
■honld  never  have  thought  of  unposingon 


of  fie 
PanTspwHk,' 
of  tbc  City  of  DMm,mMd  k  tBnd  0«C 
tbat  be  was  aoAa  ban,  manied,  aor 
baried  m  the  pari^  ot  St.  Paal,  or 
anywhere    »se- 


tioB  was  not  made,  aad  thst  was  the 
diocesan  books  of  tbe  dioceae  of  IMdiw. 
Hesboald  sapfwse  that  the  OMSt  levacBd 
pnAtte  (tbe  ArdkbMwp  of  Dablio)  woold, 
of  coarse,  bane  looked  into  bis  dncena 
books.  TbecosBisBioocniBdeedhMtDOt 
said  so  in  tbe  report,  baft  dooblleaa,  ibe 
most  ferCTStd  pnbte  wotdd  tell  tbeir  Ijxd- 
skips  so  now.  Tbere  was  a  renmikable 
escnaatance  mentioned  in  hm  ^eecb,  lo 
which  he  bad  not  beaid  any  contnlictioa 
given, — be  meant  lliat  part  of  it  in  wUeb 
be  showed  that  then  was  a  muchiargex 
piDportioa  than  there  anpeared  of  Ronaw 

That  was  answeied  in  this  waj—tAsc 
when  any  eflixlive  appUeation  was  made 
by  Protestants,  the  ProtesUnts  had  a 
la^er  sum  given  to  ibem.  TLot  statement 
he  believed,  as  he  reaDy  tboogbtthat  tbe 
board  woold  encoorage  Protastant  apf^ 
cations,  especiaDy  wben  they  peoceedad 
from  Protestant  clergymen:  bat,  unfor- 
innatdy,  whoever  it  vnis  wlio  concocted 
that  report,  be  did  what  very  crafty  mea 
are  sometimes  apt  to  do — be  proved  too 
miich,  and  he  clearly  proved  that  the 
nnmber  of  Protestant  clergymea  oC  the 
Established  Charcfa  corre^ondiag  with 
the  board  was  exttemdy  smaU.  Thos,  ift 
the  province  of  Lnnster,  iDclnding  the 
metropolis,  there  was  only  one  Protestant 
clergTman  who  corresponded  with  the 
baftrd;  in  Con  nan  gfat,  also,  cmly  one;  is 
Monster,  but  fire;  and  in  the  province  of 
Ulster,  of  the  Established  Chntdi,  twenty- 
three;  maktngin  all,  thirty.  OntheoUier 
hand,  the  nnmber  of  Roman  Catholic 
clergymen  who  were  correspcMidents  of  the 
boara  amounted  to  three  hundred  and 
seventeen,  the  Protestant  clergy  not  bein; 
so  much  as  one-twelfth  part  of  the  whole 
body  which  was  to  have  any  control  over 
these  schools.  He  need  not  aajf  that  this 
was  a  subject  of  great,  of  vait  importance 
to  the  character  of  the  society,  in  coa- 
sideriDg  how  far  it  was  likely  to  promote 
peace  and  harmony  among  the  roembert 
of  different  religious  eatabUshments.  Ho 
coDsideted  that  if  these  schools  were  under 
the  immediate  control  of  the  Catholic 
priests,  they  were  not  likely  to  add  to  the 
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peace  of  Ireland,  or  increase  morality,  or 
indeed  confer  any  of  thoae  blessings  for 
which  the  sjrstem  was  established.  He 
bad  looked  into  the  lists  of  persons  who 
corresponded  with  the  board,  and  he  had 
also  taken  the  trouble  of  inspecting  those 
records  which  they  had  in  the  reports  or 
the  other  House  of  Farliament.  He  had 
been  pariiciiUrly  struck  with  the  evidence 
g:iTen  on  the  subject  of  bribery  and  intimi- 
dation. It  appeared  that  there  were  sere- 
ral  individuals  who  had  there  exhibited 
iheir  disposition  to  break  the  peace  of  so- 
ciety, to  carry  discord  into  families,  and 
even  to  nrge  others  to  the  commission  of 
murder,  who  were  among  the  corre- 
ijMndents  of  the  board.  He  would  troubit 
their  Lordships  with  ooe  instance  of  tht 
conduct  of  one  of  these  priests.  He  al- 
luded to  Father  Tyrell,  of  the  County  of 
Cariow.  He  was  a  correspondetit  from 
theachoolof  Ti(nTiddon(aswe  understood 
it).  FatherTyrellattendedMr.O'ConneliDD 
that  celebrated  occasion,  when  Mr.  O'Con- 
nell  made  a  speech  that  would  not  easily  be 
fergottenby  any  who  heard  it,  or  who  heard 
of  it.  fle  would  not  have  trespassed 
on  their  Lordships'  attention  with  any 
words  of  Mr.  O  Connell  if  they  had  not 
been  connected  with  the  conduct  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  priesthood  intrusted  with 
the  management  of  the  national  education, 
What  he  was  going  to  read  was  a  speech 
by  Mr.  O'Connell,  when  this  Father  Ty- 
rell was  by  his  side  as  his  great  aider  and 
supporter.  Father  Tyrell,  therefore,  was 
morally  responsible  for  all  which  Mr. 
O'Connell  said  on  that  occasion.  The 
words  of  Mr.  O'Connell  were ; — 

"  Boys,  the  names  I  call  your  enemies  do 
you  call  exerj  friend  of  theirs  you  meet  in 
the  streets.  Girls  and  women,  wheu  you 
meet  the  Bruenites  spit  on  Ihem,  spit  in  Iheir 
hces,  particularly  if  they  are  Catholic  Con- 
SCrvatiTGS.     Write  traitor  on  their  doors  with 
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oath  in  any  court  of  justice ;  he  assured 
their  Lordships  that  his  informant  was  b 
gentleman  of  high  character.  Tbe  speech 
was  made  during  the  contest  at  the  late 
election  for  the  county  of  Cartow.  Aftdr 
much  prefatory  matter.  Father  Tyrell  pro- 
ceeded at  great  length  to  show  that  the 
Catholic  priests  did  not  want  ascendancy. 

No,  they  want  justice  and  equity,  and 
they  shall  have  both  I"  in  other  words, 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  must 
fall.  Father  Tyrell  Uien  proceeded  to 
say: — 

"  You  persist  in  yoar  votes.  Yonr  landlords 
have  no  more  right  to  them  than  they  would 
have  to  your  wives  and  daughters.  The  laod- 
lorda  used  lo  do  so  formerly,  when  you  Catho- 
lics were  in  gaol,  and  I  tell  you  ihey  used  to 
do  so  by  laws  of  their  own  creation.  Will  you 
send  lo  Parliament  men  who  fasten  these 
chains  and  renew  the  penal  lawsT  Tell  your 
landlords,  that  before  you  are  exterminaied 
you  will  make  them  feel  your  power.  Let 
those  who  would  re-enact  the  penal  laws  b« 
hurled  Trom  the  place  of  power;  and  don't 
forget  we  ale  eight  millioDS. 

So  much  for  the  sohools  in  Irdand  being 
under  the  auspices  of  the  priesta.  Th« 
next  thing  he  would  observe  upon  was  th« 
answer  contained  in  the  report  to  what  he 
had  said  relative  to  the  schools  in  connex* 
ion  with  nunneries  and  monasteries.  Th« 
Commissioners  aaid. 


electors,  if  your  husbands  do  not  vote  for  their 
religion,  bless  yourselves,  and  then  swear  on 

Snr  prayer-books  to  separate  from  your  hus- 
nds  if  they  don't  obey  your  commands  ;  you 
who  are  their  daughters,  I  tell  you,  if  your 
fathers  vote  against  yon  spit  in  their  faces  1 
and  call  ttiem  &e  names  I  taught  the  boys  la 
call  them." 

Dot  it  did  not  rest  there.  He  would  read 
to  their  Lordships  a  speech  which  the 
priest  Tyrell  himself  made  on  a  more 
recent  occasion.  His  informant  heard 
-Ihe  speech,  and  was  ready  to  prove  it  on 
VOL.  XXXVI.  {SKi} 


"  Upon  this  point  we  had  a  consultation 
with  Lord  Stanley,  and  be  thought  it  desirable, 
as  we  did,  that  such  schools  should  be  brought 
under  our  superintendence,  and  therefore  we 
granted  aid  lo  them." 

Whether  Lord  Stanley's  opinion  was  right 
or  not  he  would  not  sUU ;  but  there  was 
one  clause  in  tbe  sentence  nf  the  report 
which  showed  that  the  condoct  of  the 
Commissioners  by  no  means  rested  upon 
that  noble  Lord's  opinion.  It  appeared 
that  the  noble  Lord  wished  these  schods 
to  be  placed  under  the  superintendence  of 
the  board.  Was  that  the  case  7  The  in- 
spection of  these  and  other  schools  was, 
on  an  average,  once  a  year.  Did  their 
Lordships  think  it  possible  that  an  annual 
inspection  of  these  schools,  which,  from 
the  very  nature  of  the  case,  must  be  con- 
stantly under  the  direction  of  persona  who 
were  bound  by  their  religion  to  act  in 
violation  of  those  rules  required  by  the 
board,  could  be  effective  ?  Tbe  difficuhies 
which  were  thrown  in  the  way  of  those 
who  went  to  visit  these  schools  were  enor- 
mous. A  clergyman,  who  had  a  right  to 
inspect  them,  went  within  the  gate  of  a 
30 
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eonvent,  tnd  the  porlcr  Uld  bim  ke  miiit 
p>  back,  bat  the  clergjoiaa  iotisted  on  hii 
ligbl,  and  ihe  msD  gave  way.  In  cooie- 
qu«Dce  of  what  be  then  lair,  he  weot 
shortly  after  a^io  with  bis  rector,  hot  this 
lime  the  porter  positively  refated  to  open 
the  ^ate  for  them,  and  they  were  obliged 
lo  leave  the  school  uninspected,  in  spite  or 
the  legnUtioo*  of  the  board,  that  der^v- 
men  sbould  be  at  liberty  to  inspect  these 
tchools.  With  respect  to  this  deiciiption 
or  schools,  be  KOnld  give  their  Lordship* 
one  sarople  o(  what  they  were.  The  name 
or  the  ichiMl  waa  the  Con  vent- school  of 
Carrick-on^Suir,  the  oational  female 
•cbool.  A  clergyman,  than  whom  a  more 
respectable  man  was  not  to  be  foond,  had 
written  to  bim  an  account  of  what  tie  had 
seen  and  heard  there,  which  he  would  read 
to  their  Lordships.  The  writer  of  the 
letrer  visited  the  school  on  the  S3rd  of 
J4nuary  laii,  and  he  wrote: — 

"  The  ichool  is  alrogeiher  Popish,  onf^erthe 
entire  dominlnn  of  the  nuns,  who  are  repre- 
sented, in  all  their  correspondence  wiih  the 
Commissioner,  hj  the  Hev.  —  O'Connor, 
Romnn  Catholic  Curate.  There  is  no  schooU 
roistress,  llie  nnns  being  the  only  teachers. 
Books  were  supplied  gialuilouily.  There  is 
no  local  sabscription,  and  no  payments  by  the 
•cholars.  Twenty  pounds  is  receivtd  annu- 
ally as  a  salary  for  the  niistreis,  which,  of 
course,  goes  to  the  support  of  the  convent.  In 
the  reuistry  of  the  school  t  found  an  oriler  of 
business,  of  which  the  following  are  particu- 
lars :— 

"  9    o'clock — Morning  prayer. 
"  SjL  o'clock — Culechlsms,  lessons,  and  work. 
"  ^  o_'chtk~Caiecbism. 
"  3    o'clock — Lecture,  and  prayer. 

"The  children  are  required  lo  be  very 
punctual  in  iheir  attendance  at  (he  opening  of 
school,  and  one  of  (he  nuns  concludes  the 
day's  business  with  a  spiritual  lecture  and 
prayer.  Religious  ina(ruclion  is  ihe  particular 
object  of  every  dxy.  Friday  it  nominally  set 
apnri  for  the  purpose,  being  (he  only  day  on 
which  Ihe  Scripture  lessons  are  read. 

"  At  one  o'clock  eachday  twelve  of  the  nuns 
enter  the  school,  and   take  their  respective 

<*  One  is  always  on  duty  two  hours  at  a  time 
keeping  the  required  order  in  the  room.  The 
nun,  my  informant,  told  me  alsn  thai  twice  in 
the  year  there  i I  a  rery  interwtinK  ipectacle 
ohihtied  in  the  school.  The  children  appear 
In  their  best  doihea,  and  the  priests  are  pre- 
■tnt.    An  examination  is  held,  and  tickets  are 

!;l»en  lo  thoM  who  shall  be  admitted  lo  eon- 
HSion  and  communion.  On  these  occasions 
one  of  Ih*  prieils  erects  an  altar  in  tlio  sdiool- 
room.  The  oonfe«iions  of  iha  children  are 
hoard,  Mass  is  oelsbraiad,  and  tlisy  who  are 
pniDWHad  At  admiiisd  to  iha  £uobailik 


\t  think]  on  the 
1 1  ih  of  November,  I  ifM]aiied  whisbcr  he 
bad  examined  the  cfaildren,  and  ihe  asn  re- 
plied,  '  That  be  was  not  very  paiticulai  or 
curious — that  be  was  a  very  nice  person,  and 
spologis<-d  for  asking  eien  the  few  questions 
that  he  did,  on  the  groond  thai  be  was  liable 
10  be  qoesliODed  biiaself.  At  the  sane  time,' 
she  said, '  she  was  not  the  lisler  who  attended 


"  During  ibis  c 
came  from  the  interinr  of  the  convent  tbroogb 
a  large  door  in  the  school-room,  opening  into 
(he  house.  The  courent  joins  the  chapel, 
into  which  there  is  a  passage  for  the  nans. ' 

He  was  really  very  relactant,  Ihe  Right 
Rev.  Prelate  continued,  to  trouble  (he 
House,  but  there  was  another  case  to 
which  be  was  bound  to  call  their  Lord- 
ships' attention.  U  was  the  cato  of  a 
school  at  Esker,  in  which  he  bad  last  year 
staled  that  mass  had  been  performed  ; 
and  he  was  able  lo  say  now,  as  be  did 
then,  that  a  person  had  itclually  been 
present  when  some  religions  service  was 
performed.  Probably  that  person  ntght 
be  mistaken  as  to  the  nature  of  the  ser- 
vice;  but  still,  from  the  words  at  (he 
irporl  itself,  it  was  admitted  that  Roman 
Catholic  religious  service  had  been  per- 
formed every  day  for  a  considerable  period 
of  time,  and  thai  there  had  been  an  attar 
there,  with  the  perniisson  of  Ihe  board. 
Upon  that  subject  he  had  made  strong 
remarks,  and  the  board  had  been  pleased 
in  their  strictures  upon  him  to  find  fault 
with  the  source  of  his  inforniatkin,  and  to 
complain  that  he  had  no  acquaintance 
iviih  the  Reclorcf  the  parish,  but  went  to 
the  Curale.  Now  the  difference  in  the 
value  of  their  testimony  must  greatly  de- 
pend u|>on  the  extent  to  which  each  was 
worthy  of  confidence;  and  with  respect  to 
the  character  of  the  Rector,  he  did  not 
wish  to  make  any  observations;  but  this 
he  wonld  say,  that  the  Curate  was  a  man 
of  the  very  highest  respectability,  of  an 
eminent  fitmily,  the  nephew  of  a  g:en(la- 
inan  of  nearly  the  highest  consider- 
ation in  the  parish  ;  whilst,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  thought  it  would  be  almost 
impossible  to  find  an  individual  less 
qualified  lo  afford  information  on  the 
subjett  in  question  than  the  Rector. 
He  had  never  but  once  entered  the  achool ; 
he  performed  none  of  the  religious  duties 
connected  with  the  parish;  they  were 
wholly  discharged  by  the  curate.  But  ihe 
board  said  that  they  knew  the  rector. 
He  wu  Krry  that  he  ta»U  doubt  tht  n- 
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tent  of  their  knowledge;  he  thought,  if  it 
had  been  extensive,  they  would  not  have 
boaited  of  it.  This,  however,  wat  not  all ; 
the;  laid  that  it  wae  ihe  duty  of  the  curate 
to  inform  the  rector  of  all  the  circum- 
■lances  connected  with  the  transaction. 
Why,  so  he  did— that  was  the  very  first 
step  wliich  he  took;  but  the  rector  took 
no  notice.  If  then,  ihey  said,  the  rector 
refused  to  interfere,  he  oug;I)tto  have  ap- 
plied to  the  diocesan  or  to  them.  He  did 
apply  to  hisdioccsan;  and  he  (the  Bishop 
of  Exeter)  was  sure  that  that  rev.  Pre- 
late could  not  be  the  author  of  this  report : 
for,  had  he  been,  the  ciirateof  this  parish 
would  not  have  heentold.that  he  ought  to 
have  made  an  application  to  liis  rector  or 
diocesan;  but  oug;ht  not  to  have  appealed 
to  a  stranger  in  England.  Now  if  the  di 
rection  contained  in  that  report  was  in 
tended  to  represent  as  a  violaiion  of  duty 
an  application  by  any  one  to  a  Men)ber  of 
Parliament,  in  respect  of  an  alleged 
grievance,  he  felt  bound  tosay,  that  hedid 
thiolc  that  the  Comniissioners  had  not  a 
DOtioD  of  what  that  duty  was,  and  that 
they  were  regardless  of  their  own  duty  as 
Commissioners  under  the  Crown  in  putting 
forth  such  a  statement,  for  he  would  say 
that  nothing  could  be  in  more  di 
fiance  of  the  Constitution  tlian  to  say,  that 
a  person,  thinking  himself  aggrieved  by  a 
certain  Board  of  Commissioners,  ought  not 
to  go  to  any  Membcrof  Parliament  for  the 
purpose  of  having  his  statement  laid  before 
the  Legislature  ;  to  make  any  such  decla- 
ratioa  was  in  his  opinion  little  short  of 
treason  to  the  Constitution.  The  curate 
of  the  parish  in  question  had  gone  to  a 
Member  of  that  House,  who,  however  un. 
worthy  of  that  attention,  would  never 
shrink  from  the  task  of  taking  up  the  just 
oauseof  any  injored  person;  and  would 
never  desert  his  duly  in  attempting  to  ob- 
tain the  redress  of  any  one  of  the 
grievances  of  that  unfortunate  and  most 
persecuted  class,  the  clergy  of  Ireland. 
The  next  case  to  which  he  would  refer  was 
the  irruption  of  Dr.  M'Hale  into  the  parish 
of  Achlll.  Upon  oneoccBsion,  their  I.ord- 
skips  would  remember  at  a  meeting  there 
held,o  neof  the  Roman  Catholic  preachers, 
among  other  violent  things,  had  said— 
"  The  Protestant  religion  began  in  hell, 
and  would  end  in  hell."  Dr.  M'Hale  rose 
up  towards  the  termination  of  the  pro- 
ceedings, and  expressed  hii  apprubation  of 
-all  that  had  been  snid  that  day  by  the  Ro- 
jDtD  Citiu^c  .Mi[>I^(rri  of  religion  from 
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their  pulpits.  With  respect  to  this  case, 
however,  their  Lordships  were  already  pos- 
aessed  of  a  great  body  of  evidence.  He 
wished  to  call  their  Lordships' attention  to 
some  observations  upon  a  clergyman  with 
whose  worth  and  excellence  he  (the  Bishop 
of  Exeter)  was  well  acquainted,  the  Rev. 
Mr.  Nangle.  That  rev.  Gentleman  had 
been  exhibited  in  that  report  in  language 
most  unjust  and  prejudicial.  (The  right 
rev.  Prelate  then  read  an  extract  from  the 
report,  which  in  substance  stated,  that  the 
clergyman  before  alluded  to  was  Mr, 
Nangle,  and  that  upon  a  certain  occasion 
he  had  been  in  attendance  at  a  police 
ofHce.)  Now,  the  natural  construction  of 
these  words  was  disadvantageous  to  the 
character  of  that  gentleman.  They  con- 
veyed an  intimation  that  his  character  had 
at  least  been  called  in  question.  What 
was  the  fact?  That  Mr.  Nangle  had  to 
complain  of  a  grievous  outrage  which  had 
been  committed  upon  him,  which  he  proved 
in  a  court  of  law,  and  in  reference  to 
which  the  Lord-Lieutenant  had  been  com* 
petled  to  interfere.  Such  were  the  real 
circumstances  of  the  case ;  but,  notwith- 
standing that,  the  ordinary  construction  of 
tha  words  used  exhibited  Mr,  Nangle  in 
an  invidious  and  unfair  light.  The  report 
further  observed  that—"  He  was  neither 
the  rector  nor  curate  of  ihe  parish,  nor 
ever  connected  with  the  district,  except  as 
being  engaged  on  a  mission  to  convert  the 
Catholics."  Now  that,  he  confessed,  did 
seem  to  him  tike  asneer  upon  theoccupa* 
tion  in  which  the  rev.  Gentleman  was  en- 
gaged. And  here,  again,  it  was  evident 
to  him  that  the  most  rev.  Prelate  near  him 
did  not  draw  up  this  report,  for  he  was 
not  a  man  who  would  speak  lightly  of  an 
individual  who,  being  neither  the  rector 
nor  the  curate  of  an  island,  deserted  and 
desolate,  having  no  other  means  of  spi- 
ritual instruction,  went  to  show  them  tha 
pure  love  of  God  :  and,  with  a  zeal  which 
greatly  exceeded  that  of  almost  any  other 
man,  with  a  zeal  almost  apostulic,  devoted 
himself  in  the  discharge  of  that  office  to 
the  unceasing  persecution  of  an  excited 
priesthood.  Let  him  do  justice  to  that 
gentleman  in  these  respects.  He  went  to 
these  islands  several  years  ego,  in  a  state 
ofgreat  indisposition  and  weakness,  hoping 
that  tha  mildness  of  the  air  might  lend  to 
recovery.  There  he  found  that,  what- 
r  the  famine  of  bread  might  be,  tha 
famine  of  the  word  of  God  was  most  dil- 
astrouB,  and  wu  producing  the  luott  httr 
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fulefiecti;  andit  pleased  God  to  pot  into 
hit  heart  the  thoDgbt  of  effectini a refonn- 
ation.  He  built  there  a  little  settlement ; 
and,  vith  the  support  and  assistance  of  his 
dioceun,  the  J^rchbisbopof  Taam,  he  had 
gone  on  in  his  good  work,  which  it  had 
pleased  God  to  prosper ;  and  there  were 
now  in  that  district  many  sonls  which, 
throDgh  God's  blessing,  he  had  been  the 
means  of  preserving.  To  such  a  mis- 
sionary he  looked  with  Teeliage  o(  the 
most  unfeigned  respect;  and  he  would  say 
that  any  one  might  be  proad  to  hold  as 
high  a  station  as  this  despised  missionary. 
There  was  another  point  in  this  case  to 
which  he  mast  allude.  It  seemed,  in  his 
statement  last  year,  he  said  that  Mr. 
Nangle  had  stated  to  the  board  that  one 
of  the  schoolmasters  had  been  formerly 
dismissed  from  the  coast  aerrice  for  using 
seditious  language.  What  course  had  the 
board  pursued  with  respect  —  ■'•- - 


0  that  stale- 


nent?  Wbyactnated  byaTeryungracium 
feeling,  it  had  directed  legal  proceedings 


to  be  instituted  against  the  publisher  of  that 
report.  After  they  had  published  their  re- 
port Mr.  Nangle  sent  letters  to  several  in- 
dividuals of  the  board  apon  the  subject 
A  letter  was  sent  in  July  last  to  the  officer 
Id  the  coast  service,  and  in  August  that 
gentleman.  Lieutenant  Irwood,  replied  that 
he  did  recollect  that  a  man  of  the  name 
ofO'Connttl  had  been  ditmissed  from  the 
coasl  guard  for  using  seditious  language. 
Tlie  statement,  then,  which  hehad'm«de 
in  tbat  House  had  almost  been  proved  to 
be  true — at  IcHSt  that  staieoient,  and  the 
publioation  of  it,  had  been  entirely  justified 
bv  fucts  within  the  knowledge  of  the 
Itoard.  They  were  aware  of  the  statement 
of  the  inspecting  officer ;  there  could  be 
no  doubt  aa  to  the  identity  of  the  man,  Tor 
he  himself  admitted  he  had  been  dismissed, 
though  he  denied  the  cause.  Under 
those  rirc  urn  stances,  should  the  Board  have 
persisted  in  such  an  action,  supplying  the 
prosecutor  with  funds,  for  the  purposes  of 
vexing  and  harassing  a  man  who  had  pub- 
lished B  speech  which  had  been  delivered 
in  that  House  ?  Should  they  have  told 
him  to  adopt  such  a  course  when  no  blame 
could  be  attached  either  to  the  individual 
who  made,  or  the  person  who  published, 
that  speech!  But  they  did  direct  him  to 
adopt  that  course — they  insisted  upon  its 
adoption — and  they  must  have  done  that 
which,  in  a  worthy  cause,  he  would  have 
applauded — they  must  hare  supplied  him 
Vitb  money  to  defray  the  coils ;  for  in  the 
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most  expensive  court  bis  Majesty's  At- 
tomey-General  had  been  directed  to  apply 
for  a  criminal  information  against  the  pnb- 
liaher  of  the  speech,  and  the  schoolsaaster 
had  stated  upon  oath  that  the  charge 
agaiitst  him  was  false.  The  inspecting 
officer  had  declared  positively  that  he  did 
dismiss  him  for  that  which  the  man  him- 
self not  only  said  that  he  did  not  do,  but 
that  he  was  not  dismissed  for  doing.  If 
Lieutenant  Irwood  had  said  that  which 
was  true  bow  coald  that  man  be  screened 
from  the  charge  of  perjury  *  But  there 
was  another  party  who  were  seriously  im- 
plicated in  this  transaction — he  meant  the 
Board  of  Commissioners ;  for  if  that  man 
had  taken  a  false  oath  he  bad  done  so 
being  urged  and  compelled  to  the.BCt  by 
the  Commissioners,  they  at  the  time  know- 
ing it  to  be  false.  "  My  i-ords,"  con- 
tinued the  re*.  Prelate,  "  1  declare  that  I 
would  not  have  the  responsibility  wbtdi 
attaches  to  this  act  of  the  Comnuuioners 
for  any  consideration  in  the  world." 
The  nest  case  respected  the  school  with 
which  the  noble  Marquess  (Lansdowne) 
had  been  in  some  degree  concerned.  The 
noble  Marquess  had  said  on  a  former  oc- 
casion that  an  investigation  bad  taken 
place  into  that  school  in  the  Queen's 
county;  that  he  had  received  an  account 
from  his  agent,  and  that  there  was  found 
to  be  little  foundation  for  his  (the  Bishop 
of  Exeter's)  statement.  Now  he  would 
frankly  eay,  that  the  attestation  of  the 
noble  Marquess  weighed  with  him  more 
than  the  reports  of  the  Commissioners; 
and  he,  therefore,  did  at  first  imagine  that 
he  must  have  been  misinformed.  He  had, 
however,  since  prosecuted  his  inquiriea 
into  the  matter,  and  was  now  in  a  condi- 
tion to  summon  the  best  testimony  in  his 
own  favour.  It  was  at  least  testimony 
with  which  the  noble  Marquess  would  not 
quarrel,  being  that  of  his  own  agent,  and 
the  curate  of  the  parish  :  and  he  pledged 
himself  to  prove  virtually  and  substan- 
tially in  Committee,  by  the  evidence  of 
these  Gentlemen,  the  Rev.  Mr.  Perrinand 
Mr.  Price,  the  truth  of  that  which  he  had 
said.  Let  it  be  understood  that  he  said 
"  substantially."  There  were  other  cases 
also  which  be  would  not  now  enter  into 
but  reserve  them,  together  with  the  proofs 
he  should  bring  forward  to  show  that  the 
Scripture  extracts  contained  corruptions, 
tending  to  favour  the  peculiar  doctrines 
of  the  Church  of  Rome,  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Comoiittee.    Ha  bsd  M)d  !■>( 
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year  that  there  were  books  used  in  ibe 
icboolB  during  the  religious  instructioD  or 
Roman  Catholics,  and  "  reconiniended 
by  the  CommiBiioners,"  which  contained 
matter  ofTensive  (o  Protestants.  There 
wai  a  work  called  The  Catholic  Ckrisliaa 
Inttructor ;  and  at  page  90  would  be 
found  words  which  he  thought  their  Lord- 
ships would  deem  offensive  to  Protestant- 
ism. The  words  were  "  God  rejects  the 
worship  of  an  heretical  or  a  schismatic 
congregation  as  sacrilegious  and  impious." 
At  page  150  be  found  the  following  pas- 
sage, "  What  a  melancholy  case  it  must 
be,  that  so  man^  thousands  of  well-mean- 
JDjc  sonla  (meaning  Proteslanta)  should  be 
wretchedly  deluded  with  the  pretence  of 
God's  Holy  Word,  when,  instead  of'this 
they  have  nothing  put  into  tlieir  hands 
but  corrupted  translations,  which  present 
them  with  poison  instead  of  the  food  of 
life."  Now,  the  Commissioners  flatly 
denied  that  they  had  recommended  this 
book  ;  that,  in  fact,  it  never  bad  been 
recommended  by  them.  Never  "  recom- 
mended "  was  the  word  :  well,  that  might 
be  true —they  might  not  have  employed 
the  word  "  recommended,"  but  they  had 
employed  another  word,  or  perhaps  words. 
About  the  11th  of  July,  1832.  they  had 
publiahed  two  lists  of  books;  oneofbooks 
and  tracts,  which  were  to  be  generally 
employed ;  the  other,  which  was  published 
with  "  the  saoction  and  approbation  "  of 
the  board,  for  the  particular  use  of  the 
Roman  Catholics,  and  from  the  latter  of 
these  lists  the  work  he  had  quoted  was 
taken.  So  that  it  did  appear  that  they 
had  not  "  recommended  "  ihe  book.  Oh, 
no;  they  had  merely  "  sanctioned  and 
approver!  of  it ;"  and  he  wished  them  joy 
most  heartily  of  this  refined  distinction. 
For  his  own  part,  he  had  thought  that 
aanction  and  approval  were  more  weighty 
than  recommendation  merely:  perhaps  he 
wai  wrong ;  at  all  events,  they  had  sanc- 
tioned the  use  of  thb  book,  and  they  had 
approved  of  its  Dse.  He  had  said  that 
the  part  of  the  first  chapter  of  St.  Luke 
which  the  Commissioners  had  left  oot  was 
one  of  the  most  important,  if  not  the  most 
important,  passage  in  the  gospel  of  that 
Evangelist;  and  that  it  was  so  in  the 
eBtimation  of  the  Ealabliahed  Charch, 
because  it  gave  more  fully  than  elsewhere 
wu  given  the  account  of  the  incarnation 
of  onr  Lord.  Now,  it  had  been  declared 
that  this  edition  of  the  Gospel  was  a 
irbole*  it  ffas  shown  as  a  whole,  and  yet 


this  important  passage  was  left  out  Tbey 
seemed  to  think  that  if  the  sense  were  given, 
no  harm  was  done;  why  then  say  it  was  the 
whole  Gospel?  He  complained  of  the 
want  of  the  pure  Word  of  God;  he  com- 
plained  that  that  pure  word  should  be  cas* 
tigated  and  chastened  down  to  meet  the 
taste  of  any  body.  The  variations  with 
which  they  supplied  the  original  were 
beyond  the  question.  Had  they  said  it 
contained  the  whole?  and  did  it  contain 
it?  The  Commissioners  had  had  the  as- 
sistance of  the  most  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Archbishop  of  Dublin)  certainty  :  hut  he 
could  not  readily  believe  that  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  had  approved  of  this.  He 
did  not  see  how  a  new  preface  to  the 
second  edition  could  alter  the  case;  he 
could  not  see  that  what  was  mutilated 
remained  a  whole;  the  distinciion  was 
one  at  which  he  could  not  guess.  This, 
however,  was  not  all ;  the  Commissioners 
actually  commenced  their  work  of  trans- 
mutation; and  they  said  "  an  examination 
of  the  original  verses  will,  we  think,  at 
once  explain  to  any  |ierson  accusiomcd  to 
prepare  Scriptural  instruction  for  youth 
why  we  thought  it  best  to  give  a  summary 
of  ihem  in  a  work  intended  for  school 
lessons."  This  he  was  sure  did  not  come 
from  the  most  rer.  Prelate,  who,  he  was 
certain,  would  not  put  the  GoDpel  into  an 
index  expurgalorms  to  meet  the  pure  eyes 
of  youth.  Did  it,  then,  come  fri'm  Ihe 
Uoman  Catholic  Prelates.  That  was  more 
incredible,  more  marvellous  still.  If  their 
Lordships  had  had  the  misfortune  ever  to 
have  looked  into  the  Roman  Caiholic  tracts 
on  confession,  they  would  indeed  considerit 
the  most  impious  hypocrisy  to  demand  the 
purifaction  of  the  Gospel  of  St.  Luke, 
and  to  publish  the  foul  enormities  of  the 
"  preparations  for  confession."  He  still 
adhered  to  the  opinion  that  any  versioii  of 
the  Scriptures  was  better  than  none,  and 
that  Ihe  Douay  version  without  notes  was 
preferable  to  mere  extracts ;  and  he  could 
not  understand  how  individuals  would  not 
consent  to  require  the  use  of  the  Scrip- 
tures,  even  in  a  Douay  version,  and  yet 
could  consent  to  require  that  the  observ- 
ance of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion 
should  be  kept  up  one  day  in  every  week 
of  the  year.  He  could  not  understand 
why  the  mere  Bible  should  be  repudiated, 
and  yet  the  whole  Roman  Catholic  system 
let  in,  A  few  years  ago  he  had  been  of 
opinion  that  no  extracts  would  be  used ; 
be  had  thought  it  iropossible,  because  bq 
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"  Alt  tb«  PrelkU*  full?  UTM  in  the  pro- 
priety  of  tka  olyMtion  mgcd  b;  Ihc  Bom«a 
Catholic  Aichbiibopi,  agsinit  pBttivE  into  tb« 
handi  of  Calbolic  cliildren  at  Scripture,  any 
book  wliich  if  not  conformed  lo  iheir  own 
luihorised  trans] >t ion." 

"To  thii  principle,  which  seeiui  to  be  com- 
to  Roman  Catholici  and  Protectantii,  w« 


lieu  the  plan 


D  ttbieh  it 


bad  raUad  m  tlw  wwera  tcttimenf  of  Dr. 
Ummj  io  Uw  jtm  1834  to  1826.  Dr. 
Horrajr  had  aaid,  that  to  the  mare  esbibi- 
tioD  of  llic  MiracU  be  fhoald  not  <Aject, 
but  to  eihibittoiiB  of  tbem  ai  extracts 
from  Scriptors  be  abonld  object,  uoltts 

Ibef  were  taken   from  the  Douaj  verafon,    ._     _ 

H*  foDud  bimulf  «ron;,  bat  he  would  {  feel  it  our  reluctant  datf  to  declare,  that  th« 
not  be  wrongon  thaltobject  again,  for  be  !  *'"^'«'"!-  '    ""'       "'       '  -"•— ^•• 

woold  not  believe  a  Ronan  Calbolic 
Bwbop  on  oatb  in  matter*  in  which  reli- 
f  lOB  waa  cofflcerned.  If  Dr.  Murra;  had 
not  10  awura  he  bad  grotal;  injured  bim  ; 
if  bo  bad  a  doubt  on  iha  aubject,  be 
abonid  by  anch  a  docUralion  have  been 
Ktiiliy  uf  a  calnmny  on  bim  ;  if  he  had  no 
doubt  on  the  aubject  be  might  have  been 
guilty  of  raahneai  i  but  now,  after  a  lapae 
of  lime,  and  on  the  fulleat  and  closeat 
inapection,  he  re-aSirmed  the  chargs. 
Dr.  Murray  did  iwear  what  the  report,  not 
be,  charged  him  with  havin|[  aworo.  He 
called  on  the  mo*t  rev.  Prelate  to  say, 
afier  having  read  the  report,  whether  Dr. 
Murray  bad  ao  iwom  or  no.  He  had 
made  aome  estracii,  and  havtit|;  inito- 
duced  them  for  the  purpoie  of  proving  his 
charge  had  been  accused  of  unfair  quota- 
lion.  It  was  Irue  that  the  extract  given 
by  him  as  a  single  answer  to  a  single 
question,  was  made  up  of  one  answer  and 
apart  of  a  aecond.  Now,  at  the  request 
of  the  reporter*,  be  had  aent  them  his  ex- 
tract, marking  by  a  line  where  the  one 
answer  ended,  and  the  fragment  of  the 
other  began.  This  line  had  escaped  their 
attention,  and  the  fault  was  attributed  to 
him.  But  ii  booted  very  little  to  the 
question,  whether  or  no  the  one  sentence 
was  appended  to  the  other.  Dr.  Murray, 
it  appeared,  was  favourable  to  a  compila- 
tion from  the  Scriptures,  into  which  the 
forms  of  the  verse*  of  neither  version  were 
admitted;  but  it  must  be  borne  in  mind, 
that  he  bad  laid  that  tbey  could  propose 
nothing  to  their  own  children  as  Scripture 
which  was  not  from  their  own  version. 
They  had  indeed  been  asked,  why,  a*  tbey 
admitted  that  the  Douay  and  Proteatant 
versions  of  Scripture  were  very  much 
alike,  tbey  would  not  allow  Catholic 
children  to  be  taught  from  the  pure  Pro- 
teatant version.  To  that  Dr.  Murray  ob- 
i'ected.  There  was,  however,  another 
etter,  by  Dr.  Murray,  tubsequeotly  lo 
this,  which  removed  every  particle  of  doubt 
a*  to  the  meaning  of  the  former  letter. 
Tbe  right  rev.  Prelate  proceeded  to  read 
tl  follow!  I— 


book  of  general  i 
be  used  in  schools  wherein  Catholic  children 
receive  their  education.  It  purports  topre- 
sent  to  Catholic  children  the  ina  pi  ted  Word 
of  Cod,  and  yet  it  differ*  from  tbe  translation 
which  those  chiUreii  ate  taught  to  consider 
authentic." 

"A  work,  however  abstracted  substantially 
from  the  Scripture,  but  not  purpoiling  lo  M 
the  words  of  Kol>  Writ,  vrould  out  be  liable 
to  tbe  same  objection." 

He  thought  he  had  now  fully  made  out 
the  case.  In  the  remarks  which  he  had 
made,  he  had  only  been  actuated  by  a 
seuse  of  duty;  from  the  discharge  of 
which,  he  trusted  he  should  never  be 
withheld  by  any  fear  of  hia  conduct  baing 
Diiainterpreted,  He  had  remarked  that 
these  circumstances  had  made  him  dis- 
trust the  ouih  of  a  Roman  Catholic 
Prelate  in  Ireland,  when  his  religion  wat 
concerned;  he  did  not  ahrink  from  lbs 
full  responsibility  of  that  declaration, 
and  he  would  take  the  liberty  of  allud- 
ing to  one  or  two  recent  instances,  which 
were  in  some,  though  a  slight  degree, 
connected  with  the  aubject  then  under 
their  liotdships'  consideration.  In  the 
month  of  December  last,  tbe  Committee 
of  the  Female  National  School*,  ia 
Drogheda,  thout^ht  lit  to  give  a  public 
dinner  to  Mr.  O'Connell  and  the  person 
whom  they  call  the  Primate  of  Ireland  t 
and  they  gave  that  dinner  in  their  cha- 
racter of  the  Committee  of  the  Femde 
National  Schools.  He  regretted  that  it 
was  necessary  for  his  purpose  to  quota 
the  words  of  Mr.  O'Connell ;  bat  at  that 
dinner,  given  to  him  and  tbe  Primate, 
he  said:  — 

"  I  want  lo  bring  back  the  prosperity  which 
will  make  Poor-laws  unnecesisrj,  and,  if  by 
no  other  means,  by  a  domestic  Legislature. 
But  i  am  making  an  eipariment  to  obtmn 
justice  from  £n(^and  without  that  altematin: 
and  till  it  is  fully  worked  out,  I  cannot  tbiak 
of  falling  back  upon  mv  favoutite  measure  of 
relief.  Let  this  experiment  be  one  of  fire 
years  duration,  as  well  ai  the  other.  Tiro  are 
idready  passed ;  aud  when  the  others  hate 
terminated,  if  we  i««  that  Englaad  dots  nof 
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r'T(  ui  juiliM,  ne  mtiM  lake  Jl  for  ourselve*. 
makBlhecxperiment  fairly  and  honestly,  and 
without  nny  stiade  of  chicanery.  I  vrill  igke 
the  fuHesI  means,  and  use  my  liest  effbrls  to 
make  it  luceesfrul;  and  if  we  gel  Justice,  it 
itallwBieek;  hut  if  we  fail  in  the  eiperj- 
ment,  then  aliall  we  demand  tbe  power  of  1e- 
gislaiing  for  ourselves," 

To  tlieir  Lordships  he  need  not  (ay, 
what  juilice  meant  in  Mr.  O'Conuell's 
vocabulary, 

"I  call  upon  the  people  to  support  the 
King's  Ministers,  who  have  promised  as  jus- 
tice. We  should  he  untiring  in  our  eSbris  to 
enable  them  to  fulfil  that  promise,  or  the  fault 
of  the  failure  will  be  ours.  Liiy  aside  your 
Irishes  for  repeal,  but  do  not  hy  aside  your 
cBhrti  for  justice.  Let  the  good  men  of  Eng- 
land see  tbM  while  you  have  assisted  them, 
and  all  who  sought  justice,  to  obtain  it,  you 
will  not  consent  to  be  deprived  of  it  your- 
selves. Why  dol — whose  life  hasbeenspert 
a*  a  disciple  of  peace,  preaching  that  no  al- 
teration in  Government  can  be  good  if  brought 
a'out  by  force,  and  that  one  drop  of  human 
blood  would  be  loo  dear  a  purchase  for  any 
rictory — talk  of  physical  power  ?  Irishmen, 
because  we  have  been  insulted.  I  would 
rather  see  your  river  again  red  with  Irish 
blood,  than  that  we  should  be  degraded  and 
insulted.  We  might  submit  to  the  destruction 
of  our  property,  and  the  danger  of  our  lives — to 
the  ferocity  of  the  ruffian  soldier,  and  the  heart- 
less camp-follower.  In  all  these,  and  a  thou 
sand  other  shapes,  injury  »as  heaped  upon  us, 
and  we  bore  it,  and  perhaps  would  ag^in;  but 
we  will  never  consent  to  submit  10  insult.  In 
ibis  industrious  and  intelligent  town  it  will  be 
seen  what  is  the  opinion  of  the  contumely 
thrown  on  our  country.  Ireland  will  rejoice 
in  your  sentiments,  and  the  press  will  tell  the 
whole  British  empire  thai  it  is  not  safe  for 
England  to  be  s  party  to  the  insult.  Chains 
of  adamant,  and  the  force  of  the  Russian  em- 
pire, would  not  be  sufficient  to  bind  us 
onder  inault.      It  must,  then,  be  wiped  off; 

Here  the  learned  individual  appeared 
to  have  paused,  aa  if  the  sequitur  were 
too  dreadful  for  nltetance.  He  repeated 
that  he  had  Qot  quoted  these  words  on 
account  of  the  individual  hy  whom  they 
were  uttered,  but  on  account  of  what 
followed.  The  chairoian,  at  this  dinner 
at  Drogheda,  stated  that  be  had  next 
to  propose  the  health  of  the  Primate  of 
lireUod.  the  most  Rev.  Dr.  Crolly, 
the  friend  of  civil  and  religiouj  liberty. 
Dr.  Crolly,  in  returning  thanks,  aaid  : — 

"  liberty,  civil  and  religious,  is  the  birtb- 
righl  of  all  bearing  the  image  of  the  Creator, 
as  well  the  black  ai  the  white ;  and  no  man 
should  assume  the  right  of  the  Deity,  to  force 
(he  opinions  of  his  fellow  man,  and  ipea  who 


venture  to  do  ao,  have  reason  to  fear  that  they 
will  suffer  for  it  here  or  hereafter.  1  am  ;1ad 
and  exceedingly  happy,  that  among  yon  the 

principle  is  cherished.  There  was  a  period 
when  Belfast  stood  pre-eminent  as  the  friend 
of  liberty,  but  that  spirit  is  now  nearly  extinct. 
—  a  dark  cloud  has  passed  o*er  its  horiion, 
and  obscured  the  beauty  in  which  it  ihona.' 
But  let  this  be  a  lesson  10  you,  and  as  you 
rise  in  wealth  and  commerce,  rsise  the  Sag  of 
civil  and  religious  liberty;  and  that  jou  may 
bless  and  prosper  under  ii  will  be  the  fore- 
most wisb  of  my  heart.  I  fei^l  complimented 
by  ilie  kindness  and  attention  with  which  yon 
have  listened  10  me,  particularly  in  the  pre-' 
sence  of  the  individual  who  has  done  morebr 
the  cause  I  spoke  of,  than  any  other  person  in 
ancient  or  modern  times." 

Such  was  the  language  used  by  Dr. 
Crolly  at  Drogheda,  and  havint;  quoted 
it,  lie  would  leave  their  Lordships  to 
foim  their  own  opinions,  atid  10  draw 
their  own  conclusions  from  it.  But  be- 
fore he  sat  down,  he  would  jtirt  quote 
a  few  more  lines  from  one  of  the  spreehes 
made  at  a  dinner  laielv  given  at  Curiow 
to  the  Lord-Lientenant  of  Ireland,  a«d 
at  which,  Mr.  O'Connell  was  reported 
to  have  said  :- 

'*  My  friend,  the  Chairman,  i.i  alluding  to 
the  Conservative  feslival  in  this  town  on  jes- 
terrlay,  talked  of  respecialnli'y.  Ke<ppcta- 
hiliiy  I  What  does  my  valued  Friend  mean 
by  re=peclabilily  ?  Tliey  may  have  the  re- 
spectability of  the  hogget  or  the  nx,  Ihai  fallen 
on  the  land — they  are  as  nupid  a»  ihey  ara 
malignant,  andas  ugly  as  they  are  contemptible. 
Are  they  respectable  for  iheir  virtues  or  at. 
quireraents  *  Are  they  respectable  for  those 
qualities  which  make  man  truly  res[iectable — 
patriotism  and  humanity,  or  in  a  word,  love  of 
country,  and  of  Iheir  fellow  men  ?  No  ;  lliey 
are  cruel,  unrelenting,  perfidious  tyrants ; 
their  consolation  is  the  widow's  tear,  shed 
amidst  the  ruin  of  desolateil  villages,  and 
their  music  is  the  scream  of  the  orphan,  and 
the  groans  of  the  expiring  victim,  who  diet 
beneath  the  withering  bl.ist  of  that  oppression 
which  forced  him  from  his  humble  home,  from 
the  green  fields  where  his  fathers  dwelt,  and 
suffers  him  10  perish  by  the  waystde,  n  house- 
less and  heartbroken  wanderer.  Like  the 
tdiouleof  the  Eajiern  tale,  they  live  and  de> 
light  to  live  upon  sucking  out  the  warm  heart'* 
blond  while  life  is  still  in  vigour,  and  reducing 
their  victims  to  the  grare,  before  the  chill  of 
years,  nr  the  course  of  natural  events  carry 
them  away.  They  love  the  wail  of  femishing 
children,  and  the  agony  of  mined  and  agoniaed 
parents.     Foot  old  Kavanagh." 

Mr.  O'Connell  continued  : — 

"  Alas  I  poor  Kavanagh,  If  he  had  not 
made  the  fatal  alliances  he  did,  one  would  be 
glad  that  he  would  Binlt  into  his  grave  in  ibt 
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peM«fal  obicwitj  in  which,  far  bit  owii  take, 
be  oafbt  to  hare  rf  aimd,  aad  sot  to  hsre 
tbe  iemi  cats  and  dop  of  ibe  an^boartMrnd 
thnrwa  ioio  it  *lo<>^  with  hin. — After' '  Lord 
Morpeth,'  thne  tisei  three  nd  km)  cbeo^ 
'  TW  tifbt  BcT.  Di.  Holaa  and  the  Catholic 
«1mct  of  hb  dioccM.' " 

He  WDoid  BOW  gnt  tbem  the  laD^oage 
wki^  WW  adopted  on  die  nme  occaskni 
by  a  Rotaan  CtUmlic  bubop.  Dr.  NoUn, 
wlto,  after  hearing  the  language  which  had 
been  adopted  bj  Mr.  O'Cotinell  on  bis 
own  health  bating  been  proposed,  said, 

■■  I  beg  leare  to  retam  b;  beM  Ihankt  for 
the  ManiMi  in  which  aj  mme  has  been  re- 
ceived. Mr.  CfCoMtell  ba*  traJj  Mated  the 
reason  whj  I  thnt  appear  in  a  political  assem- 
Mj,  and  I  think  the  same  feebnss  which 
actnua  me  bcloitg  to  the  mt  of  the  der^  of 
Iiel^id.  Mr.  O'Coonell  ba*  not,  bowerer. 
Mated  the  reasons  fnllj.  We  are  rompelled 
br  ibe  neceasity  of  tbe  times  to  appear  amoogst 
the  people,  and  seek  for  jtutice  fiir  our  own 
belored  countrj," 

He  (the  Biiliop  of  Exeter)  woold  here 
■Ute,  that  in  the  err  of  "  jastice  for  Ire- 
land" wa>  meatit  the  destnictioD  or  the 
Eitablbbed  Chnrch  in  Ireland,  and  of  all 
tboK  imtitntioDi  which  we  loved. 

"We,  howerer,  attend  on  this  paHicular 
occasion  ai  much  to  give  a  heart;  welcome  to 
the  man  to  whom  we  owe  so  much,  as  lo  tes- 
tify onr  approbation  of  the  principles  opon 
which  are  based  justice  lo  Ireland  and  nnirer- 
sal  happiness  to  mankind.  Hr.  O'Connell,  id 
speaking  of  himself,  said,  he  was  hut  a  feather 
thrown  ap,  which  merelj  showed  the  waj  the 
wind  blew ;  bat  I  will  ventnie  to  saj  that  he 
is  a  man  raised  up  hj  God  to  work  out  the 
regeneration  of  our  conntrr.  It  U  for  the 
people  that  he  is  working.  We  pray  God  to 
direct  him,  and  bless  bis  efforts,  and  continue 
that  rigour  of  bodj  and  mind  which  are  neces- 
sary to  him  in  [hat  ardnons  coolest  in  which  he 
is  engaged.  It  is  with  great  pleasure  I  appear 
amongst  yoo  this  evening,  to  acknowledge  that 
I  am  united  with  tbe  people  in  the  cause  of 
Irelarid,  aod  to  proclaim,  that  with  ihe  blessing 
of  Ihe  Most  Higb,  we  cannot  be  sepaiated 
from  the  people." 

ADOlber  toast  given  was—"  Tbe  total 
abolition  of  titheB."  The  Rev.  Mr.  Cui- 
leo,  another  correspondeot  of  the  Board, 
and  manager  of  its  schools,  being  loudly 
called  for,  spoke  lo  this  toast  in  a 
very  eloquent  manner.  This  was  the 
language  used  by  a  Roman  Catholic 
Bishop  in  the  presence  of  a  large  assem- 
blage of  tbe  Roman  Catholic  clergy — those 
very  clei^y  being  in  correapoodence 
with  tbe  Board  of  Commissioners  of 
EducatioD,        These     Roman    Catholic 
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dergy,  too,  be  it  recdIecKd,  bdd  tbe 
most  naqoalified  dorainatioa  over  their 
OodfM,  and  bad  the  religiooa  and  moral 
instnictioa  of  tbe  riang  geaeniioB  of 
yoatb.  Tboae,  then,  who  looked  doaelj 
at  the  working  of  this  ijatem,  wonld  see 
that  it  wai  ntteilj  impoaaibie  that  any 
modificatioo  of  it  could  be  intiodoced  ; 
and  he,  for  tme,  wonld  now  declare,  leat 
hereafter  he  ibonld  be  considered  as  gir- 
iog  to  it  any  d^ree  of  eren  aMMli6ed 
sanction,  that  he  never  coaM  concur  in  a 
syslen  so  franght  with  teopOTal  and 
tpirttnal  etil. 

The  Archbulutp  of  Dmblm  tnitted  that 
their  Lordships  would  bear  with  him  for  a 
short  lime,  and  for  a  short  time  only,  be- 
cause  it  iras  his  detennination  not  to  enter 
into  discussions  upon  mattere  which  were 
out  of  place,  aod  would  be  premature,  ai 
Ibey  would  be  much  better  reserved  for 
other  occasions.  He  would  not  enter  into 
criminations  or  recriminations  against  any 
individual.  If  any  one  were  to  bring  « 
iximplaiDtto  impeach  him  for  high  treason, 
he,  as  an  individual,  was  ready  to  appear 
in  a  court  of  justice  and  to  suffer  punish- 
ment. As  for  the  vague  sl&nden  and  the 
multiplied  mmouTs  which  had  gone 
abroad,  be  would  not  notice  tbem.  Theti 
with  refereitce  to  the  complaints  which 
bad  been  made  against  the  Commissioners 
of  tbe  Board  of  Education  in  Ireland, 
against  them  as  public  officers,  and  their 
mode  of  discharging  tbeir  duties,  it  ap- 
peared to  him,  and  he  believed  that  feeling 
extended  to  their  Lordships  generally, 
that,  when  the  Committee  should  be 
appointed,  that  Committee  was  the  plat^ 
where  the  questions  at  issue  might  be 
calmly  and  satisfactorily  luvestigaled, 
where  witnesses  would  be  called  to  prove 
and  verify  facts,  where  distorted  accounts 
were  set  right,  and  before  which  trtbaoat 
nothing  was  brought  which  was  not 
strictly  examined  into  and  proved.  He 
rose,  then,  not  for  the  purpose  of  prema- 
turely entering  into  a  discussion  which 
ought  to  be  reserved  for  the  Committee. 
He  would  say  nothing  of  the  Board  of 
Education,  or  of  the  body  of  Commis- 
sioners ;  but  with  respect  to  the  charges 
which  had  been  made  againsit  himself, 
although  he  thought  their  Lordships  were 
called  upon  to  gire  bito  a  hearing  in  his 
own  vindication,  yet  he  felt  he  should 
belter  consult  propriety  in  not  detaining 
their  Lordsbipa  with  matters  relating  to 
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individuals,  as  tliat  was  e  legislative  and 
a  judicial  assembly.  The  rules  which  had 
been  established  in  the  schools  of  educa- 
tion would  be  examined  day  after  day 
before  a  Committee ;  and  he  trusted  that 
On  all  points  time  would  bring  the  truth 
to  light.  If  some  men's  minds  were  so 
constituted  as  not  to  receive  truth,  he  was 
sorry  for  it,  and  ihey  were  not  the  persons 
whose  esteem  he  had  any  wish  or  ansiety 
to  cultivate.  Various  measures  had  been 
sn^ested  for  the  extension  and  improve- 
ment of  the  system  of  education,  and,  of 
course,  they  would  require  that  the  reasons 
for  and  agaiosttheiradoptionshould  be  well 
and  maturely  considered;  and  this  could 
be  done  in  the  committee  alone.  Sup- 
posing the  Bjstem,  in  the  main,  were  to  be 
continued,  it  would  be  for  the  Committee 
to  consider  what  modifications  they  would 
adopt  to  put  it  on  an  extensive  footing, 
and  bring  it  into  greater  operation.  The 
committee  was  wished  for  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, with  a  view  to  save  their  Lord, 
ships'  House  from  being  involved  in  fruit- 
less and  unsatisfactory  debates,  snd  the 
public  mind  from  being  poisoned  by  vague 
irregular  complaints  which  were  brought 
forward,  and  which  could  not  be  stopped 
untilaBatisfactory  inquiry  was  made.  From 
time  to  time  various  complaints  were 
brought  forward,  aud  if  the  Commissioners 
were  present  on  these  occasions  it  would 
be  well :  but  they  were  not  always  present, 
and  it  was  quite  impossible  that  those  who 
were  connected  with  the  system  could 
carry  all  the  particulars  in  their  memories, 
seeing  that  there  were  1,200  schools.  If 
anything  were  complained  of  in  these 
schools  in  this  country  or  in  Ireland,  the 
Board  immediately  instituted  an  inquiry 
intothosecomplainta.  Butthcse  things  were 
feneralljbroughtforward  without  first  con- 
BuUing  theComitiiasioners  as  to  the  alleged 
misconduct  of  their  servants.  One  com- 
plaint had  been,  that  some  little  school- 
boy had  scribbled  this  or  that  in  bis  copy- 
book. Oh  1  nothing  was  too  small  or  too 
freat  to  be  debated  with  the  most  eloquent 
eclamatton  night  after  night.  In  many 
of  these  cases  flying  rumours  came  round 
to  the  board  that  some  one  had  heard 
such  and  such  a  matter  bad  taken  place ; 
and  in  all  these  instances  he  knew  there 
was  very  great  exaggeration,  distortion,  or 
even  fabrication  of  facts;  but  still  he  sup- 
posed there  were  many  persons  who,  being 
ignoiaat  in  [hany  cases  of  the  circum^. 
nances,  did  believe   what  they   stated. 
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But  there  were  many  who  came  down  to 
the  coart,  and  by  their  conduct  raised 
some  suspicion,  if  not  of  their  veracity, 
certainly  of  the  purity  of  their  zeal.  Their 
Lordships  would  never  credit  them  when 
he  said  that  they  were  too  nugatory  to  be 
brought  before  the  commissioners,  but  not 
so  before  the  House  of  Lords.  These 
facts  oftentimes  reminded  him  of  the  cir- 
cumstance which  he  had  read  of  in  a  fa- 
vorite  old  comedy,  where  a  newly-elected 
Member  of  Parliament,  returnmg  from 
some  distant  part  (Sir  Francit  Wrsmg- 
headj,  elated  with  his  success,  was  nm 
against  by  a  rude  carter,  and  his  carriage 
was  damaged.  In  great  indignaUon  the 
son  su^ested  to  his  father,  "Oh, lather, 
bring  hira  before  the  Parliament-bouie." 
Now,  it  seemed  more  honest  to  bring  these 
matters  before  the  legislature  than  before 
the  court.  If  they  sent  to  Ireland,  an 
inquiry  was  made  by  the  inspector,  when 
the  statement  was  found  to  be  generally 
partly  fabricated,  and  there  was  some  dis- 
tortion of  facts  in  all  these  cases.  He 
knew  that  when  a  week  or  ten  days  had 
expired,  and  when,  the  attention  of  the 
House  and  the  public  had  been  directed 
to  something  else,  and  after  erroneous 
statements  had  gone  forth,  no  regret  was 
ever  expressed  ;  not  one  word  of  apology 
was  given ;  never  anything  like  repent* 
ance  was  evinced  by  those  who  had 
originated  the  calumnies ;  no  repent- 
ance was  shown  by  those  who  accused  the 
Commissioners  of  having  struck  out  all 
about  repentance  from  the  gospel  of  St. 
Luke.  No ;  but  it  appeared  as  if  the  sup- 
porters of  St.  Luke  had  struck  out  re- 
pentance from  their  own  hearts,  and  thus 
the  time  of  the  House  and  of  the  public 
was  taken  up,  and  prejudices  were  raised, 
which  a  calm  consideration  of  facts  before 
the  Committee  must  verify,  and  thus  put 
an  end  to  such  irregular  proceedings  at 
once.  In  respect  to  this  lubjecl,  there 
were  two  classes  of  questions  which  were 
very  distinct,  which  ought  to  be  kept  apart, 
but  which  were  perpetually  confounded 
with  each  other;  ne  meant  the  question 
relating  to  the  system  as  originally  laid 
down,  and  the  question  relatinj;  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Commissioners.  He  would 
appeal  to  their  LiOidahips  whether  they 
were  not  mixed  up  together  continually, 
not  to  say  anything  of  speeches  made  at 
Conservative,  Radical,  and  Repeal  meet, 
ings.  At  one  time  they  had  a  debate  ia 
reference  to  the  various  venions  9f  th^ 

,„Cooglc 


inV  £4>MAMw  (LORM}  If^mi.  114* 

ScHfHbfM,  w  th*  dtMnat  Carccflf  tfacv  '  B«  wottld  tkca  beMked,Cas}Biaaoo^Bt 
Htb'««  panic'«>,  w^  wi::a»  M««iucripu  for  tb«  |)ropoilM»>  bdng  Mck  «•  umj  mn  ^ 
of  tM  O.^  ac^  New  TotamccU  Tau*t  or  do  yoa  ai)pn:tKa^tt;attbcjM«iiL£escn&. 
«>Micer*i>o:^*  vcm  mxtd  op  ai-Ji  ibe  ia  ciber  cues?  Tm  ftatw  «ow].d  W^ 
pocni  RftJHif  <^  lite  ccpv-bx-kA  of  tu  Certaii.i*.  B^ouae,  ia  tae  aodei  ickacl 
Kboc^MMM*.  Tw*  laert  w<n  ir>c  qj«*-  of  Duiiiio.  aliMt  eiei;  puitii  LmI  u* 
tiCB*  nracd  abcu^er  u.e  k.^:ez  id  :i^*e  wLgol ;  \b*  Pccrtesunt  ci^.^nn  «cra  led. 
KhoehcbtMx.  bec«KpainrToti&uBitry;  a:^  p>rtU  cir-Uted.  TUc  »cb«o^  to* 
wbct  iCT  pvcp^  cb^=£  be  p«n£::[c<i  cr  u;;ie(  ihg  gul<:»;ce  of  ftijUUtal  ckrgj* 
famd  lo  n^i  :  «:ii:i£.er  ue  •t.'^:,c.-  3>co.  Ti.en  tr.e  wiiaeM  voi.nl  bested, 
botMcs  *erc  «rtc'td  cc  '.it  (KM  CU-I,  o;  Do  ihcj  receire  iottructioa  fios  laeii  re- 
vr«t>~«r  tC«T  a^T-f  c^i  cT'.cc  ;^.j  ::eu  U'.«  tpKUve  c.o.tie.'i  oo  ihs  oau  daj  !  "Sam 
ca»-«-yira.  Ti^=  'L:*  ■t:s  »f>iUu  bow  cuti  it  iLiL  the;  nomd  «  littW 
U>  "t  rc*c<c-:L  A  in  D :  ^tj  Tcti^^^  of  L^e  k:;u:bcii-n  7  U  bf,  most  of  tbewi  ■■ill 
E  =■«.  Afin.  ti.  bid  jci:- x^L^e  a  a*  i*u;&i  totceit  oso  p^rUfa.  bome  com*  Baaj 
ccietlU  =1  u  i^  Bw^-ti  1=^1  x.-^i  •jr.xi-  a.i.«>  lo  kt.c^^i  ike  mod«i  tcbool  svsj 
n«M*r  iiail  c:c.e  tc:=.'.i-.~j  ikSie  veut  iav,  ar.3  whea  the  utMractioa  vu  mK 
bet.:(«  b.a  >:;>::a:9W3t.  Ta  j*  u;«*  omI  ^^s  ot>  iherc  ibe;  w«oi  to  the  mpfriitri 
WcccWBii  ■  11  La«  a-Ksre  u  i^iiKMit^si;  icux;**  bf  lbe>r  pArHb,  tone  of  wlucb 
>MMw««. :  M*. :«(  uieiD  L.>  !:<  ::::.-c>..£3-  were  PrisbtterUDi.  Tous  tiiek  Lacdtbipt 
Ktcxatc.scd '3;.^.  r.«Cc[Eic.:t^  U.  w::us  souij  tee  how  *efy  didcfcnt  a  torn  tba 
t«e«e  3-«t:rr»  wcc  ti  oc  itierr^C  wcs-ti  be  cisC  o-.-^bl  l»'t.e  endef  lb«  intesl^tioa 
vcrr  c  cWre  t  i>;  n  3::*  ^C3<r  Lsjt  ti^r  cf  »  Comxitiee,  io  ibat  wbicb  it  ss- 
w«&,  4'  i(  >> jj  aot  cidf<-i7  :'3e  Taricm  ceids  -siocd  ia  ■  dctnte  in  tbu  Hoace.  coa-> 
•/  E3«  suo-ci:i.  tDii  iciis  i~e  n:i3«  :^  lii^  -:Kieii  p«rbaps  wl-jt  a.i  tbe  tkill,  tke  elo- 
■loefiie  a  ifMs&ri^ai-.t.T  s;^a  it.  \;w,  m  :..e:ce,  a.-J  povcnof  a  pnctised  debater. 
<c  trM  s^sua  o:  «>:  it-i^-ca  in  I-'^i  iic.  uie  T^a  liziis.  bcfu-e  a  Ci'Smittee,  do  on* 
C^ravis^.  aie'~s  ■«!!  3o:  rv«cu~:^o^  -.V  It.  wcu-^  Ik  a.../«e>J  to  *a~^ti;DU  piemises, 
Mn(K  M  rir  j":^:  ;■  t  .  ;oic«3;  ^^i■^.»  ft.;^.:*!:  I'o'^LCJ.tu.  I'-r  facta,  by  tajiog 
a««nt  mrva  ',  1:"  t...;  Ci.m:  iicusrs,  ,  jl  Be  Eij  >*a  Li.i  ca  good  muiboritj 
fc>«if*«f,  a:!ii  :ji.-*e  •.;!»*«  lie  rj-:j*»  >j  a^d  *o.  T.\«  ai.::iO(::T  lUBst  be  pro* 
to  wont  ice  ;..in.  iwti  cua.-^.::i;a  u>:.a-  :«si.  h  Cic;*c«i  la  a^ou  iiutancei 
•»•*««  otwiSei.  it!t  iJi-im  De  o^ju-.iec  '.  14I '~:«k  a  ;'.r.cr,;:£x  wcfc  not  fcnowa  to 
beiuc«  tr)4  cvai-D.'U!«,  a=J  >t  t:;e  ivMeiU  Jriu  a:i'i  10  i..jitra;e  il,  be  would  give 
wew  &Of>ei<;»  «t  1*  b«i  *0J3ai:ciU;  u  i.v.i:-.er  ii^ci.cea  01' U£<onof  case>  whlct) 
;t  ■■!;«  D«\.'rss..ry  W  3tJK«  Ka  4.v<iri-  vco."!^,  A  M.~.  Ccrr.;!,  la  ccmpan;  wilb 
l-ua,  ni  I  ;e  [d**(is  o«  eunti  co  *i  u>-  .  Mr,  ?;<*.  iisj:*,;  ilie  scbool  where  U  wu 
C(v«£«k  I.  .jj  v..jm3i.$>.LQi:r«  3ji  ge«a  siA  a  ired^odbie  wsuotre  wm  tet  u  a 
iii.st*  to  locir  JiiiT,  u  ney  n^  car-  x:p»  by  -.an  n^Mn-  ot'  the  ^cfaooL  Mr. 
biMireti  HiiiMViKf  *er«.iaL>  :ur  Uit  puutic  Pur'n.  it  ^upceoinl,  bad  »  i-Tiag  in  hit 
•M-itcit.  ici  tiM  tisftiii  iM '•I'cd  auiicc  U)«  -LooMti.  luii  K  uirnetl  tiechanctcf  of  tb« 
d>i<nS>>a  »1  iM-ier  p«nw&.  But  i«t  ■«<  '.ruuactiua  «iiuivii :  and  dK  report  which 
till*  ui.xturv  .M  :iM  ^u«s>'OU:^  M  r«Mttcrti  i«i  wta  spreM,  acrorvimj  to  ibiiGeatk- 
tu.sn.in^  ;  iji  :i>r»  wen  :ud<.'a  anjrei^sil»  na.i  *  tccuuui,  wu  ictJiij  filsc  B«  had 
Cou.'jA'^  ;u  ja  j.iiiMi<xt  .:<.<>aa:  to.in  (.i-»  :-i>i  j.m  -.as  ArcoiJL^op  of  Dublin >,Bior6. 
«iM<u  M  Ul  1  oiii.ia  ■j.»t-usi*i\)a  jkIocc  uw  o»i:r.  ijjt  Kt^o^  liie  iaise  itataaeat  hM 
t  two  .pMarw  ia  Tn  SiMtdurd  newspaper,  he 
<i<ju&,  :,iou^iR  K  prjptir  ta  put  die  matter  i%litt 
M  tea  iiid  ii«  accu(Uio.;iv  uaared  the  partiea 
iijiis.  iitj  was  Lijt  jj.;¥  w,:re  m^^en.  Tbenoticc  which 
;ii.K  W4S  ;ji^.'a  of  u.s  comnaBicatioa  wu  to 
ouuct  ;bi;  ;'i;i1u*lds  sd'ci;!  : — "Weh«Te  received 
it»  i>r  1  iciwr  iijiiii^  «MW  iaiccuracie«,  &c. 
1  wit-  ^^~d  a^ve  Qot  litiM  to  iiuett  this  kttet,  bat 
I  till!  siij'l  Jo  M  SOBS  tiae  beoce."  This  had 
(i  be  uocufini  b^if  a  year  ago  ;  but  tbe  |nrt)C* 
ii>juc$  iwcni  MiU  waitii^  foe  »  coavsoieat  oppor- 
L  p(v-  i.uuity  CO  briof  tikia  Iclt«  fotwuti.  Ue 
pviiiuu  '     He  «>,ii>^  4fittiKr  w  UM  Mk    Mil  Uld  dkeir   WHihJp  that  it  Wnt 
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initincta  he  knew  tli«M  gitttmmu  wa» 
bdwvod  by  ptraoni  whom  they  could  not 
conceive  would  put  them  forward.  A  com- 
plaint had  boen  very  properly  brought  be- 
fore  bim  by  the  court,  of  a  person  in  the 
neigh bourbood  of  a  smHil  town  in  Ireland, 
who  declared  that  the  Proteilant  children 
could  not  in  cooBcienca  attend  the  school, 
because  there  was  no  way  to  it  but  by 
going  io  at  the  gate  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
chapel-yard.  Now  he  had  said,  that  in 
some  instance!  the  gchooU  had  been  erected 
on  objectionable  aitei,  but  ihey  were  pre- 
vented in  a  variety  of  caaoi  from  lelecting 
better  aitei.  He  therefore  (aid  he  would 
•ee  in  thia  instance  how  far  the  aite  was 

really  objectionable,  and  that  he  v „. 

and  fee  ihe  place  himself.  With  this  view 
he  accompanied  the  curate  oftbe  parish  to 
the  spot.  They  passed  along  the  street, 
and  saw  a  board  up  with  the  words 
"  National  School."  He  asked  tha  Curate 
whether  that  were  not  the  entrance  lo  the 
school,  but  he  assured  him  no,  it  was  not, 
and  that  they  roust  go  through  the  chapel- 
yard.  They  went  accordingly  through 
theyard — went  to  the  hack  of  it,  whei 
there  was  no  entrance — and  went  to  tl 
entrance  from  the  street,  which  had  been 
Ihe  entrance  for  many  years.  But  the 
parlies,  nevertheless,  who  had  made  the 
complaint  in  the  first  instance,  no  doubt 
believed  it,  or  they  would  have  sent 
the  case  up  for  the  consideration  of  the 
English  Legislature;  they  would  never 
have  appealed  to  him  who  was  on  the  spot. 
He  immediately  found  that  the  grievance 
complained  of  was  totally  without  foun- 
dation. The  school  rn  question  had  been 
under  the  management  of  the  Doard  for 
two  years ;  and  he  mentioned  this  circum- 
Itance  as  a  specimen  of  ihe  reports  which 
were  circulated.  At  tha  same  time  he  was 
not  going  to  enter  into  details,  or  into  the 
justification  of  any  one.  The  Commis- 
sioners were  ready  to  defend  the  system 
ofedacation  to  Ireland,  though  they  were 
not  there  to  undertake  this  task,  but  toicfer 
hi  defence  not  to  the  present  Oovernment, 
but  to  the  three  or  fonr  last  Qovemments. 
Whentheconduct,howeveT,oflheCammis- 
tioners  waa  implicated,  they  were  ready  to 
defend  it.  In  a  Committee  they  would 
be  enabled  to  ascertain  distinctly,  matters 
of  fact  connected  with  many  cases,  for  the 
mtiafaction  of  those  who  wished  for  the 
trnth,  and  who  were  detiroas  of  submitting 
the  cue  to  a  Committee,  and  not  to  the 
Imt  ali4  ardour  of  debate,    llieir  Lord> 
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ahipa  bad  heard  of  one  petition  wbkb  ka<t 
baan  prasantad  that  evening  from  tha 
clergy  of  the  dioease  of  Perry  and  Aaphoa. 
Ha  had  heard  it  read,  and  a  psliiion  from 
the  clergy  of  aaother  diocose  and  sotna 
laymen.  Tha  petition  was  virtually  fbr 
the  withdrawal  of  the  grant  fur  tha  utiitad 
ayitem  of  education,  and  in  some  instan- 
ces it  argued  against  tha  division  of  tha 
grant  amongst  Roman  Catholics,  and  tha 
schools  which  were  exclusive  they  pro> 
posed  should  have  it  all.  The  petition  of 
the  Bishop  of  Raphoe  was  informal,  but 
that  petition  contained  suggestion!  for 
several  important  alterations,  which  might 
be  introduced  with  advantage.  [The  Earl 
of  WickUno  :  The  resolutions  upon  which 
the  petition  waa  founded.]  He  beg^;e<t 
pardon^tha  resotutioni.  He  bad  an- 
swered the  Bishop  aa  an  individual,  that 
the  Commissioners  would  be  glad  to  ra- 
ceive  any  suggestions  calculated  to  im- 
prove the  system,  upon  the  foundation 
that  they  Ihemsalves  had  laid  down,  that 
there  should  be  no  restriction  and  no  co- 
ercion ;  and  anything  against  that  prin> 
ciple  they  would  not  consent  to.  Of  any- 
thing like  coercion  he  could  not  approve. 
As  to  the  petition!  which  were  presented 
on  the  opposite  side,  there  were  many 
things  often  staled  which  appeared  to  him 
to  be  very  right  from  the  pramiaei ;  but 
those  premises  were  not  founded  on  fads. 
He  knew  it  was  strongly  urged  that  these 
schools  bad  failed  for  the  purposes  of 
united  education;  and  this  was  equally 
strongly  set  forth  as  a  ground  for  aban- 
doning it.  Persons  of  some  importance 
in  the  North  of  Ireland  had  stated  this  u 
areason  for  the  division  of  the  grant.  One 
gentleman  had  anured  him  that  in  his 
own  quarter  no  Protastant  attended  these 
schools ;  but  he  could  assert  to  the  con- 
trary. These  facts,  however,  must  all  coma 
out  before  the  Commiltea.  He  had  as- 
certained, by  aiamtnation,  that  in  theaa 
schools,  extending  tobatwean  300  and  400, 
in  which  it  waiaaid  there  were  no  Protestanta, 
that  about  23,000  Roman  Catholic  chil- 
dren, and  16,000  ProtasUnts  had  been 
educated,  and  all  these  (acts  ocearrad 
under  the  eyes  of  the  very  parson  who 
made  the  statement,  that  thera  ware  no 
Protestant  children  in  those  ichDols.  Bat 
the  blindness  of  those  who  would  aot  aaa, 
and  tha  deafneu  of  those  who  would  not 
hear,  was  beyond  all  belief.  There  was 
another  point  on  which  ha  would  not  dfr> 
Uin  ihflir  Loidabipa  lo»(.  It  kad  been  h|i 


„  Google 


ill  I    ^         'i    r  \    '      '    M  imium  u  alL     Whs  M^d  ^^ the 

^ft  iHW.  K  *a»  MKi  IM>  tfeK  MKM^    tact.  iMliklaB  the  dileiMeM,Aeie«>^ 

««K  ■■(  iat  'Je  ---H*"-'*  :»'  i:«  R:c:aa    cacL,  ib  its  ckief  fLrtif,  «m  ^k  leacb- 


,   •PC    tit   ■TM.ii   C3i*i-ac£   ;ae 
(  i:  vas  ^^.'.  '-J^  vtA  oc  ue 


— » iker  faebncd.    It  ^h  Ac  aine  wtt 


of  tfaed 

ot  ihe  ScriptB^  BdOR  ke  ^  down,  he 
ae£r=  c  to  obserre.  tlut  vfan  fae  talked  of 
:ne  tf  ana  a-iudi  kad  faeen  ■ 


a«  fe>nt  •lit-  «rr^  ip-a 
tiMi  <««>tG  sdc  (iimriiirt  U:  the  wihiec:' 
i)t  n^pm^  tf  ihe  difiejiew  ofnaow  o:  (he 
^(DptsrK  that  wen  •«  »w.  1;  «*s  staiK 
llMrt  pcMt   Mod  enmitai  »UpniiuiDs   Kac 

«««td  the  — tfnwd  ,i«<l{>t  ?  He  mean; 
Ihow  who  ovfc  MM  Hobcev-  or  Orr«4 
*(4mi)w».  How  <«al«f  t^ty  r^nrnftarv  Uic 
^«n(MS  tmmilAtioRs  wiih  ihr  H^bmr  «nc 
Ocpei  SoriNores  '  Yoo  icl'.  ihaot  of  n»is- 
MtMhitioiif ;  ihw  say  too  ma\  he  tirhi. 
b«*  w*  w\\.  lute  tlw  wore  oi"  o«i:  oWrpi  »» 
y>«  do.  Th*  Ro»i»ti  Omholios  wDt'lorcc 
th*  »an>f  arptiiriMft  ihw  where  did  ;  (Si^ 
l«y  tlwM-  is  d»t»p«r  m  the  jwirn-itik  or"  dis- 
*M*.  Th*ir  lordships  wit*;  know,  that 
ill  *>(0  iwfe  not  thwtinflivs  scholors  ramn 
^•p*nd  fiw  th*  Wtenninc  of  words  ojym 
•tWr*,  find  how  wmW  one  moK  th«ti  »n- 
«th«c    t^    ihit    be  was  not    deoeiml  . 


nois  tasL,  IE  the  dtK^mgc  of  wbidi  they 

nac  uiuirnrone  mu\  iam  "*  ^" "" 

Of  all  th« 
tMBinec.  hui  went  <n  doing  i^ai  dey  eaa- 
reivec  u>  he  their  daiy.  Thw  wne  wrinw^ 
however,  tfatt  ^w  fTsteH  aactf  ahvaU  be 
ftraficTyapiiTcciHcd.  Tkn  woe  aot  U  all 
Br.\iou£  ataoHt  their  awn  cfaaaaden;  fior, 
however  drei^  they  B^fat  far  &  tiae 
saffvr.  th^  ieli  i:  omild  m»  be  ia  a  better 


the  Mopk  of  Inhnd ;  aad  ^c;  fa 
ir.  ibe  loBf  Ttn.  tkc  stsBda-  whKfe  bad 
been  oUend  a^sinn  ibea  woald  be  *■- 
chievooE  only  u>  iheir  ^FJlC1^w■"-  Bat 
iney-  were  amiov  Ibtt  the  paUic  mind 
should  he  dmtanwd  m  tfaiB  nfNvtiBt 
subiect.  that*  proper  eiiimMe  Aai^  be 
fotnwj  Fespectine  iv,  aiul  ^U  no  petty 
hxSftnnps  «hanld  naad  in  tbe  wsy  ot  Ae 
(T^npra^  (rood.  The  HooK  of  Lis^  vaa a 
drliVraiiveon^Uv.iKit  a ciwnaal  onat, 

to  nake  in  it.     Thev  h^  haea  dnoDd  bj 
fibc  reports  oi'lhefrcoadwsL  tliejlBm 


,,  Google 


114S  Sducdtioitm  {Feb, 

with  laUiriction  to  the  appoiDtmeot  of 
the  Committee  proposed  by  the  noble 
Vbcount,  If  the  result  of  the  inveitigs- 
lions  of  that  Committee  should  be  an 
opinion  that  the  Cora  mission  era  had  not 
fulfilled  the  duties  intrusted  to  them,  they 
would  readily  and  cheerfully  resign  (heir 
offices  to  others ;  and,  in  eo  doing,  would 
loH  nothing,  but  would  have  a  great  deal 
of  trouble  and  vexation.  If  their  succes- 
■on  should  improve  upon  their  system, 
they  nould  be  the  first  to  rejoice  at  the 
event.  But  the  great  question  to  be  de- 
termined was,  whether  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, who  could  not  be  coerced  inio  the 
adoption  of  any  religion,  should  be  left 
in  darkness,  or  worse  than  darkness,  or 
whether  an  attempt  should  be  made  by 
conciliatory  meflns,  to  enlighten  and  im- 
prove them.  Of  this  he  was  perfectly 
■are,  that  without  some  measure  of  that 
kind,  all  other  measures,  however  im- 
portant they  might  seem,  for  tranquilli- 
sing  and  benefitting  Ireland  would  utterly 
fail. 

The  Earl  of  WickUtw  said,  that  under 
existing  circumstances,  he  was  surprised 
that  the  most  rev.  Prelate  had  perceived 
no  grounds  for  ihe  statements  they  had 
that  evening  heard  from  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  opposite.  The- most  rev.  Prelate 
seemed  to  forget  the  peculiar  circumstances 
under  which  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had 
addressed  their  Lordships.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  had  brought  forward  similar  state- 
ments on  a  former  occasion,  when  he  had 
proposed  a  Committee  such  as  the  present; 
and  Ihe  most  rev.  Prelate  would  remember 
that  it  waB  then  refused ;  he  had  then 
nade  use  of  every  argument  to  induce  the 
Ooveroment  to  comply  with  his  proposi- 
tion, and,  notwithstanding  his  plain  and 
convincing  statement,  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
was  not  able  to  prevail.  But  what  did  the 
most  rev.  Prelate,  who  had  last  spoken, 
then  do  ?  He  thought  proper,  as  the  head 
of  the  National  Board  of  Education,  to 
publish  an  answer  to  the  speech  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate,  in  the  shape  of  a  report 
of  that  body,  filled  with  the  most  vitupe- 
rative attacks.  That  report,  a  public 
document  which  was  to  be  circulated 
through  the  country,  was  filled  with  accu- 
sations, and  the  most  unfounded  attacks. 
Not  content  with  this,  the  most  rev.  Pre- 
late cast  imputations  on  the  aulhor  of  the 
speech,  which,  under  all  circumstances, 
he  did  not  think  was  fair  to  the  right  rev. 
Pr«Ute.    Neither  did  he  Iwlc  on  it  as 
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just,  to  accuse  the  right  rev.  Prelate  of 
introducing  irrelevant  matter  into  h» 
speech,  and  details  not  at  all  connected 
with  the  matter  at  issue.  With  respect 
to  Ihe  rpporl  on  their  Lordships'  table, 
he  considered  it  a  very  discreditable  docu- 
ment to  those  who  framed  it,  and  that  it 
was  beneath  ihe  dignity  of  the  Commis- 
sionen  to  condescend  to  dedicate  ihe  whole 
of  ibeir  report  to  a  speech  that  had  been 
made  in  their  Lordships'  House.  He  must, 
however,  in  some  degree  exonerate  them, 
as  he  understood  that  it  was  in  comphance 
wiih  Ihe  directions  of  his  Excelleney  the 
Lord-Lieutenant,  that  they  had  answered 
the  speech  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate.  It 
appeared  that  ihis  was  done  by  his  order, 
and  not  by  the  Commissioners  own  desire. 
He  was  in  Ireland  when  the  report  was 
issued ;  but  he  had  read  it  within  the  last 
two  days,  and  he  had  found  one  paragraph 
to  which  he  would  call  their  Lordshipc' 
allenlion  : — "  The  pamphlet,"  said  the  re- 
port, "  objects  to  our  giving  aid  to  schools 
m  connexion  with  monasteries,  nunneries, 
and  other  religious  establishments.  Now, 
on  this  point  we  bad  a  communication 
wiih  Lord  Stanley,  and  he  thought  it  advis- 
able that  schools  of  this  description  should 
be  brought  under  oi)r  direction,  as  well  as  all 
others."  This  stated,  that  they  agreed  with 
Lord  Stanley,  that  aid  should  be  granted 
to  schools  connected  with  nunneries  and 
other  religious  establishments.  He  would 
venture  to  say,  that  Lord  Stanley  had 
sanctioned  no  such  measure,  and  he  would 
show  that  it  was  in  violation  of  the  rules 
laid  down  by  him.  One  of  those  rules  ran 
thus: — "  It'isthe  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  no  aid  shall  be  given  to  any 
schools,  unless  the  Board  shall  he  entitled 
to  exercise  a  complete  control  over  them." 
Could  anyone  believe  that  this  complete 
control  could  be  exercised  in  nunneries? 
How  was  it  possible  that  Lord  Stanley 
should  act  in  such  injudicious  and  com- 
plete violation  of  his  own  rules  ?  He  had 
strenuously  opposed  the  measure  when  it 
was  first  introduced,  for  he  thought  it 
would  do  incalculable  harm.  He  bad  at 
the  same  time  stated,  that  he  should  not 
object  to  see  some  system  introduced  better 
calculated  to  obtain  the  same  ends.  But 
how  did  the  case  now  stand?  The  Eildare- 
street  Society  was  totally  ineffective  as  a 
system  of  general  education  since  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Parliamentary  grant,  while 
Ihe  present  system  had  been  in  operation 
for  some  yeiirs.  Fortbii  reason,  hetboujbt 
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it  impoMibU  now  to  recode,  uid  hii  chief 
sniietjr  DOW  wu,  to  make  tfae  lyatem 
anil^le  for  ateful  purpowi,  uid  to  con- 
cilitto,  as  much  u  poiiible,  the  people  of 
all  deDOminations.  He  bad  preiented  a 
petition  to  that  effect  from  the  clergy  of 
the  dionae  of  Deiry  and  Raphoe :  and  he 
beliered  that  if  the  lu^gestion*  of  that 
petition  vere  adopted,  all  the  difficulties 
that  stood  in  the  may  of  the  general  utility 
of  the  measure  nould  be  obviated.  The 
Roman  Catholics  objected  to  the  use  of 
Bibles  in  schooli,  and  the  Proteslants  ob- 
jected to  schools  in  which  it  was  prohibited. 
The  suggestion  of  the  petition  was  con- 
ceived ia  (he  true  spirit  of  peace;  it  said, 
"  Let  there  be  no  coercion,  no  rejec- 
tion." It  was  competent  for  the  parents 
to  say  if  tbeir  children  were  to  use  the 
Scriptures  in  those  schools,  and  surely 
ibere  could  be  no  objeclioo  to  this  on  the 
part  of  the  Roman  Catholics.  He  felt  the 
greatest  satisfaction  in  knowing,  that  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  thought  well  of  that 
system,  and  he  hoped,  ihat  when  the  Pro- 
testant clergy  taw,  thatnoother  plan  could 
be  adopted,  with  any  prospect  of  success, 
and  when  they  considered  the  great  evilg 
of  tfae  absence  of  a  system  of  universal 
education,  they  would  give  ibis  system 
a  calm  and  dispassioiiste  consideration, 
and  that  the  suggestions  of  the  pelilion 
would  be  eventually  adopted  by  them ;  for 
it  was  totally  impossible  to  prevent  the 
abuses  of  any  system,  if  the  Protestant 
clergy  did  not  lend  their  aid.  The  Com- 
miitee  was  the  fittest  place  for  the  investi- 
gation, and  he  hoped  the  pelilion  he  had 
presented  would  meet,  in  the  Committee, 
with  calm  conaideralion. 

Lord  Pluniett  said,  that  the  philosophi- 
cal, libeTal,  and  enlightened  speech  of  the 
most  rev.  Prelate  had  given  the  de* 
bate  a  complexion  totally  diflerent  from 
that  which  it  hod  previously  worn.  In  that 
most  rev.  Prelate's  obaerrationa  he 
entirely  concurred.  The  sentiments  of 
the  most  rev.  Prelate  were  such  as 
ought  to  belong  to  every  Proteatant  and 
Christian  divine  I  they  were  imbued  with 
charitable  feeling,  and  were  calculated  lo 
do  great  good,  and  to  remove  exasperation 
in  the  minds  of  the  Calholica,  and  of  a 
great  portion  of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland. 
He  would  not  run  the  risk  of  weakening 
the  effect  or  the  most  rev.  Prelate's 
enlightened  remarks  by  any  detailed  ob- 
aervatioDS  ;  but  hecould  not  help  strongly 
recommending  to  all  who  were  aniioui  to 
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promote  Christianity  and  htrmooy  to 
dwell  more  on  tbe  poinU  in  whicb  Catbo- 
lics  and  ProteslaoU  agreed  than  on  tbe 
points  in  which  tbey  differed.  That  wu 
the  true  way  to  promote  Christianity. 
Had  the  right  rev.  Prelate  acted 
consistently  with  his  argument,  he  ought 
lo  have  concluded  by  voting  against  the 
committee ;  for  he  declared  that  be  was 
io  possession  of  facts  which  bad  enabled 
him  lo  make  up  his  mind  to  tbe  necessity 
of  a  total  departure  from  the  present 
system.  In  the  same  breath  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  had  accused  him  of  bar- 
ing departed  from  hi*  duty  as  a  Member 
of  that  House,  by  prejudging  the  question 
before  them.  He  bad  not  prejudged 
the  question.  The  right  rev.  Prelate 
having  brought  a  chaige  against  the  Boaid 
of  Commissioners,  which  charge  they  had 
refuted,  he,  aa  a  kind  of  grand  juror,  bad 
ignored  the  Bill  which  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  had  preferred.  He  was  satisfied 
that  there  was  no  ground  for  the  right 
reverend  Prelate's  chaises.  Let  tbeir 
Lordships  look  at  the  charge,  and  let  U>eni 
took  at  ihe  answer  ia  the  Commiasionsn* 
third  report,  a  report  highly  creditable  lo 
them,  and  which,  notwithstanding  Uie 
opinion  of  the  noble  Earl,  he  thought  tbey 
were  compelled  to  make  in  deference  to 
their  own  character;  and  he  was  persuaded 
they  would  agree  with  him  that  tbe  de- 
fence was  saiisfactory  and  complete  in  all 
points.  But  the  defence  of  the  Commia- 
sioners  did  not  rest  on  tbeii  own  state- 
ments. The  present  was  a  great  exp^- 
ment ;  the  Commissioners  had  shown  how 
far  it  had  been  successful.  This  was  no 
hasty  matter.  The  subject  bad  been  four 
or  fire- and- twenty  year*  under  considera- 
tion. Commissions  bad  been  appointed 
In  1812  and  in  1823,  from  both  of  which 
several  reports  had  been  presented  ;  those 
from  the  latter  perfectly  agreeing  with 
those  from  the  former.  Those  reports 
went  the  whole  length  of  declaring  that 
scripture  extracts  were  proper,  not  (as  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  still  maintained 
with  extraordinary  obstinacy)  to  snper- 
sede  the  Bible,  but  to  steer  clear  of  the 
difficulties  attendant  upon  requiring 
the  reading  of  the  Bible.  Well,  after 
these  two  Commissions  had  made  thair 
report,  a  select  committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  was  appointed,  which,  after  due 
consideration,  recommended  the  present 
system  of  education,  and  one  Parliament 
granted  a  sum  of  money  for  carrying  It 
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fnto  effect.  After  all  tbii  had  been  done, 
Bod  after  a  Board  of  Commissionen  was 
appointed  on  tbe  Tecommeodation  of  the 
legislature,  hs  thougiht  no  person — and, 
above  all,  no  legislalor — had  a  right  to 
show  any  bitterneas,  or  any  feelings  of 
anger,  that  the  board  hid  prosecuted  (he 
plan  intrasted  to  iheir  management.  He 
was,  indeed,  quite  at  a  loss  to  discover 
the  cause  of  the  rigUt  rev.  Prelate's 
violent  indignation,  or  account,  in  any 
possible  way,  why  he  should  denounce  the 
system  in  the  extraordinary  manner  he 
had  done.  That  board  was  composed 
almost  entirely  of  Members  belonging  to 
the  right  rev.  Prelate's  own  church. 
The  Acts  they  were  carrying  into  effect 
were  the  Acts  of  tho  legislature;  and 
what,  he  would  ask,  could  be  in  iheir  pro- 
ceedings, or  in  the  regulations  which 
they  had  adopted,  to  kindle  soch  a 
d^ree  of  excitement  in  his  mind  ?  The 
language  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
was,  that  tbe  present  system  of  education 
was  calculated  to  disturb  the  peace  of  the 
community,  to  produce  immorality,  to  put 
an  end  to  all  religious  feeling  among  the 
people,  and  cause  dissensions  between  the 
teachers  and  pupils  in  these  institutions. 
Ho  was  Mtterly  at  a  loss  to  see  any  ground 
for  such  results  as  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late thought  the  system  calculated  to 
produce.  Could  it  be  the  lessons  re- 
commended by  the  board  that  were  cal- 
culated to  bring  about  a  total  absence  of 
religious  feeling?  What  were  these  les- 
■onif  The  first  lesson  inculcated  the 
duty  of  "  living  peaceably  with  all  men, 
even  with  those  who  differed  from  them  in 
religious  persuasion."  Another  lesson 
was  to  the  following  effect — "  Our  Savi- 
'onr  Christ  commanded  hisdisciples  to  love 
one  another— to  bless  those  that  cursed 
them,  and  to  pray  for  their  pefsecutori. 
He  called  on  them  to  adhere  to  the  truth, 
but  not  to  act  harshly  towards  those  who 
were  in  error  and  believed  not  in  the 
truth.  He  prohibited  his  disciples  from 
fighting  in  his  behalf,  and  commanded 
them  not  to  return  evil  for  ev>],  but  to 
do  unto  others  as  they  wished  to  be  done 
onto,  and  show  to  all  that  they  were 
followers  of  Christ,  who,  when  reviled, 
reviled  not  again."  Now,  he  would  ask 
whether  a  right  rev.  Prelate  or  any 
other  Christian  ought,  in  the  spirit  of  the 
Gospel,  to  make  such  charges  against  any 
class  of  Christians,  and  call  tbe  Catholic 
hieratchyof  Ireland  a  rabid  priesthogd.' 


It  was  natural  that  Catholics  ihould  lake 
offence  at  such  violent  statements  made 
against  their  clergy,  and  it  was  natural 
that  such  chargea  against  the  Commis- 
sioners would  tend  to  mar  the  effect  of 
their  labours.  He  was  utterly  at  a  loss  to 
account  for  the  conclusion  to  which  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  had  come.  He  came 
to  a  conclusion  directly  the  reverse; 
and  so  far  from  thinking  that  the  system 
would  produce  a  total  want  of  religion 
and  gross  immorality,  he  was  fully  con- 
vinced that  it  was  well  Calculated  to  pre- 
vent both.  He  had  a  published  speech 
before  him  in  the  shape  of  a  pamphlet. 
It  purported  to  be  the  speech  of  the  right 
rev.  the  Bishop  of  Exeter,  but  he  did 
not  know  whether  the  statements  were 
made  by  him,  or  whether  it  bad  been 
published  under  bis  authority ;  on  ei- 
amining  the  pamphlet,  be  found  it  waa 
not  exactly  the  speech  spoken  by  the 
right  rev.  Prelate:  he  must  say  there 
had  been  some  cookery,  some  dressing 
up,  but  the  substance  of  it  was  the  same. 
This  pamphlet  had  an  anonymous  preface 
beginning  in  these  words:  *'  It  has  beffli 
deemed  necessary  (he  did  not  know  by 
whom)  to  publish  the  speech  in  a  sepa- 
rate form,  in  consequence  of  a  bill  having 
passed  since  the  speech  was  delivered  to 
grant  50,000^  for  the  religious  instruction 
of  all  classes,  without  distinction  of  reli- 
gion." 4'he  pamphlet  was  published  by 
Mr.  Murray,  a  most  respectable  publisher; 
and  as  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  not 
put  his  name  to  it,  he  must  treat  it  as 
anonymous.  But  assuming  it  to  be  the 
speech  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  he 
did  not  think  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
had  followed  a  proper  course  in  leading 
another  person  to  answer  for  what  would 
more  properly  have  been  answered  by 
iself.  He  took  up  the  pamphlet — he 
Id  not  say  written  in  a  Christian  spirit 
— to  mark  the  passages  which  were  incor- 
rect, but  he  found  it  needless  to  do  so, 
for  in  every  page  there  were  passages,  not 
only  incorrect,  but  totally  nnfonnded.  It 
was  a  pious  vituperation  from  b^innrng 
to  end.  He  would  call  their  Lordships' 
attention  to  some  of  these  passages.  He 
should  have  expected  that  when  the 
rght  rev.  Prelate  made  statements 
and  founded  charges  on  thera,  that  he 
would  have  taken  pains  to  inform  himself 
of  the  grounds  on  which  he  made  them. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  had  stated 
nothing  on  his  own  knowledge— he  did 
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not  know  the  truth  of  the  statenients  on 
which  his  own  argumenti  were  founded — 
and  he  thererore  should  have  expected 
that   the    right  re?.  Prelate,   under  such 
circumBtances,   would    have    come    with 
great  reluctance  to  ihe  conclusion   that 
the  system  was  incapable  of  succeeding, 
and  that  the  hopes  of  the  empire  were 
to  be  disappointed.      Before  the    right 
lev.  Prelate   made  such    strong   aster- 
tions,  would  it  not  have  been  proper  tc 
have   taken    steps   for  ascertaining  the 
truth  or  falsehood  of   the    statements? 
Should  he  not  hare  called  the  attention  of 
the  ComroissionerB  to  the  Eubject,  or  em- 
ployed some  persons  on  the  spot  to  ascer- 
tain how  the  system  worked  ?  and  if  there 
were  such  gross    abuses,  should  he  not 
have  endeavoured,  along  with  the  assist- 
ance of  the  board  to  remedy  them  ?     If 
that  had  failed,  then  it  was  his  duly  to 
have   addressed    his  complaints  to   the 
legislature  for  the  purpose  of  providing  a 
remedy.     But  if  the  object  which  the 
right  rev.  Prelate   had   in   view   was   a 
remedy  of  the  evil,  the  course   which 
he  had  pursued  was  most  inconsistent. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  had  censured  him 
for  a  charge  made  against  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  on  a  former  occasion.  The  charge 
was,  that  the  right  rev.  Prelate  said  the 
system  adopted   by   the  Commissioneis 
sanctioned  the  mutilation  of  the  Bible  (he 
understood  that  assertion  had  been  avowed), 
and  he  then  proceeded  to  justify  himself. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  admitted,  that  he  did 
not  consider  it  a  mutilation  of  the  Bible  to 
use  extracts;  buthe  was  satisfied  such  ex- 
tracts as  would  be  acceptable  to  all  per- 
sons never  would  be  agreed  on.     Now, 
what  were  the  grounds  on  which  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  came  to  such  a  conclusion  ? 
He  had  availed  himself  of  the  evidence 
Kiven  by  a  Roman  Catholic  Bis  op,  who, 
he  insinuated,  had  asserted  that  such  ex. 
tracts  never  could  be  agreed  on  :  he  stated 
these  words  bad  been  given  on  oath  before 
aCommitteeofthc  House,  by  Dr.  Murray, 
that  he  had  been  led  into  error  by  evidence 
given  on  oath  by  a  Roman  Catholic  bishop, 
but  wonid  never  fall  into  such  an  error 
again ;    end  would  never  give  credit  even 
to  statements  made  on  oath,  of  Dr.  Murray 
or  any  Roman  Catholic  bishop.     Notv, 
such  language   never   was   used  by    Dr. 
Murray.     He   had   explicitly  denied   it; 
and  aner  this  explicit  and  distinct  denial 
had  been  made,  the  right  rev.  Prelaleaaid 
Dr.  Murray  had  given  a  diferent  interpre- 
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tation  to  his  words,  and  that  therefore  no 
Roman  Catholic  bishop  vaa  to  be  believed 
on  his  oath.  Why  was  there  ever  soch  en 
injustifiable,    di^usting    proposition     to 
comCf  not  only  from  a  Christian  bishop, 
but  from  any  person  of  gentlemanly  feel- 
"     There  was  no  charity  in  auch  «a 
assertion;  and  the  logic  (as  a  noble  Friend 
hinted  to  him)  of  the  right  rev.  Prelste 
was  merely  palmed  on  the  charity.     The 
fact  was,  the  words  never  were  uttered. 
A  conclusion  had  been  drawn  on   the  aa- 
Buraption  that  they  had  been  uttered ;  and 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  considered  himself 
justified,  on  such  premises,  to  lay  that  he 
would    not    believe    a  Roman    Catholic 
bishop  on  his  oath.     He  would  ask  if  any 
charge  could  be  made  more  galling,  more 
inflaming,ormore  insulting,  or  any  slrongec 
language  adopted  for  maligning  the  entire 
body  of  the  Catholic  hierarchy  in  Ireland  ? 
But   the  right  rev.  Prelate,  not  content 
with  maligning  the  hierarchy  attacked  the 
inferior  clergy.    At  a  speech  made   by 
Mr.  O'ConneJl  at  Droghoda  it  appeared 
Dr.  Crolly  vras  present,  and  '  becaose  that 
gentleman  was  present  he  is  to  be  made 
answerable  for  whatever  Mr.  O'CoQaell 
said.   He  coald  not  admit  such  a  principle, 
but  at  the  same  time  he  did  not  think,  even 
if  it  were  admitted,  any  blame  could  be  in- 
curred, for  it  was  one  of  the  best  speeches 
Mr,  O'Connell  ever  uttered.     Respecting 
the  repeal  of  the  Union  his  opinions  were 
well  known.     He  bad  his  own   opinion, 
but  he  was  not  to  be  answerable  for  the 
opinions  of  others  who  might  advocate 
such   a   measure.      But  what  did    Mr. 
O'Connell  say  ?     He  said  he  did  not  want 
the  repeal  of  the  Union,  but  he  wanted 
justice  to  Ireland.      He  did  not  see  any 
g^eat  delinquency  in  a  Roman  Catholic 
priest  being  present  at  such  a  speech,  or 
why  he  should  on  that  acconnt  be  involved 
in   the    sweeping   anathema  pronounced 
against  the  whole   Catholic  hierarchy  of 
Ireland.   But  it  would  be  a  waste  of  words 
to  dwell  on  such  a  subject.     The  charge 
against  another  Catholic  priest  was  of  a 
similar  nature,  though  the  speech  made  by 
Mr.  O'Connell  mtghtnothave  been  BO  free 
from  censure.      It  was  said — he  did  not 
know  whether  the  story  was  got  up — that 
Mr.  O'Connell  had  used  some  expression 
implying  that  cats  and  dogs  bed  beea 
thrown  into  the  grave  of  Mr.  Kavanegb, 
and  that  Mr.  Nolan  was  present  on  the  oc- 
CBsioD,    The  right  rev.  Prdate  then  aU 
Inded  to  M.  Guimt,  and  qaoted  an  ah- 
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■tract  from  his  worka,  nhichhe  coosidersd 
anfavoDTabla  to  the  Irish  iifstem  of  educa- 
tion. But  it  ought  to  be  remembered  that 
M.  Guizot  merely  stated  an  abstract  no- 
tion, and  the  case  he  put  was  very  different 
from  that  under  consideration — the  system 
of  education  in  Ireland,  which  canuined 
plain  and  important  truths,  calculated, 
whether  looking  at  natural  or  revealed  re- 
ligion, to  produce  the  best  motal  effects. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  said  the  report  con- 
taioed  a  falsehood  (he  did  not  say  error) — 
it  contained  a  falsehood  respecting  the 
number  of  clergymen  vho  had  made  ap- 
plication for  grants  of  money  to  establish 
schools  in  their  districts.  But  he  said 
more;  and  though  he  did  not  charge  the 
bishops,  be  charged  some  others 
having  recourse  to  iticfa  a  miserable  artifice 
to  deceive  the  public.  But  that  subjec 
had  been  already  explained.  The  Com 
tnissi oners  had  stated,  that  the  applications 
from  ProtesUnti,  Dissenters,  and  Roman 
Catholics,  were  all  put  down  in  the  i 
way ;  that  a  return  of  the  signatures  was 
at  first  made,  and  afterwards  the  namea ; 
and  the  result  was,  that  by  the  amended 
return  it  appeared  there  had  been  more 
appi  icalions  from  Protestants  than  were  at 
first  slated.  He  did  not  charge  the  right 
Tsv.  Prelate  with  disingennity.  but  it  did 
appear  to  him  extraordinary  that  before 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  complained  to  theii 
Lonlships  ofthe  conduct  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, he  had  not  taken  more  care  to 
make  himself  acquainted  with  the  real  state 
of  the  case.  Again,  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
had  taken  upon  bimselfto  charge  the  Com^ 
misiioners  with  forging  the  names  of 
several  clergymen,  and  had  instanced  those 
of  Heisrs.  Morrison  and  Cockburn  ;  but 
the  cha^e  had  been  shown  to  be  utterly 
without  foundation,  for  both  the  parties 
named  on  being  shown  their  signatures  by 
the  Commission  era  fully  acknowledged 
them.  So  much  for  the  charge  of  forgery, 
and  he  trusted  the  Honse  would  folly  ap- 
preciate the  injustice,  the  gross  impro- 
priety of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  coming  for- 
ward with  these  vague,  random  charges, 
and  endeavouring  to  create  an  impression 
on  the  public  mind  on  the  strength  of  al- 
legations which,  on  the  slightest  investi- 
gation, tamed  out  to  be  utterly  devoid  of 
foundalioD.  WhiIe,howe»ercleaTly  these 
allegations  were  disproved,  no  sort  of  ac- 
knowledgment was  made  to  the  maligned 
parties,  but, on  the  contrary,  they  were  very 
strongly  reprehended  for  Iheir  presumptbn 
VOL.  XXXVI.  {SiSi 
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in  vindicating  themselves.  As  to  the  case 
of  Mr.  Robertson,  the  charge  here  was, 
not  that  his  name  was  oscd  without  hii 
Rutborilv,  but  that  there  was  no  such  per- 
son as  Mr.  Robertson.  And  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin  was  vituperated  for  not 
having  looked  over  his  books  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ascerlaining  Mr.  Robertson's  iden- 
tity in  his  diocese.  Now,  in  the  first  place, 
it  was  not  stated  that  Mr.  Robertson  wat 
in  the  diocese  of  Dublin;  and  if  it  had 
been  so  stated,  it  was  no  part  of  the  duty 
or  business  of  the  Archbishop  to  look  over 
his  books  for  the  name  ualess  representa- 
tions bad  been  made  that  such  a  person 
was  enoneously  stated  as  being  within 
bis  diocese.  There  was  one  remark  on 
this  point  which  he(Lord  Plunkett)  could 
not  avoid  making.  The  right  rev.  Prelate 
had  not  chosen  to  apply  to  his  brother  in 
Christ  to  learn  from  him  what  the  real 
state  of  the  case  was.  No,  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  stated,  that  the  information  that 
no  such  clergyman  as  Mr.  Robertson  wai 
in  the  diocese  ofthe  Archbishop  of  Dublin 
came  to  him  from  the  Archdeacon  of 
Dublin.  How  came  that  about?  He 
knew  and  highly  respected  the  Archdeacon 
in  question,  and  be  was  peffectly  clear 
that  he  would  never  have  written  to  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  on  the  subject  had  he 
not  done  so  in  answer  to  an  application  to 
that  effect  from  the  right  rev.  Prelate. 
[The  Bishopofforier;  I  admithaviog  wrote 
to  him.]  Now,  he  would  put  it  to  their 
Lordships,  whether  such  a  proceeding  on 
the  part  of  theright  rev.  Prelate  was  worthy 
or  becoming  ?— whether  it  was  right  or 

firoper  on  the  part  of  that  right  rev.  Prc- 
ate  to  write  to  an  Archdeacon  for  the  pur- 
pose of  endeavouring  to  extract  out  of  him 
something  on  which  to  found  an  allega- 
tion against  his  Archbishop?  This  pro- 
ceeding, however,wasonly  of  apiece  with 
Mr.  Cleaver's  letter  on  which  the  Morrison 
portion  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate's  case  was 
madeout.  Did  theright  rev.  Prelatemean 
to  say  that  Mr.  Cleaver  or  any  person 
on  his  behalf  would  have  written  to  him  on 
the  subject  had  he  not  been  written  to  by 
the  right  rev.  Prelate?  No;  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  had  been  furnishing  his  armoury 
with  accusations  by  pumping  the  inferior 
dignitaries  of  Ireland;  and  he  would  again 
put  it  seriously  to  the  House  whether  such 
mode  of  proceeding  was  worthy  or 
proper  ?  It  was  monstrous  that  any 
Member  of  their  Lordships'  House  should 
found  upon  rumours  and  assumptions  qf 
2P 
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MM  aba  eoald  not  pcMtWj  be   then  lo  [ 


I  asked  thai  Hmm  (a  wucipie  ihs 


lfls«Cf  fcnn.      He    woaU   oot  dtixj  the 

Hottw  bj  advcrtiDg  at  aoj  lenph  to  tbc  Tenluit  of  a  jur-  Th«  it^kt  rev.  ! 
tiMlribciuciin  of  the  foodi  ui  ibe  kaD<b  of  said,  tbat  tbe  CowaiMinntMi  mm 
the  Coounuaiofflen.  It  appnfed  by  (be  rorDUheti  the  iMli*iit«al  •itb  iba  mMa  af 
report  llut  white  the  Rosaa  Catbobct  of  taku^e  ti-^  itepa  be  bad.  II#(L0nl  Phakctl) 
did  Dot  know  akelbei  tbM  w*»  the  mat, 
but  be  knear  that  the  nan  o^t  to  barc 
been  (applwd  «itb  laeflTi*  Waa  a  Baa 
bis  circunutaacea  to  Mfamu  (q  a  gfMI 
(landct,  to  loae  kia  ulaatioa,  aad  to  bava 
DO  rem»dj,  but  lo  be  told  '*  Go  to  Ia«  ?* 
Too  Btij;u  a*  veil  caj  to  Iwa  "  G«  to  tlw 
mooa,"  oc  aaj  other  impOMiblp  pUca. 
The  MSl  branch  of  tba  right  r*. 
PfcUte'*  ailack  icfetred  to  the  ykged 
(alai6caiioN  of  the  paaiaga  ia  St.  LAm. 
Now  what  lb«  CoiwDtMtODen  staled  mm 
perfecUj  clear  and  true,  that  anj  penoa 
lookJBg  al  the  eatract  fram  St.  Laka,  aad 
the  paaiage  alluded  to  in  the  aMbwiaed 
venioB,  would  uj  there  were  reaaona  why 
that  paatage  tboMld  bqI  be  gtiea  oal  to  In 
read  bj  joui^  peraoM  —  by  yown 
fevalea ;  thai  however  pr«pev  the  paaua 
aodouhledl;  wai  is  )(a  place  hi  ttM 
Scripture*,  it  waa  aot  on«  which  ihe  father 
of  a  familj,  the  directerof  a  Kbeol,  would 


Ireland  cooatttaml  KT«n-dighlbs 
the  whole  populaiioa,  the  proponioa  la 
which  the  isooey  was  di*tribuled  was,  tbat 
Ihe  Protestant  corrnpoodeoli  rec^iied 
3,I90L  peraaoum,  and  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic correspoodeaU  8,7211.  At  to  Mr. 
Nangle  while  be  coocarred  with  tLe  right 
ler.  Prelate  in  applauding  the  ol^ect  of 
that  gratleotan  in  hii  miutoo  to  AchiH — 
(or  doubtleu  it  was  a  moat  diaiateretted 
•ae  which  could  proiapt  biai  lo  go  (o  that 
vretcbed  part  of  the  coontrjr  in  the  detire 
ofcomrertiog  tbe  Roman  Catholics  to  Pro- 
tettanliim — he  waa  not  prepared  to  saj 
tbat  be  admiied  that  gentleman's  diKre- 
lioB,  or  coDiidcKd  tbat  be  proceeded  oa 
bis  missioa  ia  away   at  all  calculated  to 

KonuM  peace  in  tbat  put  of  the  country, 
e  denied,  however,  that  the  Commii' 
liooers  bad  meant  to  throw  aay  imputa. 
tion  en  Ut,  Nangle  or  to  inTolve  bim 
in  anj  way  in  a  charge  of  creating  a 
breach  of  tbo  peace.  No  such  thing  : 
but  here  was  another  glarine  iastaoce 
of  the  manner  in  which  all  loru  of 
charges  were  made,  without  the  slightest 
founaaiion,  for  the  purpose  of  exciting 
the  paiiions.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  was 
wrong  in  Bnother  portion  of  his  statement, 
Mr.  nnniEte'B  complaint  on  the  tubjeot 
of  Mr.  O'Donnel's  attending  a  procession. 
He  would  add  a  few  observations  on  the 
subject  and  the  Other  charge,  which  the 
report  alluded  to  as  disproved  in  the 
fbllowing  words : — 

"Thsslsiamtnt,  however.nowpublicly  made, 
'  that  he  had  been  dismiiged  from  another 
etaploj'racnt  for  utJng  treasonable,  or  at  least, 
•sdliioui  tanguige  to  the  coast  guard*,'  imposes 
apon  Mm  iht  duly  of  clMring  lili  character  by 
a  sroesadlDf  at  law  againit  the  author  or 
publisher  «f  the  pamphlet ;  wa  haTt  caostd 
this  to  be  ioiimated  to  him,  and  upon  ihe  iaiue 
win  depend  the  coune  which  we  ihall  deem  it 
our  duty  to  pursue  respecting  him." 

'  The  whole  case  of  O'Donnel,  was  about  to 
b«  investigated  by  a  jury  in  consat^uence 
of  the  action  now  pending  against  personi 
circulating  the  calumny,  if  calumny  i 
were.  An  application  bad  been  made  to  the 
Court  of  King's  Bench  for  a  criminal  infor- 
tnaiion  ;  but  it  was  refused  in  oonsequenci 
of  iu  not  batog  mad*  withia  tlifl  limit«d 


wish  to  present  lo  the  *yea  of  young  girl^ 
Indeed  be  wag  alti^ther  astoaiab^  at 
tbe  right  rev.  Prelate  adopting  such  a 
course  in  reference  to  this  passage.  Tba 
Protestant  Bishopa  and  clergy  of  Irelaad, 
when  apfJied  to  ia  1826,  hj  the  Com- 
luissiooers  then  appoiHted,  to  fbrniah 
extracts  from  the  Scriploiea,  ia  fufni^iQg 
extracts  from  St.  Luke  carefully  left  out  tha 
passage  which  the  present  CooiHiisatOReni, 
tha  heretical  Commiisiooers,  were  ao 
vituperated  for  oniiiting.  There  waa 
another  fact ;  the  society  foe  tbe  diaooqa-i 
tenancing  of  vice  a  peculiarly  protastaitt 
Society,  in  making  eatraota  froia  tba 
Scriptures  invariably  left  out  tbi*  passage. 
And  it  was  squally  left  eul  in  th«  majgrily 
of  instaiicea  by  tha  '  regular  offieistiair 
ministers  of  the  Ealablisbed  Cbqrrl).  He 
had  only  one  remark  to  address  to  (bets 
Lordships  on  the  subject  of  the  actual 
working  of  the  system,  U  appeared  from 
the  returns  that  the  number  of  ProleatanW 
in  attendance  upon  these  schools  waa 
I7,874and  the  numberofCathoUDi  96,514. 
This  certainly  was  a  greater  proportion  of 
ProleatanlB  thnn  the  proporlioos  of  ihe 
population  warranUd.  And  was  it  nst 
saliafaciory  to  the  right  rev.  Prelate  to  sea 
17,80Q  Pr9teatauU  living  araiwbly  wiUi. 
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thflir  Catholic  neigfabonrt.  It  mnit  be  I 
gntif^iog;  to  every  juat  miad  to  witneu 
thit  lUls  of  lbing(.  Coald  it  poHibiy  be ! 
ft  disippointment  to  any  one  vho  wiihed  I 
well  to  the  country  ?  And  under  what : 
eircuiDttaDcea  bad  this  itate  of  tbtn^ 
been  brought  about  ?  Why  under  circum- 
staace*  that,  were  the  proportion  of 
Protestants  less  b;  one-half,  such  a  result 
could  be  easily  explained.  Noble  Lords 
had  hesrd  of  the  resolution  of  the  Grand 
Orange  Lodge,  which  diicounleuanced  the 
whole  ly stem,  and  the  resolution  that  no 
Clei^man  should  be  heard  by  hii  floclc  in 
the  North  of  Ireland  who  should  accede  to 
the  system.  It  was  impossible  to  say  to 
what  an  extent  these  resolutions  had  had 
the  effect  of  depriving;  persons  of  the 
benefit  of  the  system.  It  had  alto  given 
him  very  sincere  regret  to  see  that  the 
Bishops  of  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
landand  the  Protestant  Clergy— and  no  one 
more  respected  tliem,  more  commisersted 
them,  or  was  more  ready  to  protect  them  in 
the  enforcement  of  their  rights  than  he— he 
deeply  regretted  that  the  Protestant 
Clern  should  have  allowed  ihemaeUes  to 
be  inHuenced  to  discountenance  the  ayatem. 
He  regretted  very  much  to  aee  the 
Protestant  Cleigy  put  forward  to  bear  the 
brunt  of  the  battle.  Wbeo  the  Kildare- 
place  institution  was  6rat  started,  the 
protestant  clergy  denounced  it,  because  it 
professed  liberal  priociples :  but  as  soon 
u  they  fbund  that  the  Catholics  were 
advene  to,  because  they  suspected  it  of 
proKlytism,  then  the  Protestant  clergy 
were  violent  in  its  favour.  Another  ques- 
tion was,  what  means  were  applicable  to 
Protestant  education  in  Ireland  and 
relieved  Protestants  from  the  necessity  of 
having  recourse  to  the  schools  under  the 
board  ?  There  was  Wilson's  charity,  with 
funds  to  the  amount  of  B.OOO^  a  year, 
Erasmus  Smitb'ssohools  with  5,000/.  a-yeu 
tlie  Blue-coat  school  5,000/,  a-year, 
Moi^d's  charity,  3,000/.,  the  endowed 
■choola,  35,000f.  the  Hibernian  school, 
9,0001,  and  the  Marine  school  1,200/. 
These  various  institutions  relieved  Protest- 
ants from  the  necessity  of  availing  them- 
aelvea  of  the  beneGtof  this  Board  ;  but  the 
Catholics  depended  upon  the  voluntary 
contributions  of  their  impoverished  friends. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  seemed  to  consider 
himself  entitled  to  lake  an  ample  range 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  present  discussion 
for  the  purpose  of  making  an  attack.  As 
all    were  agreed  u[>un   the  propriety  of 
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forming  this  Committee,  fa«  oouM  not  hslp 
thinking  that  a  part  of  that  speech  was 
directed  to  the  object  of  swelling  xhe  do- 
popery  cry  which  was  raised  in  the  country. 
Now,  in  order  to  supply  an  antidote,  he 
( Lord  Plunkett)  would  take  the  liberty  of 
referring  to  what  was  not  exactly  out 
of  the  range  of  the  debate  —  namely, 
a  charge  addressed  by  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  to  the  clergy  of  the  diocese  of 
Exeter.  He  must  take  the  liberty  of 
saying  that  so  unwarrantable  a  proceeding 
—  sach  unwarrantable  language  —  such 
uDwarraniabie  sentiments  aa  were  embudied 
tliBt  charge,  he  bad  never  met  with  iu 
any  composition,  lay  or  clerical,  or  so 
unconsiitutional  a  proceeding  as  that  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate.  In  the  first  place 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  assumed  that  the 
measures  contemplated  by  the  Ooverniuent 
tended  to  the  overthrow  of  Protestantism, 
id  without  the  slightest  mitigation,  he 
fastened  upon  the  Government  a  charge 
ofevilinteotionin  pro  posing  those  measures. 
Now  what  dght  had  the  right,  rev.  Prelate, 
because  he,  no  doubt,  entertained  thecoo- 
ilionsopinion  thstceriainmeasureswere 
calculated  to  overthrow  the  Protestant  re- 
ligion, to  say,  that  those  whodid  notcoincide 
in  opinion  with  him,  were  guilty  of  perjury 
and  violation  of  their  oaths  ?  If  be  (Lord 
Plankatt)weie  in  any  other  asseroblybutthat 
which  he  had  the  honour  of  addresaing, 
he  ahould  be  tempted  to  say,  that  it  waa 
the  most  aodaoious  in  any  individual* 
because  he  happened  to  be  of  opinion 
that  particular  meaaurea  were  calculated 
to  do  mischief,  to  asy  that  every  one 
who  adopted  theae  measures  must  be 
wilfully  violating  his  conscience.  He 
hoped  he  was  as  zealous  an  adherent  to 
the  Protestant  faith,  as  the  rigltt  lev. 
Prelate,  and  It  was  his  firm  and  consci- 
entious opinion,  that  these  measures  ware 
calculated  to  support  the  Church,  and 
were  the  only  ones  which  would  give  it 
security.  Then  the  right  re*.  Pr»- 
lat«  made  a  charge  against  those  CatbO- 
lies  of  Ireland,  who  had  been  admitted 
into  ParliamvDt,  that  they  had  been  guilty 
of  a  base  peijnry,  because  they  had  given 
their  opinion  npon  certain  (juestions. 
This  was  an  imputation  not  only  upon 
the  Catholics,  but  it  was  a  gross  and  un- 
founded imputation  upon  those  Protest* 
ants  who  stood  by  and  supported  them ; 
becanae,  if  the  former  had  committed 
perjury,  the  latter,  of  course,  were  guilty 
of  subornation  of  perjury,  in  avftilisg 
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iliemteWef  of  their  uatttance.  Had  th« 
right  rer.  Pnlate  thrown  onrboatt] 
Ike  charfce  of  matihtion  of  the  Scrip- 
tare*  '  He  had,  however,  seen  him  march 
onl  of  that  House  with  >  majority  who 
had  railed  that  cry,  and  pereoDS  who 
availed  themaelves  of  the  insiramentatity 
of  others,  were  as  ^ilty  ai  the  more 
open  acton.  He  said  it  was  grtnsly  un- 
constitutional— it  was  a  gross  violation 
ef  all  propriety,  for  any  man  to  Uke 
upon  hirarelf  to«ay,  that  the  Commons  of 
England— not  merely  the  Government  of 
the  conntry—were  guilty  of  perjury,  or 
aubornation  of  fwrjury.  It  was  an  im- 
peachable offence.  He  did  not  wish  to 
inroWe  the  right  rev.  Prelate  in  any 
more  unpleasant  consequences  than  the 
pamphlet  to  which  healluded,  had  brought 
upon  him;  bat  he  must  repeat,  that  it 
was  an  impeachable  offence  to  lay,  that  the 
Commons  of  England  were  goilty  of  per- 
JNry.  But  to  say  that  a  Bishop,  in  the 
di«rharge  of  the  holiest  duty  which  the 
Charch  imposed  upon  him — in  addressing 
bis  clei^,  and  explaining  what  were  the 
dnties  incumbent  upon  them,  to  think 
that  in  the  discbarga  of  these  episcopal 
fiinctions,  the  right  reverend  Prelate 
should  make  an  attack  upon  the  Com- 
mons of  England,  was  quite  out  of  cha- 
racter. What  business  had  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  to  introduce  politics  at 
all  on  inch  an  occasion  ?  It  was  dese- 
crating the  sacred  office  which  God  had 
intrusted  to  him  to  charge  the  Govem- 
tneni  of  the  coantry,  and  the  majority  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  in  an  aggravated 
form,  and  nnqualified  language,  with  the 
basest  penary,  because  tbey  had  sanc- 
tioned and  proposed  certain  measures. 
It  was  unexampled.  There  was  no  in- 
stance in  the  history  of  this  country,  of 
■och  a  flagrant  act  being  done  by  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Church  of  Christ.  However, 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  made  some 
■mends  to  the  Catholic  clergy  whom  he 
had  attacked.  He  was  impartial,  for  he 
bad  shown  no  great  favour  to  members  of 
his  own  Chureh.  He  had  trespassed  npon 
their  Lordships*  attention  longer  than  he 
had  intended.  He  would  only  say,  in  con- 
clusion, that  he  entirely  agreed  in  the 
npinions  expressed  by  the  most  rev., 
the  Archbishop  of  Dublin,  and  considered 
them  calculated  to  allay  those  angry  feel- 
ings which  the  acrimonions  sarcasms  of 
the  right  re*.  Prelate  might  have  pro- 
duced. 


The  Eari.  of  Fingail  could  not  alloir 
the  phrase  of  the  right  rer.  Pielate, 
as  applied  to  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy, 
that  they  were  a  "  rabid  priesthood,"  not- 
withstanding the  diCGcnlties  and  dangers 
with  which  they  were  surrounded,  to  pass 
without  condemnation.  The  right  rer. 
Prelate  also  asserted,  that  he  did  not 
believe  the  right  rev.  Dr.  Hurray  bad 
Mated  the  facts  on  his  oath,  fiat  that 
Prelate  was  known  to  be  a  man  who  had 
been  respected  in  every  situation  he  had 
occupied.  There  was  another  allusion 
made  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  which 
be  set  down  to  the  accouot  of  the  oath. 
He  should  be  glad  to  know,  was  thero 
ever  to  be  an  end  to  that  cha^.  It  waa 
unfortunate  that  he  and  his  friends,  who 
for  so  long  a  period  had  been  kept  oat  of 
Parliament,  when  the  Legislature  had 
passed  an  Act,  enabling  them  to  take 
their  seats,  were  accused  of  penury  for 
only  doing  their  duty.  He  had  not  long 
been  a  Member  of  thia  House,  though, 
an  fortunately,  he  was  not  «  young  mao, 
but  he  might  have  been  many  years  ago  a 
Member  of  the  other  House,  if  he  conhl 
have  taken  the  oath  then  necessary,  which, 
however,  he  was  prevented  from  doing  by 
his  conscientious  scruples.  .  With  respect 
to  the  question  immediately  under  consi- 
deration, having  tried  penal  law  in  vain, 
ih^  were  now  endeavouring  to  conciliats 
Ireland  by  the  adoption  of  a  different 
system.  They  had  already  advanced  a 
considerable  way,  and  this  he  would  take 
on  himself  to  assert,  nothing  had  gone 
so  far  to  conciliate  the  peasantry  of  In- 
land as  this  very  system  of  edacation. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  had  contended, 
that  the  Model  Schools  should  not  have 
been  established  in  Dublin.  What  more 
proper  place,  however,  than  the  metro- 

Fiolis  of  Ireland  was  there  for  the  estab- 
ishraent  of  model  acboola?  And  the 
objection  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
was,  that  the  system  was  not  founded  on 
the  principle  of  anion — that  it  did  not 
unite  the  Catholics  and  Protestants.  .  He 
admitted  that  in  his  part  of  the  country  it 
did  noti  the  Protestants  would  not  go 
into  the  schools ;  bat  that  was  not  the 
fault  of  the  system ;  it  was  the  fault  ra- 
ther of  the  recusants.  He  approved  of 
the  appinlment  of  the  Committee — the 
truth,  he  was  persuaded,  tipon  investiga- 
tion, would  come  out,  and  if  it  were  n** 
cessary  to  alter  the  system  in  some  dQgrMi 
it  might  then  be  easily  eSected, 
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Metmn  agncd  to,  aod  Committee  ap- 
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Railwats.]  Mr.  Peate  moved  the  ap- 
pointment ofa  select  committee  to  inquire 
and  consider  how  far  it  might  be  expedient 
to  take  meunres  for  securing  that  the  pub- 
lic lines  of  railway  be  laid  and  hereafter 
inaintained  at  one  and  the  same  standard 
width,  and  to  report  their  opinion  thereon 
to  the  House. 

Sir  H.  Verney  moved  aa  an  amendment, 
that  hia  Majesty  be  graciously  pleased  to 
appoint  a  royal  commission  to  consider 
and  report  on  all  proposals  for  railways  or 
canals  which  might  be  submitted  to  this 
House.  He  said  it  vas  his  opinion  that 
a  competent  body  ought  to  be  appointed 
to  judge  of  the  comparative  merits  of  the 
railways,  on  the  principle  on  which  such 
autborities  were  appointed  in  France, 
Belgium,  Holland,  and  other  countries. 

Mr.  Warburlon  said,  it  was  obsord  to 
lay  down  one  rale  for  all  railways.  He 
felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  oppose  both  the 
original  motion  and  the  amendment.  In 
his  opinion  it -was  too  late,  after  the  num- 
ber of  railways  ibst  had  been  completed, 
or  the  works  of  which  were  far  advanced, 
to  attempt  to  enforce  such  a  regulation  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  contemplated. 

Mr.  GilUm  did  not  think  the  proposal 
too  late.  He  considered  that  the  legisla- 
ture were  bound  to  interfere.  These 
■peculations,  which  were  rising  op  so 
rapidly,  were  not  for  the  public  good,  but 
■olely  for  Uie  benefit  of  the  parties  engaged 
in  them. 

Sir  Q.  Strickland  felt  bound  to  oppose 
both  the  motion  and  the  amendment.  He 
was  opposed  to  any  royal  commission 
faB*iQg  the  power  of  riding  over  private 
•peculations.  After  this  point  had  been 
iovestigated  by  the  committee,  it  was  de- 
cided that  no  commission  could  be  ap- 
pointed, or  one  which  could  be  in  any 
my  like  that  contemplated  by  the  amend- 
ment. He  thought  that  the  original  mo- 
tion did  not  stand  upon  any  better  ground 
than  tbe.  amendment. 

Mr.  Paulett  Thonuon  could  not  agree 
to  either  of  the  propoiitioas  then  before 
the  House.  With  regard  to  the  amend- 
ment, he  was  quite  surprised  to  find  it 


supported.  Those  who  had  given  tbut 
Ruppurt  could  not  have  read  the  report  of 
the  cotnoiiltee  eppoinred  Issl  Session,  or. 
if  they  had  read  it,  they  certainly  muM 
have  attached  but  very  little  importance 
to  it.  The  question  of  appointing  a  royal 
commission  had  been  cloiely  invesiigeied 
by  the  committee,  nnd  it  nas  Touod  not  to 
be  practicable.  The  committee  had  re- 
commended to  leave  railways,  like  every 
oiber  speculation,  to  the  discretion  of 
those  who  embarked  their  capital  in  them^ 
sabject  only  to  a  severe  scroijny  from 
Parliament.  In  that  recommendation  he 
most  cordially  concurred,  and  he  hoped 
the  Home  would  set  the  seal  of  its  appro- 
bation to  the  report  of  their  own  commit- 
tee. He  did  not  deny  that  capital  had 
been  thrown  away  upon  these  private 
speculations,  but  then  they  would  find  it 
impossible  to  regulate  the  expenditure  of 
capital  by  any  Act  of  Parliament.  It  was 
by  the  Government  not  meddling  with 
capital  that  this  country  had  been  able  to 
obtain  a  superiority  over  every  Other 
country. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know  whether  any 
advancea  had  recently  been  made  by  the 
Exchequer  Bill  Commissioners.  If  (here 
had,  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  only  adding  to 
the  mischief  that  had  been  already  done, 
by  encouraging  speculations  that  were 
ruinous  to  parties. 

The  Cimncellor  of  the  Excheauer  re- 
plied, that  except  in  cases  where  tnvy  bed 
been  already  engaged  by  contract,  he 
doubted  that  any  other  engagements  had 
been  entered  into.  In  the  early  part  of 
this  Session  he  had  intimated  that  parties 
concerned  in  railways  ought  not  to  rely  on 
any  such  advances.  He  wished  to  leave 
such  speculations  to  the  private  capital  cpf 
the  parties  interested  in  them. 

Both  motion  and  amendment  were  ne> 
gatived. 

The  Rotal  Miitt,]  Mr.  labouchtrt 
stated,  that  in  pursuance  of  the  nonce 
which  he  had  given,  he  had  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  that  department 
over  which  he  had  the  honour  to  preside. 
AUhough  the  subject,  or  the  d  laiU  con- 
nected with  it,  might  not  appear  to  be  very 
interesting,  yet  both  were  of  cnnsi<lerable 
importance.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that 
tbe  House  would  favour  him  wiih  is  at- 
tention for  a  short  space  of  lime  It 
would  not  be  necessary  to  detain  hon. 
Members  for  a  Tery  long  time,  ' 
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tappoied  that  the  Committee  would  have 
«n  jthing  to  do  with  the  currency  question. 
Hit  object  in  proposing  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  had  nothing  whatever 


eocj,  and  with  a  due  regard  to  that  kit 
and  proper  economy  which  it  wu  iha 
public  interest  to  promote.  When  he 
spoke  of  economy,  he  wished  to  be  dis* 


do  with  that  qnestion,  and  therefore  he  |  tioclly  tindentood  ai  repudiating  that  fialae 
hoped  the  Committee  wonid  not  carry  system  of  economy  whichwouMcrippletbe 
their  inquiry  beyond  that  which  he  in-  efficiency  of  the  Mint.  Whathemeantby 
tended.  While  he  said  this,  it  was  far  j  economy  was,  that  they  shoald  eodeaTOat 
from  his  wish  to  exclade  any  inquiry  the  lo  conduct  ihe  whole  operations  of  the 
Committee  mig;ht  think  fit  to  make  on  any  I  Mint  in  a  hiiiiness-like  and  efficient  man* 
subject  relating  to  the  Mint '.  but  with  I  ner.  He  (rusted,  that  during  the  recess  of 
respect  to  the  standard,  it  certainly  wasj  Parliament,  he  had  employed  himself  so 
not  hit  intention  that  they  should  go  into  |  successfully  as  to  be  enabled  to  shortea 
any  such  inquiry,  and  be  did  trust  that    the  labours  of  the  Committee  ccmsidef 


they  wonld  exclude  all  investigation  on 
that  subject.  He  would  not  trouble  the 
Housewith  any  further  details.  The  Mint 
had,  be  might  say,  remained  unaltered,  as 
far  as  its  cooatitation  was  concerned,  from 
the  time  of  Charles  2nd.  It  was  true  that, 
in  1BI6,  nhen  Lord  Maryborough  was 
Master  of  the  Mint,  some  improvements 
were  introduced,  but  then  none  thai  at  all 
affected  its  main  principles.  The  Mint 
consisted  partly  of  establishment  and 
partly  of  profits,  but  he  was  bound  to  say, 
that  he  did  not  consider  the  establishmeDt 
loo  large,  nor  the  officers  at  all  over-paid. 
However,  he  admitted  that  some  of  the 
sources  of  emolument  were  of  a  nature  to 
be  a  proper  subject  of  inquiry.  There 
were  some  of  these  sources  of  emolument 
which,  from  their  nature,  were  open  lu 
luspicion,  and  liable  lo  misrepresentation, 
and  to  which  it  would  be  especially  the 
duty  of  the  Committee  to  direct  attention. 
There  was  one  particular  subject,  however, 
which  would  mainly  call  for  the  attention 
of  the  Committee;  he  alluded  to  the  sys- 
tem that  at  present  prevailed,  where  the 
Master  of  the  Mint  entered  into  a  contract 
with  the  moneyers.  Now,  he  was  exceed- 
ingly desirous  that  this  part  of  the  system 
should  be  closely  examined  into,  and  that 
was  his  main  motive  in  bringing  the  entire 
subject  under  the  notice  of  a  Committee 
of  ihe  House.  The  present  system  was  ex- 
tremely ancient.  The  company  ofmoneyers 
had  exercised  the  privileges  they  at  present 
fenjoyed  for  a  great  number  of  years  ;  but 
he  aid  not  think  that  was  a  sufficient 
reason  why  they  shontd  be  paid  higher 
than  that  for  which  others  would  be  found 
to  do  the  same  business.  It  was  found 
that  our  coinage  was  more  expensive  than 
that  of  other  countries,  and  it  was  a  ques- 
tion worthy  of  inquiry  and  consideration, 
whether  these  men  were  able  to  maintain 
the  Mint  system  io  a  proper  stale  ofeffici- 


ibly  as  respected  the  objects  of  tiwir 
inquiry.  He  had  exerted  himself,  and,  as 
he  thought,  with  effect,  to  procure  very 
important  information  with  respect  10  the 
state  of  the  coinage  of  this  country,  as 
well  as  that  of  foreign  countries,  particu- 
larly of  France  and  America.  It  was 
rather  curious  that,  looking  to  those  two 
countries,  in  both  which  (be  strictest 
vigilance  and  control  were  exercised 
tfaroiighout  all  the  Government  depart- 
ments, yet,  in  respect  to  the  coins^,  they 
adopted  systems  totally  and  thoroughly 
distinct.  In  France,  they  carried  the 
system  of  contract  to  a  much  greater 
extreme  than  in  this  country,  whilst  in 
America  the  coinage  was  conducted  by  a 
Government  estabfisbment,  and  wholly 
placed  under  its  management  and  direc- 
tion. It  was  calculated  to  embarrass  the 
inquiry  of  the  Committee,  when  they 
found  in  these  countries  two  different 
systems  prevailing,  and  both  perfectly 
successful ;  but  they  would  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  fully  considering  the  ample 
ioformalion  that  wonld  be  brought  before 
them,  and  thus  be  best  enabled  to  come 
to  the  conclusion  of  what  system  could  be 
applied  in  the  coinage  of  this  country,  to 
as  to  secure  its  best,  most  efficient,  and 
satisfactory  operation.  He  would  conclnde 
by  moving  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  several  Acts  relating  to  the 
Royal  Mint. 

Mr.  Hume  rose  to  second  the  motion, 
and  was  glad  that  the  subject  bad  been 
brought  forward  so  early  in  the  present 
Session.  DuringlastSessionhe(Mr.Home) 
had  paid  great  attention  to  this  matter, 
and,  hadnot  the  occupation  of  his  time  by 
other  business  prevented  him,  it  was  his 
intention  to  move  for  a  Committee  of  In- 
quiry. He  was,  however,  of  opinion  that 
such  inquiries  were  always  much  more 
usefully  conducted  when  suffend  to  n< 
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main  in  the  hands  of  the  department  to 
which  the^r  related ;  and  when  a  depart- 
meat  was  willing  to  undertake  such  an 
inquiry  he  was  always  much  betterpleaBcd, 
Tor,  in  such  cases,  the  public  business  was 
always  better  attended  to.  Now,  if  he 
had  obtained  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  last 
year,  he  should  hare  been  unable  (o  obtain 
the  important  hiformation  which  had  been 
acquired  through  the  exertions  of  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman.  It  had  been  properly 
stated  that  this  inquiry  would  not  interfere 
in  any  way  with  the  public  circulation  of 
the  conntry.  He  would  now  discuss 
whether  they  might  not  have  a  better 
coinage  if  greater  facilities  were  afTorded 
to  pnvale  individaals.  One  advantage, 
however,  would  result  from  this  inquiry, 
that  public  servantB  would  receive  a 
fixed  and  settled  salary,  and  that  they 
won  Id  receive  no  profit,  directly  or 
indirectly,  or  have  no  interest  what- 
■oerer,  in  the  mode  in  which  the  business 
of  the  department  was  conducted,  beyond 
the  proper  diachar^  of  the  duties  that  de- 
Tolved  upon  them.  They  had  set  an  ex- 
ample with  respect  to  the  officers  of  iheir 
own  House,  which  he  trusted  would  per- 
rade  all  the  departments  of  the  public 
lerrice,  namely,  that  the  public  servants 
ahoald  be  rewarded  by  6xed  and  settled 
lalaries,  and  have  no  enpectation  or  in- 
terest from  fees  of  any  description.  He 
did  not  say  that  those  Gentlemen  con- 
nected with  the  department  now  under 
consideration  were  entitled  to  particular 
blame  fot  having  received  cousiderahle 
sums  of  money — they  were  only  emolu- 
ments taken  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
their  service ;  but,  however  blameless  the 
individuals,  the  system  was  oot  the  better. 
It  WBH  sntiaiactory  to  hear  it  stated  that 
there  was  no  disposition  to  interfere  with 
the  present  itandard  of  value,  the  certainty 
and  stability  of  which  was  so  necessary  to 
the  public  interest.  It  would  be  their 
object  to  consider  bow  they  could  adopt 
a  system  most  conducive  10  the  public 
interests  in  general,  and  to  the  commer- 
cial interests  of  the  country.  Until  the 
Committee  could  come  to  the  conclusion 
of  their  inquiry,  it  would  be  premature  to 
discuss  whether  they  ought  to  depart 
from  the  contract  system  or  not;  but  be 
would  repeat  his  satisfaction  that  the  in- 
quiry was  about  to  take  place,  and  be  bad 
no  doubt  that  it  would  be  fallowed  up  by 
a  satisfactoiy  and  practical  result. 
Mr.  Clay  wished  to  ask  the  right  hoD. 
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Gentleman  whether  in  the  Bill  he  pro- 
posed to  make  a  provision  for  that  remti- 
neration  to  the  moneyers  which  they  at 
present  received  under  the  coatract  system 
in  the  shape  of  a  per  centage  on  the 
amount  of  coin?  He  understood  that  it 
was  intended  by  the  Bill  to  do  away  with 
the  per  centage,  and  to  place  the  whole 
department  under  the  management  of  the 
Exchequer. 

Mr.  tabtntchere  said,  that  the  sole  ol>- 
ject  of  the  present  Bill  would  be  to  get  the 
money  from  the  public  by  a  vote  of  the 
House,  instead  of  from  other  sources  i  but 
the  present  measure  did  not  propose  to 
interfere  with  the  mode  of  payment  of  the 
officers  of  the  Mint,  which  would  lemsJa 
unaltered.  But  with  respect  to  tlie  in- 
quiry before  the  Committee,  it  would  of 
course  be  competent  for  them  to  inquire 
into  every  part  of  the  entire  system. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  it  was  unnecessary  to  say,  that  the 
present  measure  had  the  sanction  of  the 
Government.  He  was  exceedingly  grati- 
fied that  this  motion  had  been  brought 
forward,  although  in  the  present  very  thin 
state  of  the  House  it  might  not  receive 
that  attention  to  which  from  its  importance 
it  was  entitled.  The  subject  which  had 
been  introduced  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
was  one  to  which  for  a  long  time  he  had 
paid  particular  attention.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  been  anxious  to  bring  forward 
the  subject  last  Session,  but  had  been 
induced  not  lo  take  that  step,  because' 
it  was  thought  that  they  could  come  to 
the  examination  of  the  whole  subject  much 
more  advantageously,  and  with  fuller  in- 
formation, in  the  present  Session.  It  wa» 
most  material  to  apply  the  most  improved, 
safe,  and  economical  principles  to  the 
management  of  all  public  departments. 
The  present  system  under  which  the  Mint 
was  conducted,  was  a  most  complicated 
and  unsatisfactory  system.  It  was  a  com- 
plicated, difficult,  operose,  and  unintelli- 
gible system.  Indeed,  he  might  say,  that 
the  business  of  the  Mint  was  conducted 
in  an  unconstitutional  mode.  They  were 
desirous  to  substitute  the  oimple  mode  of 
a  vote  of  Parliament  of  the  necessary 
sums,  and  the  introduction  into  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  Mint  of  the  same  prioci-* 
pies  as  were  applied  to  the  management 
of  all  the  other  public  establishments  con- 
nected with  the  Government.  He  wished 
it  to  be  understood  with  respect  to  the 
inquiry  before  the  Committee,  that  it  wu 
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then  islwlioa  to  gor&m  Lbit  tMBirj 
■Irictlj  withio  dw  boanda  pmcribeo  by 
the  oTwr  of  t»ttnae»,  aad  uiptcu«l  ia 
liMtpeecli  ofbUrigfatboD.  Frnnd,  Let  it 
iwt  M  tappoMd  that,  bec«oH  they  «er» 
•boot  to  entet  upon  ihw  iequirj,  tbcjr  hftd 
wuj  dtcpoaitioD  to  o^n  the  quntioa  of  IliB 
HMKJira  of  TalM.  The  jire«aat  inqairy 
hail  DO  mon  connHion  with  the  itaadard 
of  nine  thaa  an  inquiry  into  the  mode  ol 
cmdKting  the  buMoeaa  of  the  Admicalty, 
at  any  other  of  the  public  depaTUDenti  of 
tbft  conatry. 

Motion  ajireed  to,  and  Bill  brought  in 
tod  read  a  nnt  tim*. 

A  c<»niniltee  moved  for  by  Hr.  Laboo' 
cbera  waa  tppointcd. . 

M0B.TOASEa  OS  SsiVS  JtXO  VutKLS.] 

Ur.  George  F.  Yotaig,  id  moving  for 
leave  to  briog  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  law 
reletiog  to  mortgage!  oo  ships,  ai  he  un- 
(lefBtood  fail  motion  voald  not  be  oppoaed, 
felldiipoiad  to  limit  himself  to  a  brief 
etpoiitiOD  of  the  etrils  of  the  present  ay>- 
teoi  and  of  ibe  remedy  which  he  proposed 
to  apply.  Up  to  the  year  1825,  the  stata 
of  the  law  a*  to  die  security  of  money  ad- 
Tanced  OR  mottgagea  of  ships  was  very  de- 
feclriv«.  lothatyaarMr.  HusLitaon  (whose 

{rmt  abilitiea  h«  willingly  acknowledged, 
owever  he  might  differ  fron  some  of  his 
views)  brought  forward  a  series  of  mea- 
Muei  afipciing  the  commerce  of  ibe  coun- 
try, and  ibe  maritime  commerce  more 
especially.  He  propowda  Bill  foiafibrd- 
iag  grealcT  faciliiiea  in  raising  money  od 
ahipa,  and  he  thought  that  oe  was  thua 
afiortUag  an  advantage  to  shipowners. 
Now,  M  far  from  this  measure  having 
been  found  beoefiDial,  it  was  the  source  of 
graat  evil  and  of  very  great  disadvantage. 
The  oparation  of  the  Bill  waa  this,  that  it 
enabled  persona  without  capital  to  become 
owners  of  ships,  which  ships  they  after- 
wards mortgaged,  and  by  the  facility  of 
obtaining  credit  thus  afforded,  persons 
vithout  capital  were  enabled  to  enter  iota 
tiia  wildest  apecolatioDB,  to  an  extent  in- 
jqriouB  to  the  security  of  the  capital  of  the 
prudent  man  engaged  in  the  maritime 
commerce  of  the  country.  The  ship- 
owners,  and  tboae  for  whose  benefit  this 
measure  bad  been  intended,  complained 
of  it  as  a  aource  of  very  great  evil.  The 
system  that  at  present  prevailed  was  pro- 
dqotke  of  frauds  of  a  vary  extensive  de- 
■cription  on  those  who,  aa  tradesmen, 
were  connected  with   the  building  SQd 


•qai^iMiit  of  ahtpa.  Now,  ia  1^  qtta- 
Bure  which  be  propMsd,  tat  the  pnipoae 
of  putting  an  eml  to  tbu  syataaof  fnod. 
he  was  ansious  tbat  no  difficulty  aboala 
be  throwo  in  the  way  of  obtaining  inoi»7 
on  aaortgages  ofthipa  by  ioaa  Jtde  own- 
ers, who  might  happen  to  be  in  a  alata  of 
temporary  embarraiameot.  The  ^iaciple 
of  tbe  measure  he  wished  to  propose  waa^ 
that  every  man  should  be  free  to  obtain 
money  on  that  which  waa  really  hi*  own 
properly:  but  that  no  person  uooUl  b« 
permitted  to  hypothecate  that  which  waa 
not  his  own,  or  obtain  credit  oD  tbe  pro- 
perty of  others.  He  would  not  at  pment 
enter  inlo  the  details  of  tlie  meaure, 
which  would  be  tbe  subject  of  fatare  coo- 
sideralion.  He  bad  the  salisfactloa  of 
■taling  that  his  hon.  Friend,  tbe  Hentber 
for  Ibe  Tower  Hamlets,  concurred  in  tho 
advantage  that  would  reault  from  tbi» 
measure,  and  he  could  appeal  to  tbe 
opiaiona  of  the  hon.  Member  for  WbUby, 
who  had  given  notice  of  a  motion  on  tfait 
subject  in  the  courae  of  the  last  Sesaion, 
He  could,  in  conclusion,  give  the  fullest 
assurances  to  those  roonected  with  tba 
shipping  interests  of  the  country,  that  tbe 
measure  he  proposed  lo  introduce  waa  one 
calculated  lo  cause  them  no  alarm.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moviog  for 
leave  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Poutett  Thomson  said,  that  it  wta 
not  bis  intention  to  ofTer  any  opposition  to 
the  motion.  He  believed  that  such  a 
measure  was  necessary,  and  when  it  came 
before  the  House,  he  would  give  it  every 
consideration  in  hr«  power.  When  the 
Bill  of  1325  was  broDgtit  forward  he  waa 
not  in  Parliameat,  but  he  believed  that  it 
was  brought  forward  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  shipowners,  who  thought  that  it 
would  confer  a  particular  benefit  on  thera- 
selvee.  He  believed,  however,  that  Uiey 
entertained  a  difierent  opinioti  now.  It 
was  right,  however,  that  all  pardea  inter- 
ested in  the  question,  should  have  full 
time  to  consider  the  plan  proposed.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  the  hon.  Memberwould 
give  full  time  for  the  consideration  of  the 
measure ;  and,  so  far  as  be  (Mi.  Poulett 
Thomson)  was  concerned,  be  would  giva 
to  the  arguments  of  all  parties  ktterested, 
both  for  and  against  the  measure,  tba 
fullest  attention  in  his  power. 

Mr.  George  F.  Foung  said,  that  he 
proposed  in  tlie  first  insunce  to  intro- 
duce the  Bill  and  have  it  circulated  gene- 
rally through  tb«  country,  iq  u  to  eoMite 
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ay   Mrtiei  intcretUd   to    expreis    tbeir 
epitdon  of  the  meuure. 
LetTe  given. 

MlLlBANK     PbNITIMTIARV.]        Mt, 

PotC  Mauta  moved  for  Uava  to  brine  in  a 
BiU  to  Bmend  the  Acts  fbr  the  rcg;uTalioa 
ofthe  Penitentiary  St  Miilbank.  He  did 
not  thioit  it  necessary  to  fo  into  any  ds~ 
tail,  bat  if  any  explanation  of  the  proposed 
neaanre  waa  required  he  was  ready  t( 
affi>cd  it.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was  U 
repeal  several  of  the  old  Acts. 

Mr.  Havet  expected,  that  the  bon.  Oea- 
tlemaa  would  have  afforded  the  House 
•ome  infonnttion  as  to  whether  this  raes' 
gure  proposed  any  alteration  in  the  preaent 
lyBtem  of  prison  discipline.  There  was 
another  point  of  imporlance,  on  which  in- 
fonnation  was  desirable,  namely,  with 
mpect  to  the  cost  of  maintaining  prison- 
ers. In  respect  to  ihis  expenditure,  some- 
times it  was  hi^  and  sometimes  low,  and 
he  hoped  that  some  attempt  would  be 
made  to  effect  an  uniformity  of  system. 
Ilere  was  another  very  important  subject, 
namely,  the  proper  treatment  of  juvenile 
ofiendeta.  There  were  no  less  than  3,000 
children  passed  through  the  gaols  of  the 
metropolis  in  a  very  short  period  of  time, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  they  came  nut  worse 
than  they  went  in.  He  lelt  bound  to  say, 
without  meaning  to  cast  an  imputation  on 
•ny  particular  individual,  that  the  oSice 
of  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment was  an  office  that  did  very  little 
rd.  Tliere  waa  far  less  attention  paid 
that  department  to  the  criminal  jurin- 
prudence  of  the  country  than  ought  to  be 
expected  from  an  office  so  constituted  and 
80  well  paid.  Now,  be  would  refer  to  the 
pnsoD  of  Newgate,  which  was  disgraceful. 
T^ere  had  been  some  improvement  in  the 
shape  of  building  additional  cells,  but 
with  that  exception  the  recommendation 
of  the  Comraissioners  seemed  to  be  as  far 
as  ever  from  being  carried  Into  eSect.  He 
bad  introduced  the  snbject  unexpectedly. 
Perhaps  the  bon.  Gentleman  was  not  pre- 
pared to  give  any  information  on  those 
Eoints,  ana  if  that  wai  (he  caae  be  wonid 
ave  00  objection  to  wait  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  when  he  would  be  pre- 
pared to  enter  into  the  entire  subject. 

The  ChanceRoT  of  iht  Exchequer,  in  the 
«T>*enca  of  h»  noble  Friend,  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department,  wished  to  say 
a  fewworda  in  reference  to  what  bad  fallen 
irom   Uie  boa.  GentlemaD.     He  quite 
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agreed  as  to  tte  imporlance  of  thoae  sub- 
juts  to  which  the  ban.  Member  had  n- 
Terred,  but  the  bon.  Gentleman  wa«  quite 
mistaken  if  ha  supposed,  that  a  remedy  for 
those  evil*  could  he  Ibund  and  applied  ao 
easily  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  imag- 
ined. Now,  with  reaped  to  the  mbject 
of  prison  discipline,  the  first  step  Um^ 
should  take  was  to  be  certain  of  the  facta: 
and,  as  regarded  secondary  puaishmentt, 
(hey  should  endeavoar  to  ascertain  how 
far  pablic  opinion  would  go  along  with 
them  in  any  system  they  might  adopt,  and 
whether  from  want  of  support  in  that  re> 
■peot  iheremedv  they  would  einploy  would 
not  be  exposed  to  bilnre.  There  were 
many  other  difficulties  that  beset  that  pait 
of  the  question.  He  could  etate,  on  the 
part  ofhis  noble  Friend,  the  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department,  that  the  subject  «f 
adopting  some  better  system  with  reapwt 
to  juvenile  offenders,  had  not  escaped  the 
attention  of  the  Oovemment,  and  that  hit 
noble  Friend  was  prepared  with  a  plan  o* 
that  subject,  which  he  hoped  to  be  able  to 
carry  into  effect.  As  to  the  state  of  Naw- 
gate,  it  was  generally  admitted,  that  the 
condition  of  that  priaoo  called  loadly  for 
a  remedy,  and  one  of  the  object!  of  thii 
Bill,  waa  to  prepare  for  carrying  into 
efiect  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
miuionera,  both  with  regard  to  the  im- 
provement of  that  pKsoo  and  adopting 
some  better  system  towards  juvenile  o^ 
fenders.  With  respect  to  the  duties  of 
the  Heme  OSce,  when  the  hon.  Member 
apole  lightly  of  those  duties  he  waa  much 
miBlaken.  He  might  say,  thai  be  had 
served  an  apprenticeship  in  that  DeparU 
ment  and  he  could  state,  that  there  was 
always  much  to  be  done  in  it  of  great  im- 
portance, and  much,  too,  which  never 
came  under  the  notice  of  the  House.  In- 
dependent of  its  other  duties  the  Homa 
Department  was  an  office  of  reference  for 
the  magistrates  and 
the  beat  proof  of  the 
which  thoae  mattert 
was,  that  they  ao  srf 
notice  of  Parliamenl 
inatteatioo  to  the  ci 
of  Uie  countn,  he  i 
was  now  on  the  noli 
the  introduction  of  t1 
criminal  law  reform  that  ever  came  before 
the  consideration  of  the  Hauae.  B« 
wonld  not  anticipate  the  discatsion  of  thia 
measure,  but  when  it  was  brought  fwward 
he  wai  isre  that  the  Uouk  wmU  gir*  it 
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its  belt  consideration.  That  roeatun 
wodIcI  lay  the  grouod  for  the  adoption  of 
secondaiy  punisfanienti,  for  an  improve- 
ment inpriMndiscipline.and  a  total  alter* 
»tion  of  the  lystem  with  respect  to  juve- 
nilfl  offenders. 

AUennan  Wood  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth  seemed  to  have  a 
particular  taste  for  finding  fault  with  the 
prison  of  Newgate.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  ban.  Member  had  been  there 
since  he  became  a  Member  of  that  House. 
At  present  every  efTort  was  making  to  en- 
lai^  that  prison,  and  afford  an  increase  of 
xccommodation,  and  nothing  had  been 
left  undone  by  the  Court  of  Aldermen  to 
bring  that  prison  within  the  plan  of  the 
Secretary  of^State,  so  far  as  the  separation 
and  accommodation  of  untried  prisoners. 
For  this  purpose  several  new  cells  had 
been  raade.  The  expenditure  in  this  re- 
spect bad  been  greatly  increased  since 
Middlesex,  Kent,  Surrey,  and  Essex  had 
been  added  by  the  new  Ciiminal  Court 
Act.  As  to  juvenile  offenders,  the  increase 
of  boys  in  the  prison  of  Newgate  was  very 
great.  Most  of  the  children  were  sent  in 
by  their  parents.  They  were  generally 
committed  for  stealing  some  trifling  mat- 
ter from  their  father  or  grandfatber,  or 
some  one  else,  and  sent  to  Newgate.  He 
thought  it  would  be  a  great  improvement 
to  have  a  summary  jurisdiction  and  to 
punish  children  in  a  summary  way,  and 
sot  let  them  remain  in  prison.  This  juris- 
diction might  be  exercised  by  the  Govern- 
ment or  some  other  proper  authority.  He 
had  heard  much  of  the  benefit  of  educat- 
ing children ;  but  many  children  who 
were  in  prison  knew  how  to  read  and 
write,  and  many  of  them  for  new  offences 
were  sent  to  gaol  n  second  time.  They 
might  continue  to  keep  up  this  Peniten- 
tiary. Sometimes  it  was  filled  and  some 
times  empty.  When  it  was  filled  disease 
broke  out  there.  Yet  there  was  no  com- 
plaint of  the  Penitentiary— all  the  blame 
was  reserved  for  Newgate,  and  he  believed 
for  no  other  reason  than  because  that  pri- 
son was  under  the  government  of  a  set  of 
magistrates  who  were  not  popular  in  that 
House,  He  rotist  condemn  as  one  of  the 
■ourees  of  the  evil,  the  system  of  allowing 
convicts  to  remain  in  the  prison  of  New- 
gate for  a  long  time  nnder  sentence  of 
death  until  their  convictions  were  reported 
to  the  King  in  Council.  There  were  pri- 
soners at  present  who  had  been  capitally 
convicted  three  sessiona  ego,  end  who 


would  not  be  reported  to  the  King;  in 
Council  until  to-morrow.  He  thought 
this  was  an  absurd  procedure,  and  that  ■ 
record  of  their  conviction  should  be  snf- 
ficient,  as  was  the  case  in  the  several 
counties  of  England.  He  believed  that 
at  one  time  the  hon.  Member  for  I^mbeth 
had  a  desire  to  be  called  to  the  Court  of 
Aldermen.  He  was  a  member  of  virions 
courts  in  the  City  and  from  the  activity 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  displayed 
since  he  came  into  Parliament  be  had  no 
doubt  that  if  he  was  a  member  of  the 
Court  of  Aldermen  he  would  be  of  valua- 
ble assistance  in  reforming  the  prison  of 
Newgate.  He  did  not  see  why  the  prism 
of  Dartmoor  was  not  made  use  of  for  the 
purpose  of  lessening  the  number  of  in- 
mates in  Newgale.  That  prison  was  situ- 
ated in  a  most  healthy  spot,  and  he  did 
not  know  why  it  had  been  abandoaed. 
He  did  not  think  that  they  ought  to  al)o«r 
a  convict  to  remain  in  Newgate  a  single 
day  after  his  sentence  had  passed.  They 
had  done  all  in  their  power  for  the  im- 
provement of  Newgate,  unless  it  was  sup- 
posed that,  for  the  accommodation  of 
Surrey,  Middlesex,  or  Kent,  they  were 
to  expend  the  entire  funds  of  the  Corpo- 
ration. 

Mr.  Fox  Maule  rose  to  repudiate  the 
charges  that  had  been  urged  against  the 
department  to  which  he  l^long^.  With 
respect  to  secondary  punishments  and 
juvenile  offenders,  the  first  clause  of  the 
Bill  he  proposed  to  introduce,  enacted 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  should  have  the  power  to 
order  the  removal  of  convicts  from  New- 
gate to  the  Penitentiary,  with  the  view  of 
adopting  secondary  panisbments.  The 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  had 
given  the  utmost  attention  to  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  expense  of  this  establishment, 
and  in  the  estimates  for  the  present  year 
there  would  be  found  a  reduction  of  2,(KI0f. 
in  that  rospect. 

Leave  given  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  March  I,  1637, 
Imprisonment  pob  Debt.]  Sir  W, 
Follett  had  a  question  to  put  to  his  hon. 
and  leanied  Friend,  the  Attorney -General, 
arising  out  of  a  petitioft  which  he  then 
held  in  his  hand.  The  petitioner  was  the 
keeper  of  the  Sheriff's  Gaol,  in  the  dty  of 
Exeter.    If  bis  hon.  And  leuaed  Friend's 
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Bill  were  passed  into  law,  the  petitioner 
would  be  aeprived  of  his  office  ,and  of  all 
the  einoluinents  attached  to  it.  Now,  he 
wished  to  know  whether  bis  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  intended  to  introduce  any 
clause  into  the  Bill  giving  compensation 
to  individuals  in  the  situation  of  the  peti- 
tioner ? 

The  Attorney-Oeneral  said,  that  al- 
though there  was  no  such  clause  at  pre- 
sent in  the  Bill,  it  was  only  fair  that  a 
clause  should  be  introduced  into  it  giving 
compensation  to  parties  who  would  be 
depnved  of  emolnntents  under  its  opera- 
tion. He  had  found  it,  however,  very 
difficuU  to  draw  the  line  between  the 
esses  in  which  compensation  ought  to  be 
granted,  and  those  in  which  it  ought  not. 
If  a  general  compensation  clause  was  in- 
troduced, every  sheriS^s  officer  who  now 
obtained  a  living  by  ptaciog  his  claws 
upon  unhappy  debtors  would  claim  com- 
sensation  for  the  loss  which  he  sustained 
by  the  destruction  of  his  occupation ;  at 
the  same  time,  individuals  in  the  situation 
of  the  Marshal  of  the  King's  Bench  end 
of  the  Warden  of  the  Fleet,  ought  to  re- 
ceive compensation.  He  should  be  glad 
of  the  assistance  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Exeter,  to  draw 
the  line,  which  all  must  allow  to  be  neces- 
■ary.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Com- 
mittee on  this  Bill. 

Mr.  JH.  Philips  had,  on  a  former  occa- 
■ion,  applied  to  his  hon.  end  learned 
Friend,  the  Attorney-General,  to  postpone 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill ;  but  he 
had  been  unsuccessful.  He  now,  at  this 
itage  of  the  Bill,  repeated  his  application, 
in  order  that  the  trading  part  of  the  com- 
mnnity  might  have  an  opportooii^,  which 
they  had  not  yet  had,  to  consider  the 
Bill. 

The  Allorne}/-Oeneral  replied,  that  the 
Bill  was  substantially  the  same  as  that 
which  had  been  introduced  three  Sessions 
ago,  and  successively  in  each  Session  since 
then.  The  Bill  had  now  been  three  ^ears 
before  Parliament;  and  doubtless,  if,  in 
the  present  year,  there  existed  any  objec- 
tion to  it  on  the  part  of  the  Chamber  of 
Commerce  of  Manchester,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  spoke  last  must  have  heard  of 
such  objection.  The  Bill  had  been  very 
generally  circulated  during  the  period  that 
had  elapsed  since  its  first  introduction, 
and  in  the  present  year  there  had  been 
po  petitions  a{;^inst  it.     He  hoped  that  it 


would  not  have  to  encounter  any  fattbn 


opposition. 

Mr.  Richardi  :  I  am  sorry,  in  the  dis- 
charge of  my  duty  as  a  Member  of  this 
House,  to  be  obliged  to  oppose  the  further 
progress  of  this  Bill.  The  learned  Attor- 
ney-General, doubtless,  from  a  sense  of 
duty,  and  not  from  any  desire  to  obtain  a 
bad  popularity,  has  thought  fit  to  bring 
forward  a  Bill  similar  to  the  Bill  of  1835. 
for  extending  the  remedies  of  creditors 
against  the  property  of  debtors,  and  for 
abolishing  imprisonment  for  debt,  except 
in  certain  cases  of  fraud.  The  present 
Bill  does  not  propose  to  create  the  same 
immense  amount  of  Ministerial  patronage 
as  the  former  Bill,  nor  does  it  go  to  erect, 
as  the  former  Bill  did,  an  irresponsible 
inquisition  in  every  district  of  the  king- 
dom. But,  under  the  pretence  of  im- 
proving the  law  of  debtor  and  creditor, 
and  from  those  feelings  of  mistaken  but 
benevolent  kindness,  and  unbounded  phi- 
lanthropy for  which  he  is  conspicuous,  the 
learned  Attorney- General  will  by  this 
Bill,  if  it  pass  into  a  law,  inflict  the  most 
serious  injories  both  on  creditors  and 
debtors.  The  House  will  see  that  the 
question  at  issue  is  not  whether  arrest  and 
imprisonment  for  debt,  or  for  oSences  of 
aaj  kind,  be,  abstractedly  considered,  an 
evil.  I  admit,  that  punishment  of  any 
kind  or  in  any  degree  abstracted  from  all 
consideration  of  its  object,  is  an  evil.  It 
is  an  evil  in  the  case  of  a  person  convicted 
of  forgery,  to  tear  away  the  offender  from 
his  family  and  friends,  to  deprive  him  of 
liberty,  and  to  carry  him,  at  a  great  ex- 
pense, 10,000  miles  distant  to  another 
country.  ]t  is  an  evil  to  deprive  a  felon 
convicted  of  murder  of  his  life.  These 
are  evils ;  but  you  consent  to  inflict  them 
for  the  sake  of  preventing  evils  immea- 
surably greater — viz.,  those  that  wonld 
arise  from  insecurity  of  person  and  pro- 
perty. You  inflict  the  punishments  I 
have  named  in  order  to  prevent  forgery 
and  murder.  But  it  is  alleged,  that  the 
power  of  arrest  and  imprisonment  for  debt 
is  sometimes  abased ;  and  that  persons 
have,  in  some  instances,  been  arrested 
and  imprisoned  for  fictitious  debts.  Now, 
I  am  quite  ready  to  make  any  such  arrest 
and  imprisonment  highly  penal.  But  I 
contend,  that  an  occasional  abase  of  the 
power  of  arrest  and  imprisonment  is  no 
valid  reason  for  the  abolition  of  this  power. 
The  real  question  before  the  House  is  this 
— not  whether  arrest  and  imprisoDinent 
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vmU  be  ■  vary  nnBH  part  of  the  »pMH. 
But  abunr*,  that  this  T«iaedy  (ipeffi^etlM 
H  it  fi),  aad  iadeed  the  whole  ejttem  of 
remedy  newly  provided  by  the  Bill,  it 
iBtendad  Tot  the  judgmeDt  creditor  only. 
jL  nan  ia  firat  to  obtain  his  judgment,  and 
then  be  may  go  to  work  fay  the  tnethoda 
propoBBd  to  render  hiijudgmeot  arailable, 
if  he  can.  But  where  is  the  equivalent 
for  the  power  lie  now  posseMes  of  preli- 
minary arreit,  which  everybody  acquainted 
with  the  labject  knows  to  be  inHnitely 
BMffl  important  tban  that  evea  of  arrest 
in  CKeaulion?  The  Bill  doet  not  even 
pretend  to  oAer  any  equivalent  here;  for 
the  power  propoied  of  arresting  a  debtor 
about  to  abscond,  cannot  be  intended, 
course,  as  an  equivalent,  but  only  ai 
means  of  redress  in  particular  cases, 
is,  however,  utterly  futile.  If  not  connected 
vi(b  .the  provision  of  throwing  the  burthen 
of  proving  the  intention  to  abscond  on  Ihe 
erMitor,  it  would  be  highly  objectionable 
in  another  way  ;  for  as  it  does  not  require 
creditors  to  tpeotfy  the  groundi  of  belief, 
it  would  bp  a  snare  for  the  conicience  erf 
the  party  swearing,  and  the  oath  would 
be  taken  almost  as  a  metier  of  course, 
whether  there  was  really  any  ground  of 
■uapicton  er  not.  But  a«  oonneeled  with 
the  provision  1  have  referred  to,  the  remedy 
is  worth  nothing.  Every  professional 
man  knowi  perfectly  welt  (end  nabody 
better  than  the  learned  AltorneTiGsneral) 
(hat  if  the  erediter  is  to  be  at  ue  peril  of 
•n  action  for  false  imprisonment,  unless  he 
can  prove  probable  cause  to  the  satisfaetien 
of  a  jury,  he  will  never  be  advised  or 
•lloved  by  his  legal  advisers  to  arrest  an 
absconding  defendant,  eioept  under  eir- 
cufli|t»><se<  of  avowed  or  demonstrable 
iBlention  to  leave  the  ivalm.  It  follows, 
lh«ii.  tkal  tha  invalukblfl  njrivi1i>«a  af  ■ 


th«  traders,  the  merefaanta,  m4  Ibe  ban- 
kers, petitioned  this  House  for  «acb  % 
Bill  f  I  will  not  suppose  that  tbe  learned 
Attorney-General  is  incited  by  a  vain  de- 
sire for  popular  applause,  or  that  he  has 
given  a  pledge  to  the  needy  writers  of 
peragtaplis,  which  lie  thinks,  he  must 
redeem.  He  is,  doubtless,  actuated  by 
higher  and  betler  motives.  But  the  only 
real  evils  that  attend  the  present  ayaten, 
may  easily  be  prevented  at  lest  cost.  They 
do  not  require  that  you  should  pull  dowa 
the  whole  edifice.  It  was  not  left  for  tba 
Attorney-General,  or  for  these  time«,  t» 
discover  that  arrest  is  an  evil  [  but  our 
forefathers  thought  it  a  necessary  evil,  or 
one  more  than  repaid  hy  its  numerous  and 
great  advantages.  iSis  is  not  one  of 
those  subjects  on  which  our  aneestora 
thought  superfieially,  or  were   placed   at 


idvanlage  from  their  ignorance  of  any 
as  they  are  supposed 


di» 

moder 

to  have  been  on  certain  points  of  polltieal 
economy.  The  whole  case  was  befAra 
tbem,  and  fVeqaenlly  and  elaborately  dis- 
cussed I  and  they  dseided  to  retain  avrest 
and  imprisonment  for  debt.  It  is  remark- 
able, that  in  ancient  Rome,  fVeedom  fN)m 
arreel  was  a  favourite  object  with  tba 
Radieals  of  that  day,  hut  was  always  op- 
posed by  the  Senate,  who  would  no  mors 
consent  to  it,  than  they  would  to  an 
agrarian  law  for  the  equal  division  of  pro- 
perty. But  where  the  legislators  of  other 
days  found  so  much  to  embarrass  them, 
the  Attorney- General  rushes  in,  without 
even  a  suspicion,  apparently,  that  there  is 
any  difficulty  to  be  surmounted.  I  ask 
the  House  whether  the  evidence  taken  bv 
the  Common  Law  Cammissioners,  will 
warrant  the  pasting  of  ihii  Bill  T  What 
are  the  facts  ?  Of  445  hankers,  mor- 
chanls,  barrlitert,  attorneys,  and  traders, 
only  slxty-ono  eipressea  any  opinion 
favourable  to  the  abandonment  of  arrest 
in  execution,  and  fow  of  these  slaty-one 
upoke positively.  Again,  it  appears  that 
in  every  stale  in  Burope,  except  Partngai, 
arrest  in  exeeutieu  is  allowed.  Purtner, 
eighteen  out  of  twenty-lbrse  foreign  jurists 
have  eapressed  opinions  against  the  abo- 
lition of  arrest  in  eieculion.  The  weight 
of  evidence,  therefore,  is  decidedly  against 
this  Bill.  Nor  do  Ihe  sentiments  sapressed 
by  Ihe  four  Coramissionera  who  signed  tha 
report,  go  to  the  length  of  recommending 
such  a  Bill  at  this.  Tar  from  it ;  end  the 
supplementary  paper  published  by  Mr. 
Sers«itnt  Sispnep,  diHtnti  ia  thi  itn»(Nt 
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could  be  deprived  of  the  power  of  Bttenil- 
JDg  hit  duty  ID  ParliameDt.  He  could  not 
be  takeo  by  surprise ;  the  power,  there- 
fore, wBB  not  likely  to  be  employed  to 
impede  the  deliberatioDB  of  that  House. 

Mr.  Tooke  thought  it  would  be  unworthy 
of  Members  -to  ftvail  themselves  of  the 
protection  of  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  Attorney- General,  for  the  purpose  of 
cheating  ibeir  creditors.  The  power 
could  only  appl^  where  fraud  wasiutended, 
the  debtor  baviog  refused  to  deliver  his 
schedule,  aud  answer  the  qaestions  put 
by  the  Commissioners. 

The  Solicitor-General  hoped  the  hon. 
*  and  learned  Member  for  Chester  would 
not  persevere  in  his  opposition,  and  en- 
deavour by  a  side  wind  to  efiect  a  most 
materia]  alteration  in  the  law  of  the  land 
with  respect  to  privilege  of  Parliament, 

Mr.  Jervii  ol^ected  to  qualification  and 
to  privilege  of  ParliameDt  altogether,  and 
must  therefore  persist  in  his  opposition. 

Mr,  M,  Philips  thought  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chester  had  taken  the 
commoD  sense  and  just  view  of  this  ques- 
tion, and  he  hoped,  if  be  were  unsuccewful 
on  the  present  occasion,  he  would  not  be 
deterred  from  bringing  in  a  Bill  to  abolish 
privilege  of  Parliament  altogether. 

Mr.  Aglionby  did  not  think  the  amend- 
ment would  extend  privilege  of  Parlis- 
ment  further  than  it  existed  at  present, 
bu^  objecting  as  he  did,  to  its  principle) 
he  should  vote  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Chester. 

Mr.  Freihfitld  understood  the  leading 
object  of  this  Bill 'was,  to  give  the  utmost 
facilities  for  following  the  property  of 
debtors ;  and  the  person  of  Members  of 
Parliament  not  being  subject  to  arrest, 
why  should  their  property  not  be  made 
e  ually  chargeable  with  that  of  every 
other  class  of  his  Majesty's  subjects? 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Attorney- 
General's  moUon  : — Ayes  £4 ;  Noes  51 
Majority^  3. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  (o,  the  Bill 
to  be  reported. 


H4CXNET  Carriages  (Metropolis) 
BiLi..]  Mr.  Alderman  Wood  moved  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill. 

House  counted  out. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Th&Ttday,  March  1,  1837. 

MtmmB.]    Pnlticxi  pnHnicd.    ByLordiSHmn 
E>DMiuu>,  AiBavnTon,  th«  Bbbofi  of  Rocmitik, 
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EiSTiB.  Ok  MuRiaeB  at  DomsBiu,  tli«  SnlU  of 
WiiuNOTDN.  ud  the  Eul  of  VincuH,  ftvn  htbiI 
ptKa.  ^UDit  Ui*  AInlitloa  oT  Chuieta  RUM.--^  t-crll 
BBovaaAii,  Ruhdh,  iwd  Kvml  ottior  nolSa'Loidi,  ftoa 
ntioui  pUca.  for  Um  AbiAUloa  o(  ClHodi  RiM. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thursday,  March  2,  1837. 

nd  a  Bnt  Hme-.—ltw  of  UMi 

PnlUDtinjy.UUnaiiki  Pott  OSte 

Ottneaii  FnnUiwi  Pod  OBh* 

PlunUtTi    PuUteWaUai  *ai 

Public  Hoiuei  neguliHoiB. 

Post-OfpicbReovIations.I  Mr.io- 
bouchere  rose  to  ask  the  leave  of  the  House 
for  the  introduction  of  several  Bills,  to 
consolidate  the  laws  relating  to  the  Post- 
office.  Those  laws  were  now  scattered 
over  the  Statute  Book.  There  were  141 
ActSi  or  parts  of  Acts,  relating  to  the 
PosI-ot!ice — they  were  so  numerous,  and 
so  scattered,  as  to  lead  to  great  inconve- 
nience to  the  public,  as  well  as  to  the 
department  which  they  regulated.  He 
thought,  and  had  long  felt,  that  it  waa 
extremely  desirable  that  those  Acts  should 
be  consolidated,  and  so  arranged  as  to  be 
easily  understood,  and  of  easy  access.  He 
felt  It  his  duty  to  the  authorities  of  the 
Post-office,  and  more  particularly  to  that 
very  intelligent  and  valuable  officer  of  the 
establishment,  Mr.  Peacock,  its  solicitor, 
to  say,  that  when  the  Commissioners  turned 
their  attention  to  this  subject,  they  found 
that  the  Post-office  authorities  had  already 
given  i(  so  much  consideration,  that  little 
more  remained  to  be  done  than  to  submit 
these  Bills  to  the  House.  The  Govern- 
ment had  long  felt  the  necessity  for  such 
a  consolidation  of  the  laws,  and  he  be- 
lieved the  reason  of  the  delav  had  been  « 
fear,  on  their  part,  that  as  the  Bills  must 
comprise  every  point  relating  to  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  Post-ofSce,  they  would 
lead  to  much  discussion,  and  would,  there- 
fore, interfere  with  the  progress  of  more 
important  Bills.  He  had  felt  so  strongly 
the  force  of  that  objection,  that,  notwith- 
standing his  extreme  desire  for  a  conso- 
lidation of  those  laws,  he  should  not  hare 
fell  himself  justified  in  introducing  the 
Bills,  had  he  not  communicated  with  those 
gentlemen  who  usuallytook  part  in  the 
discussions  relative  to  the  Post-office,  and 
had  their  assurance  that  they  would  con- 
sider them  as  Bills  merely  for  consolidat- 
ing the  laws,  and  as  not  interfering  with 
the  other  matters  already  before  the  House 
relative  to  the  Post-office.  The  Bills  which 
he  proposed  were  four  in  number.    The 
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of  the  Session,  in  order  to  gin  time  Tot 
their  consideration  in  another  place ;  and, 
without  pledging  himself  to  the  clelaiis 
of  the  measure,  he  would  stato,  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  (he  Government  to 
introduce  a  Bill,    in  a  few  days,  on  the 

Leave  was  given  to  bring  in  the  Bills. 

Stamp  Duties — Makine  Assrit- 
ANCEs.J  Mr.  Robinson,  in  pursuance  of 
the  notice  he  had  given,  rose  to  present  a 
petition  for  the  repeal  of  the  duly  on 
marine  assurances,  froHi  merchants,  ship- 
owners,  underwriters,  and  insurmice  sgertts 
of  London.  He  had,  he  said,  also  to 
submit  a  resolution  upon  this  subject. 
The  petition,  coming,  as  it  did,  from  the 
intelligence,  respectnbility,  and  wealth  of 
the  ciiy  of  London,  connected  with  ihe 
trade,  commerce,  and  navigation  or  the 
country,  supported  also  by  petitions  from 
England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland,  and  from 
all  the  large  trading  and  manuracturing 
towns  of  the  kingdom,  he  was  certain 
would  have  great  weight  with  the  House. 
In  bringing  forward  the  motion  of  which 
he  had  given  notice,  for  the  gradual  dimi- 
nution ofitamp  duties  upon  marine  policies, 
he  had,  he  considered,  a  right  to  advert  to 
the  petitions  presented  last  year  upon  that 
subject.  To  prove  the  impolicy  of  this 
tax,  the  discouragement  it  inflicted  upon 
British  insurances,  and  how  much  it 
tended  to  promote  successful  foreign  com- 
petition, he  observed  that  in  1810  thi 
amount  of  imports  and  exports  was 
60,707 ,823^,  upon  which  the  sump  duly 
on  marine  policies  was  414,205/.;  and  at 
present,  wnen  the  imports  and  exports 
were  125,398,225?.,  so  far  from  the  stamp 
duty  on  marine  policies  being  on  the 
increase,  it  bad  dwindled  down  from 
414,205/.  to  219,000i.  What  was  the 
case  in  Hamburgh  and  other  cities  whi 
coped  with  this  country  in  the  same  branch 
of  trade  ?  In  Hamburgh,  the  amount  paid 
for  marine  policies  in  1814  was  41, 791 ,000 
marcs  banco,  and  in  1835  it  increased  to 
195,233,000.  In  Amsterdam, iheamount 
paid  in  1810  was  36,450,000  francs,  in 
1835  it  increased  to  82,820,000.  In 
Antwerp,  the  amount  was  741,120/.  In 
1R21,  and  the  increase  in  1835  to 
1,200,000/.  There  had  been  a  great 
increase  in  other  countries,  while  the  lax 
was  dwindling  away  so  much  in  this 
as  now  lo  be  haidly  hu  object  to  the  revenue. 
He  considered  th»i  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 


nao 

man,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exeheqnar, 
had  farnithed  him  with  ■»  irresislibla  ar- 
gument upon  this  subject,  should,  indeed, 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  be  now  dis- 
posed toofTer  any  opposition  to  his  motion. 
Last  year  the  right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  took  credit  to  himself  for 
having  adopted  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon.  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
when  he  addressed  that  House  in  the  year 
1830.  Upon  that  occasion,  thePresidentof 
the  Board  of  Trade  commented  upon  the 
impolicy  of  the  duty  on  marine  insurances. 
He  then  observed  that  tiiestampdutieson 
marine  policies  amounted  to  282,000/., 
when  the  tonnage  was  3,935,000/.  In 
1826  the  stamp  duties  on  sea  policies 
amounted  to  only  319,000/.,  though  the 
tonnage  had  increasad  to  5,154,000/.  In 
consequence  of  this  impolitic  course,  tha 
insurances  went  away  lo  Holland  and 
America,  where  the  premiums,  including 
the  duty,  were  less.  So  convinced  wss 
Lord  Althorp,  when  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  of  the  impolicy  of  this  tax, 
that  he  made  soma  reduction  in  it — a  r»- 
doction  which  that  noble  Lord  calculated 
would  affect  the  revenue  to  the  am^nt  of 
100,000/.;  but  which  was  in  fact  sue ki  m 
relief  lo  (he  commercial  world  (slight  even 
as  it  was),  that  the  loss  to  the  public  re* 
venue  did  not  exceed  10,000/.  He  was 
aware  that  Members  of  the  House,  placed 
■s  he  was,  were  always  likely  to  meet 
with  opposition  from  the  Chancellor  of  th« 
Exchequer  when  they  brought  forward  re- 
solutions similar  to  that  be  was  about  to 
submit  to  the  House,  for  a  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  disliked  any  Member  of 
the  House  interfering  with  what  he  re- 
garded B3  his  peculiar  functions.  He  was 
aware  that  there  were  already  notices  on 
the  books  for  a  repeal  of  the  soap-tax,  for 
a  repeal  of  the  window-duties,  and  that 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Bucking- 
hamshire, would  attempt  once  more  lopro- 
cure  a  repeal  of  the  malt-tax.  He  would 
give  one  short  reason  why  the  House 
ought  to  prefer  a  repeal  of  the  stamp 
duties  on  marine  policies.  They  exceeded 
by  very  little  two  hundred  thousand 
pounds;  and  it  wasquite  clear  that  if  the 
Government  and  the  Legislature  were  dis- 
posed to  give  up  the  tax,  they  had  not  the 
same  difficulty  to  encounter  which  they 
had  with  the  other  taxes,  the  repeal  of 
whith  was  proposed,  namely,  that  none  of 
the  latter  could  be  abandoned,  onless 
some  niher  tax  wu  resorted  to  to  supply 
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bad  an  andoabted  claim  to  be  considered 
vilfa  respect  to  their  complaints.  But  it 
was  tery  easy  for  any  Gentleman  ac- 
qnainted  with  the  subject  of  marine  in. 
snrance,  or  fire  insarsnce,  or  any  other 
tax,  to  make  out  a  case  against  the  exist- 
ence of  that  tax.  There  was  scarcely  any 
tax  that  would  stand  discussion  on  its  own 
inerits.  They  were  all  evils  in  themselves, 
and  it  was  scarcely  possible  to  name  a  tax 
which  could  not  be  proved  to  be  objection- 
able in  its  nature.  They  wereall  evil, and 
he  Bt  once  admitted  that  this  was  an  evil 
tax.  But  in  determining  upon  the  repeal 
of  taxes,  he  would  only  ask  Gentlemen  to 
consider  whether  it  was  possible  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  repeal  of  taxation 
except  upon  the  principle  of  showing  the 
inconvenience  felt  from  one  lax  in  com- 
parison with  the  inconvenience  attending 
the  continuance  of  another.  The  House 
conid  not  at  present  come  to  any  decision 
on  this  subject.  They  were  not  in  posses- 
sion of  tlie  actual  state  of  the  Boances ; 
they  were  just  at  the  close  of  the  financial 
year,  and  the  House  had  not  yet  heard 
what  was  the  actual  surplus  of  income 
over'expenditure.  They  had  no  means 
of  judging  what  disposable  income  would 
remain  lo  be  dealt  with  by  the  House ; 
and  yet  the  hon.  Gentleman  called  upon 
the  House  absolutely  to  come  lo  a  oeG- 
nile  decision.  On  a  fermeY  occasion  he 
believed  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester 
^ve  notice  of  a  motion  on  the  subject  of 
the  cotton  duties.  He  took  the  liberty  oF 
staling  on  that  occasion,  and  he  would 
take  the  liberty  of  stating  to  his  hon. 
Friead,  who  made  this  motion,  that  he 
really  would  not  undertake  to  argue  these 
taxes  in  detail  till  he  bad  an  opportunity 
of  ascertaining  what  was  the  amount  of 
disposable  surplus,  and  how  that  amount 
could  be  best  applied.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  himself  stated,  that  there  were  on  the 
orders  of  the  House,  notices  with  respect 
to  the  reduction  of  the  duly  on  malt,  on 
soap,  on  cottons,  on  tobacco, on  windows, 
dn  fire  insurances,  and  on  life  insurances. 
Now  he  was  not  disposed,  on  ihe  mere 
statement  ofhis  hon.  Friend  lo  affirm  the 
proposition  that  the  reduction  of  the  duty 
on  marine  insurances  stood  so  pre-eminent 
over  all  other  taxes  that  he  was  bound  lo 
g^ve  it  the  preference,  and  not  to  consider 
it  with  reference  to  the  claims  of  other 
petitioners,  but  to  take  this  question  up 
■t  once,  and  give  it  the  preference  over  all 
Mben.     H«  would  say,  that  hi*  hon. 
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Friend's  motion  was  one  which  called  for 
the  serioua  consideration  of  that  House: 
he  was  perfectly  willing  to  say  that  it 
should  be  taken  into  the  moat  serious  cou'- 
sideration  of  his  Majesty's  Govemmant. 
When  the  proper  time  arrived,  be  should 
be  prepared,  if  he  assented  to  the  doctrim 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  to  propose  a  reductioa 
of  this  duly;  or  if  be  did  not  assent  to 
that  proposition,  lie  would  state  the  rea- 
sons that  induced  him  to  give  the  prefer- 
ence to  reduction  in  some  other  branch  of 
the  revenue.  Beyond  this  he  would  not 
go.  He  did  not  think  thst  it  would  be 
just  with  respect  to  other  Gentlemen  wb6 
had  been  induced  to  suspend  their  motion* 
until  the  period  of  the  Budget.  His  hon. 
Friend  knew  that  the  period  was  not  very 
remote,  and  that  they  were  at  the  close 
of  the  Bnanci<il  year.  He  would  iherefore 
say  that,  in  his  opinion,  his  hon.  Friend 
would  best  consult  the  interests  of  those 
whom  he  represented  on  this  occasion  if 
he  ]tft  the  matter  entirely  in  the  bands  of 
the  GoTernraent.  At  the  same  time,  he 
was  unwillinz  to  sit  down  without  eiprea. 
sing  some  difTerence  of  opinion  from  the 
statements  that  had  fallen  from  his  bun. 
Friend,  and  more  especially  in  expressing 
a  serious  difference  of  opinion  from  a 
paper  which  had  been  industriously  cir- 
culated and  put  into  the  bands  of  MembeiB 
of  ihei  House.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated  that  this  was  a  dwindling  duty. 
Now  this  was  not  the  fact.  So  far  w^s  it 
from  being  ihe  fact,  ihitt  when  they  made 
the  reduction  in  1833.  thereby  carrying 
into  efiect  the  proposition  thut  had  been 
received  from  the  committee  at  Llovd'«, 
from  that  period  it  hail  not  l>een  a  fitlling, 
but  an  augmenting  dutv.  In  the  year 
ending  in  January,  1835,  the  duty  was 
201,000/.;  in  January.  iU36,  it  wat 
K1H,OOOI. ;  and  in  Janu;iry  of  ihe  present 
year  it  amounted  to  254  OOOf.  These 
fit^ures  showed  thnt  the  duty  wh*  not,  as 
the  hon.  GenilenMO  said,  gr  •dually  ilt- 
miiiishing.  It  showed  aliui  ilut  th-y 
might,  m  some  insiancca.  niHke  redu  li  na 
wrihout  «nv  loss  uf  rfvenne.  The  dei-U- 
ration  of  ihis  being  a  f:illin;  dinv  he  met 
with  the  simpleHnnoiiucem'nlol  ii«  Ih-m,; 

move  a  ne'jfative  of  ill-"  hon.  Gfull'-riiah'* 
proposition  if  hedrove  it  lo  ^  diviMinn  :  he 
would  riither  move  the  previuua  q<iestiiin 
than  a  direct  negative.  Bui,  indcpen- 
denilyof  other  objections,  he  had  already 
stated  bis  objectioa  to  «ny  Teaolution  boog 
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nts  equitably  kvied,  and  carefully  ti])pro- 
prlated,  >o  as  to  lecure  a  cheap  and  satis- 
factory mode  of  communication.  The  ob- 
ject which  he  souglit  to  allain  by  (be  re-ap- 
pointment of  (he  Committee  Wat  to  eub- 
niit  to  iheir  consideration  a  measure 
similBr  in  principle  to  that  which  he  had 
brought  forward  during;  the  adminlttration 
of  the  light  hon.  Gentleman,  llie  Member 
forTamworlh,  for  the  purpose  of  coiuoli- 
dating  (heir  trusts  in  the  management  and 
outlay;  butdiilVring  from  it  in  tliia  re- 
spect— that  instead  of  a  cenirul  bourU  in 
London,  he  would  propose  the  establish- 
ment of  such  boards  in  (lit:  differeni  coun- 
try towns,  under  tlie  niaiiagement  either 
of  CommitsioiieJS,  or  of  the  courts  of 
quarter  sessions;  so  that  no  new  turnpike 
act  would  be  enabled  to  pass  nitiiout,  in 
the  first  instance,  teccivinj;  their  sanction : 
bills  promoted  by  lociil  boards  of  this  de- 
scription would  be  infinitely  mure  palat- 
able to  the  counlry  generally  than  bills  for 
similar  purposes  emanating  from  a  central 
board,  managed  by  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Stale,  aod  influenced  immediatelyas  would 
be  unrveraally  supposed,  by  his  Majesty's 
Miniateri.  The  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving,  the  re  •appointment  of 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  Foi  Maule  was  not  disposed  to  ac- 
cede to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  motion.  He 
should  have  no  objection  to  (tie  renewal  of 
(lie  Commiticp,  if  the  hon.  Genlieroan 
proposed  to  extend  its  labours  to  Ireland 
Rnd  Scotland.  Upon  the  single  branch  of 
(he  inquiry  (o  which  their  labours  had  beeu 
hitherto  directed  (he  alluded  to  the  turn- 
fiike  trusts  in  England)  they  had  already 
completed  their  report.  He  had  no  ob- 
jection to  (he  hon.  Gcndeman  bringing  for- 
ward (he  measure  upon  this  subject  to 
which  he  had  alluded,  and  should  be  happy 
to  give  to  it  his  most  attentive  considi 
lion :  but  he  did  not  at  the  same  time 
think  that  there  was  any  necessity  for  re- 
t  appointing  the  Committee.  With  reference 
to  turnpike  trusts  generally,  he  would  ob- 
serve, that  the  necessity  for  consolidation 
atfict  economy  of  outlay,  publicity  of  thi 
accounts,  and  abolition  of  useless  offices 
was  becoming  every  day  more  strikingly 
apparent. 

Tlie  Chancilhr  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  no  intention  whatever  existed  upon 
the  part  of  Government  to  throw  any  im- 
pediment in  the  iray  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, (he  Member  for  Lymingtoo.  H( 
would  suggett  to  that  boo.  Member  tc 


bring   in    his   Bill,   which    could    aiibse- 
itly,  if  necessary,  be  referred  for  con- 
sideration to  the  re-appointed  Commitiee. 
Motion  withdrawn. 

Gunpowder  Explobuin  tK  LiuB- 
RicK.J  Mr.  William  Roche  said,  thK 
'lis  motive  in  calling  for  the  docoraent 
lluded  to  in  the  notice  of  motion  on  tite 
Order  Book,  was  to  solicit  the  attention, 

id  endeavour  to  perauads  and  pravall  on 
the  justice,  or  at  least  to  excite  the  sym^ 
puthy  and  compassion  of  Parliament,  of 
Government,  and  the  counlry  on  behalf 
of  the  unfortunate  and  innocent  sufierars 
by  the  disastrous  consequences  of  (he  guii> 
powderexplosionwhichoccurredintheGitjr 
of  Limerick  about  two  months  ago,  aa 
event  which  was  deeply  interesting  to 
every  portion  of  the  empire;  for  even 
while  he  was  speaking  a  similar  fatality 
might  be  happening  in  some  other  localitv, 
and  he  therefore  (rusted  the  House  would 
kindly  attend  to  him  while  hegave  as  brief 
as  possible  a  detail  of  this  unfortunate 
occurrence.  His  attention  was  directed 
to  this  subject  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Session,  aware  that,  however  lively 
the  impulse  of  feeling  and  pity  might  be 
on  the  first  announcement  of  such  a  ca- 
lamity, yet  that  sympathy  was  a  plant  of 
very  fleeting  nature,  and  as  a  French 
writer  aptly  said,  "  Mankind  can  bearlhe 
aHlicliona  of  others  with  great  Christiaa 
patience:"  but  (he  various interruplioni to 
which  motions  were  liable,  prevented  an 
earlier  notice  of  the  subiect.  He  was  him- 
self an  eye-witness  of  that  awful  and  de- 
s(ruc(ive  calamity  and  be  could  unfeign- 
edly  assure  the  House  no  picture,  however 
vivid — no  colouring,  however  heightened— 
no  descripTion,  however  heart- tending, 
could  exceed  the  sad  and  shocking  reality. 
In  a  moment  several  houses  disappeared 
as  if  swallowed  up  by  an  earthquake,  or 
prostrated  by  gome  supernatural  agency. 
The  gas  lights  were  at  once  and  simulta- 
neously extinguished  in  that  vicinity,  and 
ihc  street  presented  a  terrific  gloom,  while 
the  gathering  crowd  were  left  in  darkncM 
and  in  doubt  as  to  the  cause  and  the  ex- 
tent of  the  calamity.  The  unfortunate 
inmates  were  of  course  buried  under  the 
ruins,  and  the  piteous  moans,  the  agoni- 
ziug  appeals  made  by  the  surviving  rela- 
tives to  disentomb  and  save  their  unfbrw 
lunate  friends,  still  rang  in  his  ears  and 
harrowed  up  his  feelinga.  Although  (be 
persons  present  were  deeply  aniioin  to 
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OBM  in  du  mim,  and  b«  i*^ilii!<nTi  in  the  9f  dw  cwuur^  cnBlii  eIbk  a 
Adt„  nn^  ««pla^  nut  tba  dm^Ruta  a^oaneida 
MA  at  diB  simmallHSf  buMH,  die  <nUa  .  pnandM  ra  i 
90  whiofa  NWBr  ill  <^"'r  totwing  tn  chsir  auribnane  b 
Hly  all  [fiiwuiMJ  dmn  dtm  -a^BSin^  <  and  pnueQuui '  CndecdmBsnwnnariBai^B 
JUL  ttuH  amndaratinns  nunpeil*?'!  iHa  md  emadeiaaaii^  ha  tbmghc  Its  bai. 
■■^JMiiHUi  dm  annv.  who  pmmpii^  ^w>  inade  ooc  a  oac  wtucfa.  otiat  o^ol  dte 
Aoic  ^nlnahle  aid,  and  :tie  p0p)e,  tu  mc'  ^aMJca  af  da  I^iriBOire,iir,  ^afl.— ta^ 
k^  nil  mnmin^  Arwint  r;iir*y  peooiu  in  oa  icmpodiy.  far  oriuf  to  dta  a^ 
in  all  n&nttt  aiitisr  InM  of  iitk  ir  limD.  tenos  in  LioKtick.  hiCark^mar-aaid^ 
ar  cxpeiensad  mme  ^enooK  injnrv ;  buT  iriiere.  die  ^resKK  ilam  ffMtwis,  mai 
if  dw  lolBBn:;  liad  \iafpened  *  eoopie  <»'  pobiic  awpiringi  «ac  ouMimt  fat  dH 
saariiv,  one  bondivd  prasuimacleaK  pnrpcK.  Buc  (wcka^  x  wiU  be  n^b^  kt 
Li&  or  limb  die  geBtrr  snlnertbe ;  Co  wUcb.  Iw  ««■&£ 
r  of  Par-    aiuwcr.  diat  av^  ««  ae^aainKd  wiafarm 

Mws  CD  tiv  jMnccBC  nttKcn  in  sropetcr  i  imfrwfc  w 
iKM  viihtn  the  pnvsr,  and,  iie  tnated,  Eadieyr,)  wuMJii  ■dwiccl«tf  ifaetMiJe^ 
widnn  tbc  ndin^aaas  and  pwinae  o^  i^  «««  aU^y  mnble  n  ame  wmjiiiag  be 
pKcrnoi  li^pdanaK  and  acnmpMeorate  nvh  »  mm,  and  w»ww,  dMtiWf  !■< 
pwjulc.  9iwe  &wpn»n)s  loccdieir  ail.  rai«d  all  dwf»  jntfagr  yuw^f,*— k 
mmdwKn  aCsacK,  and  mdiaiit  any  taulc.  or  Iwobefbre,  to  reiiesc  dM  dm  apfi^a^ 
MdnKcd  &nin  rnrnfart  and  BidependiHicer ;  wanta al  tks  poorer  ftHiiw  i  ilMii  It 
■a  panraty  ad  deititatiaa,  wliile  odtcrs :  aight  alas  b«  losd.  that  it  wwald  bec^oai^ 
had  fa«  mora  oc  ieB^  fiir  every  window  !  a  daat  to  »nibw  apptkaEaoo*  fina  flika 
■K  tbe  ncghbonring  itaina  was  tEtatured  places.  It  mi^t  furdiec  be  said,  «ky  did 
W  atasa.  XncrtlwleH,  a  few  tbowaod  ,  they  aac  iasHc  ^  Bat  burfi  i  chat  ikis 
perhapa  b^l,  or  any  thing ,  calamity  araae  one  at  a»  ■ 
■t  Bigtit  be  diapowd  to  grant,,  cbok,  the  very deacaeaa «f  a  _ 
waaU  afiitd  rc&ef.  aad  soTEly  that  was  on  ,  the  aee^iwt  doty  apa«  it,  was  a  a 
g>*ac  *«^  ta  aik  OB  ladt  an  occaiioB  <  bar  to  indBtfcioos  people,  aarf  manant 
ftsM  dte  fynrpathy  of  a  ^reataod  hamane  it  was  erea  doabt^  alKChe  iaa^rmace 
■ation.  Relief  for  inch  purpoaes  w  as  Dot,  ctxapaoies  wonld  be  liaUe  fnm  lack  a 
he  belieTcd,  amraaal,  and  had  been,  be  ;  m»e.  Be  amid  aot  mt  down  vilhaat 
■adaaeood,  cnoienxd  on  •n&ren  in  the  '  notpcing  the  great  aeal  and  beaeficeaca 
Vest  lodiaar  when  barricaneit  devastated  j  nacifeated  on  the  oeeiaioa by  the  Medical 
tksae  tKgitMm.  Linenck.  howcrer.  bad  a  '  gentleaioi  in  Liaerick,  by  tbe  aisy,  aad 
chiat  «a  iJm  jnatice  of  Pailinment—  be. ,  by  tbe  amiable  Mayac  of  Oat  ctty,  and 
caaae  tbia  caliwity  aioR  mt  of  an  mj»-  i  indeed  by  all  ckaaes  of  ^  i  imiiii 
dieiMB  atace  of  the  taw  in  pervitiicg  a  ;  nity.  He  kft  tW  case  ia  iIm  kaadt  of  a 
■•amrtnl  and  praaaisooaa  lale  br  n dan-  |  cosaider^e  and  iiiHi|»ii  liiiaila  legialatan 
gCToas  an  article.  MofeMci,  the  au^is-  .  and  GofVniaeat,  alad  Uaaied  (bat  Ui 
tfacy  tb««  badgeemorialiaedthelr^  Go-  rcpresenlatieaa,  baa  ^ipcal,  and  anxie^, 
Tvntatent  preTiooaly  mnd  timely  on  the  noold  be  net  by  correipawltng  feelii^ 
•nbjev-t;    and   their   application    wa»,  a*    and  revlts. 

awial,  promptly  noticed  by  ibe  excellent  The  ChaaetUor  »f  Ike  £cdbmwr  had 
Vicetoj,  h<it  before  any  satis^ctory  ar-  no  objection  to  grant  a  copr  of  the  n^ 
nageweot  contd  be  adopted,  the  unhappy  I  oaorial,  bat  he  eoakl  not  bold  ont  any 
>»Ality  arrived.  This  misfortune  to  Litberic  1  hope  of  compensatioe  to  the  saffeim  on 
ought.  b«  thought,  at  oDce  lead  lo  a  ewjte  whose  behalf  the  hoa.  Heaber  had  broofht 
Mfe  node  of  vending  gunpowder ;  and,  forward  h»  motion.  He  Biocerdy  aym- 
in  hia  i>p,o»u,  aad  „,  ^.b^  of  his  consti-  I  pathiaed  wUh  thoae  atdiridaals  in  the  mia- 
ittjiuu,  a  would  be  «iseM  to  confine  its  j  foctase  which  bad  befallen  them,  bot  the 
7.,.Ui  *  '"**'"■■  ''^'t^^  wpertnteuded  by  a  bon.  Btorcr  and  Mcondcf  mnit,  upon  le- 
\fmvf  iMi«,awWa  tfdiw ;  or  that,  if  wla    flection  petcetre  that,  if  Pariyunent  wen 
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to  grant  compensation  in  this  instance,  the; 
wonid  be  eaUblishiof  b  precedent  of  a 
most  frightful  mag^itade.  Not  only  would 
penoas  losing  property  by  any  calamitoua 
accident  apply  to  PaTliament  for  compea. 
sation, bat, nndertbe impression  that  they 
would  be  Bare  to  obtain  it,  they  would  be 
careteas  aboot  securing  their  property,  and 
taking  precautionary  measures  for  its 
safety. 

Mr.  W.  Rocke  observed,  that  as  (he 
object  of  his  motion  was  to  obtai 
for  those  to  whom  it  related,  anc 
hope  of  such  relief  had  been  held  out  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  it  would 
be  qnite  nugatory  to  merely  obtain  a  copy 
of  the  memorial.  He  would,  therefore, 
withdraw  his  motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 


Dbpiibiiation9  ON  Railways.]  Mr. 
Dugdale  begged  leave  to  call  the  altenlion 
of  the  House  to  the  depredations  com- 
mitted by  persons  employed  by  railroad, 
canal,  and  other  public  companies,  for  the 
purpose  of  introducing  some  measure  for 
the  protection  of  the  persons  and  property  of 
bis  Majesty's  subjects  during  the  time  such 
public  works  were  in  progress,  and  moved 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  eflPect  the 
same.  If  Parliament  were  to  evince  the 
same  readiness  henceforth  as  they  had 
done  last  Session,  for  the  advancement  of 
railroad  speculations,  in  a  short  time  there 
would  be  scarcely  a  village  free  from  such 
depredations.  Railroads  were  yet,  how- 
ever, but  in  their  infancy,  fifty-six  railroad 
petitions  had  been  presented  last  year,  out 
of  which  thirty-five  bad  been  granted. 
They  had  had  seventy-five  applications 
for  railroads  this  Session,  and  twelve  for 
canals;  and  if  Parliament  wereto  assent  to 
all  these  Bills,  there  would  be  about  one 
hundred  railroads  forming  in  the  country 
at  the  same  time.  At  present  there.were 
11,000  men  employed  on  the  I.ondon  and 
Birmingham  Railroad,  and  taking  but 
half  that  number  for  each,  ihey  would 
have  a  body  of  not  less  than  500,000  men 
employed  in  these  works,  not  of  the  most 
respectable  characters,  or  taken  from  the 
most  respectable  ranks  of  society.  He  there- 
fore thought  the  House  would  agree  with 
him  thatihere  ought  to  be  some  law  to 
prevent  those  persons  from  injuring  the 
property  of  the  neighbourhood  in  which 
they  might  be  employed.  He  wished  not 
to  be  understood  as  expressing  a  feeling 
hntite  to  nilroadB,  which  generally  speak  . 
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ing,  were  a  great  benefit  to  the  country. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving 
for  leave  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 

The  Chancellor  ((f  the  Exchequer  ob- 
served, that  the  depredations  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  complained  were  not  con- 
fined to  the  vicinity  of  railroads  or  canals. 
There  was  not  a  great  building  of  any  kind 
carried  on  in  the  neighbourhood  of  which 
offences  more  or  leas  did  not  coneequenlly 
take  place.  He  did  notmean  to  object 
to  the  introduction  of  the  Bill,  bat  he 
hoped  the  House  would  maturely  consider 
the  question,  and  come  to  the  conclusion 
of  not  passing  such  a  measure,  unless  they 
were  prepared  to  go  much  further,  and 
legislate  upon  every  alteration  and  minute 
circumstance  that  might  occur  in  connexion 
with  the  commerce  of  the  country.  They 
should,  indeed,  be  very  careful  of  avoid- 
ing all  confusion  in  dealing  with  the  cri- 
mmal  law. 

Mr.  Peme  looked  upon  such  a  Bill  at 
that  proposed,  to  be  a  peace-preserving 
measure.  There  was  no  doubt  that  persona 
employed  upon  railroads  set  the  existing 
laws  at  defiance,  by  quitting  the  neigh* 
bourhood  in  which  they  worked  imme- 
diately after  they  had  committed  some 
robbery  or  outrage,  changing  their  names, 
and  looking  for  employment  at  a  con- 
siderable distance  from  the  scene  of  their 
offences.  This  he  asserted  from  his  own 
observation,  residing  as  he  did  in  a  neigh- 
bourhood in  which  various  railroads  wera 
progress.  He  thought  that  the  law,  as 
respected  master  and  servant,  should  be 
maintained  with  respect  to  railroads,  and 
that  the  proprietors  should  be  made  respon- 
sible for  any  depredation  committed  by 
persona  employed  by  them. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Ferguison  said,  that  they 
required  no  new  law  on  the  subject.  The 
existing  law  was  quite  sufficient  to  prevent 
the  evils  complained  of,  as  far  as  legisla- 
tion could  effect  it.  Before  the  hon. 
Member  introduced  his  new  measure,  th« 
House  ought  to  have  been  made  acquainted 
with  its  nature. 

Leave  given  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 


CouRT^  OP  Session  (Scotland).]  Mr. 
Wallace  moved  for  a  "  Return  from  the 
Judgesof  the  Court  of  Session  in  Scotland, 
astgning  the  causes  and  reasons  whicb 
had  induced  them,  under  an  Act  of  sede- 
runt now  on  the  table  of  the  House,  to  tax 
the  inhabitants  of  certain  counties  in  Scot- 
land, in  the  latio  of  from  100  to  nearlj 


,,  Google 


wr  cen.  Bisfc   tH«   m  eert—  uiiwr    iT«K,  «■«  U'  uLt   uiii.  ssa 


oaCL  omii**  o'    u  inaiuri   iiiii'  Hit  uuuek  siu.  -tnuuiui 


u..  iivc  .1.1.'  Hit  n^iuiimuK MinuiL  uejobi*- 
iiniiei    t.iriTif  hit  JiK,  aiues  in   i^^nHC. 


Tnn.  *ii»  3iie- 

v  iK-iu"      u^<'   r^i   ::t:  f^--.  -vu^a  ciiiiit  iijitii.  a.  leaesnun^  Ji.  aue:i£  J'lm^b.   k 

\m  ■■iin  I   ■uiiHo-inHi -n«  ii  i:r:  :ii>  i:^^  "lUi^'iiuuiutf    iC  :ii»  misatpt   a.  Stit  jn»- 

B'    IH   iMtf   cer^-    n       ~^t.      --  >      uiu  i-rKiiip.   Hi:   ciniSlri.LuaA  in  .lit  luiit  «c 

.  ^.•l.  aM.   imate  iiE<r  i":>.i-.  ■  i.i  u'l   ;'.ii~  in»  «t.r  ici^-.iiri':.   rni.  {nnc  oAduI^,  as 


I.  in:  jvrsuB*.  «im  awpic  iliiUL  CJM  c&cc 
'  "loi  .'jB^ta.  lie  .L^^uMnal  n  3UC  RcpOft, 
ixKk'i   ra  tuuiu  Btnc:iOiMui  M  cui  MWC 

Ik    louHk       .1  «W-  S^n«i    J^  A  j-aif*  of 

^icai  uriiiu^  atiu  JuiiiL-*.  400.  MMt  acnt- 
'ui^uJi.  u  iitu  ii»:l)iiri3<a  jc  «««n  -tfttj  ■■- 
I  uitM    u  .MM.      r*!^  satt  a»  minKlBftl 


^Google 


Covrt  qfSesi 


{March  3} 


(Sa>tland.) 


disposed  to  exceed  any  powere  delegated 
to  htm,  then  the  learned  judge  to  whom 
he  referred,  Insiead  of  wUhine  to  (ax 
the  suitors,  it  was  that  judges  wish, 
acting  under  that  Act  of  ParliaroeDt, 
to  reduce  the  fees  or  taxation,  as  it  has 
been  called,  as  much  as  he  was  em- 
powered to  do;  but  he  had  no  power  of 
providing  for  the  clerks  otherwise  tnao  from 
the  fees,  and  lie  was  bound  by  the  Act 
to  leave,  in  each  case,  what  would  afford 
a  reasonable  amount.  This  was  a  very 
laborious  undertaking  imposed  upon  the 

t'udges  by  Act  ofParliament,  and  delegated 
ly  them,  in  the  first  instance,  to  be  re- 
ported on  by  a  Committee.  It  might  be 
said,  why  not  fix  an  uniform  fee  in  every 
county?  And  if  in  small  counties  that 
would  not  afford  a  suitable  maintenance, 
let  the  sheriff's  cleik  be  paid  otherwise. 
It  was  no  doubt  in  the  power  of  the 
Legislature  to  have  done  this,  but  (hat  was 
not  the  power  which  was  delegated  to  (he 
judges  by  the  Act  of  Parliament.  They 
did  consider  whether  they  had  the  power 
of  making  an  uniform  fund,  and  appor- 
tiooing  fees  to  the  different  Sheriff  Clerks, 
according  to  their  duties — but  they  found 
Uiey  had  no  such  power.  Their  object, 
therefore,  was,  to  exercise  such  power  as 
they  had,  in  the  manner  most  beneficial 
for  the  country,  and  with  ihat  view  they 
recommended  a  reducllon  of  the  fees  as 
low  as  they  thought  was  reasonable  in 
each  instance.  It  was  very  hard  wbere 
the  object  of  the  Judges  npnears  to  have 
been  to  lower  fees,  and  where  they  had 
done  so  in  all  the  larger  counties,  and  in- 
creased them  in  none,  to  accuse  them  of 
laying  on  taxation,  which  must  mean  that 
ihey  had  increased  the  fees.  If  (his  misap- 
plication had  prevailed,  he  trusted  it  would 
lie  removed  by  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Judges  made  in  December,  1835, 
and  he  should  afterwards  move  that  it, 
together  with  the  Act  of  sederunt,  should 
be  printed  and  distributed  among  the 
Members  of  this  House.  He  regretted 
very  much  that  his  bon.  Friend  had  framed 
his  motion  in  auch  terms  as  might  have 
conveyed  a  very  unfavourable  impression 
of  what  had  been  done.  He  was  sure 
that  it  would  be  removed  from  the  mind 
of  every  person  who  might  peruse  that  re- 
port. In  looking  forward  tojudicial  reform, 
there  was  nothing  more  important  than  to 
keep  in  view,  thatjustice  could  not  be  well 
admioistered,  and  retain  its  due  authority, 
BDlew  tb«  judget,  who  sit  ia  oouitt  of  Irv, 


received  that  support  and  respect  from  th^ 
Legislature  to  which  (hey  were  entitled; 
where  they  were  truly  labouring  todiminiib 
butihens,  tbey  were  entitled  to  the  grati- 
tude of  the  country.  Whether  such  duties 
should  be  imposecl  upon  them,  or  in  what 
terms  they  should  be  given,  was  a  very 
different  queation,  but  he  asked  every  per- 
son to  suspend  his  judgment  in  this  in- 
stance, until  he  had  (he  proceedings  referred 
to  before  him,  and  he  would  see  from  the 
report  of  Ihat  excellent  judge,  the  spirit  in 
which  the  question  was  esaminsd,  and 
upon  which  the  regulations  of  the  Court 
were  framed.  The  character  of  judges  was 
public  property,  and  where  they  performed 
a  difficult  and  laborious  duty,  with  the 
beat  resolutions,  tbey  were  entitled  to  the 
support  and  respect  of  the  House,  and  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  who  was  desirous  to  im- 
prove the  adminielration  of  jnalice  inScot- 
land.  They  could  not  exceed  the  powers 
given  them  by  the  Legislature,  and  any 
fault  that  had  been  found  with  what  was 
done,  applied  to  the  Act  of  Parliament 
itself,  and  to  tlie  arrangement!  which  must 
necessarily  be  made  under  it,  and  not  to 
the  Judges,  who  were  directed  to  carry 
thoae  ■rrangeoients  into  effect.  The  Le- 
gislature imposed  various  restrictions,  and 
gave  limited  powers,  Tlie  report  which 
he  now  moved  should  be  laid  before  the 
House,  would  show  that  the  judges  had 
followed  out  the  course  prescribed  to 
tbem,  with  the  most  anxtous  desire  to 
fulfil  the  intentions  expressed  in  the  Act  of 
ParliameoL 

Mr.  Wallaet  consented  lo  withdraw  his 
motion,  and  the  amendment  moved  by  the 
Lord  Advocate  was  agreed  to. 

HOUSE  OF   LOBDS, 

Friday,  March  3,  1837. 


Che   Aniibbhop  of  CAirt-nvtniv. 
BMHia  of  hoinoK,  Bini,  ml  Wnu.  nS  (he  tn 


Uw  Bldvfrof  Ecirii.  ftom  HeRftrd  od  Wm 
wnHdennrbeBAoptfllcif  fUnWiiiignH^ou  i* 


„Google 


C\m^^.tUta,  fCOHHOKS} 

HOL5E   <:>F   COMSOKS,  I  ^c^wa  fo!lo»»-.— Mr.  Ba— i  :  1 1>   T  ii 

*i  Dm. or  bra' 


i.C-e^o^^lc 


1308 


Church-Ratet. 


{Makch  3} 


Chvrch'BaUi, 


1210 


and  that  on  the  authority  of  an  individual 
who  ia  valued,  reipected,  and  loved  by  his 
friends, — that  the  public  at  large  were  to 
anticipate  a  measure  calculated  to  rob 
God  of  his  glory  and  the  poor  of  their 
rights.  Such  was  the  character  given  of 
our  measure  by  anticipation.  Sir,  I  allude 
to  this  for  the  purpose  of  denying  the  as- 
■ertion  ;  and  of  entreating  the  House  to 
believe  that  the  intentions  of  those  who 
have  framed  this  measure — the  intentions 
of  hini  who  humbly  proposes  it, — are  to 
advance  the  cause  of  religion  j  to  give 
peace— to  give  stability — to  the  Church; 
and  that,  so  fat  from  robbing  the  poor  of 
their  rights,  we  seek  to  affirm  those  rights, 
and  to  establish  those  rights  more  particu- 
larly in  reference  to  the  subject  of  religious 
instruction.  Sir,  it  was  but  a  short  time 
unce,  that,  in  a  debate  upon  another 
question,  a  noble  Friend  of  mine  aniniad. 
verted  on  the  absence  of  petitions.  No 
individual  can  make  a  similar  observation 
on  the  subject  of  Church-rates.  On  the 
contrary,  what  subject  has  excited  through- 
out the  land  so  deep  and  earnest  an  at- 
tention ?  No  person  who  has  a  large  class 
of  conitituents,  can  venture  to  say, — and, 
thanks  to  the  Reform  Bill,  most  of  us  may 
now  appeal  to  a  large  class  of  constitu- 
ents,— there  is  no  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
peat  it,  on  either  side  of  the  House,  who 
can  he  prepared  to  say  that  this  subject  is 
not  one  which  comes  recommended  to  the 
House  as  haviog  excited  the  strongest 
public  interest.  Nay,  I  may  almost  put 
it,  whether  this  is  not  a  subject  which  w( 
may  approach  within  the  walls  of  ParliS' 
meat  upon  the  admission  that  a  great  evil 
exists,  and  that  the  evil  calls  for  an  im- 
mediate and  an  effective  remedy  ?  I  hope 
I  may  assume  within  this  House,  though  I 
know  a  contrary  opinion  has  been  enter- 
tained without  these  walls,  that  a  remedy, 
frompt  and  deciaive,  is  called  for — I  hope 
may  assume  that  the  question  at  issue 
between  the  two  sides  of  the  House, 
which  we  roust  decide,  is  not  whether  we 
can  remain  as  we  are?  but,  what  is 
course  that  it  behoves  the  Legislatur 
follow  ? 

Sir,  I  should  wish,  in  the  Brst  branch  of 
my  ai^ument,  to  refer  to  certain  high 
authorities  on  .  this  subject,  because  the 
House  would  feel  that  1  neglected  my  duty 
if  I  did  not  strengthen  my  position  as  fai 
as  possible,  and  more  especially  when  1 
appeal  to  authorities  which  cannot  bul 
bave  weight  with  the  hon.   Gentlemen 


opposite.  1  shall  not  argue  merely  to 
satisfy  Gentlemeu  who  are  disposed  to 
support  me  ;  but  I  shall  argue,  if  poasihlaf 
to  convince  those  hon.  Gentlemen  also 
who  are  prepared  to  oppose  my  resolu- 
tion. I  may  assume,  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  have  already  presented  petitions  in 
favour  of  the  measure,  from  this  side  of 
the  House,  are  prepared  to  support  me. 
It  ia  therefore  from  the  other  side  that 
I  must  seek  to  make  converts.  1  seek  to 
influence  votes,  by  calling  the  attention  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  the  fatal  consequences 
which  may,  or  rather  which  mual,  arise 
from  allowing  this  question  to  remain  un- 
settled. The  first  authority  to  which  I 
shall  allude  is  the  authority  of  a  Goromis- 
Bion  proceeding  from  the  Crown,  issued 
during  the  Government  of  the  Duke  of 
Wellington.  I  do  not  allude  tot  is  Re- 
port in  support  of  the  particular  remedy 
which  I  propose,  but  as  establishing  the 
preliminary  fact,  that  the  present  state  of 
the  law  is  one  which  wa  cannot  allow  to 
continue;— that  some  remedy  is  called  for, 
and  that  such  remedy  it  is  the  duty  of  this 
House  to  provide.  In  the  extract  which  I 
shall  quote  from  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners, I  find  it  set  forth,  that  the 
whole  subject  of  Church-rates  demands 
immediate  attention ;  as  the  mischiefs 
arising  from  the  present  state  of  the  law 
are  rapidly  spreading.  To  prove  the  cor- 
rectness of  this  statement,  it  is  only  ne- 
cessary to  refer  to  the  actual  state  of  the 
law.  It  is  clearly  iodisputabls  in  practice, 
end  I  believe  it  to  be  equally  so  in  point 
of  law,  that  if  a  vestry  is  assembled  (o 
consider  the  proposition  of  a  Churcb-rate, 
that  vestry  has  full  means  of  refusing  its 
assent  to  the  rate,  i  do  not  anticipate 
that  there  are  any  hon.  Gentlemen  in  this 
House  who  will  defend  the  present  state 
of  the  law;  but  if  there  are,  let  them  not 
defendit  upon  the  ground  that  there  now 
exists  any  fixed,  permanent,  or  satisfactory 
mode  of  providing  for  the  repair  and  main- 
tenance of  the  churches  of  the  Establish- 
ment. That,  surely,  cannot  be  considered 
as  a  fixed,  permanent,  and  established  in- 
come, to  which  the  majority  of  any  parish 
vestry  may  refuse  or  postpone  its  assent. 
You  may  defend  the  present  state  of  thingi 
on  any  other  ground  you  please  ;  but  to 
defend  it  on  the  ground  of  its  affording  a 
permanent  and  stable  support  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  parish  Churches,  is  a 
complete  misapprehension  of  all  the  facts 
of  the  case,  and  is  contradicted  by  tlte 
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tliroughout  the  whole  community. 
Manchester,  I  find  that  the  Dissenters,  in 
1833,  resisted  Church-rates,  and  a  poll 
was  demanded,  after  a  rate  had  been  pro- 
posed in  Yestr;  and  lost.  A  poll  was 
demanded,  for  which  no  preparation  was 
made  ;  and  after  five  or  six  days'  struggle, 
and  after  polling  7,000  and  B,000,  (he  rate 
was  lost  by  a  majority  of  one.  The  church- 
wardens held  a  scruliny,  the  majorily  was 
declared  to  be  in  favour  of  the  rate. 
This  is  a  case  in  which  the  rate 
was  successful ;  but  the  examples  of 
cases  in  which  the  rate  has  been  carried, 
speak  as  strongly  for  my  motion,  as  those 
of  a  djjferent  character.  The  rate  was 
carried  ;  bnt  was  it  coHected  »  To  this 
I  shall  reftr  hereafter.  Thechurch  wardens 
conducted  the  scrutiny,  and  declared  that 
the  final  majority  was  in  favour  of  the  rate  : 
but  what  has  been  the  result  7  My  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  (Mr.  Philips)  knows. 
Was  the  rate  levied  ?  Was  it  paid  ? 
Was  the  Church  supported  by  the  produce  ? 
No  such  thing;  no  step  has  l>epn  taken 
to  enforce  this  rate.  No  levy  has  been 
made  under  it  :  the  Church- wardens  have 
not  judged  it  prudent  to  attempt  a  levy  ; 
BO  that  even  when,  io  vestry,  the  rate  has 
been  successful,  it  baa  failed  for  any  real 
eoodand  practical  purpose.  The  subject 
has  eicited  a  storm,  and  all  for  nothing. 
Confusion,  and  contest,  and  paity  dis- 
tensions  have  been  produced.  Tlie  wriier 
of  a  letter  which  1  hold  in  my  hand  proceeds 
to  say, — 

In  1834  a  conlesi  again  took  place  in  Man- 
chester. The  eleciion  of  the  Members  was 
nothing  to  it.  The  poll  lasted  five  or  six  days 
and  nearly  15000  voles  were  polled,  and  ihei 
was  a.  majority  against  ilie  rale  of  11,000. 
appears  that  a  scrutiny  was  demanded  ;  bi 
what  was  Ihe  result  P  This  hrge  majorily  ni 
declared  to  he  a  minority  ;  but  though  dared 
(0  do  so,  they  declined  to  try  the  c 

Was  it  politic,  in  such  a  community  as 
Manchester,  to  arriiy  15,000  persons  in 
controversy  upon  a  church  question  7  And 
I  have  iteted  that,  wben  they  had  suc- 
ceeded, the  church  wardens  did  not  dare 
to  try  ihe  case  at  law,  or  to  collect  the 
rale  thus  established.  In  the  year  1835, 
another  parish  meeting  was  called,  and  a 
very  large  assembly  came  togethei 
the  show  of  hands  was  so  decisive,  that  the 
church  wardens  declined  to  go  to  a  poll, 
and  from  that  time  to  the  present,  in  the 
town  of  Manchester,  there   lias  been  no 


ight,  this  state  of  things  to  continue?  If 
lu  depend  upon  the  Church-rate  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  Church,  can  yoa 
depend  upon  Ihe  present  state  of  the  law 
to  enable  you  to  enforce  that  payment  ? 
it  is  not  sufficient  to  assert  that  the  law 
must  be  strengthened  :  if  you  wish  to 
maintain  such  a  proposition,  you  must  carry 
tlie  House  of  Commons  with  you.  Can 
you  do  so  ?  Can  you  get  any  House  of 
Commons  to  ^rant  such  new  and  additional 
power  ?  Colonel  Siblhorp.  —  Hear  I 
hear!']  The  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln,  I 
know,  holds,  that  if  the  church  rate  cannot 
be  collected  under  the  present  law, 
nothing  can  be  more  easy  than  to  per- 
suade the  Legislature  to  give  additional 
power.  I  confess,  I  should  like  to  see, 
not  the  person,  but  the  paNy,  however 
combined  in  force  or  number,  who  could 
come  down  to  this  House,  and  ask  the 
Parliament — not  to  give  the  people  of 
England  a  aettlement  of  this  question, 
but — to  grent  additional  power  for  eit- 
forcing  the  payment  of  Church-rates,  and 
persisting  in  the  present  system.  I  will 
say,  that  be  that  individual  uho  he  may, 
who  thinks  he  can  obtain  from  the  Legis- 
lature additional  powers  to  enforce  the 
payment  of  Church-rates,  he  will  soon 
Snd  that  he  miscalculates  the  character 
of  the  Legislature,  as  well  as  miscalculalea 
the  people  whom  that  Legislature  repre- 

T^ere  is  another  case  which,  as  it 
establiehea  the  first  part  of  my  proposition, 
1  must  take  the  liberty  of  adverting  to. 
The  case  I  allude  to  occurred  in  a  town- 
ship in  Yorkshire,  called  Applethorpe.  In 
this  case  there  had  been  a  large  church 
built  :  heavy  rates  were  demanded  and 
were  agreed  to  at  the  vestry  meeting, 
and  a  rate  of  2s.  'tid.  was  actually  ordered 
to  be  levied.  I  have  already  shown  yon 
a  case  in  which  a  rate  lias  been  refused  by 
the  vestry  ;  I  have  also  shown  you  a  case 
in  which  a  rate,  being  made,  was  not 
enforced  ;  and  the  object  of  the  present 
illustration  is  to  show  you,  farther,  what, 
even  where  a  rate  has  been  granted  end 
enforced,  sometimes  are  the  consequences 
of  that  enforcement  of  rate,  and  how 
strongly  those  consequences  prove  the  in- 
convenience of  the  eiistine  law.  In  thia 
case  the  rate  of  Is.  9d.  was  proposed  to 
be  levied  on  a  certain  Captain  Flower,  a 
Dissenter,  who  contested  the  rate.  He 
was  summoned  before  a  magistrate,  again 
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penifted  in  his  refuM),  and  denied  ibe 
legalily  of  the  rate.  The  legality  of  the 
rate  being  conteited,  the  magistrate  was 
deprired  of  jarudiction  ;  ihe  case  was 
taken  to  another  and  an  ecclesiastical 
tribnnal,  and  the  result  was,  that  Captain 
Floirer  had  to  pay  the  rate,  with  costs 
amonntiog  (o  2501.  Of  this  I  do  not 
complain.  I  admit,  that  ifbe,  or  any  one 
else,  relists  a  demand  and  goes  to  law  to 
try  the  right,  if  the  law  be  against  the 
appellant,  he  is  bound  to  abide  by  the  COD- 
■equences.  I  suppose  that  I  have  under- 
Itood  the  meaning  of  the  cheer  from  the 
hon.  and  Gallant  (Colonel  Sibthorp)  and 
that  I  have  answered  his  supposed  in- 
ference. But,  without  claiming  for  Captain 
Flower  any  sympathy  for  the  payment  of 
hu  costs,  there  is  another  circumstance, 
connected  with  this  case,  which,  perhaps, 
when  the  Gallant  Colonel  hears,  be  will 
not  be  disposed  to  cheer  :  it  is  this, — that 
no  rate  has  been  granted  in  that  parish 
everiince.  The  case  therefore  proves  that 
for  the  recovery  of  the  late  of  Zs.  9d.  con- 
tested on  the  ground  of  its  legality,  costa 
of  2501.  were  mfiicted  on  the  party,  and 
the  rate  has  not  been  repeated.  If  you 
lead  that  lesson  to  the  people  of  England, 
depend  upon  it  that  their  sympathy  will  be 
excited  for  the  roan  who  has  paid  these 
enormous  costs,  and  their  feelings  will 
against  the  existing  law. 

I  trust  that  hon.  Gentlemen  will  see 
that  all  these  illustrations,  however  tedious, 
are  made  for  the  purpose  of  establishing 
the  6rBt  point  of  my  argument,  namely, 
that  the  law  cannot  be  permitted  to  remain 
as  it  is.  If  there  be  hon.  Gentlemen  in 
this  House  who  think  that  the  law  can 
stand  as  it  is,  let  them  come  forward 
reply,  and  maintain  that  argument.  1 
they  cannot  do  bo  if,  as  I  hope  I  have  been 
enabled  to  prove  to  this  House,  the  law  is 
defective  and  needs  amendment.  This  is 
the  first  duty  of  every  one  who  suggests 
any  important  change  of  the  existing  law. 
Until  thai  foundation  be  laid,  I  do  not 
conceive  that  I  have  a  right  to  come  to 
Parliament  and  recommend  an  alteration. 
It  has  been  with  that  view  that  I  have 
referred  to  the  matters  of  fact  1  iiave 
brought  before  the  House.  But  I  rely 
not  only  on  fact,  but  on  opinion  also. 
I  may  appeal  to  one  authority  on  the  subject 
which  cannot  fail  to  have  great  weight 
with  those  hon.  Gentlemen,  on  the  other 
side,  who  suppose  that  the  present  system 
can  be  maintained.     It  is  the  authority  of 


my  noble  Friend  opposite,  and  I  rejoice  h> 
haveanopportunityofquotingtothe  House 
any  authority  of  his,  in  snpportof  an  opL 
nion  of  my  own ;  for,  though  we  bave 
differed  on  some  important  questions,  and 
on  more  occasions  than  I  conld  have 
wished,  we  have  never  been  engaged  in 
discussion  upon  any  terms  but  those  of 
sincere  and  affectionate  friendship.  When 
I  appeal  to  his  authority  on  this  subject,  I 
have  no  right  to  claim  it  in  behalf  of  my 
specific  plan  of  remedy.  But  I  know  bis 
high  authority ;  I  appeal  to  that  authority 
in  condemnation  of  the  present  system ; 
and  I  therefore  call  upon  the  House  to 
listen  attentively  to  the  opinion  which  he 
eloquently  expressed  upon  this  subject  in 
1834.  My  noble  Friend  stated,  that 
"  true  it  was,  that  though  Church- rates  had 
been  resisted,  the  Church  itself  had  been 
successful  in  overcoming  the  resistance;" 
end  then  he  proceeded  to  state,  with  a 
truly  wise  and  statesmanlike  view  of  the 
subject,  what  must  be  the  consequences 
even  of  that  snccess  :— 

"  Suppose  (said  he)  that,  year  after 
year,  the  Church  should  be  triumphant  lo  . 
maintaining  the  payment  of  these  ratet 
to  the  uttermost  farthing,  and  in  main- 
taining every  abuse  connected  with  their 
collection  and  distribution  ;  does  rny  hon. 
Friend  (the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
for  Oxford)  think  that  such  a  course  of 
proceeding  would  be  advantageous  to  the 
interests  of  the  Church,  or  lead  to  the 
promotion  of  true  religion  ?" 

My  noble  Friend  well  knew  on  what 
grounds  to  appeal  to  the  bon.  Member  for 
Oxford.  He  appealed  to  him  on  the 
grounds  of  the  interests  of  the  Cborcli 
itself,  and  the  advancement  of  true  reli- 
gion. I  say,  Sir,  how  can  the  interest  of 
the  Chnrch  itself,  and  the  advancement 
of  true  religion,  be  promoted  or  main- 
tained by  the  present  system  of  making 
end  enforcing  Church-rates?  My  noble 
Friend,  following  out  the  same  course  of 
argument,  next  asked, — 

"Does  my  hon.  Friend  consider  the 
heart-burnings,  the  acrimonious  reviliogs, 
the  constant  quarrels,  the  jealousies,  the 
recrimination,  the  profanation  of  the 
Church  itself,  where  these  meetings  take 
place,  by  which,  year  after  year,  the  cause 
of  true  religion  is  violated  and  profaned, 
the  house  of  God  desecrated,  and  the  very 
worst  possible  feeling  excited  among  the 
majority  of  the  people  at  large?    l.^oji 
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that  nicli  a  state  of  things  imperattrely 
calls  Tor  relief." 

I  do  not  appeal  lo  him  as  an  authority 
in  favour  of  my  plan,  of  which  he  knows 
nothing ;  but  I  do  appeal  to  him  as  a 
conclusive  anlhority  in  favour  of  my  first 
principle,  which  affirms  that  the  present 
system  cannot  be  allowed  to  continue.  If 
hoo.  Gentlemen  stand  up  and  tell  us  that 
the  Church  has  been  victorious,  I  ask 
them,  in  the  words  of  my  noble  Friend, 
will  not  such  victories  be  fatal }  Or,  if 
the  Church  continue  to  be  triumphant, 
can  such  dangerous  triumphs  be  consi- 
dered as  a  set-off  or  counterpoise  to  the 
mischiefs  which  my  noble  Friend  so  elo- 
(juently  described  in  the  speech  which  I 
have  just  quoted  7  I  feel  that  I  must 
have  occupied  the  attention  of  the  House 
for  a  longer  period  than  I  could  wish, 
even  on  this  first  part  of  the  subject;  and  I 
should  not  have  done  so, but  that  I  feel  and 
know  that,  though  not  within  these  walls, 
yet  beyond  them,  some  have  maintained 
that  no  remedy  is  required,  and  that  no 
alteration  of  the  law  is  called  for,  I  know 
that  there  is  an  opinion  prevalent  in  cer- 
tain auarters,  and  more  particularly  among 
churcnmen,  that  we  may  struggle  on  as 
before.  I  know  that  an  opinion  has  been 
inculcated,  that  the  law,  as  it  now  stands, 
is  sufficient  to  enable  the  Church  to  en- 
force  the  rates  ;  and  I  have,  therefore, 
thought  it  necessary  to  prove — on  autho- 
rity, to  me  conclusive — that  change  of 
the  present  system  is  necessary  lo  the  in- 
terests of  the  Church  itself — to  the  just 
feelings  of  the  Dissenters— and  lo  the 
rDaintenance  of  good  order  and  peace 
throughout  the  conntry.  Now,  Sir,  if  I 
am  right—  and  I  may  be  permitted  to 
asinme  that  I  am  so  for  the  moment— let 
Gentlemen  remember  that  we  are  not 
called  upon  to  decide  absolutely  upon  my 

Klao:  on  the  present  occasion  I  am  only 
ound  to  explain  its  principle,  and  to 
frove  that  it  is  worthy  of  consideration. 
t  is  not  so  much  the  question,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  whether  a  particular  remedy 
should  be  adopted,  as  whether  any  remedy 
is  called  for,  and  whether  my  proposition 
may  be  entertained. 

Various  remedies  have  been  proposed 
from  different  quarters;  to  these,  I  shall 
proceed  to  direct  my  observations.  Of 
these,  the  first  is,  the  total  abolition  of 
Church-rates :  leaving  the  repair  of  the 
fabric  of  the  Church  to  be  provided  for  i 
by  the  voluntary  contributions  of  the  | 
VOL.  XXXVI.  {SX} 


members  of  the  Establishment  This  ii, 
in  point  of  fact,  no  less  than  leaving  the 
mamtenence  of  the  fabric  of  the  Church 
lo  depend  on  what  we  understand  and 
refer  to,  in  our  debates,  under  the  nams 
of  the  voluntary  principle.  Now,  Sir,  I 
for  one  say,  that  to  that  principle  I  must 
ever,  and  under  all  circumstances,  expresi 
my  decided  opposition,  whether  with  re- 
gard 10  the  maintenance  of  the  fabric  of 
the  Church,  or  to  the  support  of  the  mi- 
nisters of  the  Establishment.  I  am  t 
member  of  the  Established  Church.  I 
am  sincerely  attached  to  that  Church  by 
conviction,  no  less  than  by  birth  and  edo* 
cation.  1  am  not  called  to  argue  ai 
against  the  voluntary  system,  at  the  pre* 
sent.  It  is  sufficient  for  my  purpose  to 
enter  my  protest  against  it,  in  whatevei 
shape,  or  under  whatsoever  modification  it 
may  appear.  My  noble  Friend,  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  has  made  this  declaratioi^ 
on  various  former  occasions  ;  I  repeat  it, 
and  I  state  it  the  more  boldly  now,  because 
it  is  on  the  rdeotion  of  this  principle  that 
I  invite  the  Hoase  to  the  consideration  of 
my  proposed  remedy:  and,  therefore,  it 
need  not  preclude  any  person  from  adopt- 
ing my  conclusion,  and  doing  that  vhich 
I  contend  is  just,  not  only  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  but  to  the  Dissenters.  I 
repeat  it  advisedly— for  the  plan  I  am 
about  to  propose,  so  far  from  having  any 
connexion  with  the  voluntary  principle, 
and  so  far  from  leaving  no  settled  provi- 
sion for  the  maintenance  of  the  fabric 
of  the  Established  Church,  proceeds  upon 
a  principle  the  very  opposiie^  and  it 
affirms  absolutely,  that  of  the  duty  which 
is  incumbent  on  the  state  of  securing,  tot 
ever,  the  means  for  religions  worship 
within  his  Majesty's  dominions.  If  more, 
were  called  for,  and  it  were  considered  as 
fficient  for  me  to  record  my  dissent 
from  the  voluntary  principle,  1  might  be 
tempted  shortly  to  add,  that  when  any 
hon.  Gentleman  can  satisfy  me  that  the 
independence  and  honour  of  the  country 
can  be  derended— when  oar  army  and 
navy  can  be  supported — when  public  in- 
struction can  be  provided  for — when  thq 
administration  of  justice  csn  he  msin- 
tained — upon  the  volontary  principle- 
then,  and  not  till  then,  I  shall  apply  the 
voluntary  principle  to  the  Church  ;  sooner 
it  cannot  be  apidied,  unless  it  be  con- 
tended, indeed,  ibat  religious  instruction 
is,  as  a  principle,  less  important  to  tho 
whole  communiiv  than  the  other  dutity 
8R 
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to  bo  maiataiaed  ai  ibe  army,  ustv,  or 
■dniaial ration  of  juuice  ;  tbeo,  1  must 
•ajr  that  I  can  wevei  lubmit  to  leave  the 
Church  EalaUiabnent  to  the  ctiancet  and 
ioelabiltty  of  the  volnnUry  principle. 

Sir,  a  Kcood  propocHion  ii,  that  the 
Chnrcb  sboold  be  left  to  the  volgniary 
principle,  bat  that  a  dntioctiTe  sjslem  ot 
tBEaiioB  tbould  be  introduced— these 
taxes  being  levieci  escloaivelj  from  the 
■MDiben  of  the  Church  for  its  maiate- 
nance.  I  think.  Sir,  this  involves,  thnugh 
ID  a  minor  degree,  (he  objection  to  vhich 
1  hira  already  alladed,  a*  applicable 
the  former  propoMtion.  It  ii  ineoDsident 
with  the  firit  principles  of  our  Eftablich- 
RMitt  i  and  hoiv,  Sir,  are  we  to  distinguish 
who  is  or  who  is  oot  a  Chuchmao  T 
we  to  Mtdblisba  o««t«st?  Are 
Knew  tha  odious  priiici|^  of  tbe  Test 
and  Corporation  Acts,  in  order  to  know 
who  is  to  be  hareafier  compellable  to  con- 
tribute towards  tbe  Chnrch  Eslabliih- 
menl?  But,  Sir,  I  need  not  pursue  this 
Una  of  ar^ment  farther—the  plan  is  too 
absurd,  and  manifestly  objectionable,  to 
require  farther  observation. 

Another  preposition  it,  that  there  should 
be  a  fund  created  by  a  tax  levied  upon  the 
clergy,  by  the  imposition  of  a  rale  of  tax- 
ation levied  by  a  giaduated  scale  upon  all 
tbe  benefices  of  the  Church.  It  is  sug- 
g«sied  as  a  sort  of  income  tax,  to  be 
levied  upon  the  clergy  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  fabric  of  tha  Church.  Neitlior  lo 
that  proposition  can  I  agree.  You  have 
Stated  to  Parliament,  in  a  Report  laid 
upon  your  Table,  what  is  the  actual 
amount  of  the  revanues  of  the  Church  of 
England.  After  considering  that  Report, 
I  think  no  hoo.  Member  will  deem  that 
an  income  tax  upon  the  clergy  is  a  proper 
mode  of  meeting  the  expense.  That  Re- 
port shows,  that  the  average  income  of 
the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England, 
amounts  to  no  larger  a  sum  than  285/. 
par  annum.  Sir,  I  am  not  now  called 
upon  to  enter  into  the  question  of  distri- 
balioa;  but,  assuming,  for  the  sake  of 
■rgumeat,  thst  the  distribution  was  equal- 
isid,  it  will  only  yield  an  average  of  286/. 


(OOUHONS}  Char^Smttt.  tno 

In  nA  an    Bnt  then,  some  exdaia,  **  lhci«  are  tke 

1  admit  that  bishops,  deans,  and  chapters— why  not 
abolisfa  tlietn  V  Sir,  in  answer  to  thai,  I 
say  in  the  fmt  place,  that  tbe  propoaal 
would  be,  in  fact,  abolishing  (he  episcopal 
character  of  oar  Church.  It  wonld  altrr 
the  whole  srsieni  of  the  Establishotent. 
But,  again — conceding  for  ^rguioeDt's 
sake,  that  all  these  dignitaries  were  swept 
away,  and  that  their  vhoie  revenue  were 
thrown  into  ihe  average,  it  woald  not 
^ield,  even  then,  to  each  dergyuan,  an 
average  much  exceeding  300f.  per  annum. 
1  am  not,  for  one,  prepared  lo  say  (hat  tbia 
iocome  is  in  excess.  On  tlie  contrary,  1 
feel  that  it  is  not  an  iocome  from  which  I 
am  prepared  lo  make  any  deduction,  when 
I  consider  the  duties  cast  upon  tbe  clergy, 
and  the  large  means  of  nsefulness  wbtrh 
are  open  to  then  ;  when  I  think  on  their 
charily  and  their  beoevolence,  and  the 
claims  upon  both.  On  these  grounds,  I 
sm  not  disposed  to  make  any  deduction 
from  the  iocODte  now  assigned  to  tbe  paro- 
chial clergy  of  the  EstaUisbed  Chnrch. 

Another  suggestion  baa  been  made,  by 
which  a  fund  should  be  raised  solely  by 
pew-rents,  end  by  which  the  sittings  in 
tbe  Chnrch  should  be  applied  to  maintain 
the  fabric  of  the  Church.  Sir,  1  should 
be  very  reluctant  to  acquiesce  in  this 
principle,  staled  without  limitation.  Then, 
indeed,  1  mnst  appear  to  justify  a  second 
part  of  the  urgent  cry  to  which  1  have 
already  alluded;  tlien  it  might  be  said 
that  1  did  propose  to  rob  the  poor  of  their 
rights.  Sir,  1  think,  if  all  admission  to 
our  churches  were  made  dependent  on 
money  payment,  we  should  rob  the  poor 
of  their  rights  ;  which  1  will  never  consent 
to — and,  therefore,  if  there  be  any  who 
impute  such  an  intention  to  me — to  his 
Mmesty's  Ministers — or  to  those  who  may 
support  the  plan  we  propose,  such  persons 
do  us  a  manifest  injustice.  Sir,  I  contend 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government,  on 
the  contrary,  to  provide,  as  far  as  is  prac- 
ticable, seats  for  the  poor;  and  instead 
of  limiting  or  abridging  their  rights,  I  pro- 
pose in  my  Bill  lo  confirm  and  extend 
them.  If  we  were  to  place  the  support 
of  the  fabric  of  the  Church  upon  tha 
system  of  pew-rents,  without  regard  to 
rights  of  the  poor,  or  without  pro- 
<g  adequate  means  of  religions  in- 
tion  to  the  poorer  classes,  1  ssy,  that 
it  would  be  a  vicious  settlement  of  the 
(jaestion.  Therefore,!  utterly  and  entirely 
diaclaim  all  inieution  of  %  ~'^' —  ' 
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vide  exctasively  by  p«w-rents  for  the  sup- 
port or  the  fabric  of  the  Church  ;  reserving 
to  myself,  in  the  further  devetopemeot  of 
xaj  plan,  the  right  of  Buggesting  the 
approprialion  of  pew-renls,  paid  by  the 
rich  for  the  support  of  that  fabric,  and 
thus  extending  the  means  of  religious  in- 
struction to  the  poor. 

Another  plan  (o  which  I  shall  advert 
is  of  a  very  difi'erent  character;  and  this 
is  the  scheme  of  those  who  are  so  surptis- 
iitgly  contented  with  our  vestry  system, 
that  tbey  are  anxious  that  Church-rates 
should  remain  in  their  present  condition, 
and  only  wishing  to  obtain  a  little  addi- 
tional authority  and  control  over  those 
who  vote  the  rates,  namely,  the  persons 
who  are  called  on  to  pay  them.  This  plan 
is  set  forth  in  some  resolutions  entered 
into  al  a  meeting  of  the  Archdeacons  of 
England.  I  entertain  the  deepest  respect 
for  these  geutlemen ;  but  they  will,!  am 
sure,  allow  me  to  comment  freely  upon 
their  opinions,  as  expressed  in  these  reso- 
lutions. One  of  tne  resolutions  is — 
"  That  this  meeting  earnestly  de|>recates 
all  iaterference  nilh  tha  principle  of 
Church-ratesi  being  persuaded  that  no 
other  mode  of  attamiug  the  same  object, 
equally  safe  and  permanent,  can  bede- 
viled." Now,  Sir,  if  there  be  any  force 
in  the  opinion  of  my  noble  Friend — if 
there  be  any  forco  in  the  opinion  of  Lord 
Spencer— or  if  there  be  any  force  in  the 
opinioa  of  the  right  bon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  in  adverting  to 
this  subject,  it  is  impossible  to  acquiesce 
in  this  ecclesiastical  judgment  of  the 
Archdeacons.  Bui,  Sir,  ihia  is  not  all. 
Like  the  postscript  lo  a  lady's  letter,  the 
most  important  part  of  the  communication 
remains  for  the  last.  The  second  resolu- 
tion is—"  That  nothing  more  is  reauired 
than  additional  enactments  for  oelter 
raising  or  malcing  the  rate,  and  for  se- 
curing the  rate-payer  every  possible  satis- 
faction as  to  the  faithful  application  or 
the  money  so  raised."  Now,  Sir,  let  us 
inquire  what  may  be  these  additional 
enactments?  Either  that  power  should 
be  given  to  churchwardens  to  levy  a  rate 
ivithout  the  consent  of  the  vestry;  or  to 
give  to  the  magistrates  at  quarter  Ses- 
sions, the  power  to  impose  a  rate  upon 
pariahes,  without  the  consent  of  the  p^t- 
rishioners.  Neither  proposition  can  be 
maintained,  or  even  tolerated,  for  one  mo- 
ment, let  it  come  from  what  quarter  it 
(»y. 


I  now  proceed  to  another  proposition, 
vrhich  I  approach  with  much  qiore  of  re- 
spect as  well  as  of  doubt  and  hesilatton; 
the  propositions  made  by  Lord  Oreyli 
Government, — the  proposition  made  by 
Lord  Spencer  to  this  House.  I  must  be 
permitted  to  discuss  that  proposition,  and 
state  to  the  Committee  the  reason  why  I 
think  it  is  open  to  objection ;  and  that  the 
House,  though  I  admit  that  it  contained 
an  improvement  of  the  existing  law,  would 
not  now  be  warranted  in  adopting  it. 
Lord  Spencer  proposed  that  a  sum  of 
250,0001.  should  be  voted  by  Parliament 
for  the  porpose  of  maintaining  the  fabric 
of  the  Church.  That  proposition  wai 
submitted  tothe  House.  No  one  proposed, 
distinctly,  to  negative  it,  but  amendments 
were  moved  to  this  effect,—"  That  until  it 
was  shown  that  Uie  funds  of  the  Church 
were  inadequate  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Church,  the  House  was  not  disposed  to 
entertain  the  proposition."  My  noble 
Friend  did  not  persist  in  bis  plan.  Hli 
Majesty's  Oovernnient  feel  the  utmost  re- 
spect, of  course,  fbr  a  fAaa  in  wbkh  so 
many  of  them  fbrroerly  concttrred.  Bvt 
I  shall  take  the  liberty  of  stating  to  the 
House  the  reason  why  I  think  that  propo- 
sition, thongh  good  in  many  lespeeta, 
ought  not  to  be  made,  and  why  another 
and  a  preferable  proposition  ought  to  b^ 
adapted.  In  the  first  place,  tbe  House  Is 
to  recollect  that  the  present  system  of 
church  rates  is  one  which  allows  to  tbe 
parishioners,  in  vestry  assembled,  the 
power  of  saying  aye,  or  no,  to  any  pro- 
position for  a  rate.  It  is,  in  point  of  fact, 
founded  on  the  constitutional  principle  of 
parochial  government.  I  object  to  this, 
not  on  the  ground  of  nay  Injustice,  be- 
cause 1  think  in  all  communitiei  the  ma- 
jority must  bare  a  power  of  governing  on 
such  Bubiecls,  but  because  these  vestry 
meetings  lead,  as  iheyare  calctilated  to  lead 
to  perpetual  discord  and  contest.  Still,  I 
say,  that  if  the  parishes  of  England  heve 
a  Tree  right,  as  at  present  they  have,  to  say 
whether  l,000t  or  500/.  shall  bo  levied 
from  themselves  and  eipended,  I  am  not 
surprised  that  they  should  say,  •'  We 
don't  choose  that  our  money  should  be 
expended  upon  objects  in  which  we  ere  so 
deeply  interested,  without  our  minioB 
having  been  once  asked  upon  it."  That  is 
the  first  objection  which  is  fuiriy  epplicablo 
to  lx>rd  Althorp's  plan.  It  would  deprive 
the  parishes  of  the  control  (hey  now  pos- 
I  sess.  But  there  is  another  ot^ection,  vAiicb 
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I  think  it  more  powerful,  and  to  ray  mind 
appear*  quite  decisive ;  and  I  wiih  my 
noble  Friend,  who  was   a  parly  to  that 

fropoiition,  (o  give  me  bis  attention  while 
■late  thi>  objection.  In  a  publication 
which  has  recently  issued  from  the  pteia, 
in  derence  of  Church-rates, — and  which 
has  obtained  a  ctrculalion  proportionate  to 
the  abilitT  by  which  it  is  characterised, — 
I  6nd  it  stated,  that  in  5,000  parishe*  no 
rales  are  levied,  and  that  more  than  one- 
third  of  the  parishes  of  England  are  free 
from  this  burden.  I  find  it  so  stated,  and, 
though  I  have  no  direct  evidence  of  it,  I 
assume  the  statement  to  be  correct.  But 
I  IcDOw  this  confirmatory  fact, — that,  by 
the  Charity  Commissioners'  Report,  in 
very  many  instances  in  parishes,  there 
does  not  seem  to  be  a  necessity  for  the 
levying  ofany  Church-rates  at  ell,  because, 
in  those  parishes  provision  is  already  made, 
by  the  endowments  of  pious  persons,  for 
the  mainteDBnce  and  erection  of  churches. 
In  the  county  of  Norfolk,  for  instance, 
there  appear  upwards  of  1 00  parishes  that 
have  some  endowments  for  their  churches: 
I  do  not  affirm,  nor  do  I  know  whethei 
those  endowments  are  adequate  ;  but  to 
lake  the  extreme  case  stated,  that  of  5,000 
parishes  in  which  it  is  said  that  there  are 
now  noChurch-ratescollected.and  wherever 
there  may  be  an  existing  adequate  endow- 
Qient,  is  it  fair  to  lex— which  you  do  if 
you  raise  theChurch-iatesfrom  the  gienera] 
taxation  of  the  country. — is  ir  fair  lo  tax 
tlio<e  pariaheA  who  have  funds  adequate 
to  inalnlHin  their  churches — is  it  fair  to 
lax  ihem  for  the  support  of  other  churches 
ill  other  parts  of  the  country  ?  I  contend 
IhHt,  tiiere  being  subsisting  endowments 
in  ininv  parishes  connected  wiih  ihe  ps- 
iHblished  religion  of  ihe  country,  it  is 
uiijuHl,  hrraiise  it  is  prfrlial,  lo  levy  an  in- 
rimin^ite  tiixition  throiitrlioui  Ihe  ki 
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to  ri  <-orpor  ti 
Church  Burgfssen  ;  thut  those  perMins 
wh'i  h-ivc-  DOW  ndeqiMte  funds  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  church  at  ShelHeld, 
Ihat  lh.y  do  niMintain  the  church  at  Shef- 
fi.'l<l,  and  ih»t  all  Church-rates  at  Shefiield 
have  Ceased.  Would  it  not  be  rather  hard, 
in  tlii<  case,  to  say  to  the  inhabitants  of 
"effirlJ,  "You  arc  to  make  a  provision 


places  where  no  such  endowmeiit*  exist  >" 
The  difference  of  religion  in  the  caw  of 
Scotland  and  Ireland  will  give  this  arga- 
meat  additional  force.  It  was  frequently 
asked,  on  the  part  of  Scotland,  when  Lord 
Althorp's  plan  was  brought  forward, — 
"  Why  should  we  be  taxed  for  the  support 
of  the  Episcopal  Church  in  England  ? 
For,  if  funds  for  the  maintenance  of  that 
church  are  taken  from  the  general  taxa- 
tion of  the  country,  you  do,  in  fact,  com- 
pel us  to  aid  in  its  support."  And  I  think 
I  could  recognise  something  of  the  old 
spirit  of  opposition  to  episcopacy  by  whicti 
the  Scottish  covenanters  were  actuated,  in 
the  tone  in  which  some  Gentlemen  echoed 
these  sentiments.  I  say,  then,  of  the  plan 
of  Lord  Spencer,  that,  though  it  was  a 
great  step  in  advance, — though  it  tended 
to  put  a  stop  to  the  pernicious  conflicts 
which  have  so  long  raged  between  Dissen- 
ters anil  Churchmen, — it  was  based  upon  a 
principle  which  I  cannot  admit  to  be  free 
from  all  just  objection.  Nor  were  the  ob- 
jections entertained  to  this  plan  entirely 
confined  to  Dissenters.  I  nod  in  THe 
Qimrterly  Bewnv— a  publication  certainly 
in  no  wise  connected  with  the  dissenting 
body— Ihe  following  observations  :— 

"  If  the  plan  be  adopted  of  upholding  the 
churches  out  of  the  national  purse,  and  the 
repairs  be  charged  ou  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
where  is  the  relief  to  the  Dissenter?  for  the 
principle  by  which  he  >i  nisde — indirectly  lo 
be  sure,  but  mill  substantislty — to  coDlrilral* 
to  the  maintenance  of  a  building  which  he 
never  enters,  is  jusi  in  as  full  force  as  under  % 
system  of  lates." 

I  do  not  concur  in  all  the  arguments 
contAined  in  the  paper  from  which  I  have 
read  an  extract;  but  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  asserting  my  conviction,  that,  by  taking 
the  course  here  alluded  to,  we  should  hut 
have  adopted  a  palliative,  and  a  kind  of 
half  measure,  which  would  not  have  been 
considert-d  as  satisfactory  or  final  by  a 
large  body  of  his  Majesty's  subjects. 

^i^,  I  have  thus  endeavoured  to  prove, 
hat  the  present  slate  of  the  law  is  defec- 
ive;  and.  secondly,  that  the  various  re- 
medies which  have  been  suggested  would 
be  effectual.  I  know  I 
have  occupied  the  House  at  ereal  length ; 
but  I  am  resolved,  even  at  the  hazard  of 
trying  their  patience,  to  omit  nothing 
that  may  recommend  the  plan  that  I  aid 
to  introduce,  or  may  protect  the  sup- 
porters ofihal  plan  from  misrepresentation, 
he  plan  ofhis  Majesty's  Government— 


for  ibe  maiDteuaoce  of  ch  jrchet)  in  «lher  |  the  plan  which  I  am  now  about  to  exptoia 

.;,„  Cockle 


133S  Ckunh-RaUt.  {Mascr  3} 

to  the  House— proposes  to  abolish  Church- 
rates  nllogether ;  not  for  the  purpose  of 
leaving  the  fabric  of  the  Church  unpro- 
Tided  Tor,  bat  with  a  view  of  providing  for 
itfl  Tepair,  and  meintaiaing  it  in  s  manner 
equally  permanent,  equally  fixed,  as  be- 
fore, but  by  a  mode  diflering  from  the  pre- 
sent in  ibis  main  and  essential  distinction, 
that  while  the  present  system  seeks  for  its 
Bupport  through  contests  painful  in  their 
pTOMecotion,  and  doubtrul  in  result — while 
in  levying  rates  it  creates  religious  ani- 
mosity— we  propose  to  maintain  the  fabric 
of  the  Church  without  injury  to  the 
Church  itself,  or  to  any  class  of  persons, 
and  under  a  syslem  by  which  these  heals 
and  anirooities  will  be  extinguished.  Our 
Bill  provides  for  Church-rates  out  ofa  sur- 
plus to  be  created  by  a  belter  management 
of  lands  nbich  are  now  the  properly  of  the 
Church,  and  in  the  bands  of  the  arch- 
bishops, bishops,  deans,  aod  chapters 
throughout  England,  Hon.  Gentlemen 
will  understand  that  I  do  not  propose  to 
touch  the  income,  whether  in  glebe  or 
lithe,  of  any  one  of  the  parochial  clergy 
throughout  England ;  neither  do  I  i 
to  interfere  with  the  settlement  of  thi 
come  of  any  archbishop  or  bishop  as  fixed 
and  regulated  by  the  Bill  of  last  Session. 
and  recommended  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
CominiBsioners.  1  do  not  propose  to  vary 
any  ecclesiastical  arrangement  made,  or 
proposed  to  be  made,  last  year.  My  pro- 
posal is,  that,  out  of  the  lands  in  posses- 
sion of  the  higher  ecclesiastical  corpora- 
tions, means  may  be  provided  for  support- 
ing the  fabric  of  the  Church.  I  think 
that  by  this  means  a  sum  of  250,000'. 
year,  at  the  least,  may  be  secured.  Such 
was  the  amount  proposed  to  be  taken  from 
tlie  Consolidated  Fund,  by  Earl  Spencer. 
If  this  can  be  done  without  injury  to  the 
Church,  I  believe  that  those  who  are 
anxious  for  the  abolition  of  Church-rates 
willt  and  I  know  that  they  ought  to,  be 
content;  and  1  hope  also  to  satisfy  all 
who  are  desirous  to  put  an  end  to  contesli, 
injurious  alike  to  Churchmen  and  Dis- 
■entera — two  classes  who,  notwithstanding 
differences  in  faith  and  discipline,  should 
be  combined  for  the  altainmeot  of  the 
common  object  of  promoting  improve- 
ment, religious,  social,  and  political.  Sir, 
I  propose  to  create  a  commission  for  the 
management  of  (he  Church  estates. 

I  was  sure  that  the  word  "  commission" 
would  be  followed  by  a  cheer  from  the 
gallant  Member  for  Lincoln,— as  I  am 
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sure  that  light  will,  to-morrow,  succeed  to 
the  rising  of  the  sun.  But  let  hon.  Mem* 
bers  bear  a  tittle  more.  I  propose,  that 
there  shall  be  a  commission  for  the 
management  of  the  Church  lands,  to  con- 
sist of  eleven  persons ;  of  these,  five  to 
be  of  high  rank,  ecclesiastical  rank, 
naraely.lbe  Archbishop  of  CanterbuTv,the 
Archbishop  of  York,  ihe  Bishop  of  Lon- 
don, the  Dean  of  St.  Paul's,  and  the 
Dean  of  Westminster;  the  others  to  be 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Depariment  for  the 
time  being,  the  First  Commiasioner  of 
Woods  and  Forests  for  the  lime  b«-ing  [for 
reasons  I  shall  presently  explain),  ^nd.  at 
in  the  Tithe  Bill,  I  propose  thai  therf  be 
three  paid  commissioners,  one  of  ihcm  to 
be  appointed  by  the  Archbishop  of  Can 
terbury,  and  the  two  oihers  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Crown.  Such  is  the  con 
siiiutioo  .  of  the  rommissioo  th  it  I  recom- 
mend. Hon,  Gentlemen  will  observe, 
that  the  object  of  ihe  appointment  of  this 
commission  ia  solely  for  the  management 
of  the  Church  lands.  I  do  not  propose  that 
the  legal  estate  shallbe  transferred  to  them ; 
on  the  contrary,  I  think  the  legal  estate 
should  remain  as  at  present,  hut  that  the 
management  of  the  Church  lands  should, 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Crown  lands,  be 
transferred  to  these  Commissioners-  I 
then  propose  that  the  present  leasing 
powers  or  the  Church  shall  altogether 
cease.  [Hear,  hear.}  Gentlemen  will, 
when  they  have  followed  me  through 
my  arguments,  be  enabled  to  judge 
whether  any  injustice,  either  to  the  Church 
or  to  individuals,  is  intended.  I  need  not 
refer  to  the  present  system  of  leasing--- 
the  power  of  taking  fines — of  granting 
leases  for  lives,  of  leases  for  years,  and  the 
power  which  the  bishops,  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  deans  and  chapters,  possess 
of  granting  concurrent  leases.  All 
these  must  be  familiar  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  may  have  considered  the 
subject;  and,  if  not,  in  the  course  of 
my  address,  the  proposition  I  have  to 
make  will  be  sufficiently  explained.  Thr 
greater  portion  of  the  income  derived  from 
the  Church  lauds  is  raised  by  fines  upon 
the  renewal  of  leases.  The  rents  are,  for 
the  most  part,  fixed,  and  they  constitute 
a  comparatively  small  portion  of  the  in- 
come. The  Church  is  thus  in  the  state 
of  a  person  who  lives  by  raisiug  money 
upon  a  reversion,  which,  where  the  re- 
newola  are  made  as  at  present,  is  decidedly 
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A  unprovuiMtt  of  oil  modei  or  prO'  rent  payable  to  (h«  ComoiiHioners.  Wtien 
owding,  Evanr  hon.  GcDikman,  at  all  [  »aj  a  fixed  rent,  1  mran,  that  when  the 
W^Diunml  with  ibe  world,  muit  know  r«nt  hai  once  been  ascertained,  it  shall 
litit  iucb  ia   eudly  the  conduct  of  a   afterwards  fluctuate  according  to  tbe  *al»e 

Sodtbri/t.  I  propoM,  tberefore,  that  or  corn.  It  may,  thererore,  be  called  « 
■jFltem  of  levying  6nea  (hall  ba  en-  corn  rent,  and  the  flucluations  will  be 
tiwlj  difcODtinued,  and  that  the  present  calculated  upon  the  principle  laid  down  in 
Imiei  be  allowed  to  run  out,  then  to  be  the  Tithe  Act  of  last  Beaaion.  I  propoae 
raneweil  on  certain  conditiooa  in  reference  that  the  Church  lessees  ihaM  be  enabled 
to  their  full  value.  It  wilt  be  aaid,  no  to  purchase  tlie  fee-simple  of  the  land  at 
doubt,  and  aaid  with  juitica,  that  if  my  the  rate  of  twenty>fi*e  years' purchase,  the 
plan  stopped  hers — if  the  measure  which  esisling  leases  bein^  valued  at  tbe  rate  of 
I  have  to  propose  were  limited  to  this  con-  '  four  per  cent.  If,  for  instance,  a  tenant 
dilian  only—a  greet  injuitJce  would  be  has  a  lease  ecjual  to  fourreen  years*  pur- 
douB  to  the  lessees.  They  have,  in  many  chase,  that  interest  shall  be  estimated  at 
eases,  inherited  their  leases  from  their  an-  \  four  per  cent. :  the  difference  between 
eeilora — those  leases  have  been  the  ob-  \  that  sum  and  twenty-five  years'  purchase 
jects  or  morlgage  and  of  family  settle- '  of  tbe  improved  value  of  tbe  fee-simple, 
meots:  and  they,  therefore,  may  be  con-  I  shall  be  toe  amount  the  tenant  will  be 
sidered  to  hold  their  lands  under  a  qualified  '  called  upon  to  pay  for  the  enfranchisement 
species  of  right.  Il  cannot,  of  course,  be  .  of  hrs  land.  Hon.  Members  are  not, 
ooniidcred  asa  strictly  legal  right,  but  one  ,  however,  to  suppose,  that  the  plan  which 
which,  at  least,  entitlea  l^e  lessee  to  some  it  is  mj  duty  to  propose  will  make  it  im- 
equitable  consideration.  Our  Dill  is  I  peralive  upon  every  lessee  to  pay  this 
founded  upon  the  admission  of  such  a:  amount  oF difference  in  actual  money.  In 
principle.  For,  however  great  the  incon- ;  order  to  facilitate  the  transaction,  1  pro- 
veniences which  we  wish  to  remove,  we.  pose  that  the  amount  should  be  commuted 
ought    not,   in   endeavouring   to   remove  |  inio  an  increased  rent,  to  be  added  to  the 


rents  and  fines  which  are  now  payable. 


offer  to  the  tenant  the  entire  enfranchise- 
ment of  his  land — f  offer  to  make  that 
which  is  now  an  uncertain  and  doubtful 
tenure  a  tenure  fixed  and  certain — a  ten- 
ure in  fee  simple— one  which  will  secure 
to  the  Church  not  only  that  which  she 
receives,  but  also  tliat  surplus  upon 


tliem,  to  injure  the  rights  of  individuals. 

The  Bill  which  I  propose  to  introduce 
is  founded  on  the  principle  of  giving  a 
reasonable  consideration  to  the  rights  of 
tbe  present  lessees.  We  not  ooly  propose 
that,  according  to  the  improved  value  of 
the  lease,  the  existing  tenants  of  the 
Church  should  be  entitled  to  a  right  of 

pte-emptLOo,butthat  such  right  should  be|  which  I  confidently  rely  as  a  substitute 
secured  by  allowing  his  renewal  at  6'       *      ' 
per  cent-  below  the  improved  value.     Th 
IS  the  principle  adopted  with  the  tenants  :  life- 
of  Crown  lands ;  and  I  propose,  with  re-      "" 
speot  to  the  tenants  of  the  Church,  to  give 
them  the  same  advantage.     But  I  am  far 
from  satisfied  with  this— I  do  not  think 
it  fully  meets  the  equity  of  the  case.     If 
we  merely  continued  the  system  of  leases, 
I  think  a  great  portion  of  our  duty  would 
Btill  be  unperformed.     Any  one  who  has 
seen — not  only  in  agricultural   districts, 
but  in  large  cities — the  course  of  improve- 
ment   which   is    interrupted,    and    great 
national  undeitakings  checked,  by  the  un- 
certainty of  church   leases,  must  admit 
that  we  could  not  be  satisfied  with  tbe  re- 
gulations to  which  I  have  alluded.     I  pro- 
pose, therefore,  to  give'  the  existing  tenant 
not  only  the  pre-emption  of  the  lease,  but 
the  power  of  purchasing  the  fee-simple  of 
th«  Church  esute,  subject  to  an  iacreased 


for  the  present  church-rates.  Tliere  will 
Iso  be  clauEca  to  enable  persona  who  are 
to  mise  tnoney,  as  well  as  to 
'ffecl  the  exchange  of  lands.  By  these 
clauses  the  life-renters  will  have  power  to 
exchange  Church  lands  for  others  which 
may  be  more  suitable  to  their  views  and 
enjoyments.  Sir,  in  cases  in  which  per- 
sons being  sub-lessees  hold  leases  under  a 
covenant  of  perpetual  renewal,  or  renewal 
toties  quotiei,  their  rights  will  also  be  re- 
garded, and  their  interests  will  be  K^a- 
lated  as  in  the  case  in  dealing  with  the 
sub-lessees  of  Crown  estates-  Tbe  sub- 
lessee will  have  the  power  of  appearing 
before  the  Commissioners,  of  proving  bis 
interest  in  the  land,  and  obtaining  from 
them  such  decision  as  the  justice  of  the 
case  may  demand. 

Sir,  1  have  already  stateO,  that,  by  mj 
plan,  tbe  rights  of  the  present  dignitaries 
will  Bot  be  at  all  afiecled ;  and,  in  ordV 
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to  pT&riAe  more  eipectall;  for  such  ciwes, 
we  propose,  that  ir  a  btshop  plea«ea, 
maj  continue  to  keep  np  his  receipts 
under  the  present  nitem  of  fines  and 
rents.  There  is  nothing;  in  the  Bill  to 
(tretent  his  continuing  that  practice,  so  fai 
as  he  h  concerned ;  though  we  hops  he 
may  Bnd  it  more  to  his  adrantage  to  ac- 
cept the  provisions  of  this  Bilt  at  once. 
But  the  moment  that  ibe  present  incum- 
bents' interest  ceases,  their  saccessora  will 
come  nbfolutelj  under  the  provision  of  the 
Act.  Sir,  I  believe  that  the  funds  which 
the  Bill  prorides  will  be  <vore  than 
qsate  for  all  the  purposes  for  which  this 
is  intended.  It  is  our  intention,  by  the 
Bill  we  are  about  to  introduce,  to  enact 
that  the  surplos,  after  paying  the  presen< 
fines  to  the  bishops  and  ecclesiastics,  ant 
after  providing,  in  addition,  for  the  charg« 
of  church-rates,  shall  form  a  reserve 
fund,  and  shall  be  applicable  to  the  en- 
dowment of  small  livmgs.  Next,  I  have 
already  stated  that  in  many  parishes  there 
exist  local  funds  applicable  to  the  repairs 
oTcburches.  I  am  decidedly  of  opinion 
that  these  funds  ought  to  be  brought 
norfer  the  consideration  of  the  Commis- 
siooera  intrusted  with  the  administration 
of  the  Church  estates.  Those  funds  we 
accordingly  propose  to  bring  under  the 
control  of  the  Commissioners,  though  not 
to  vest  them  in  their  hands.  I  have 
omitted  to  state  that  the  commission  to 
which  I  have  alluded  will  be  charged  with 
the  primary  duty  of  paying  over  to  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  as  at  pre- 
sent constituted,  the  sum  of  350,000;. 
per  annum,  to  provide  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  Church,  the  amount  of  the 
existing  fines.  Another  source  of  income 
which  will  be  brought  under  Ihe  notice  of 
the  Comraissiooers  will  be  the  pen-rents. 
I  am  very  far  from  being  desirous  of  limit- 
ing the  attendBDCe  of  the  people  on  ibe 
service  of  the  Established  Church,  to 
those  who  will  pay  a  sum  of  money  for 
their  sittings.  Nothing  can,  in  my  mind, 
be  more  unjust,  nothing  more  injurious, 
and,  therefore,  nothing  deserving  to  be 
more  strongly  deprecated.  It  would  be 
most  improper  to  raise,  between  the 
poorer  classes  and  their  religious  duties, 
obstacles  of  this  description.  Dul,  un- 
doubtedly, where  pew-rents  have  been  re- 
ceived,— and  in  all  cases  where  they  can 
jastly  be  demanded  from  the  rich,  they 
ought  to  be  received,— they  should  be 
tnployed  for  the  support  of  the  Chnrcb. 
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This  is  already  the  cue  in  many  'parlshosi 
of  the  metropolis.  In  the  pariah  of  St. ' 
James,  the  pew-rents  produce  a  sum  fully 
adequate  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
Church  ;  and  the  church-rates  in  that 
parish  have  consequently  ceased  lo  be 
collected.  There  are  many  other  parishes 
in  which  a  liinilat  practice  prevails,  t 
propose  intrusting  the  management  of 
these  pew-rents,  first  to  a  committee 
elected  by  the  pew-renters  themselfes, 
reporting  to  the  bishop  and  the  commis- 
sioners :  the  former  will  be  enabled  to  taka 
care  that  these  pew-rents  shall  not  be  col- 
lected in  the  parish,  unless  upon  the 
condition  that  free  sittings  shall  be  pro' 
vided  for  the  poor  on  a  scale  more  liberal 
than  the  present,  I  know  not  whether 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  have 
been  takiog  notes,  may  be  inclined  to 
quarrel  with  me  on  this  subject:  they 
may  possibly  object  on  the  ground  that 
they  consider  the  levy  of  such  rents  un- 
just in  all  cases ;  but  they  certainly  can- 
not, with  any  pretension  to  troth  and 
fairness,  find  objection  on  the  score  that 
we  Ifave  the  wants  of  the  poor  unprovided 
for:  on  the  contrary,  it  is  of  the  very 
essence  of  the  Bill  that  a  proviMon  sbonld 
be  made  for  the  accommodation  of  the 
poor,  and  a  provision  far  larger  than  that 
which  at  present  exists.  The  Bill  wilt 
enact  that  (he  minister  and  churchwardens, 
with  the  consent  of  the  bishop,  shall 
reserve,  at  the  least,  one  fifth  part  of  the 
seals  as  free  for  the  poor ;  and  if  the 
snme  have  been  usually  let  previously, 
then  one  third,  as  if  the  church  had  been 
erected  under  the  Church-building  Acts  ; 
or  one  half,  if  pews  have  not  been  usually 
let  before.  As  !  observed  in  the  outset,' 
it  has  been  imputed  to  me,  and  to  those 
with  whom  I  act,  that  we  are  disposed  to 
rob  the  poor  of  their  rights.  The  House 
will  now,  I  think,  be  satisfied  that  this 
accusation  is  most  unfounded.  I  feel 
that  I  am  compelled  to  press  this  point, 
because  there  is  none  upon  which  a  strong 
feeling  can  be  more  easily,  nor,  if  true,  be 
more  justly  excited.  The  provision  which 
it  is  proposed  to  introduce  into  this  Bill 
upon  the  subject  of  free  sittings  in  the 
churches,  is.  I  believe,  of  a  larger  and 
more  liberal  nature  ihan  that  which  at 
present  exists  ;  and  if  the  only  difference 
whii'h  subsists  between  hon.  Members  and 
myself  lias  relation  to  the  subject  of 
extending  a  greater  degree  of  accommoda- 
tion to  the  poor,  I  do  not  believe  (hat  Aej 
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en  jDStly  qtiBTrel  uracil  on  thii  icore. 
They  will  find  me,  upon  this  lubject,  at 
mil  events,  reedy  to  carry  my  priDciple  as 
fer  Bi  ihey  may  detire.  It  i>  also 
propoaed  by  the  Bill  which  I  (hall  aek 
kmre  to  introduce,  that  the  whole  of 
the  preaent  >ytiem  of  visitation 
fee*,  and  fees  upon  the  swearing  in  of 
(A  arch  warden  8,  shall  be  abolished.  In 
thie  mpect  my  proposition  Is  the  same  as 
that  of  Earl  Spencer,  For  my  part,  1 
eannot  see  how  any  benefit  can  possibly 
be  derived  from  the  perpetuation  of  the 
present  foolish  system  of  swearing  in 
charch  wardens  I  when  all  that  is  required 
may  be  done  without  expense,  either 
before  magistrates  or  neighbonriug  surra- 
gates  :  and,  by  the  alteration  I  propose, 
a  saving  of  from  150,000/.  to  180,000f. 
per  annum  will  at  once  be  effected. 

I  now  proceed  to  a  point  of  very  con- 
siderable importance.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
mast  be  aware  that  a  very  large  debt  has 
been  already  contracted  on  the  security  of 
the  Church-rates.  Public  and  private 
money,  both  to  a  very  great  extent  has 
been  advanced.  How  is  this  to  be  pro- 
vided for?  I  must  say,  as  one  most 
friendly  to  the  reform  of  the  existing 
system  of  Church-rates — I  will  say,  as  one 
feeling  deeply  convinced  of  the  necessity 
of  maintaining  the  Established  Church, — 
that  it  would  be  unjust  to  seek  to  attain 
these  objects,  however  useful,  by  proposing 
that  a  debt,  contracted  under  the  sanclion 
of  the  ordinary  laws  of  the  land,  and 
ivarranted  by  Acts  of  Parliament,  should 
be  in  any  the  slightest  degree  affected  or 
impaired  in  its  security  of  repayment. 
Well,  then.  Sir,  as  by  my  Bill  there  will 
be  an  end  put  to  Church-rates  absolutely 
for  the  folure,  it  will  be  necessary  that 
the  whole  amount  of  debt  already  incurred 
by  the  parishes  should  be  secured  on  the 
parochial  rates.  It  would  not  be  just 
that  we  should  relieve  property  from  en- 
gagements already  contracted.  Those 
aebts  should  still  be  made  good  out  of  the 
funds,  and  by  the  persons  by  v.hom  thev 
9re  now  owing.  I  will  not  bring  forfrard 
»  proposition  founded  on  any  other  prin- 
ciple; I  should  shrink  from  mskjag  any 
which  I  believed  to  be  practically  unjust, 
or  which  contained  within  itselT  the  ele- 
ments of  iojustice.  It  would  he  surely 
most  unjust  to  transfer  to  one  man's 
ahouldersa  burthen  contracted  by  another. 
The  parties  who  now  owe  this  debt,  are  the 
pftT^es  whs  ai«  bound  to  pay  it. 


Sir,  it  is  now  necescary  to  stsite,  foe  ills 

satisfaction  of  the    Committee,  that,  oat 
of  the  income  of  archbishops  and  bishops 
and    other     ecclesiastical      fuoctioDorie^ 
which  amonota  to  54I,OO0/.j  my  meoiiire 
only  affects  (hat  portion    which  is  repr^ 
sented  by  fines,  and     which    amounts  lo 
260,0001.    1  do  not  mean  to    dimioiah,  in 
any  degree,  the  actual  receipts  of  any  one 
archbishop,  bishop,  dean,  or  other  digni- 
tary.    I  have  already  alluded  to  the  mode 
by  which  I  expect  lo  obtain  an  adequaU 
surplus;  and,  to  make  a  subject  which  is 
conplicated  in    itself  somewhat  more  in- 
telligible, I  shall  explain    it    by  an  illai- 
tration.     My  object  will  be  to  prove,  ibsl 
the  Committee  may  rely  on  obtaining  an 
increased  revenue  of  250,000/.  by  the  in- 
troduction   of  an    improved  ayatem    o( 
managiog  the  estates  of  the  Church.    Id 
the  first  place,  I  shall  be   asked  on  wiut 
authority  my  reasonings  rest.     I  cannot 
hesitate  to  name  my  authority,  more  par' 
ticularly  when  I  can  refer  to  a  geatlenOta 
for  whom  1  have  a  great  respect  and  re- 
gard, and  to  whose  o£Bcial   assistanoc^  oo 
the  present  and  on  former  occasions,  1  owe 
great  obligation.   I  mean  Mr.  Finlayson— 
a  gentleman  whose  authority  will  not  be 
objected  to  on  either  side  r  indeed,  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  when  boo.  Cren- 
tlemen  wished  to  oppose  our  Irish  Church 
Bill,  the  authority  of  Mr.  f  iolayaon  wo^ 
to  them,  all  and  every  thing.     His  calcu- 
lations were  laid  upon  the    table  of  the 
House,  and  they  endeavoured  to  prove, 
front  the  conclusions  to  which  they  led, 
that  our  proposition  was  indefensible.  Mr. 
Finlayson  is  the  authority  to  which  f  now 
appeal.     As  the  question  is   eu  abstruse 
one,  1  shall  rather  state  Mr.  Fialayson's 
conclusions,  than  endeavour  to  follow  bis 
reasoning  in   much  detail;  but,  as  1  ani 
bound  to  prove  that  this  sum  of  350,0001. 
can   be  obtained   in  the  way  I  lafgMt, 
those  who  are  prepared  to  oppose,  or  to 
support,  my  plan  are  equally  interested  in 
giving  me  their  attention.     I  shsUcome  to 
the  result  without  goiug  throueh  all  (he 
calculations.     The  point  to  be  discovered 
by    Mr.    Finlayson    was — the    improved 
rental  of  the  Church  lands.     Tbis  w»s  to 
be  inferred  from  the  value  of  the  fines  re- 
ceived; the  average  subsisting  terns  ;w>d 
the  rate  of  interest  allowed  to  the  lessees 
on  renewal.     From  these  elements  tbs 
renUl  is  inferred.     Now,  taking  thelsiK> 
for  lives  and  the  leases  for  years  ugeibti, 
the  Kveiage  subsittiog  term  mvj  rad}  be 
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Mtimaled  at  twenty-four  years ;  the  aver- 
age rate  of  interest  allowed  upon  renewals 
may  be  asanmed  at  Beren  per  cent. :  the 
amonnt  of  fines  is  260,360/.  From  these 
data  the  deduced  rental  would,  I  feelcon- 
&dent,  be  consideTabl;  within  the  mark ; 
and  I  am  salisGed  that  the  fullest  investi- 
gation would  conGrm  this  supposition. 

The  computations  to  which  I  am  about 
to  refer  are  founded  on  the  best  data 
within  my  reach,  and  will,  I  am  convinced, 
be  fully  confirmed  by  the  actual  facts.  I 
have  endeavoured  to  ascertain  the  real 
valne  of  this  property  of  the  Church  from 
the  following  elements ;  tlie  amount  of 
fines  received ;  the  average  dnration  of 
the  subsistioe  terms ;  and  the  rate  of  in- 
terest allowed  to  the  Chnrch  lessees.  Re- 
sults deduced  from  thence,  by  a  close  and 
scientific  inquiry,  have  afterwards  been 
brought  to  a  test  derived  from  the  actual 
examination  of  Church  leases  in  particular 
dioceses;  and  the  comparison  has  given  a 
complete  confinnatioa  to  the  theoretical 
discovery.  The  fines  received  are  as 
follow  :— 


£360,631 

These  fines  are  calculated  to  be  distri- 
buted in  the  following  proportion : — 
Fines  on  lives  .  .  150,671 

Fines  on  terms  of  yean        ,        109,960 

£360,631 

Now  I  am  inclined  to  estimate  the  sub* 
sisting  leases  as  leading  to  the  following 
results:— 

Veara. 
Average  subsisting  leases  for  lives  .  29'6 
Average  snbsinting  leases  for  yean  .  15-7 
giving  a  general  average  of  twenty-fonr 
years.  1  aasnme  the  average  rate  of  in- 
terest allowed  at  seven  per  cent. ;  I  believe 
that  the  closest  investigation  would  bear 
out  this  hypothesis  :  and  from  these  facts 
Mr.  Finiayson  is  enabled  to  deduce  the 
value  of  the  rental  of  these  estates.  That 
rental  may  be  assumed  to  be,  at  the  very 
least,  1,323,000/.;  and  in  stating  this 
amount  I  feel  satisfied,  from  Mr. 
Finlaysou's  calculation,  that  I  am  placing 
the  estimate  very  considerably  below  the 
mark;  but  even  at  this  rental  I  can  show 
Tint  n  my  probaUe  aurplu.    Aunmmg 


the  total  renUl  to  be  1,333,0002.  ml^Mt 
to  the  existing  term  of  twenty-four  yeara, 
that  sum  will  be  represented  by  an  annuity 
of  the  amount  stated, deferred  for  twenty- 
four  years.  This  deferred  annuity,  tomad 
into  an  annuity  in  possession,  will  be 
equal  to  .516,000/.,  and  the  amount  wilt 
consequently  stand  as  follows  :— 

Immediate  income         •         ,    £516^000 
Dedact  ibe  fines  .  961,000 


being  5,000/.  a  year  more  than  is  required 
for  my  immediate  objecL  This  operatton 
may  be  wholly  effected,  as  1  anticipate,  by 
the  sale  of  the  reversions  to  the  tenants  at 
the  rate  of  twenty-five  years'  purchase; 
valuing  the  subsisting  terms  at  the  same 
rate,  by  allowing  interest  at  four  per  cent. 
But  it  will  be  a^ked  roe  how  I  can. feel 
certain  that  the  tenants  will  purchase? 
Sir,  roy  conviction  arise  from  my  belief 
that  it  will  be  the  tenants'  interest  to  do 
so.  Let  me  entreat  the  leaseholders  to 
consider  the  proposition  which  I  make 
Ihem.  I  propose  that,  on  he  conditions 
1  have  Btsted,  they  shall  be  permit  ed  to 
convert  their  present  most  uncertain  and 
unsatisfactory  tenure  into  a  fee-simple 
title,  subject  to  a  perpetual  rent.  I  have 
stated  the  compuled  rental  at  1,333,000/., 
subject  to  theannualGnesof26],000/.  The 
tenants'  existing  interest  during  the  present 
leases  would  therefore  be  1,062,000/.  Sup- 
posing that  the  increased  commuted  rental 
amounted,  as  has  been  shown,  to  516,000/., 
the  tenants'  perpetual  interest  would 
amount  to  807,000r.  But  what  is  the 
actual  valne  of  the  terminable  interest  in 
the  perpetual  estate  ?  From  the  best  in> 
quiry  I  have  made,  I  am  led  to  conclude 
that  the  highest  average  value  of  these 
church  leases  cannot  be  taken  at  more 
than  twenty-one  years'  purchase.  Now, 
a  net  renUl  of  1,062,000/.  at  twenty-one 
years'  purchase  amounts  to  22,302,000/^ 
But  the  perpetuity  of  807,000/.  held  in 
fee-simple  may  be  valued  at  thirty  yeara^ 
purchase:  807,000/.  at  thirty  years'  par* 
chase  amounts  to  24,310,000/.  Thus  it 
would  appear  that  although  the  tenants 
should  lose  in  income,  their  gain  in  ex* 
changeable  value  would'  amount  to 
1,350,000/.  These  figures  are  taken  as 
aSbrding  the  best  illustration  of  my  prin- 
ciple ;  and  the  practical  result  will,  I  feel 
convinced,  bear  out  the  reasoning.  'Tbongli 
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of  the  land ;  and  that,  by  the  mortgage 
of  these  landi,  tDoney  had  been  borrowed, 
and  secunties  given,  for  the  fortuneB  of 
children  and  the  jointures  of  wive*.  This 
mcfDorial  is  signed  by  the  Duke  of 
MartboroDgh,  and  the  Duchess  of  Dorset, 
Lord  Esseic,  the  Duke  of  Leeds,  Lord 
Bftlcarrss,  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  and 
many  other  persons  of  influence  and  im- 
portance. I  mention  this  to  show  that  a 
memorial  more  entitled  to  nllention,  from 
the  names  affiiced  to  it,  is  seldom  addressed 
to  the  Treasury.  But  to  what  did  that 
memorial  leadT  Did  it  lead  to  the  result 
of  aetthig  aside  the  arrangements  of  Mr. 
Pitt?  On  the  contrary,  these  arrange- 
ments were  persevered  in  ;  and  the  result 
has  been  the  extraordinary  improvement 
of  the  Crown  lands,  as,  under  the  new 
system,  those  who  possessed  the  property 
as  tenants,  acquired  a  far  more  permanent 
tenure  than  they  had  formerly  enjoyed. 
It  may  be  well  to  mention,  before  I  pats 
to  another  subject,  that  in  this  memorial 
the  parties  state  that  the  terms  imposed 
upon  the  Crown  lessees  are  so  very  hard 
that  the  lessees  will  never  acquiesce.  Now, 
I  have  had  (he  curiosity  to  obtain  a  return 
of  the  number  of  persons  who  signed  this 
petition,  the  number  of  the  Crown  tenants 
mterested,  and  the  number  of  those  who 
afterwards  renewed  on  the  terms  of  Mr. 
Pitt  From  this  account  I  deduce  the  fol- 
lowing curious  result ; — there  were  eighty- 
five  lessees  represented  by  the  memori- 
alists; and  those  who  refused  to  renew, 
amounted.to  the  small  number  of  fifteen 
only.  F i fly-one  renewed ;  and  the  eighteen 
remaining  were  only  prevented  from  re- 
newing solely  because  their  lands  were 
taken  for  public  uses.  1  have,  therefore, 
ia  my  favour  the  authority  of  the  Legisla- 
ture m  the  steps  taken  deliberately  for  the 
more  prodnctive  management  and  im- 
provement of  Crown  lands  ;  and  I  have  a 
proof  that  this  step  was  taken  without  real 
prejudice  to  the  Crown  lessees  themselves. 
But,  in  addition  to  the  terms  granted  by 
Mr.  Pilt,  I  propose  to  the  Church  lessees 
the  more  important  advantage  of  pur- 
basing  their  larads  at  a  fixed  and  advan- 
tageous rale. 

Now,  Sir,  I  shall  endeavour  to  bring 
my  conclndmg  observations  within  as  nar- 
row a  compass  as  is  practicable.  I  have 
first  sought  to  prove,  that  the  present  state 
of  the  law  is  wholly  mdefeniible.  I  have 
endeavoured  to  show,  that  various  remedies 
ban  been  nggested  to  nhicfa  objectiDuB, 


more  or  lets  powerful,  exist.  I  have  cn< 
deavoured  to  describe  to  the  House  tb* 
nature  of  the  remedy  which  I  propose; 
and  i  have  finally  proved  that  my  propo- 
sition comes  recommended,  not  only  by 
reason,  but  by  precedent  and  authority.  I 
am  not  one  to  undervalue  the  rights  ofthv 
Church  in  this  matter, — far  from  it.  Bat 
will  hon.  Gentlemen  carry  their  opposition 
so  far  as  to  say  that  the  Churcn,  in  re- 
ference 10  its  temporal  interests,  is  to  be 
considered  as  being  more  aacred  and  in- 
violable than  the  Crown  7  Will  hon. 
Gentlemen  say,  that  the  lessees  of  the 
Church  are  entitled  to  more  con- 
sideration than  the  lessees  of  the 
Crown?  Surely,  both  stand  precisely 
on  the  same  footing.  Hie  Church  pro> 
perty  I  view  in  the  same  light  as  I  view 
the  Crown  property.  The  Church  lessees 
I  consider  in  the  same  condition  as  the 
Crown  leisees.  And  if  this  be  so,  we 
then  have  got  the  authority  of  the  Legis- 
lature in  favour  of  my  proposition.  We 
are  entitled  to  say,  that  our  remedial 
measures  are  adapted  lo  the  nature  of  the 
case,  and  are  supported  by  the  highest 
precedent.  Are  we  not  entitled,  there- 
fore, to  claim  a  fair  consideration  for  our 
measure;  and,  above  all,  are  we  treated 
justly  if  ii  he  denounced  as  adverse  to 
the  Church  ?  I  know  that,  when  any  one 
from  Ibis  side  of  the  House  expresses  his 
attachment  to  the  Established  Church, 
there  is  too  frequently  a  disposition  mani- 
fested by  our  opponents  to  signify  their 
distrust  of  that  declaration.  Sir,  it  will 
be  for  this  measure  to  speak  for  itself.  It 
will  be  for  hon.  Gentlemen  lo  weigh  well 
the  probable  consequences  of  this  mea- 
sure. 

1  well  know  the  difliculty  as  well  as  the 
importance  of  all  Church  snbjects  at  the 
present  time.  I  feel  the  difijculty  and 
danger  of  approaching  ibem.  So  far  back 
as  the  year  1237,  one  of  our  ancient  sta- 
tutes begins  by  a  solemn  warning,  circum- 
spect^ agatis,  in  rebui  tangentibvi  JEpit- 
copum.  If  this  warning  was  necessary  six 
centuries  since,  it  is  at  the  least  as  neces- 
sary in  1837,  in  reference  to  the  politics 
of  our  times ;  because,  if  any  person,  and 
more  especially  a  Whig,  presumes  to 
tooch  this  subject,  except  with  the  greatest 
circumspection  and  care,  be  is  exposed  to 
be  stigmatised  as  an  enemy  to  the  Churcb, 
and  as  one  who  wishei  to  overthrow  that 
Establishraeot.  I  aawrt  that,  thongb  all 
will  be  benefitted,  H  ie  ihe  Cbvrcb  tlwt 
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win  derive  the  greatest  advantage  from  the 
profioaed  anaage»eBt.  Is  it  nothing 
that  rest  and  peace  sboold  be  given 
to  the  Cbarch  t  Is  it  nothing  to  the 
Cbnrch  of  England  (bat  a  time  iboald 
arrire  when  there  ihaQ  be  no  more  i^Tcbese 
anasai  Meetings,  at  wbicb  diacord  and 
■trife  pndoninate,  and  at  which  theolo- 
gKal  acperitiea  are  embittered  by  a  anion 
with  qneations  of  money  pnymenta  t  I 
think  all  theological  controveraiea  are  dan. 
geroos  when  they  are  not  approached  in 
the  ipirit  of  moderatioD  and  charity.  Bat 
if  yoa  seek  to  add  to  that  danger  in  the 
case  of  any  particolar  chnrcfa,  bind  np 
yoor  tbeok^^I  art^ment  with  the  impo- 
sition nf  taxation ;  select  as  the  place  of 
discnssion  a  popnlar  meeting,  to  which  all 
parties  are  freely  admitted.    Continne  thi^ 

Sitem  if  yoo  with  to  endanger,  and 
lally  to  overthrow,  any  inatttotion,  how- 
ftver  Mcred.  Continne  this  system  ir^nn 
wi^  to  pervert  all  Christian  charity  mto 
hatred  and  fanatical  malignity.  If  anch 
be  yoar  object,  perpetuate  a  system  of 
distraction,  which  it  is  the  object  of  my 
Bill  to  destroy. 

Again,  I  contend,  tbe  Chnrch  wonid 
haven  faitber  and  roost  essential  benefit 
from  my  proposition.  The  management 
of  these  lands  would  be  taken  out  of  tbe 
bands  of  the  Bishops  and  other  dignitaries ; 
and  every  thing  which  tends  to  raise  the 
character  of  the  heads  of  the  Church  roust 
improve  the  condition,  and  extend  the 
niefulaess  of  the  parochial  clergy  also. 
1  wish  to  touch  this  part  of  the  subject 
very  lightly  ;  but,  have  we  never  heard  of 
•uspicions  that  proceedings  occur  with  re- 

Erd  to  lines  and  renewals  of  Church 
ises,  which  lower  the  clergy  of  this 
country  in  public  estimation  ?  Does  not 
the  mode  in  which  the  bargains  have  been 
•truck, — and  further,  does  not  the  power 
which  a  joung  bishop,  or  young  digni- 
tary, possesses,  of  running  his  life  against 
the  interest  of  the  lease, — do  not  these 
causes  introduce  a  collusion  and  a  jealousy 
far  from  being  useful  or  creditable  to  all 
parties  ?  I  find  the  foIlowiD|  passage  in 
this  pamphlet  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Sydney 
Smith,  to  which  I  have  already  referred, 
The  author  is  discussing  the  mode  in  which 
the  patronage  of  Bishops  is  disposed  of : — 

"  llie  worst  esse  is  that  of  a  supeiatinusied 
Ushop.  Here  the  prefennent  is  given  swsy, 
airf  must  be  given  away,  by  wives  and  daugfa- 
tan,  or  by  sons,  nlterlj  unacqoainted  with 
ffcdHlMlical  mattertj  and    the   poor   dying 
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nature  of  papers,  the  coalenls   of  whidt  be  is 

otterij  nnable  to  comprehend.'* 

If  this  be  trae  with  respect  to  tbe 
chnrch  patronage  of  bisbopv,  is  it  not 
eqnall;  trne  with  respect  10  the  grant  of 
ecclesiastical  leases?  Will  not  a  {Jan 
which  pats  the  leasing  power  of  the  Bishops 
upon  a  better  principle,  and  removes  from 
our  prelates — I  will  not  say  all  tempta- 
tion, but — all  suspicion, — will  not  such  a 
plan  be  eminently  beneficial  to  the  Cborch? 
Farther,  if  there  be  an  advant^e  in  this 
to  tbe  bishops,  I  hambly  contend  there  n 
also  an  enormous  ben^t  to  tbe  lessees. 
Let  it  not  be  asserted,  for  tbe  purpose  of 
raising  so  argument  here — or  let  it  not  be 
said  elsewhere,  for  the  purpose  of  raising 
obstacles  to  the  passing  of  this  Bill — that 
the  Chnrch  lessee  has  a  defined,  legal, 
tenant  right  of  renewal,  capable  of  enforce- 
ment, and  one  for  which  he  is  entitled  to 
claim  compensation.  He  has  no  such  right 
— be  stands  precisely  in  tbe  same  position 
with  the  Crown  lessee.  Though  afmost 
afraid  of  the  charge  of  pedantry  and  pre- 
sumption in  venturing  to  quote  a  high 
legal  aathority,  I  must  ask  peimtsstoD  to 
refer  to  the  observations  of  Mr.  Butler,  in 
his  edition  of  Coke  upon  Littleton,  upon 
the  qnestioo  of  tenant  rights,  as  bearing 
on  this  subject.  Mr.  Butler  obserre* 
that— 

"  Tlie  favour  which  is  shown  to  old  tenants, 
by  grsDling  them  a  renewal  of  th^r  leues, 
preferably  to  a  stranger,  has  given  Ihem,  a 
the  eye  of  the  law,  an  interest  beyond  thor 
subsisting  term,  and  this  interest  is  generally 
termed  their  tenant  right  of  renewal.  TUt  is 
perlicniarly  applicable  to  leases  from  the 
Crown,  from  tbe  Church,  from  College^ 
or  from  other  Corporations.  These  dream- 
stances  have  produced  what  is  called  tenant 
right.  Attempts  have  been  made  to  eMabUA 
an  obligation  id  landlords  to  renew,  bat  they 
have  not  succeeded.  Tbe  renewal,  iberefere, 
is  still  a  matter  of  favour  and  of  chance  ;  bnt  s 
so  far  valuable,  that  it  enhances  the  price  of  the 
properly  on  sales." 

How,  then,  can  that  be  cootidered  m 
right  which,  in  the  words  of  Mr.  BatJer,  w 
thus  left  to  "  favour  and  chance  V  I  will 
■ay,  further,  that  those  who  are  intereated 
in  ecclesiaatical  leases  well  know  to  what 
they  are  now  exposed,  and  to  what  tb^ 
are  only  compelled  to  submit.  They 
know  not  only  the  amount  of  renemls, 
but  the  charge  of  fees ;  and  ibey  know, 
to  their  ooit,  that  every  lease  is  a  matter 
of  heavy  coits,  payablo  to  tbe  seeretaiiei 
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so  pootly  endotred,  and  who  hod  a  heavy* 
subsidy  to  furnish, — if  they  were  ditabha 
from  providing  for  their  old  and  faithfal 
servants,  by  graatiDg  them  leases  in  re> 
version.  Bot  the  chief  ground  on  which 
this  Gentleman  opposed  the  Bill  was  the 
following: — 


and  officers  of  the  bishops.  All  this  will 
be  necessarily  abolished  under  the  pro- 
posed Bill.  Tbey  will  also  have  the  power 
of  exchanging  Church  lands  for  other  lands 
of  equal  value,  a  power  which  at  present 
tb^  do  not  possess. 

In  anticipation  of  some  of  the  objections 
which  may  be  urged  on  the  part  of  the 
lessees,  I  ask  permission  of  the  Committee 
to  read  an  instructive  passage  from  i 
speech  which  was  delivered  upon  this  sub' 
ject  in  the  House  of  Commons,  so  long 
since  as  the  year  1600  ;  which  may  give 
to  the  shrewdness  of  modem  times  some 
aid  from  what  is  called  the  "  wisdom  of 
oar  ancestors."  A  Bill  was  Introduced  in 
the  reign  of  Elbabeth,  to  prevent  bishops 
from  giving  leases  in  reversion,  until  within 
three  years  of  the  expiration  of  the  exist- 
iag  tenure.  A  country  gentleman  then 
stood  up,  as  country  gentlemen  may  now 
do,  and  opposed  the  Bill,  contending,  that 
it  would  be  prejudicial  to  the  Church,  to 
the  bishops,  and  to  their  tenants.  His 
ai^ument  was  to  the  following  effect : — 
.."This  Act  would  be  prejudicial  both  to  the 
Ushop  present,  and  the  successor,  and  Iheir 
servants,  and  to  the  bishop's  own  farmers  and 
tmnnl*.  To  the  bishop  present,  in  tbe  main- 
tenance of  his  estate,  which  cometh  only 
by  continual  fines;  which,  if  they  he  taken 
away,  then  are  ihey  not  able  to  maintain  that 
hospitality,  or  keep  that  retinue  either  belong- 
in;;  to  their  place,  or  ansnerable  to  their 
litin;;;  for  consider  the  revenue  of  the  greatest 
bisfaopin  England,  itisbnt  2,300i.  pernDnam'' 
Observe,  the  greatest  income  then  enjoy- 
ed bya  Bishop  was  2,2001.  ayear  [Colonel 
S6(A«rp.— That  was  200  years  ago.]  Very 
well.  But  this  is  not  all ;  let  me  proceed. 
This  gentleman  thus  continued  : — 

"  Whereof  he  payeth  for  annual  subsidy  to 
the  Queen  5001.  per  annum." 

Now,  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  by 
his  remark,  implied,  that  the  income  of 
2,200/.  was  at  that  time,  equal  to  what 
the  income  of  a  bishop  is  at  present. 
rColor.el  Siblkorp.—ViKat !)  The  hon. 
Member  agrees  with  me.  Very  well.  But 
}f  he  contends  that  the  income  of  the 
bishops  should  be  raised  in  reference  to 
the  altered  value  of  money,  he  cannot  ob- 
ject to  raise  the  nominal  amount  of  the 
subsidy  on  the  same  principle,  and  in  the 
tame  proportion.  What  bishop  now  pays 
one  fifth  of  his  income  as  a  subsidy  to  the 
State?  The  speech  from  which  I  have 
quoted,  goes  on  to  ai^ue,  that  it  would  be 
A  great  hardship  if  the  bishops,  who  were 


"  And  what  damage  we  shall  doholh  to  the 
bishop  and  to  his  successor,  his  revenue  being  so 
beneficial  to  her  Majesty,  I  refer  to  all  your 
judgments.  To  the  successor  it  most  needs 
he  more  hurtful;  for,  when  be  Aral  cometh 
in,  he  payeth  first  fruits,  and  yet  is  not  allowed 
to  make  his  benefit  by  fines,  which  all  bishops' 
farmers  are  contented  to  do,  so  that  he  is  cast 
one  whole  year's  revenue  behind  hand ;  and, 
perhaps,  hath  no  power,  neither  to  make 
leases  in  twelve  or  sixteen  years.  This,  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  be  a  caase  to  induce  the  mi- 
ntstera  of  the  word  not  to  seek  bishopries, 
whereby  we  may  bring  the  clergy  both  to 
poverty  and  contempt,  from  which  they 
have  ever  been  carefully  defended  and  pro- 
vided for,  even  by  the  roost  ancient  statntes 
and  laws  of  this  realm  now  extant.  Hurtful  it 
is  to  their  servants,  for  this  may  be  every  man's 
case.  We  know  many  good  gentlemen's  sons 
served  bishops ;  and  how  can  they  reward  their 
long  and  faithfat  service,  but  only  by  meana 
of  granting  over  of  these  tines,  or  some  other 
means  out  of  the  spiritual  functions.  But  this 
Act  is  good  foi  the  courtier  j  but  I  mast  speak 
no  more  of  that.  Lastly,  Mr.  Speaker,  myself 
am  farmer  to  a  bishop ;  and  I  speak  this  as 
in  my  own  case,  (on  my  knowledge)  tor 
the  House;  that  it  is  ordinary  upon  every 
grant,  after  four  or  five  years  ever  to  fine  and 
take  a  new  lease.  But,  I  refer  it  to  the  consi* 
deration  of  the  House  to  do  their  pteasures 
herein;  only  this  I  certify,  that  I  have  the 
copy  of  the  Bill  the  last  Parliament  exhibited 
to  this  purpose,  which  I  having  compared,  to- 
gether with  the  present  Bill,  do  find  them  to 
be,  word  for  word,  alt  one;  and  that  was  re' 
jected ; — and  so,  I  doubt  not,  if  the  reasons 
be  well  weighed,  bat  this  will  have  the  like 

Thus  it  appears,  that  it  was  not  be- 
cause the  interests  of  the  Church,  or  be- 
cause the  principles  of  public  justice, 
woold  be  compromised  by  the  Bill,  that 
this  good  Mem1>er  of  Parliament  opposed 
it,  but  because  he  was  the  fanner  of  a 
bishop. — [Hear!  hear.']  I  am  lejoiced 
that  hon.  Gentlemen,  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  cheer  this  suggestion;  they,  there- 
fore, disavow  an  opposition  which  rests  oa 
these  selfish  grounds.  Those  who  say,  that 
the  whole  of  this  property  should  belong 
to  the  Church,  and  those  who  maintain 
that  it  should  be  the  property  of  the  les- 
see, unite  in  their  cheers.  But  if  there 
be  any  who  maintain  that  this  reveruon* 
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•ry  vRlue  »  tbe  propeTty  of  tbe  Church, 
then  they  ought  to  take  it  from  the  le>< 
leei;  and  if  the  lessees  bare  a  legal  right 
ta  keep  it  foe  tbeinieWes,  thea  they  must 
aatUDitewilh  their  opponenli  to  give  it 
(0  the  Cburch.  Therefore  I  may  have 
tome  chance  of  the  votes  of  each  of  these 
cheerers  against  tlie  others;  and  thev  may 
iopport  me  in  sanctioning  a  vote  for  the 
application  of  their  funds  to  provide  for 
Church-rates;  but  they  cannot,  with  any 
consistency,  confederate  together.  Let 
not  those  who  vrish  to  get  this  property 
for  the  Church,  and  thoM  «ho  wish  to 
regain  it  for  the  lessee,  unite ;  for  it  can- 
not, without  a  miracle,  be  applied  to  these 
two  and  opposite  objects. 

The  right  bon.  Gentleman  opposite 
cheers  me.  Sir,  this  brings  me  to  consider 
whether  it  can  be  argued  that  this  surplus 
does  or  does  not  belong  to  the  Church, 
Sir,  I  maintain,  that  it  does  not  belong 
to  the  Church,  but  that  it  does  belong  to 
the  State,  though  I  only  couleod  for  its 
application  to  a  strictly  ecclesiastical  use,  I 
ban  an  authority  to  that  effect  on  my 
side,  and  I  entraat  tbe  aUaatioD  of  the 
Coaimittee  to  this  authority.  I  call  your 
attention  to  this  authority,  in  order  that 
I  may  protect  mvself  and  the  Government 
from  the  accusation  that  we  are  sanction- 
ing or  recommending  any  misapplication 
of  Church  property.  My  first  authority 
may  not  have  weight  with  Gentlemen 
opposite,  but  it  is  one  on  ivfaicb  we  at 
this  side  rely,—  it  is  the  authority  of  Lord 
Spencer.  The  case  we  seelt  to  make  out 
is  this;~tbat  when  we  give,  by  law,  a 
new  value  to  Cburch  lands,  we  acquire  a 
right  to  apply  the  funds  derived  from-this 
new  value  to  such  purposes  as  tbe  Legis- 
lature may  sanction.  I  have  the  authority 
of  Lord  Spencer  for  this.  That  noble 
Lord  in  1833,  in  introducing jhe  measure 
relative  to  the  CUurch  of  Ireland,  said, — 
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"  Even  those  who  declared  thai  it  is  unjust 
and  iini.roper  lo  inlerrere  with  ihe  revenues  of 
the  Church  wilt  agree  with  me,  that  if  by  the 
Act  or  Parliament  which  wilt  be  introduced, 
on  this  sulgeet,  any  new  value  is  given  to  be- 
nefices, that  new  value,  so  created,  would 
not  properly  belong  lo  llie  Churcb  j  and  what- 
ever is  raised  by  il  may  be  immediately  appro- 
friated  to  the  exigencies  of  the  Slate 
feel,  tberefore,  that  (hose  gentlemen  who 
object  10  any  interference  with  Church  pro- 
perty will  fully  and  readily  agree  to  this  pro- 
position. If,  therefore,  as  1  have  already  ob. 
•erred,  an  increased  value  will  be  created  by 
Ih*  Bontemplated  Act  of  Pariiameal,  lliert  1 


have  a  right  to  assmne  that  that  increaMd 
value  canolba  claimed  by  tbe  Cburch.  I  ther». 
fore  feel  that  even  those  individuab  who  object 
to  the  interference  with  Church  properlT, 
the  appropriation  of  it 


ever  additional  proceeds  are  realised  by  tbe 
new  lyatem,  may  be  applied  to  such  purposes 
as  Parliament  may  thinV  fit." 

'  But,  Sir,  this  is  not  the  only  authority 
to  which  I  can  appeal  on  this  aubject. 
I  am  entitled  to  claim  that  of  my  noble 
Friend  opposite,  also  (Lord  Stanley). 
Nay,  he  goes  beyond  what  I  contend  for. 
My  proposition  does  not  imply  that  you 
are  authorised  to  apply  the  incieaaed  value 
to  the  purposes  of  the  State  generally.  1 
only  ask  the  House  to  affirm  that  it  may 
be  applied  to  the  purposes  of  Church- 
rates, — that  is,  to  an  admitted  ecclesiat- 
iLcal  purpose.  My  noble  Friend  has  gone 
further :  he  maintains  tbe  doctrine,  that 
the  surplus  may  be  applied,  without  limi- 
tation, to  tbe  uses  of  the  State.  Then  lei 
it  not  be  said,  that  my  planinteifeTeawitb, 
and  is  inimical  to  the  interests  or  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Establishment;  for  it  U 
founded  on  prifcipleB  more  moderate 
and  limited  than  the  principles  of  my 
noble  Friend,  whose  attachment  to  the 
Established  Church  has  never  been  ques- 
tioned. My  noble  Friend,  in  propoiiog 
the  Irish  Church  Temporalities  Act,  pro- 
posed to  increase  the  value  of  Church 
property,  but  he  also  proposed  to  devote 
the  increased  value  to  state  purposes; 
whereas  we  propose  to  devote  it  to  pur- 
poses that  are  definite  as  veil  as  ecclesi- 
aslical  :— 

■■  What  ii  it  we  propose  f  That  the  land 
shall  remain  charged  with  a  certain  corn-rent; 
and  thai  the  tenaot  shall  have  no  power,  nor 
tbe  Bishop  either,  to  alter  that  arrangement. 
The  tenant  shall  pay  a  regular  sum — a  larger 
sum — the  amount  to  be  calculated  by  a  pubLc 
accounlant.  To  whom,  then,  shall  be  the 
benefit  of  this  psyment  1  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Tamworlh  tajs,  '  to 
the  Church,'  I  say,  <  lo  the  SuU.' " 

"  Why  do  I  say  that  this  is  applicable  to 
iba  State?  Wtial  is  the  preseol  value  of 
Church  property  i  Tlie  Bishop,  by  tbe  con- 
ditioos  which  you— the  Suie— have  imposed 
upon  him,  and  on  which  he  holds  his  land, 
cannot  grant  a  lease  for  a  longer  period  than 
tweniy-one  years.  The  lease,  subject  to  this 
condition,  if  brought  into  the  market,  is  worih 
aboni  twelve  years  and  a  half  purchase.  Ven 
pass  an  Act  viiich  increasea  Iha  value  of  those 
leuse^K  -lie  extant  of  seven,  eight,  or,  il  nay 
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lie,  nine  yem'  pureha^e.  Whatertr  th«  in- 
creased vtlue  >a,  you  give  it  to  ilie  Ctinrcti. 
Sba  does  not  possess  it  without  the  Act  of  the 
Legislature;  and  1  ask  if  you,  bv  your  Act, 
give  an  increased  value  to  Church  property ; 
fas  the  Church  any  right,  or  can  she  have  any 
claim,  to  say, — '  It  is  to  me  you  must  pay  this 
increased  value,  which  my  property  never  had, 
and  never  could  have  had,  but  by  your  ActP 
I  say,  it  is  perTeclly  consistent  with  the  prin- 
ciple that  the  revenue  of  the  Church  ought  not 
to  be  appropriated  tn  other  purposes,  that  you 
should  appropriate  to  secular,  or  any  other 
purposes,  the  increased  value  you  now  give 
to  Church  property,  convertible  into  pounds, 
shillings,  and  pence,  which  it  never  vrould 
have  beeo  without  your  own  Act." 

I  say,  il  is  not  competent  for  mjr  noble 
Friend  to  object  to  the  principle  on  which 
we  act.  He  may  not  ag;refrin  our  plan, — 
he  is  not  bound  to  assent  to  it;  but  then 
he  is  not  at  liberty  to  say  that  we  violate 
any  principle,  when  proposing  to  increase 
the  value  of  Church  lands.  We  propose 
to  appropriate  the  new  funila,  not  to  the 
State,  but  to  the  Cliurch.  "  The  bishops," 
the  noble  Lord  then  truly  asserted,  "  can- 
not grant  leases  for  more  than  twenty-one 
^  ^ears,  the  value  of  wl|ich  lease  is  about 
twelve  and  a  balfyears'  purchase.  If  you 
pass  an  Act,  which  increases  the  value  of 
the  leases  to  the  extern  of  eight  or  nine 
years,  are  you  to  give  that  increased  value 
to  the  Church :  or  should  you  not,  rather, 
when  by  an  Act  of  the  Legislature,  you 
increase  the  value,  give  the  benefit  of  it  to 
the  State,  by  applying  it  lo  secular  pur- 
poses?" I  cIo  not  use  the  high  name,  and 
the  great  authority  of  my  noble  Friend, 
for  the  purpose  of  throwing  any  difficulty 
in  his  way.  I  admit  there  is  a  difference 
between  the  two  cases  of  England  and 
fretand,  and  no  doubt,  I  shall  be  lold  so. 
Let  us  hear  that  argument  when  the 
Irish  Church  Bill  come*  under  consider- 
ation. I  repeat,  I  do  not  use  the  high 
nansfl  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  the  weight 
of  bis  authority,  for  the  purpose  or  em- 
barrassing him  1  but  to  meet  the  charge 
end  the  invective  directed  against  us  out 
of  doors,  and  the  suggestion  that  we  are 
actnnted  by  a  spirit  prejudicial  to  the  £s> 
tablished  Church.  1  contend,  on  the  con- 
tiary,  that  we  seek  to  apply  this  properly 
to  what  is  strictly  an  ecclesiast  cal  pur- 
pose. Now,  in  the  discnssion  to  which  I 
allude,  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworth,  said,  he  would  not 
object  to  appropriate  a  part  of  the  revenues 
of  the  Church  lo  what  were  strictly  eccle- 
litMticalpurpOKSi  and  bead  milted,  further, 


that  the  repair  of  the  Church  is  an  eccle- 
siastical use.  I,  therefore,  have  the  ati- 
thority  of  both  my  noble  Friend  and  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  for  my  line  of  argu- 
ment. I  am  reluctant  to  refer  to  historical 
facts,  or  to  detain  the  House  by  quoting 
from  antiquarian  authorities;  but  to  those 
who  love  unttquity,  I  say,  look  to  the 
origin  of  Church-rates,  Even  so  late  as 
the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth,  when  funds 
were  required  for  the  repair  of  St.  Paul's 
Cathedral, — what  was  done?  Why  the 
Queen,  at  once,  had  recourse  to  the 
clergy,  and,  by  imposing  a  heavy  tax- 
ation upon  the  Church,  she  produced 
funds,  and  laid  down  the  principle  that 
the  ecclesiastical  estates  might  jnstly  be 
made  to  contribute  to  the  repairs  of  the 
fabric.  The  account  of  the  transaction  is 
as  follows : — 

"In  the  year  1561  a  fire  happened  in  St. 
Paul's  Cathedral,  which  burnt  down  the  lofty 
spire,  and  otherwise  damaged  the  edifice.  The 
Queen,  Elizabeth,  resolved  to  have  the  dama)^ 
speedily  repaired ;  and  what  steps  did  ^e 
Queen  take  to  effect  this  ebjeet  ?  ■  Beinfr,' 
as  Siiype  observe*,  '  dkUKh  worii,  she  raok- 
oned  the  bishops  and  clergy  would  eapaeUlly 
be  contributors  thereto.'  She  sent  a  latter, 
therefore,  to  the  archbishop,  '  that  he  should 
consult  with  the  bishops  of  his  province,  and 
the  chief  or  the  clergy,  to  devise  among  ihem 
some  convenient  way  for  collecting  money 
from  them  for  that  use.'  The  archbiihop  ac- 
cordingly issued  his  order  to  ihs  bishop  of 
London,  and  the  other  Bishops  of  bis  pro- 
vince, '  that  they  should  contribute  the  twen- 
tieth part  of  their  promotions  in  the  diocese  of 
London,  and  the  thirtieth  part  elsewhere,  with 
the  exception  of  stipendiary  caraies,  and  be- 
neiiced  men,  exempt  by  statute  from  first 
fruits,  unless  Ihey  should  be  brought  to  con- 
tribute by  good  persuasion  of  the  Bishops, 
and  to  pay  one  fortieth.'  Some  of  the  cta^ 
being  backward  with  their  payments,  Qu*«n 
Eliiabeth's  council  issued  a  letter  to  the  arch- 
bishop, desiring  him  to  collect  the  arrears,  and 
informing  him  that  'further  orders'  would  be 
taken  if  the  clergy  should  refuse  to  pay.  Sod) 
was  ihs  mode  adopted  by  Queen  Elisabeth 
for  repairing  St.  Paul's." 

Again  in  the  time  ol  Charles  3nd.,  many 
of  the  leases  of  Church  lands  having 
been  allowed  to  expire  in  the  time  of  the 
Commonwealth,  and  a  vast  sum  by  way 
of  fines,  being  due,  and  most  undoabtedly 
the  properly  of  the  clergy  of  that  day, 
a  course  somewhat  similar  was  taken. 
The  Church  had  an  undoubted  right  to 
these  Goes  in  law  and  justice— the  lessees, 
too,  were  fairly  enliiLed  lo  be  considered 
io  the  renewal  cH*  their  letHt.    But  wa*. 
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88  come  from  DisseDthtg  bodies,  are  enti- 
tled to  less  veight  than  if  they  came  from 
tnembeTB  of  the  Establishment.  But  the 
prayer  of  those  petitions  I  find  to  be  aup* 
ported  by  an  authority  of  the  most  un- 
questionable orthodoxy — the  authority  of 
one  of  the  dignitaries  of  the  Church- 
a  divine  of  great  learning,  and  great  em  i 
nence,  in  the  University,  of  which  he  was 
a  member  and  an  ornament.  I  allude  to 
the  late  Dr.  Barton,  canon  of  Christ 
Church,  and  Regius  Professor  in  the 
University  of  Osfoid.  His  words  and 
arguments  are  most  emphatic,  and,  indeed, 
they  warrant  conclusions  going  far  beyond 
my  resolutions.  The  following  is  an  t 
tract  from  bis  "  Thoughts  on  the  Sepai 


tion  of  Church  and  State :  "■ 

"  If  a  person  is  not  a  member  of  the 
Church  of  Enstand,  I  can  hardly  tbiok 
right  to  malie  him  pay  tor  the  repair  of  the 
fobric,  or  for  any  of  the  appeodagei  of  a 
ship  in  which  he  takes  no  part.  I  am  a 
that  there  is  a  practical  difficulty  in  admitting 
this  doctrine;  because,  when  the  churchwarden 
goes  to  collect  the  rate,  it  holds  out  a  peco- 
□iajj  iaducement  to  ere^  person  to  say  that 
he  is  not  a  member  of  the  Church  of  Bogtand,' 
and  thus,  not  only  will  many  parish  churches 
go  without  repair,  but  hundreds  and  thousands 
of  persons  may  be  tempted  lo  tell  a  falsehood 
in  a  matter  of  religion:  i(  will,  in  fact,  be 
man's  interest  (in  a  worldly  sense)  to  attend  i 
place  of  public  worship.  I  hsTe  someiim 
thought,  that  the  Legislature  might  reasonably 
call  upon  every  person  in  the  country,  who  ii 
DOW  liable  to  be  rated  to  church  and  poor,  to 
pay  a  small  annual  rate  (and  it  need  be  but 
very  small)  to  the  maintenance  of  some  pli 
of  public  worship.  It  would  hardly  be  intole- 
rant in  a  Christian  Legislature  to  require  thai 
every  person  in  the  country  should  dec!: 
himself  to  belong  to  some  form  of  Christiani , 
Id  parishes  where  there  are  no  Dissenters,  the 
whole  of  this  rale  would  be  expended, 
for  the  repair  of  the  parish  church,  or 
connected  with  the  ritual  of  the  Church  of 
England.  In  parishes  where  there  are  several 
sects,  the  money  would  be  divided  in  propor- 
tion to  the  relative  members  belonging  to  each 
sect  I  and  it  might  be  made  imperative  upon 
each  sect,  as  upon  the  Church  of  England,  lo 
appoint  some  reiponaible  officer,  who  should 


sidered  hy  others;  but,  at  all  eveols,  the  pay- 
men!  of  Church-rates  by  Dissenters  ought  to  be 
abolished.    If  they  feel  the  payment  to  be  a 

grievance,  it  is  one." 


I  have,  therefore,  the  authority  of  the 
Regius  Professor  of  Oxford  for  the  course 
I  am  pursuing. 

I  will  just  say  one  word,  in  explanation, 
before  I  sit  down.  If  the  alternative  I 
propose  should  fail,  viz.— if  the  lessees 
should  decline  to  convet  their  tenures 
into  perpetuities,  or  if  that  conversion 
sbonld  produce  a  sum  below  my  estimate, 
this  contingency  is  provided  for  by  another 
mode  of  raising  money.  In  such  event, 
though  I  do  not  anticipate  its  occnirence, 
I  propose  that  we  should  have  the  power 
of  advancing  from  the  Treasury,  upon  the 
security  of  the  Church  lands,  repayable 
out  of  the  produceof  these  Charcn  lands, 
on  the  same  principle  on  which  advances 
are  frequently  made  to  other  public  bodies 
for  public  purposes.     These  advances,  if 


this  power  will  ever  be  exercised.  I  do 
not  believe  it  will  be  found  necessary  to 
resort  to  such  collateral  security  ;  but  X 
know  perfectly  well  how  our  proposition 
would  be  dealt  with  if  I  had  not  proposed 
this  collateral  security.  I  know  it  woold 
have  been  said — "  All  your  calculations 
are  matter  of  doubt  and  uncertainty — 
we  cannot  rely  upon  the  realisation  of  the 
increased  fund  you  promise  us — we  shall 
leave  the  support  of  the  Church  depend.- 
ent  upon  a  mere  contingency."  I  think 
1  have  proved  to  demonstration,  that  the 
propose'd  Bill  would  supply  the  means  of 
meeting  every  necessity  ;  yet,  to  obviate 
all  cavil  and  objection,  if  it  should  become 
requisite  to  make  an  advance  from  the 
Treasury,  to  give  effect  to  a  measure 
formed  for  the  purpose  of  giving  peace  to 
the  country,  and  security  to  the  Church, 
it  is  but  right  that  such  an  application  of 
the  resouroes  of  the  State  should  be  sanc- 
tioned—should be  adopted. 

I  thank  the  House  most  sincerely  for 
flij.  oHPQtion  they  have  given  me.  I  know 
tement  I  have  made  has  been  ex- 
long  and  tedious.  But  I  have 
;h  to  explain.  I  have  endeavoured 
3  that  explanation  as  intelligible 
libly  could.  It  has  been  with  the 
i  only  of  convincing  the  Commit- 
for  the  further  purpose  of  avoiding 
eption  out  of  doors,  that  I  have 
it  necessary  to  go  thus  fully  into 
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ibe  wpmenL    It,  bj  »aj  ttart  at  niM,  I  alica ;  and  I  ifaall  iwrlilf  hf  aaee  mmk 
t   CM   prcreot  k.  I  vill   not  aOcm  boa. '  banUy  atMl  nraoUy  ihwHMg  Ac  Hmm 

GtBtieMM  who  ara  mcImmI  lo  wppsrt '  for  the  rsr  kiad  lattinrr  m  wfakb  ithnfa 
ac — I  willaot  alio*  Vf  CkiUea^vn  ia  the  |  tCDcd  ta  mtt;  aadbr  nipdiliag  fe— a 
OooermDMtt — ts  be  opea  to  tbe  impwta'  I  bope,  ihat  a  candid  i»iwiai*iii«  af  my 
tien,  that  tbe  pbn  «bkb  I  bare  beeo  propotiiioB  laaj  prv*e  to  the  two  partes 
twihot'nfA  to  iDinMlurc,  rfiati  be  rttpoa.  i  wbow  iotereait  and  fcriiogi  naai  Ik  c 


hiffh  I 


liatd  a«  a  ptao  of  peraoo*  who  ceek 
tfeprira  God  of  bit  honour,  or  the  poor 
of  theif  riBtiit."  The  tneixure  U  r.-aMded 
on  the  mott  ronscteotiou*  regard  to  tl.e 
impTPCti  of  religion.  !  ha»e  il.j»n  to 
the  D'm^t'pr  that  it  will  pvc  him  a  h'A 
aitd  pffl-ttua!  ri-liff;  and  I  bsTc  (IK.WD  to 
the  peraont  «bo  hate  lent  ibeir  mooeT. 
On  the  «-curii<r  of  Chnrch-ratet,  that  li.eir 
ri^ht  will  be  froiect4-d,  and  their  claims 
adeqaaleljr  cecured.  I  hope  that  I  bj*e 
done  ail  (hi*,  bat,  to  do  it,  it  hat  been 
tMceaaary  to  fortify  mTaelf  with  maoj 
luthoritiei — to  refer  to  tbe  former 
It  and  naoiei  of  Oeolleaiea  op- 
poacd  to  me.  I  never  allude  tonaamaad 
opiniona  for  tbe  purpose  of  taunt  or  TitD- 
wratioa  ;  I  have  made  tbete  referencca 
for  the  purpote  of  aopporling  tov  owa 
argooMDt  bj  tbe  weigbtof  tbeir  aiitbarit;, 
■nd  the  argiumeotji  tbey  have  advanced. 
Would  that  f  raigbt  hope  we  could  ap- 
proach Ibb  aobject  without  the  biaa  of 
contenlioua  or  party  feeling — woald  that 
tt  might  be  coniidered  linpl;  on  it*  owa 
merits  I 

Sir,  I  do  not  quarrel  with  the  courae 
■uftgeated  the  other  night,  by  the  right 
bon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth  ; 
I  rather  rejoice  that  the  iu(;ge«tion  waa 
made  bj  him.  It  has  been  readily  adopted 
bjRie.  I  rejoice,  after  ihe  retolution  iliall 
have  been  read,  and  the eiplaaaiion  given, 
that  the  people  will  have  an  opportuDiiy 
of  examining;  tbeir  detaili.  I  think  the 
Interval  that  mutt  elapae,  will  prevent  a 
cry  from  bein;  raised,  luggeiting  either, 
that  we  have  forgoiten  the  fair  claimt  of 
the  leiieei,  or  that  we  have  forgotten  the 
permanent  intereitg  of  the  Church  ittelf; 
—that  we  have  undervalued  the  petinona 
of  thsDiuenten,  or  overlooked  ourobli- 

Silioni  to  the  established  clergy.  Under 
iwe  circumatancea,  1  rejoice  that  time 
will  be  afforded  for  the  full  coniideration 
of  thii  important  queation.  I  kuow  that 
it  may  be  difficult  to  follow  a  atatement 
like  mine,  even  if  it  had  been  recom- 
mended by  powera  superior  to  those  I 
possess.  It  embraces  a  vast  variety  of 
ttatlar,  on  which  no  ban.  Member  could 
vissly  pladga  hinialf  without  fulkonsidar' 


siilered,  that  il  i)  the  earnest  decifc  of  kii 
Majesty's  Go*ernncnt.  if  it  be  iwfgsaiMa 
lo  produce  b'.tceeo  Churchmen  and  Dia 
seotert  t'.e  "  ontiv  of  tbe  sptrit,"  ikal  b 
mav  at  leiitt  combine  ib^  hj  tbe  **  baad 

1  cj-.t'udi  Ifv  iDOTiBg  tbe  « 
tbe  let  .lution  I  'bold  in  my  band.  ' 

The  Cli'oiriaan  then  pat  the  n 
as  fi^llowt : — *•  That  it  ia  tbe  c 
CotDsuttee,  tbat  for 
nainlenaoce  of  parochial  chntrba 
and  diapeli  in  England  and  Walea,  and 
the  due  celcbratiaa  of  divrne  wonfcm 
therein,  a  permaoeot  and  adeqaate  pran* 
tion  be  made  out  of  an  incTMMd  valae 
given  to  Charch  land*,  by  the  iutrodve^ 
tion  of  a  new  ayaleai  of  KanageBient,aiid 
by  the  applicalioo  of  tho  pnceeda  of  pew- 
reata;  the  eolleotion  of  CSiarcb-^mtes 
ceasing  altogether,  from  a  day  to  be  de- 
termined by  law  :  and  thai,  in  order  to 
facilitate,  and  give  early  effect  to  this  reto- 
lution, the  Commisiiooera  of  hi*  Miyetty'a 
Treasury  be  auiboriced  to  make  advances 
on  the  tecarity,  and  repayable  out  of  the 
produce,  of  such  Church  lands." 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  meant  to  do  where 
parishes  were  in  debt  J  He  underatood  tha 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  tay,  that  the  abo- 
lition of  Church-rates  ahonid  take  place 
from  a  certain  day,  but  tbat  where  pariabee 
were  in  debt  the  same  rates  as  those  now 
in  force  were  to  be  Continued. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequtr  said, 
lhat  where  parislie*  were  in  debt,  those 
deltts  must  be  paid  out  of  a  parochial  rata 
to  be  levied  till  they  are  fully  liqnidated. 

The  ^<(or)iey-Ocn«ra/beg^d  leave  to 
•ay  that,  In  the  event  ofa  [rarish  being  in 
debt,  it  was  not  a  voluntary  payment ;  but 
it  was  a  compulsory  payment  on  a  man- 
damus being  grontcd,  upon  application  to 
the  Court  of  King's  Bench.  The  parish 
authorities  had  the  power  to  levy  a  ntleto 
pay  that  debt.  This  case,  however,  was 
widely  differeni  from  lhat  ofa  Church-rate, 
which  could  not  be  imposed  but  by  a  vo- 
luntary proceeding;  because  unless  the 
majority  of  the  rate-payen  approved  of  it 
it  could  not  be  lavkd. 
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Sir  StAtrt  Ingtia  said,  that  after  thi 
manner  is  which  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  had  been  enoitcil  and  suitained 
bjp  the  speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  wu  cer- 
tain that  no  Member  could  riie  on  the 
pment  occasion  under  circumitancei  of 
greater  diiBdrantage  than  himself.  Though 
be  did  not  approve  of  the  pluo  of  his  Ma- 

{asty's  Oovernment  now  propounded  b; 
lis  rr^t  hon.  Fiiend,  it  would  be  more 
satisfBctOTj  to  him  in  the  first  place  lo 
■tkte  Che  points  on  which  he  agreed  with 
his  right  hon.  Friend  opposite.  He  con- 
curred with  bis  right  hon.  Friend  in  four 
of  the  propositions  he  had  laid  down  this 
night  lo  the  Committee.  He  must  reverse 
their  order,  snd  come  first  lo  deal  with  the 
last  point  urged  b;  his  right  hon.  Friend. 
His  right  hon.  Friend's  last  propositioh 
was,  that  under  no  circumatances  would  he 
consent  to  a  separation  in  this  country  be- 
tween Church  and  State.  In  that  senti- 
ment he  most  fully  and  completely  con- 
curred ;  but  il  otight  not  to  be  lost  eight 
of,  that  much  of  the  arguments  brought 
forward  by  the  Dissenters  against  the 
present  system  of  Church-rates  might  be 
Uid  to  be  founded  on  the  existing  con- 
nexion between  the  Church  and  the  State. 
He  therefore  was  glad  to  have  the  authority 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  pledged  as 
strongly  as  any  man  could  pledge  himself, 
that  he  would  not  consent  to  any  separa- 
tion. The  next  point  to  which  his  right 
hon.  Friend  adverted  was,  that  under  no 
circumsianees  would  he  ever  consent  to 
what  was  popularly  called  the  voluntary 
principle.  In  this  declaration  he  also  re- 
joiced. The  third  proposition  was  one  in 
which  he  felt  that  tlegree  of  interest  which 
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appealing  to  him  upon  it.  The  proposition 
was,  that  be  never  would  consent  to  any 
measure  which  would  deprive  the  poor  of 
access  to  the  religion  of  their  conntry. 
There  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  touched 
on  a  point  deeply  interesting  to  the  poorer 
classes  of  the  community,  who,  because 
the  gospel  was  preached  to  them,  valued 
the  religion  or  the  land  of  their  birth. 
The  fourth  proposition  of  bis  right  hon. 
Friend  was,  the  immense  Importance  of 
the  sutject—a  subject  on  which  he  stated 
that  he  almost  forgot  himself  in  its  consi- 
deration. He  would  not  use  that  expres- 
sion in  the  way  of  taunt  to  his  right  hoo- 
Friend,  but  there  hud  been  those  now  Con- 
meted  *ilb  his  Majesty's  Qovtrameat 


who  had  not  only  forgotten  tbenadvea, 
but  had  also  forgotten  their  own  previoaa 
afguments.  His  right  hon.  Friend  bad 
said,  that  be  would  first  consider  the  evils 
of  the  existing  syaiem  of  Church-rates, 
and  that  be  would  then  state  the  proposed 
remedies  for  those  evils.  Now,  though 
he  admitted  that  those  evils  were  undeni* 
able,  yet  ho  was  not  prepared  to  recom- 
mend the  doctrio*  propounded  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend — a  doctrine  most  haasrd* 
ous  in  principle  snd  calculated  to  ba 
destructive  of  all  Government.  The  prin* 
law  until  the  law 


cipte  of  resisting  the  1 
should  yield  was  not  new,  though  it  had 
a  most  injurious  tendency.  And  yet  such 
was  the  lubstHnce  of  the  argument  of  hts 
right  hon.  Friend,  who  had  instanced  tb« 
augmented  numbers  of  the  opponents  oflh* 
existing  system,  as  an  argument  in  favour 
Dflheproposedchange,  ought  his  right  hoM. 
Friend  not,  rather  than  sogive  way,  say  that 
BO  long  as  the  law  existn  so  long  shall  it  b« 
enforcediSndthereforebiSright  hon.  Friend 
had  no  right  to  Aaka  the  resistance  of  iho 
law  a  ground  for  its  repeal.  The  csia  «t 
Sheffield,  with  its  endowed  ecGlesiastical 
corporation,  had  been  cited  by  the  right 
hon,  ibeCbaBcellorofths  Exchequer,  but 
might  well  be  removed  from  the  arguments 
he  had  adduced,  for  ha  would  ask  his 
right  hon.  Friend  whether  out  of  the  whols 
population  one  person  in  a  hundred  had 
refused  tha  payment  of  Church-rates  t  Yet 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  not  merely  asked 
the  legislature  to  abandon  ihe  law,  but  U 
repeal  it.  If  the  ecclesiastical  report 
which  had  been  cited  was  worth  anytbinf, 
it  was  worth  double  the  value  which  tbil 
right  bon.  Oentleman  had  placed  upon  itj 
forit  not  only  showed  the  evils  on  which  lb« 
right  hon.  Oentleman  relied,  but  also  tba 
remedies  tO  which  he  had  avoided  any 
allusion.  But  the  great  question  was, 
not  the  detail  of  the  plan  now  laid  befer* 
the  House,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentlemas 
had  stated  that  bon.  Members  could  ttoi 
now  be  expected  to  meet  him  on  those 
details.  He  had  claimed  a  right  to  b» 
judged  by  his  actions,  and  not  by  anV 
prejudice  raised  out  of  doors— he  had 
prayed  that  he  might  not  be  met  by  th% 
cry  of"  The  Church  in  danger."  Now  hs 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  to 
read  the  petitions  presented  againK 
Church-rates  by  those  whose  opinions  b« 
professed  to  respect— he  asked  him  if  ihw 
did  not  slate  their  objections  tn  a  Chufck 
Eitabli^hment,  ud  h«  irovld  s)h  kik  hi* 
SS3 
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>■ -b>iM.>...^  -A-^^f  C4r^^.tfc'  ■  payCaoreb-nt£s,(boaldn},diatklth(M^ 
noi  x.r».«t«>"  uwt' .>-Jo>;i^  DM  «mtc>«ace  woald  not  preTent  hi^ 
'  M  '{mMt'AM!  ••.'■.  v./-jL'r/^  p«jiag  bb  rent,  yet  it  wooU  not  allow  U^ 
■ft  -.^tt  utuvmt.-ji  '.-.x-'.-n^**,  \o  pay  the  Charcb-raUi ?  He  believed 
ihu  DO  faon.  CeotlemaD,  nbether  Chsrcb- 
K««it  Tm*  v^'>'-a  ia  (',»(  p'ifl'-'ple  Man  or  DiMCDter,  wonld  defeod  avdi  tt 
courM  at  tbat.  Let  them  object  if  tber 
pleased  10  cbDrcb>ratei  or  to  titbes  <n 
political  grounds,  and  be  believed  tW 
objectorf  to  the  latter  were  fewer  tk^ 
thoie  who  objected  to  tbe  former;  but  let 
Ihem  not,  whatever  objections  ibey  an^tn 
orge  a^intt  the  one  or  tbe  otber,  pia 
those  objectioDR  on  the  grotiiMl  of  askii^ 
for  a  relief  on  tbe  score  of  conscioKe.  It 
was  utterly  incooceirable  ibit  pii^ietj 
which  a  man  held  to-daj  sobject  ts  tfac 
payment  of  Charch-rates  ^aaa-A  eeaae  tt 
be  so  if  transferred  ta  a  D-Men^a-  is-mm- 
row.  Absurd  as  was  this  ixtr^m,  =  hid 
been  stated,  bat  ncthiz;  f— -t  ae  ■■■ 
delusive.  If  cainnl  -"-g 
would  be  at  oacea 
U  enconragenaeit  at 
penalty  oo  adberenee  ^ 
ciple.  He  believed  aa 
to  defend  it,  or.  at  i^atf 
either  in  or  out  ot  'Jia 


»/!..  Ion. 

)  tbH.'»<i'l  (or  an  Church 
r  fxiMrdil.ly  of  ili*  Chur(?h 
'•bj    b«    drdr'typi],   and    It 

l't*d  u  a  Cliutch  not  lup- 

.•!>»»,    but   by   itself.      He 
wti»iQ   -II*   tiirit    rriter  iiilo  the  question 
f*i|/^f  iii.)[  t»ie  law  iii  (.'liiiith.rates,  or  the 
Mff>l«  <,t  I'.llt-MitiK   ih<:m,   but   h«   would 
cenufid  ih<i  ihav  lornieiJ  ■  portion  of  the 
MtaiMof  ihe  C  tiuich,  and   that  the  held 
lh«(n   bv  a  leaurn  whii  h   was  older  than 
that  wh-^h  MEciirtid  tlie   title  of  any  other 
property  vlidUvet  to  ilt   possessor;  and 
ihsi  iho*e  rate*  were  held  by  the  Church 
(m  ibc  purpoae  of  inaiutainiD);  the  worship 
lb«i«i>f.      Lo'ig  before  the   House  of  Com- 
nikjii*  eii4ird  ,%x  «  buJy,  the  Church  bad  a 
r>|£h(    10    thiS  properly,  and  ihere  was  not 
a  tiouse  or  jii  eiute  i»  F.ngldod  which  had  \  arsumeut ;  at 
b«sa      buu^hi    and    suiii    ihjt    hdd    not     that  his  n^ht 
becu  biju^nL  aiiii  -K>Id  ^ubjevt  oiore  or  le:is  I  iruth  of  i.bj[  c 
I*  pj>ii.c.ii    of  Cnmcb-iaie*.      He    wouid     ibe  subieot,   '.; 
UK   i,.v  auu.   liciiiieiujii    whetlier  he  had     meot    of  Cburcb-taie* 
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niei;  he  would  not  throw  the  Church- 
rates  upon  th«  clerzy;  he  would  not 
throw  the  expense  of  the  repairs  of  the 
Church  oa  the  pew-rents ;  and  he  had 
with  perfect  justice  repudiated  in  like 
manner  the  throwing  of  the  present  ex- 
penses, defrayed  by  the  Church-rates, 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund.  But  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  spoken  of  the 
latter  remedy  as  a  kind  of  make- 
weight to  his  other  plan,  and  it  was  argued, 
that  in  proportion  as  the  consolidated  fund 
was  toucbra,  would  the  conscience  of  the 
Dissenter  be  violated,  because,  whether 
he  paid  a  farthing,  or  the  sixth  part  of  a 
farthing,  he  would  still  pay  just  bo  much 
towards  this  "  odious  impost."  How  far 
the  plans  of  hia  Majesty's  Government 
would  satisfy  the  lessees,  was  to  him  but  a 
very  minor  point ;  his  interest  was  much 
more  excited  in  behalf  of  those  who  had 
no  direct  representatives  in  that  House,  as 
the  lessees  had —he  meant  the  Church  and 
the  clergy.  He  was  more  anxious  about 
Ihem  than  he  was  for  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  whose  welfare  bis  right  hon. 
Friend  wished  to  serve,  particularly  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  came  from  the  north- 
era  parts  of  the  country.  But  he  would 
remind  all  those  who  were  so  anxious  to 
deal  with  Church  property,  that  they  ought 
to  feel  they  were  dealing  with  the  property 
of  those  who  had  no  regular  representatives 
in  that  House.  The  great  principle  of 
appropriation  having  been  decided  in  that 
House  last  year,  and  the  House,  or  rather 
Parliament,  having  assumed  the  right  of 
transferring  the  property  raised  in  one 
county  or  diocese  to  another,  it  was,  per- 
haps, of  less  consequence  now  to  observe, 
that  the  right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  proceeded  on  precisely  the 
•ame  principle,  though  on  a  smaller  scale, 
in  settling  the  question  of  Church-rates. 
He  apprehended  that  he  did  not  mis- 
understand his  right  hon.  Friend  in  sup- 
posing that  he  had  stated  that  5Q,000;. 
a-year,  some  said  70,D0Oi.  a-year,  was 
raised  in  the  different  parishes  of  England, 
from  the  estates  vested  in  each  for  the 
repairs  of  the  Church ;  and  that  sum,  it 
appeared,  was  also  to  be  taken  and  mei^ed 
ID  the  great  gulf,  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  now  opening  for  the  destruc- 
tion of  Church-rates.  Had  not  his  right 
hon.  Friend  also  proposed,  that  the  im- 
proved renU  should  be  paid  over  to  the 
Commissioners,  and  was  he  not  thereby 
departing  from  a  principle  which  he  bad 
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professed  to  respect?  It  might  he  oon- 
sidered  as  a  matter  of  minor  importance, 
but  it  affected  a  great  principle.  In  sub. 
stance,  he  objected  to  the  plan  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  because  it  would  eo  to  de- 
stroy the  national  character  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  and  to  release  the  nation 
from  its  present  obligation  to  support  that 
Church  ;  and  because  it  would  aiscourage, 
instead  of  support,  the  principle  of  a 
national  Church,  which  had  been  hitherto 
considered  as  part  and  parcel  of  the  Con- 
stitution. He  could  not  conceive  that  this 
plan  would  in  any  degree  give  increased 
stability  to  the  Church,  although  it  had 
been  said  it  would.  There  was  but  a  very 
small  minority  of  the  parishes  in  England 
in  which  Church-rates  had  been  success- 
fully resisted,  and  he  believed  that  many 
of  the  most  respectable  Dissenters  would 
be  found  amongst  those  who  supported  the 
Church,  and  paid  the  rates.  One  of  the 
petitions  which  he  had  that  evening  pre« 
sented  to  the  House,  was  signed  by  a 
numerous  body  of  Dissenters,  who  did  not 
consider  it  to  be  at  all  inconsistent,  or 
any  violation  of  their  conscience,  to  pay 
tribute  to  whom  tribute  was  due  ;  and  ha 
wished  the  doctrine  of  that  great  man 
among  Dissenters,  by  whose  name  they 
most  claimed  a  title  to  respect— he  meant 
Matthew  Henry — was  more  generally  and 
strictly  adopted  and  acted  upon  by  those 
who  professed  to  be  his  descendants,  or  to 
belong  to  the  same  body  of  which  he  was 
an  ornament.  It  had  been  well  observed, 
in  a  former  part  of  the  evening,  that  our 
Saviour  worked  a  miracle  to  pay  tribute, 
at  a  time  when  the  seat  of  authority  was 
filled  by  those  of  whose  principles  and 
practice  he  did  not  approve;  and  Matthew 
Henry  had,  in  hia  Commentariet  on  iht 
Scriplurtt,  expressed  himself  in  such  a 
manner  upon  that  part  of  our  Saviour's 
life,  that  he  must  venture  to  tell  it  to  the 
House,  be^ng  them  to  remember  that 
he  was  not  quoting  a  Churchman,  but  a 
Dissenter,  and  that  the  areunient  was  not 
one  of  his,  but  of  one  of  toe  great  leaders 
of  dissent,  Matthew  Henry,  whosaid,  that 
at  the  period  alluded  to  in  New  Testa- 
ment history,  the  temple  had  become  a 
den  of  thieves,  and  the  temple  worship  was 
made  a  pretence  only  for  evil  purposes:  hut, 
UMitiDued  this  coninientBtor,"  church  dues, 
when  legally  imposed,  are  to  be  paid, 
notwithstanding  the  existence  of  Church 
corruptions.  We  must  take  care  not  to 
use  our  liberty  as  a  cloak  for  covetousoeu 
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"  whicb,  I  tnisl,«Ui  Mrar 
men  Church  mud  State. 
le  Chorch  poMHie*  nort 
i  >um  for  its  snpport,  and 
ou  now  propose  to  UIm 
iffbrd  t  sufficient  main- 
orkin^  cler^,  and  in  thtl 
orne  out  by  the  speech  af 

Gentleman ;  therefore  I 
hat  it  should  be  applied 
i-rates,  to  enable  yoa  to 
n  may  diacUim  It,  what  1 
instalment  lo  those  wbo 
inlary  principle, 
could  not  agree  in  opinion 
lon.  Gentleman  that  thli 
ling  measure,  or  that  It 
ctiTe  of  the  great  benefits 
Son.  Genileman  proresaed 
He  had  been  in  the  habit 
ind  of  language  ottered  in 
ny  measures  which  how- 
Tound  to  verify  the  pro- 
ch  they  had  been  pro- 
it    guarantee   was   there, 

were  granted,  that  the 
1  not  coma  forward  and 
e    same    ground    to    be 

the  payment  of  tithes? 
iiened  in  the  course  of  his 

life  to  any  statement 
Member  of  his  Majesty'* 

h  BO  much  astonishment 
h  had  been  uttered  this 
Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
luded  more  particularly  to 
r  the  proposition,  which 
roadly  to  avow  the  prin- 
beingonce  considered  dn« 
section  of  ihe  King's  sub- 
a  shadow  of  argument 
up  in  favour  of  its  abo- 
:  duty  of  Oovernment  st 
ij.  That  sucti  a  course 
iinded  by  a  person  in  iba 
important  situation  of 
he  Enchequer  seemed  to 
iry,  if  not  unparalleled  in 
the  country.  His  boa. 
liber  for  the  University  of 

Inglis)  had  truly  slated 
!,»  to  that  House  which 
p  on  this  sul'Jecl  hail  nut 
I  their  prayer  to  the  abo. 
i-ralet.     They  avowed    an 

the  Established  Church; 

leave,  in  connexion    with 

read  an  extract  from  ft 

bj  *  DoMBter,  knovQ  t9 
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pended  on  the  lives  of  the  whole  bodr. 
He  alio  wiilied  to  know  how,  nDtil  (mm 
were  available  for  the  arrangement  pro- 


and  aafficient  opportuaity  allowed  Tor 
fKunprehending  and  canvaumg;  it  before 
the  unn  of  the  House  was  taken  on  its 
details. 

Mr.  Chulhurn  did  not  rise  to  enter  into 
the  eeaeral  discussion  after  the  under- 
standing which  bad  been  come  to  that  it 
should  be  postponed  to  a  future  occasion, 
and  be  waa  snre  no  one  who  heard  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement  could 
doubt  the  justice  of  the  application  which 
was  made  to  htm  jesterday,  that  he  should 
not  call  for  an  immediate  decision  on  the 
merits  of  his  pToposition,  involving  as  it 
did  principles  of  the  greatest  importance, 
as  well  as  a  great  variety  of  details  which 
required  time  for  consideration  even  by 
those  who  were  prepared  to  acquiesce  in 
the  principle.  He  merely  rose  that  it 
might  not  be  supposed  by  his  silence  that 
he  in  the  least  degree  acquiesced  in  the 
principle  of  the  right  ban.  Gentleman's 
proposition,  which  went,  if  he  understood 
it  aright,  to  divest  the  archbishops, 
bishops,  deans,  and  chapters  of  the  pro- 
perty  they  possessed,  and  vest  it  in  the 
hands  of  Commissioners,  who  by  running 
out  the  leases  on  that  property  were  to 
receive  its  full  value  in  order  to  make 
present  provision  for  the  payment  of 
Chnrch-rates ;  part  of  the  fines  being  paid 
to  the  bishops,  the  remainder  was  to  be 
applied  to  Church-rates.  There  was 
another  point.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposed  that,  during  existing  in- 
terests, [Mrties  should  retain  all  the  powers 
they  at  present  possessed  of  leasing 
those  lands. 

The  Chancellor  qf  the  Exchequer :  I 
did  not  so  propose, 

Hr.  Ooul^m:  He  certainly  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
so;  at  least  with  respect  to  the  existing 
iHshopa  granting  leases. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
with  reference  to  existing  bishops,  the 
rents  now  reserved  should  be  paid  as 
before,  and  the  surplus  carried  to  the 
common  account,  or  they  might  elect  to 
take  the  average  of  the  fines  forthwith. 

Mr.  OoiMurn  continued  :  Then  out  of 
what  Aind  would  the  money  be  paid  as 
an  equivalent  for  the  fines  they  ¥n)uld  have 


posed.  Church-rates  could  be  provided  fbr? 
He  only  desired  that  the  subject  should  be 
fully  understood :  for  the  present  he  would 
forbear  entering  into  the  discussion  of  aov 
of  the  details,  contenting  himself  with 
protesting  agaiost  the  principle  of  the 
plan  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man : 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  felt 
confident  that  the  terms  of  the  propo- 
sition would  at  once  be  accepted  gene- 
rally by  the  lessees,  which  would  produce 
the  annuity  of  616,000/.,  enough  to  pay 
the  present  fines,  and  also  the  250,000/. 
required  for  Church-rates.  But  if  that 
were  not  the  case,  there  would  be  the  funds 
arising  out  of  all  those  leases,  as  they  fell 
in,  the  power  of  charging  annaities  on 
the  lands,  and,  if  necessary,  advances 
might  be  made  from  the  consolidated  fund 
to  cover  temporary  deficiencies. 

Mr.  Goulburn  wished  to  put  another 
case.  There  were  funds  in  many  in- 
stances left  by  pious  and  benevolent  in- 
dividuals specifically  for  the  purpose  of 
maintaining  the  fabric  of  the  church  in 
their  particular  parishes.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  propose  to  transfer  the 
management  of  those  funds  from  the  trus- 
tees in  whose  hands  they  were  placed  to 
the  general  Commissioners,  to  be  applied 
by  them  to  general  church  repairs  in  other 
parts  of  the  country? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
glad  that  question  had  been  put  so  dis- 
tinctly ;  he  should  give  at  once  a  distinct 
reply  to  it,  in  order  that  no  appreheusion 
might  prevail  on  the  subject.  Nothing 
in  the  world  could  be  more  unjust^ 
nothing  could  be  more  foreign  from  his 
intentions,  than  that  those  parish  estatei 
should  be  seized  and  confiscated,  and 
thrown  into  the  hands  of  the  Commissibn- 
ers,  for  the  purpose  of  applying  them  to 
the  general  repairs  of  churches  ^roughout 
the  country.  Such  a  course  would  ba 
quite  contrary  to  the  intention  of  the 
testators  ;  all  he  wished  was,  that  there 
should  be  a  general  power  of  control  ex- 
ercised by  the  Commissioners,  in  order, 

stance,  that  the  bishop  might  see 

Lhose  local  funds  were  duly  applied 
maintenance  of  the  particular  parish 

\i  before    any  additional    advances 

aade  for  that  purpose. 

lonel  ^thoTp  wisoed  to  know  how 
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aiMM*t,  tfi^  W  »«M  t'y  Hy  'k;  wtmid  ,  If«  wtrtlT  r  jm  to  pel  a  iibhum  Io  lbs 
atintjt  tMilMim  tA  iLiA  ofinutM  t  KcLmI  irigbt  bfrB.  GmiIcmm  «itb  lapect  to 
HCD  irrut  tif-mfen  mnuitt  »  Uewjtan,  abd  j  ycm  refiU.  If  be  yndeistood  hn  propoai- 
W,  Cmom,  *lKrul4  ftrX  beat  all  wrprited    tioD,    it   UBOonUd   to   tbi* — that   i 


U  WW  lh«  ri^t  Ikm.  BatffMt  f[>poute 
titlii^  (Ml  t)iid  (tbe  M>wit«n>0  imIc  of  ibe 

Mfif^nf  tlic  [m^Mat  AdmigiiUatioD,  and, 
llMirsfofb,  ba  raaiotaiiHsd  tUey  iboald  i»ot 
now  refttf*  juntics  to  tboM  wbo  were 
•MtittMl  1«  It  L>«ctaH  beteaTier  iodiiidDaU 
■l(bt  WDifl  furward  wid  demaod  that 
wbwb  lliaf  thought  would  be  nDJut. 
UitMoWn  kt  pnMOt  put  evarjihiog  elM 
Inio  nbc^fance,  in  order  ibat  ibey  migbt 
Wl  liabwifiH  UinbUii  on  thi*  quMtion. 


Cburcbe*  lhn>ogbo»t  tbe  ku^om  a  eertau 
portion  of  p«wa  cbonM  be  aet  apart  for 
(be  poor  ;  and  10  that  pnwiaiao  be  gave 
hii  mott  beantr  npport ;  but  with  respect 
to  tbe  Temaioder,  a  pew-reat  waa  to  btt 
exacted  of  all  wbo  «««  not  incladed  in  tbe 
daacriptioii  of  tbe  poot.  Waa  that  leatly 
ao7 

Tbe  ChanetUor  tff  iht  Exthequtr  awd, 
there  n^e  certaio  righta  wbicb  nn- 
doubtedly  would  be  retpected.  After  aa 
abuodaot  tad  more  wteDtin  piorwoa 
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had  been  made  for  the  poor,  the  remaiuiog 
pewi  should  be  the  subject  of  arraDge- 
ment  between  the  respective  parties  thein- 
telves  aad  the  clergymen  or  bishop. 

Sir  Edward  KnatchbuU;—Vfo\i\d  the 
farnierB  and  those  attendiog  the  parish 
churches  throughout  England  be  subject 
to  pew-rents,  with  the  exception  of  some 
legal  rights  ? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche^er. — 
There  was  some  difficulty  in  entering  into 
the  details  at  present ;  but  there  would 
he  a  clasiificstiQu  of  pew-rents  in  this 
way  : — those  who  had  rights  which  could 
be  legally  Established  would,  of  course, 
have  tbem  respected — the  poor  in  all 
cases  would  be  provided  for  ;  and  the 
intermediate  class  would,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Bishop,  make  their  own  arrange- 
inents. 

Mr.  Jamet  thought,  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  done  right  in  taking 
the  management  of  the  episcopal  incomes 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  Church.  He  par- 
ticularly approved  of  that  part  of  the  right 
boa.  Genileman'H  plan,  which  he  thought 
likely  to  obviate  that  careless oesB  and  impro- 
vidence in  the  management  of  the  Irases 
which  would  otherwise  inevitably  pre- 
vail. 

Mr.  Fortter  approved  of  many  of  the 
provisions  of  the  plan  submitted  lo  the 
House  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
his  hopes  of  the  estahlisbment  of  religious 
peace  n  many  parishes  had  vanished  when 
he  heard  that  portion  of  it  directing  that 
the  claims  on  parishes  with  regard  lo 
Church-rates  now  existing  should  be  dis- 
charged. The  popularity  of  the  impost 
would  not  be  increased  by  blending  it  with 
the  poor-rates,  Dor  would  it  be  rendered 
iQon  lecute  by  being  made  to  depend  on 
Kwritof  nuMdomu  in  the  court  of  King's 
Bench,  instead  of  a  vote  in  the  vestry,  as 
heretofore. 

Viscoant  Sandat  complained  of  the  ex- 
pression employed  by  the  ChinceUor  of 
the  Exchequer  in  styling  Cfaurch-raics 
rather  a  privilege  enjoyed  by  the  Church 
Ihao  a  property  possessed  by  it.  If  they 
were  regarded  as  a  mere  privilege,  hew 
came  it  that  a  debt  of  800,000/.  bad  been 
contracted  cm  tbeir  security  alone  ?  The 
truth  waa,  that  they  were  an  ancient  artd 
Tecognised  Imidea  on  the  landed  property 
of  the  couatry,  which  wasiakan  into  ac- 
connt  in  every  sale  of  land.  Since  this 
was  th«  case,  he  bt^Md  that,  bowever 
mzicinly  tbey  i^bt  wirii  to  naKm  evwy 


grievanoe  attendant  on  the  present  aaode 

of  levying  iheaa,  they  would  not  coaseot 
to  transfer  this  charge  from  the  landed 
property  to  the  revenues  of  the  Church. 
The  Church  Commissioners  represeated 
the  destitution  existing  in  the  Church  of 
England  to  be  very  great,  and  also  de- 
clared that  the  Establishment  was  totally 
inadequate  to  supply  the  spiritual  wants 
of  the  existing  population.  Yet  it  was 
proposed  by  this  measure  seriondy  to  im- 
pair the  resources  of  the  Church,  and  to 
curtail  even  the  means  which  it  now  pos- 
sessed to  supply  the  acknowledged  defici- 
ency of  religious  instruction.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  this  measure 
did  not  diminish  the  patrimony  of  the 
poor ;  he  (Lord  Saodon'i  maintained  that 
It  deprived  the  poor  of  the  only  patrimony 
they  possessed  ;  that  it  withdrew  not  only 
from  the  existing  poor,  but  from  millions 
who  would  come  after  them,  their  only 
hope  of  possessing  the  inestimable  blessing 
of  an  efficient  and  well-endowed  ecclesi- 
astical establishment.  This  measure  was 
introduced  solely  to  propitiate  the  Dis- 
senters, who  formed  a  very  small  minority 
of  the  population,  amounting  by  their  own 
calculation,  as  given  in  the  Cmgrega- 
tional  Magaimn,  to  about  1,000,000  only, 
not  including  the  Wesleyan  body.  It 
would  relieve  the  scruples  only  of  an  in- 
considerable portion  of  the  community, 
and  would  remove  a  burden  from  the 
landed  property  of  the  conntry  which  bad 
existed  fronn  time  immemoria].  He  sboaM 
be  glad  to  aapport  any  measare  which 
would  promote  religious  peace,  but  he 
thought  that  it  would  be  paying  too  great 
a  sacrifice  for  it  to  dej»ive  the  poor  of 
their  only  property.  He  could  not  allow 
the  discussion  to  chxe  without  menlioDii^ 
(he  objections  which  be  entertained  to  the 
plan  brought  before  thes,  and  he  thought 
it  right  that  the  country  should  know  the 
real  character  of  the  measure. 

Viscount  Howick  regretted  tbat  the 
noble  I.ord  bad  not  thought  proper  to 
follow  the  example  set  him  by  the  speakera 
who  had  previously  addressed  the  House. 
He  thought  the  noble  Lord  bad  mvidi- 
otuij  misepresented  the  character  of  the 
measure :  he  was  not  afraid  to  discuss  its 
provisions  witb  the  DoUe  Lord ;  and  he 
could  not  let  the  occanon  paaa  withixst 
correcting  some  of  his  miaconccptioM. 
The  noUe  Lord  complained  that  his  right 
hon.  Priend  (the  CbaDoellor  oftfat  focfafr 
qoer)  kad  tamed    Chufob-ntM  nUm 
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m  prifilegie  than  a  property  of  the  Churcb ; 
yet  what  were  the^  but  a  tax  volunUrily 
imposed  on  the  parisbionen  by  themselves. 
A  great  many  pariihet  had  refused  by  a 
TOte  of  their  vestries  to  impose  this  tax 
on  theroselTei;  and  it  must  be  re^rded, 
not  as  a  bonajUde  cha»;e  on  the  land,  dis- 
tinct from  the  Church,  but  an  ancient 
node  of  taxing  it  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Church.  The  noble  Lord  had  asked  how 
a  debt  of  800,0001.  conid  be  raised  on  the 
security  of  Chiirch-rates  if  they  were  a 
mere  privilege  of  the  Church,  the  burden 
of  which  the  people  voluntarily  took  on 
themselves;  but  he  might  as  well  ask  how 
it  happened  that  a  national  debt  of 
800,000,000/.  had  been  raised,  depending 
on  no  other  security  than  the  consent  of 
the  people  of  the  country  to  tax  them- 
selves  to  diicharge  the  obligations  which 
it  imposed  ?  The  noble  Lord  supposed 
that  Church-rates  must  be  regarded  as 
the  property  of  the  Church,  since  the 
amount  of  them  was  always  considered  in 
transfers  of  landed  property.  Why,  when 
a  man  bought  a  house  in  Londou,  the  first 
question  he  asked  was,  what  was  the 
amount  of  the  public  and  private  taxes, 
and  both  were  taken  into  consideration. 
No  doubt  the  amount  of  Church-rates 
was  considered  in  all  sales  of  property,  but 
so  was  the  amount  of  Poor-rates.  The 
noble  Lord  complained  of  the  measure  as 
extinguishing  those  dormant  funds  which 
might  be  applied  bereafler  to  the  extension 
of  the  Church,  and  had  referred  to  the 
report  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
to  show  the  great  necessity  of  a  fund  suit- 
able for  that  purpose.  Now,  if  the  noble 
Lord  had  perused  the  whole  report,  he 
would  have  found  that  the  Commissioners 
bad  not  considered  it  proper  to  apply  these 
dormant  funds  to  the  purposes  of  Church 
extension.  The  episcopal  members  of  the 
Commission,  as  well  as  those  who  belonged 
to  his  M^eity'fl  Government,  had  felt 
that  for  the  purpose  of  extending  the 
Church, they  could  not  venture  to  propose 
a  measure  which  would  ofconrse  be  viewed 
with  much  suspicion  by  the  lessees.  The 
measure  which  was  now  proposed  would 
Iiave  the  efiect  of  considerably  increasing 
the  value  of  the  property  held  by  (hem,'and 
would,  it  was  anticipated,  tend  to  the 
general  relief  of  the  whole  country.  The 
noble  Lord  said  it  would  beceiit,  not  the 
great  mass  of  the  population,  but  a  small 
minority  of  it.  The  Ministers  proposed 
it  with  no  neb  views.     Of  course,  they 


were  anxious  to  relieve  the  Dissenters,   as 
they  were  to  relieve  any  class  otthe  popu- 
lation who  were  suffering  under  injustice, 
but  he  concurred  in  proposing  the   plan, 
because  he  believed  in  his  conscience  tbat 
it  would  greatly  benefit  the  Church,  in- 
crease its  security,  and  augment  its  In- 
fluence, as  well  as  relieve  the  Disaenten. 
Would  the  noble  Lord  tell  him  that  church- 
men did  not  often  object  to  a  rate  as  well  ax 
Dissenters.  In  the  case  of  Manchester,  which 
hadbeenalludedtobyhisrigbtbon.PrietMl, 
a  very  considerable  number  of  Churchmen 
strenuously  opposed  the  rate,  because  tbej 
disapproved  of  the  system.     It  was  not, 
then,  a  fair  or  correct  representation  of 
the  measure  to  say,  that  it  did  not  protect 
the  interests  of  the  Church,  and  that  it 
satisfied  merely  the  unreasonable  clamours 
of  those  whom  the  noble  Lord  termed  a 
small  minority.  It  was  intended  to  remove 
that  which  the  friends  of  the  establishment 
had  long  felt  to  be  a  very  serious  obstacle 
to  its  usefulness,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  with  regard  to  the  very  inferior  cod- 
sideration  of  the  amount  of  revenae  appli- 
cable to  ecclesiastical  purposes,  it  would 
greatly  benefit  the  Church.     His  right 
hon.  Friend  had  made  all  his  calculations 
on  suppositions  so  infinitely  more  unfa- 
vourable than  the  reality,  and  had  ihrown 
so  entirely  out  of  consideration    the  in- 
creased  value  which    the  measure  would 
give  to  property,  that  he  had   not  the 
smallest  doubt  that,  in  a  very  few  years, 
a  lai^  surplus  would  remain  for  the  ex. 
tension  of  the  Church,  and  the  augmen- 
tation of  small  livings,  an  object  which  he 
thought  of  great  importance.  He  was  per- 
fectly willing  that  this  question  should  be 
debated  on  the  ground  of  the  real  benefit 
conferre'd  on  the  Church  by  the  plan  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend :  and  he  wished  to 
declare,  in  the  strongest  terms  it  was  pos- 
sible for  him  to  use,  his  dissent  from  that 
which  was  called  the  voluntary  principle, 
and  his  sincere  and  earnest  attachment  to 
the  Church  of  England.    He  believed  that 
the  surest  foundation  of  the  Churcb,  as  of 
all  our  other  institutions,    was   its  real 
utility  to  the  people.     Some  hon.  Oeo- 
tlemen  who  had  spoken  seemed  to  entertain 
an  erroneous  idea  that  pew-rents  would  be 
levied  in  all  parishes.     He  wished  to  state 
that  they  would  never  be  levied  except  on 
the  proposal  of  the  minister  and  chatch- 
wardens,  sanctioned  by  thcrestry,  and  in 
many  country  parishes  there  would  not  be 
the  slightest  occasion  fot  impoiii^'flieiDt 
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Power  would  be  given  to  levy  tbem  ia 
those  cues  where  there  was  averycon- 
uderable  deroaad  for  pewi  ;  parties  inter- 
ested  might,  if  they  thought  proper,  levy 
B  rent,  with  the  consent  of  the  diocesan, 
and  in  casei  where  pew-rents  had  not 
been  levied  before,  half  the  sittings  would 
be  free. 

Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe  thought,  that 
the  principle  of  ihe  proposed  measure  was 
so  juflt  and  simple,  that  he  might  con- 
gratulate the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
in  the  name  of  his  constituents,  on  having 
brought  forward  a  plan  so  satisfactory. 
Tlie  principle  on  which  it  was  founded  was, 
that  the  revenues  of  the  Church  shonld 
defray  the  repairs  of  the  ecclesiastical 
edifices  and  the  other  expenses  connected 
with  them,  so  that  no  burden  might  be 
thrown  on  the  general  taxes  of  the  country. 
His  riglit  hon.  Friend  had  said  that  he 
would  abolish  Church.rates,  without  doing 
injustice  on  any  parties ;  and  though  the 
details  m^ht  be  somewhat  complicated, 
the  measuie  he  had  now  proposed  would 

Sraclically  abolish  Church-rates  without  in- 
icting  any  wrong;  and  it  was  clear  that 
the  Church  would  be  rather  a  gainer  than 
a  loser  by  the  change.  Neither  could  he 
perceive  that  this  measure  would  inflict 
any  hardship  on  the  deans  and  chapters 
unless  they  were  so  base  and  sordid  as  to 
take  unfair  advantage  of  the  proposiiion 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  Homes  said,  thaTthongh  he  was  not 
disposed  to  take  exception  to  the  measure 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  yet  as  hia  right 
hoD.  Friend  expected  a  surplus,  he  would 
stale  that  there  were  many  parishes  in  the 
borough  be  lepresenled  that  were  in  debt, 
and  as  there  was  to  be  a  surplus,  he  must 
set  up  a  claim  to  a  share  of  it.  to  he  ap- 
propriated in  a  different  manner  than  that 
proposed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend.  In  that 
parish  there  was  a  large  debt  for  building 
a  new  church ;  now  he  should  be  very 
Strongly  opposed  to  allowing  this  debt  to 
remain  on  the  poor-rates ;  for,  taking  both 
Dusenters  and  Churchmen,  what  good 
conld  accrue  from  this  to  the  inhabitants  of 
Lambeth?  He  hoped  that  the  surplus 
would  be  applied  to  the  extinction  of  debt 
in  such  cases.  He  gave  his  most  un- 
qualified approbation  to  the  measure,  and 
was  grateful  to  his  Majesty's  Ministers  for 
having  thus  grappled  with  the  difficulties 
of  the  subject,  and  held  out  the  prospect 
of  religious  peace. 
llLx,GiUon  BBid,thftt  when  tbcqsesUon  of 


Church-ratea  vras  brought  forward  in' t  K33, 
Lord  Spencer  propowd  tiiat  the  bnrdea 
should  be  transferred  from  the  Clrarch- 
tates  to  the  Consolidated  Fund.  To  that 
proposition  he  had  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
give  bis  most  unqualified  opposition,  and 
be  thought  that  no  government  would  again 
venture  to  bring  forward  one  of  so  mon- 
strous a  nature.  The  people  of  Scotland 
wonld  view  with  diuatisfaction  the  opposi- 
tion to  this  measure,  and  he  thanked  the 
government  for  it  on  their  part.  He  was 
of  opinion  that  great  advantage  would 
result  from,  the  improvement  of  Church 
property,  from  the  different  tenure,  and 
the  consequently  greater  amount  of  capital 
that  would  be  expended  on  it.  The  nobis 
Lord  had  said,  that  it  would  infringe  on 
Church  patronage,  but  be  denied  the  fact. 
The  measure  was  equally  for  the  relief  of 
Churchmen  and  Dissenters  and  if  the 
Dissenters  were  satisfied  with  it,  he  was 
sure  the  Church  people  ought  to  be  so, 

Mr.  Tennuton  D'Eyncouri  would  say 
but  one  viota.  to  expreas  hb  assent  to  what 
had  fallen  from  bis  hon.  Friend  and  Col- 
league. The  debt,  if  allowed  to  continue, 
would  be  agreatburdenonDisaenters,aod 
he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  by 
some  clause  of  the  present  Bill  would  give 
them  relief. 

Mr,  G.  Paimtr  said,  that  the  considera* 
tion  ofthe  question  embraced  the  principle 
on  which  his  Majesty's  Ministers  were  in- 
duced to  bring  forward  the  measure— the 
act  itself  and  its  consequences.  Now 
it  appeared  that  the  sole  objection  to 
Church-rates  was  the  refusal  of  Dis- 
senters to  continue  to  pay  them.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  bad  told  tbem 
that  the  Dissenters  were  a  very  large 
body;  butdid  the  hon. Member  class  them 
all  as  one  body  —  those  of  difierent 
religious  denominations,  and  those  of  no 
religion  at  all?  Did  the  hon.  Gentleman 
suppose  that  one  party  will  acknowledge 
as  partners  the  various  other  classes? 
The  tendency  of  the  measure,  whatever 
was  its  object,  was  to  degrade  the  Esta- 
blished Church.  What,  for  instance,  did 
the  noble  Lord  intend  to  do  with  the  pro* 
perty  of  archbishops  and  bishops?  Ha 
had  been  assured  that  they  were  to  retain 
full  control  over  it,  but  they  were  now  told 
that  that  property  was  to  bo  vested  in 
Commissioners,  to  save,  he  supposed,  those 
dignitaries  the  trouble  of  attending  to  their 
own  affiiirs,  and  to  reduce  them  in  fact  to 
state  peniioneis.    Hib  Majesty's  Miaitt«n 


„  Cockle 


UT0 


C/mre^BaUi. 


vei«  now  oolj  waiting  for  ft  vote  of  that 
llnnaa  to  deatioj  ODft-balf  or  ooe-tbtrd  of 
that  property,  or  for  any  other  oxaiure 
tint  might  proio  deatnictive  to  the  pre- 
BNratioD  of  tho  Irne  principle!  of  religioo. 
Tb«  EaaUbbed  Charch  bad  been  the  great 
bulwark  and  defeace  of  DiMeotera,  and  if 
that  ware  ooce  cast  down,  the;  would  fall 
tbcai(elfes>  Ha  waa  iatis6ed  the  Hoaie 
would  not  lend  itietf  to  the  total  deaecra- 
tioB  of  that  protection  of  religioui  freedom 
which  wBBtbe  pride  of  Englithmeo. 

Sir  B.  Ptel  Mid,  he  had  not  the  alighteit 
wiab  to  enter  opon  a  disctuaton  of  the  de- 
taila  of  thii  maaaure,  thinking  as  be  did 
thai  it  would  be  mucb  better  to  reterre 
the  disGuaaion  of  a  matter  of  auch  aerioui 
importance  for  that  period  when  lucb  dls- 
ciiaaion  might  be  expected  to  end  in  aome 
pcactical  reiult ;  and,  abore  all,  in  order 
that  they  might  have  an  opportunity  of 
inTestigBting  the  plan  propoted  by  tbe 
right  hon.  Oeatleman  (tha  Chancellor  of 
dM  Eichoqner),  a«  the  principlea  of  that 
nwaaore  were  not  quite  so  apparent  to  him 
a*  to  the  right  hon.  Oentleman.  At  tha 
SMM  time  he  ihonld  be  lorry,  on  thia  oc- 
caaioB,  to  oeait  any  reference  to  the  im- 
preiiiooa  made  on  bia  mind  by  the  state- 
menta  of  the  right  boo.  Gentleman.  He 
thought  that  nothiog  coutd  he  more  latia- 
£aclory  to  thoie  who  concurred  with  him 
is  opinion  than  the  declaration  made  by 
tbe  Chancellor  of  tbe  Eachequer  ai  to  the 
neoauity  of  maintaining  tbe  Eatabliahed 
Church.  He  had  no  fault  to  find  with 
thia  poution ;  but  ha  doubted  whether  in 
practice  thia  measure  was  in  exact  confor- 
mity with  Ibis  principle.  Tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (the  Chancellor  of  tbe  £x- 
obequer)  aaid  that  he  repudiated  altogether 
the  voluntary  principle.  But  did  his 
rapudfating  the  voluntary  principle  necea- 
aarily  imply  that  it  was  incumbent  on  the 
State  to  support  the  Bilablislied  religion? 
If  there  could  he  any  doubt  aa  to  the  in- 
tention of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  bit 
own  express  woida  left  no  doubt  aa  to  tbe 
principle  on  which  ha  meant  to  Bet.  Tbe 
ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  he  would 
not  leave  it  to  the  voluntary  principle  to 
find  meansof  defence:  and  he  added,  that 
it  ought  not  to  be  entrusted  to  the  volun- 
tary prineipie  to  find  means  of  religioot 
initruction.  Tbe  right  boo.  Gentleman 
had  laid  (hat  it  was  at  least  as  incumbent 
on  them  to  provide  a  religious  establiih- 
nant  as  to  provide  att  *f>ny  or  a  navy  for 
the  pttfpotasof  dafeuct.  The  nemaat  tht 
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right  hon.  Oentleman  laid  down  that  po- 
sition he  excluded  altogether  the  qoestioaa 
of  religimi,  or  contcieDtioas  scnples^   be 
cause  when  tha  State  coDsidcfs  it  sir  r  — 
tary  to  maiatain   an   army,  it  doea  mat 
inqnire  whether   all  peraona  ■ppiuwe.    of 
war,  or  whether  they  think  it  necei 
that  an  army  should  be  maintainetl  ; 
on  an  enlarged  and  comprebenaive    ' 
they  stated  that  tbe  army  most  be  a 
tained  by  general  taxation,  and  they  k 
inquired  of  any  individuals  their  a 
as  to  peace  or  war.     All  thi 
sary  was,  to  call  upon  all  to  contnfaMe 
equally,     if  then,  tbe  right  hou.  Oentle- 
mao  said  that  it  was  equally  incambent  0a 
them  to  maintain  a  religious  BStablishmeat 
at  to  maintain  a  fleet,  surely  it  waa  equally 
inoumbent  on  them  all  to  contribute  to. 
wards  tbe  support  of  that  eUabliahaieat, 
without  inquiry  into  the  peculiar  opiniow* 
of  each.    The  right  hon.  QeDtleman  lud 
even  said  that  it  waa  the  dnty  of  the  8t«ta 
to  provide  free  sittings  for  the  poor  c^  tbe 
country.     But  did  the  right  hoo.  OeBtle^ 
man  propose  that  tha  State  abooldBravida 
free  atttinga?  Not  at  all.    Hie  ri^t  hoo. 
Oentleman  abandcmed  all  means  whereby 
the  State  could  provide  frea  tittinpi  wia 
notwitfattanding  all  bia  profettions,  aod 
the   resolution  that  it  was  neceSHUy  to 
maintain  an  established  reli^on,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  meant  that  this  measure 
should   have  this  efFect— that  the   Stats 
should  not  provide  free  Mttings,  bat  that 
the  Church  shoakl.     He  would  sayno- 
thing  as  to  the  lessees  at  present.    There 
had  been   no  time  to  consider  at  lo  Uit 
justice  of  refusing  lessees  of  Chureh  pro* 
petty  to  contribute  towards  the  maiols- 
nance  of  the  Cbnrcb.    But  he  did  not 
object  to  this  measure  on  tbe  part  of  tb« 
lessees;  he  objected  to  it  on  mud)  higher 
gronndB  than  the  interests  of  the  Isttees. 
The  noble  Lord  had  said  that  the  Chareh 
community  had  abandoned  the  idea  of  re- 
quiring  lessees  to  contribute  towards  tha  en- 
dowment of  poor  livings.  Now  be  thought 
that  the  lessees  nera  at  least  as  likely 
to  concur  in  aoy  measure  the  object  <rf 
which  was  to  provide  for  the  small  liriags 
of  ministers  of  rehgioii  in  popnloui  placsa 
— they  were  as  likely  to  concur  as  any  vhe 
at  present  contributed.     But  by  this  pro- 
posed measure  not  only  were  the  DittsDUit 
relieved  from  contributing  to  the  mitti- 
tenance  of  tbe  fabric  of  the  Choreb,  bat 
ihe  landholders  were  relievtd  aba,  ud 
the  charge  waa  oonthnwd  m  tba  Inhii 
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of  Uie  Chnrch.  Admitting  for  the  uks  of 
the  ftrgaroeDt,  thechumi  of  the  Dimntan 
to  be  i«liered  on  the  ground  of  conicien- 
tioua  tcruplei,  he  would  uk  why  should 
the  landholder!  of  England,  who  were 
meinbera  of  the  Established  Church,  be 
relieved  also.  Nothing;  appeared  to  him 
more  juit  than  Uie  principle  laid  down  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  to  the 
neceHJly  of  the  Slate  providing  for  the 
Entablishnient ;  but  it  appeared  to  hlra 
thai  it  would  naturally  sever  the  connex- 
ion between  the  Church  end  ihe  State  if 
they  were  not  only  to  abolish  Church-rates, 
but  to  throw  the  whole  weight  of  ihem  on 
the  Church,  He  did  not  understand  why 
the  landholders  of  England,  who  were 
members  of  the  Established  Church,  should 
be  relieved  altogether  from  all  charges  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  fabric  of  the 
Church.  If  tbey  made  up  the  deficiency 
by  direct  contribution  from  the  State,  of 
course  his  objections  would  not  apply; 
but  at  ptewDt  tha  effect  of  the  measure 
would  be  to  throw  the  whole  charge  upon 
Ihe  lessees  of  Church  property,  relieving 
altogether  those  upon  whom  there  was  the 
strongest  obligation  to  contribute,  nsmety, 
those  members  of  the  Church  who  were 
possessed  of  large  property  which  had  been 
acquired  or  inherited  subject  to  thischarge. 
He  admitted,  with  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  unfortunately  differences 
had  arisen  on  this  question.  As  one  of 
those  who  were  annious  to  support  the 
Chnrch  he  would  willingly  come  to  a  set- 
tlement of  this  question  ;  but  he  must  at 
the  same  time  say,  that  a  great  difference 
of  opinion  prevailed  on  the  subject  of 
Church-rates,  that  the  opposition  to  them 
was  mainly  contined  to  the  large  towns. 
Bst  hs  bad  alio  no  doubt  that  in 
rural  paritbes— uoltss  distent  prevailed 
to  a  considerable  eitmt,  and  the  majority 
of  th«  inbabitaBta  were  Du«enteT»— 
he  thought  that  with  respect  to  the  great 
mast  of  the  rural  parishes,  he  might  ven- 
tare  to  say,  that  they  were  almost  oniver- 
sally  of  opinion,  that  they  would  be  better 
if  lef)  alone.  Not  only  did  ihey  not  wish 
to  ba  relieved,  but  he  believed  that  they 
felt  a  pride  when  they  looked  on  the 
venerable  fabric  which  was  their  chief 
archiiectnrsd  ornament;  and,  apart  from 
religious  masociations,  be  believed  that,  so 
far  from  relieving  their lendercoatoienees, 
tbey  woald  offend  them  by  relieving  them 
from  the  obligation  of  sopporiing  their 
Obarefa.    He  ipoke  of  the  raiml  puithu. 
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But,  vaiving  the  consideratien  nrfaetbir 
or  not  this  chai^  was  fairly  laid  en  th* 
lessee*  of  the  Church,  if  be  came  to  tiie 
conclusion,  that  the  lessees  were  so  cir- 
cumstanced that  you  could  extract  flt>m 
them,  in  some  way  or  other,  a  revenue  of 
360,0001.  a  year— if  he  came  to  that  con- 
clusion, then  he  should  feel  bound  to 
contend,  that  there  was  a  prior  claim  upon 
(hat  annual  revenue  than  any  that  could 
rise  from  the  obligation  of  supporting  the 
fabric  of  the  Church.  He  would  ask  any 
hon.  Gentleman  to  consider  the  facta  he 
would  briefly  state  to  the  House.  In  the 
diocese  of  Chester,  there  were  thirty-ei^t 
parishes,  containing  an  aggregate  popula- 
tion of  860,000  souls,  whilst  there  wai 
only  church-room  at  present  provided  (br 
97,000,  so  that  seven-eighths  of  the  popu- 
lation in  these  thirty-eight  distri(4s,  were 
without  any  Chnrch  accommodalion.  In 
ihe  diocese  of  York  there  were  twenty 
districts,  wiih  an  aggregate  popnlation  of 
503,000,  and  yet  Chnrch  accommodaiion 
was  provided  for  only  48,000,  or  one> 
eleventh  of  the  whole  popnlation.  In  the 
diocese  of  Liobfield  ami  Coeentry  there 
were  sixteen  parishes,  having  an  aggregate 
population  of  335,000 ;  and  ibere  svai 
Church  accommodation  for  only  39,000, 
From  what  fund  were  Ihey  to  provide 
Chnrch  accommodationt  If  they  ooold 
prove  that,  with  perfect  justice  to  the 
Church,  without  diminishing  the  inde- 
pendent station  of  the  bishops,  end  with- 
out injury  to  the  interests  of  tbe  leswea— 
if,  above  all,  they  could  raise  such  a  sum 
as  250,000^.  more  than  had  hitherto  been 
calculated  upon,  could  they  negative  the 
claims  of  those  populous  districts,  which 
ought  Arst  to  be  attended  to— or  could 
they  bestow  that  revenue  better  than  in 
providing  religious  instruction  for  those 
who  bad  not  now  the  meant  of  hearing 
tbe  word  of  God.  He  would  not  then 
enter  into  the  arguments  that  had  been 
used,  but  he  hoped  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  expressed  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  respect  to  thenewravcnnei 
charged  upon  ihe  pew-rents,  Bs  be  readily 
admitted  that  it  would  be  just  to  require 
from  those  who  bad  the  meant  of  pay- 
ment, and  were  known  to  be  in  affluent 
circumstances,  or  rather  in  comlbrtable 
circumstances,  that  they  should  pay  for 
the  beneflt  of  a  pew.  But  with  respect 
to  the  rarsl  parishes,  not  merely  at  re- 
garded the  destitute  poor,  but  the  fanner* 
of  tbe  coaniTy,&  dinrtnt  priiieipteid)«uM 
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be  adopted.  If,  for  the  fint  time  for 
ccDturiei,  the^  were  to  be  driven  from 
tbote  pewi  which  tbey  looked  upoa  as  a 
■pecies  of  freehold  to  which  they  were 
entitled,  without  any  payment,  it  would 
create  in  their  minda  a  strong  feeling  of 
disguit.  But  he  understood  the  noble 
Locd  (Howicic)  to  make  a  clear  distinction 
with  lespect  to  rural  parishes,  and  to  give 
an  assurance  that  they  would  not  be  sub- 
jected to  the  operation  of  this  measure, 
for  the  purpoM  of  extracting  a  revenue. 
He  would  not  then  enter  further  upon  this 
subject.  He  merely  stated  the  impression 
made  on  his  mind  by  the  speech  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  end  he 
would  venture  to  say,  that  if  there  was  a 
sufficient  fund  disposable,  the  first  claim 
was,  either  to  raise  the  stipend  of  those 
ministers  who  had  not  2001.  a-year,  or  to 
attend  to  the  still  more  pressing  demand 
—to  raise  from  the  condition  of  religious 
destitution  between  seven -eighths  and 
oine-tenths  of  the  people,  who  had  not  the 
means  of  hearing  what  that  religioa  was, 
of  which  tbey  bmsted  so  much. 

Mr.  Saines  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
making  an  observation  ou  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworlh.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
said,  that  there  was  only  Church  accom- 
modation for  one-eleventh  of  the  people 
of  the  diocese  of  York.  He  (  Mr.  Baines) 
happened  to  live  in  that  diocese,  and 
therefore  had  en  opportunity  of  judg- 
ing what  accommodation  there  was : 
and  he  must  say,  that  his  own  impres- 
sion was,  that  there  was  not  a  town  or 
hamlet  in  the  whole  diocese,  that  bad 
tnuch  reason  to  complain  of  Church  ac- 
commodation. He  would  not  enter  into 
a  comparison  of  how  many  belonged  to  the 
Churco,  but  he  would  ask,  how  many 
went  to  Church  ?  This  was  an  ingredient 
in  the  question  that  ought  to  be  consi- 
dered, if  they  found  that  in  all  towns, 
and  in  many  ofthe  populous  villages,  there 
was  twice  as  much  Church-room  as  there 
were  persons  to  occupy  it,  they  would  be 
able  to  judge  if  Church-room  were  re- 
quired for  those  who  were  not  at  present 
accommodated.  There  was  another  point 
which  he  wished  to  call  to  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  spoken  about  the  impropriety 
of  relieving  the  landed  geutry  from  the 
payment  of  Church-rates.  But  hsd  they 
not  relieved  the  gentry  of  Ireland  ?  They 
bad  relieved  them  from  the  Church-cess, 


and  the  analogy  applied  in  this  iiubuice. 
He  confessed  that  he  was  a  little  asto- 
nished at  the  arguments  used  by  the  Chsuo- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  with  respect  to 
the  army  and  navy,  and  the  volDntuy 
principle,  and  he  did  not  wonder  at  the 
right  non.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  laying 
hold  of  it,  for  he  thought  it  a  moat  jse- 
posterouB  statement.  They  knew  that  the 
Church,  in  America,  was  supported  by  the 
voluntary  principle ;  but  who  erer  beard 
of  an  army  or  a  uavy  being  so  snppcMted  ? 
There  was  do  analogy  between  the  Iwo 
cases.  It  was  neither  an  argnmant  fi>r 
nor  against  the  voluntary  principle.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  should  be  exceedin^y  ctta- 
tious,  when  they  were  seeking  for  illi»- 
trations,  to  make  them  applicable,  Fafl- 
ing  to  do  so,  they  very  often  damped  the 
argument  they  were  meant  to  anstiun. 

The  House  returned ;  the  Committee  to 
sit  again. 

HOUSE    OF   LORDS. 

Monday,  Mcerch  6, 1637, 

Uravm]   BUb.    RndnOdid  tillu^•■■A(pdCarpa.l 

Pfdiioa  |iim<iilnii.  By  LoKU  Kxittiiii,  KiDiaM.u,  tt* 
KailiofSuAnisBUKT,  FlbHODTH,  IbcB&iho^stHKU. 
rou,  LiHcoLH,  and  Lord  BoLiv,  brm  WalTohoi^ 

the  AboiittQD  of  Chmch  RAtcL— ^y  LotA  Kirrrov,  a<aiii 
the  Giurdiuu  of  Uw  River  UdIod.  Ibi  Poor-lam  Ajimb^ 
inntBill.— fly  theEBlorJniuT.  tkomnitoia  iilMa, 
that  Itae  HouK  irUl  nia  ill  ittaipti  to  iitBtec  iriUi  itt 
iDdfpcndnina,  Righu,  «ad  Pririlefs.— By  Lmd  Uoi.. 
LiHD,  flora  Cmniitlua,  Rir  the  ItWi  HiiiUcl;al  Corpo- 
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Monday,  March  6,  1837. 

HinPTit.]    BUl   nndiMmMtlnu:— Hbd  UmiMnk 

PcniMalliry. 

Cablow  Election.]  The  ^teaJur 
informed  the  House  that  he  had  received 
a  petition  from  the  Crown  and  Han^per- 
office,  Dublin,  complaining  of  an  nndue 
election  and  return  for  the  county  of  Car- 
low. 

Ordered  to  be  taken  into  consideration 

I  the  18th  of  April. 

Poor-laws.]  Od  the  question,  that 
the  House  do  resolve  itself  into  Committee 
on  the  afTairs  of  Canada, 

Mr.  Walter  said,  that  it  was  only  ont 
of  deference  to  the  recommendations  of 
several  hon.  Gentlemen  that  he  bad  given 
way  on  a  late  occasion,  and  wiUidrawo  the 
list  of  names  of  Gentlemen  whom  be  bad 
proposed  should  form  tbe  CommittM  on 
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the  Poor-lam.  That  Beleclion  wonld,  tie  |  the  general  rule  thoald  be  depaTted  from, 
bad  boped,  hare  proved  satiifactory  to  i  He  wished  the  noble  Lord  had,  in  the  firet 
the  country— a  result  which,   he    must  |  ingtance,  conceded  to  the  hon.  Member 


>Dfes9,  he  did  not  augur  of  the  constitU' 
tioD  of  the  present  Coromittee.  It  had 
been  his  intention,  that  every  interest 
should  be  fully  represented  ;  but  on  the 
Committee  as  it  now  stood,  there  was  not 
a  single  Member  who  was  personally  con- 
nected with  the  manufactures  of  the  coun- 
try. He  felt  that  he  had  somewhat  too 
hastily  yielded  on  that  occasion  to  the 
forceof  the  external  pressure  on  not  going 
to  a  division  on  the  question.  He  must 
contend  that  the  Committee  was  unduly 
constituted ;  for  while  seventeen  Members 
of  it  were  opposed  to  his  (Mr.  Walter's) 
views,  only  four  supported  bin).  The 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  he  held  in 
the  hijgheat  esteem  and  respect,  but  in 
case  of  indisposition  or  absenccr  the  Chair 
might  fall  to  some  other  Gentleman  who 
might  be  influenced  by  strong  prejudices 
in  favour  of  the  working  of  the  Poor-law 
Bill.  If,  as  he  understood,  there  were 
any  Gentleman  on  that  Committee  who 
had  been  employed  on  the  Poor.law  Com- 
mis«on,  he  thon^t  such  a  person  was  a 
very  improper  judge  in  this  inquiry. 
Another  Member  of  the  Committee  had, 
as  he  had  heard,  acted  as  chairman  of  a 
board  against  whose  conduct  he  had  re- 
ceived complaints.  Now,  ail  he  aslied 
was,  to  have  these  influences  counter, 
balanced  in  some  degree  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  Gentlemen  holding  opinions  cotn- 
cidiD|  with  his  own;  in  short,  be  asked 
the  House  to  make  the  Committee  impar- 
tial. His  proposal  of  adding  sii  Gentle- 
men to  the  Committee  would  still  leave 
the  proportion  of  seventeen  to  ten.  With 
leapect  to  the  statement  that  he  had  in 
an^  way  act^uieaced  in  the  appointment  of 
this  Committee,  he  begged  to  say,  that  it 
was  totally  erroneous  and  nofounded.  He 
boped,  such  as  had  felt  well  disposed 
towards  his  original  motion,  would  now 
support  his  present  attempt  to  obtain 
what  he  conceived  would  be  a  fair  and 
impartial  Committee.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  moving,  that  Major  Beau- 
clerk,  Mr.  Sergeant  Goulburn,  Mr.  Fresh- 
field,  Mr.  G.  F.  Yoang,  Mr.  Thomas  Att- 
wood,  and  Mr.  Hindley  be  added  to  the 
Committee  on  Poor-laws. 

Mr,  Hume  could  not  perceive  why  a 
question  like  that  of  the  operation  of  the 
amended  Poor-law  ought  to  be  made  a 
party  question  ;  nor  why,  in  this  instance, 
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for  Berkshire  the  Committee  as  he  had 
desired  it.  If  the  noble  Lord  had  done 
so,  all  pretence  would  have  been  taken 
away  from  the  hon.  Member  for  his  inabi- 
lity to  prove  the  cases  which  he  had  set 
up  in  that  House.  He  repealed  that  he 
saw  no  reason  why,  in  this  instance,  the 
general  rule  should  be  departed  from. 

Mr.  Villiers  had  never  spoken  to  any 
one  on  the  subject  of  the  Committee  since 
it  bad  been  appointed.  He  was  not  a 
country  squire,  nor  a  party  mao,  nor  did 
he  pretend  to  be  more  humane  than 
another;  but  when  he  heard  of  the  sub- 
ject that  was  to  be  submitted  for  inquiry, 
he  was  prepared  to  go  into  that  ioquiiy 
with  the  intention  of  discovering  if  the 
Bill  had  worked  efficiently.  He  did  not 
desire  to  be  on  that  Committee — he  had 
not  solicited  to  be  put  on  it;  but  having 
been  app^nted,  he  certainly  was  most 
anxious  to  discharge  his  duty  fairly  aod 
impartially. 

Major  Beattclerk  could  not  possibly 
serve  on  the  Committee  upon  the  question 
of  the  Poor-law.  All,  he  believed,  had  a 
bias  one  way  or  another;  and,  it  must  he 
said,  with  respect  to  the  present  Commit- 
tee, the  bias  of  the  majonty  was  certainly 
in  favour  of  the  Poor-law.  It  would,  he 
considered,  have  been  much  better  if  the 
Committee  were  more  half-and-half  on  the 
question  respecting  which  their  opinion 
was  to  be  delivered. 

Mr,  Cressett  Pelham  hoped,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  was  named  apon 
the  Committee,  he  would  act  upon  it,  and 
give  to  the  question  the  benefit  of  hit 
labours.  He  might  be  allowed  to  say, 
that  there  were  times  at  which  the  services 
of  the  hon.  Member  were  called  for,  and 
when  he  was  not  as  active  as  he  might 
be. 

Mr,  Oovlbum  had  come  down  the  other 
night  prepared,  if  there  had  been  ■  divi- 
sion, to  support  the  noble  Lord  with  his 
vole.  A  great  object,  he  thought,  in  the 
selection  of  the  Committee  would  have 
been  that  its  opinion,  when  delivered, 
should  produce  a  due  impression  upon  the 
public.  Unless  persons  were  persuaded, 
that  there  was  a  fair  representation  of 
sentiments  and  feelings  in  the  Committee, 
its  general  opinion,  when  delivered,  could 
not  carry  great  weight  with  the  country. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  pen«* 
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Btricslsjr,  hon.  F. 
B«rk«l^,  hoD.  C. 
B«TPtl,R. 

Bawes,  T. 
Btdduipb,  Robert 
Biah,  Thomai 
Bradv,  D.  C. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Browoe,  R.  D. 
Byng,  Qtorgt 
Callifhu),  D, 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Canwright,  W.  B. 
Caytey,  E.  S. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Chicheiler,  I.  P.  B. 
Chuichill,  Lord  C. 
Cl»v,W. 

Coarington,  Sir  E. 
Colborne.N.W.  K. 
Collier,  J. 
Crawford,  W. 
Crawley,  8, 
Deniaon,  John 
Dillwyo,  L.  W. 
DoDkin,  Sir  R, 
Dnodat,  J.  C. 
Ebrjnglou,  Vlwounl 
Eltioc.  E. 
Elpbinttpne,  H. 
Eticouri,  Tboa. 

EWBTt,W. 

FaMk«ley,J.N. 
Fergus,  J. 
PBrguMD,  Sir  H. 
Fergoion,  Robert 
FergniHM),  R.  C. 
Fiifgibbon,  boD.  B. 
Finn,  W.  F. 
Fiuroy,  Lord  C 
Filuimon,  C. 
Port,  J. 
Gisboroe,  T. 
<3oTJnf,H.D. 
Gr«v,  Sir  G. 
Gully,  John 
Harcourr,  O.  G. 
Has  lie,  A. 
flawtg,  fi. 
TlawkinR,  J.  n. 
I  lay,  Sir  And.  Lejth 
Heatbcote,  John 
Ilobhouta,  Sir  J.  C. 
Holland,  E. 
Itowick,  Viscount  ' 

Huit,Wiii. 
James,  William 
Jat>btoa,C.  D.  O. 
Johnstone,  J.  J.  H. 
Labouchtra,  U. 
I^mblOD,  Hed  worth 
Langlon,  Wm.  Gore 
Lefevre,  U.  8. 
Lenni™,  I^rd  O. 
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IVO^Rcf   OsMn^M  a*d  tbe  Hones  of  AMemblj 

a  mitkStt-.aij  »d;mitmLmt — that  ikej  ka«e 

poapcn.  thai  what  tbcy  aw  eoandcr 

r  grimHcei   *ifl   be   redrcwid    to   • 

MM  Ml  md  MSctnit:  sml, 

-kftd.  the  Cto*«   has   ercfy 

K  av  ei»cf  a  loval  aod  dBtifal  eoo- 

«  M  -.r^   pon  of  tW  Aswablies  of 

i-aCEK.     TWrefae.  «c  have  not 

Bt  the  xencral  rlfiaj,  and    the 

sheft  of  the  pffovittccs  of  Ffofih 

-:  u  *t.i:^    Ajwm.  Os  the  oMuarj,  aO  the  deaaods 

vc  a»  :k     aer   'sm  Lever  CaMda  ;  raked    ap.  as   I 

■  the  co«ne  of  le«g  aad   ■afar- 

inie  e^raioM,  Md  the  cVHeqaesec,  u 

[   bcicw,  nAtt  of  pMt   knutioa  ibui 

SKCaftfe 

mv>tt   ef  L>«v    ^oCw  •«■»,  vUm*  iW  c&eta«l  radrcM 

rf  ■hich  «caaaU  mm  hofc  ftr  fittare  Aod 

yottoacBt  tnBqc'Uttr.     !■  so  sajing,   I 

IT.  that  I  da  Mt  intei^ — 

>.  il  k  ■BMiiaiiiail  od  my  fMit 

-.loC    :  B   imw  ir*.  m    — 1  i»  act   pnpnM  w  cut  ecKSare  and 

31 -aCn^  1*  h  a  cnuK.    ?epr<ih  — ibe  li»hh  of  LoriCaiiada 

:m«  ■  a  Bfranan  iv    isr  the  cewse  iber  hne  takes.      I  coDtidH 

iw  Mat  of  P«f-w»'e»c ;    :kK   i^n  ccvcne'sa  MKh  rcKsibia   tbe 

M^ae  » :->a  other  papahr  aMcipbliahavg 

t  nc  ^Ur  nrriiiaai  taksa,  that  instead  of 

I  beis;  aa  act  of  Kif-wil  orcapnoe,  or 

t  iMher  to  be  the 

vwhichadfects 

btfem    a    popalar 

c  the    aMtvikj  •■  ^  we  bMod,  awl  the  exe- 

I   c^s   cw-.^e  «■  the  ether;    aad   Ae  coane  of 

nktt    the  prace«d^p  which  pmtnSitj  take  place 

me:    stn^c^j  lafeeaaesthiikssae,  that  popular 

aswair.iea  we  haadfr  ever  wrong  in   ibe 

-   -  .     .  hepsc-aj.  aed  herilj  ever   right  at   the 

»th«HtM«e«tiirt  ■•.:ha«ia»effcrt«a'tT  rii-lewaa  of  aweh  magglee,  wbidh  gene- 
«l  he«waf  £-M<r  cirUMs  r;  .t  ■JraaeTi.  aad  nlW  cwewce  with  right,  wtd  eed  with 
IheJc  piewawoe*  p«t  ta  IM  son  fawMr-  the'  wtahiithf  t  of  wieeg.  The/  sre 
•M»  hghc  b^  tW  Geetief  «ho  have  ftrnmSy  rtia^lw  «Ueh  becia  widi  seek- 
rt  then  eawia.  h  it  i=f  a  wiMdj  of  weM  ftiMdea  and  nitting 
t  ••  «e  IB  kMw.  M  (neraeces,  led  ead  with  a  declaration  of 
of  L>«*cr  wipKJf  aed  dirtiart  of  all  authorities  at 
Ctmi^  that  th*  pmaaiaaa  pat  for^  W  ptcseat  cxiKiag.  the  popalar  paity  eadea- 
Ike  Awbtr  of  tkat  pc«*«ce.  are  aoc  TOariag  w  set  ap  some  new  aod  ankoown 
aaffoewd  bi  the  |[<atiaJ  cotaitets  of  j.o«uaiat,  by  whick  Aej  sappoaa  tbera 
Ibe  llhw  pwOTace*  «f  !i«nh  America  nh-  will  be  a  «cau  to  icMcdy  aB  fatare 
>Mt  t»  the  Craa*  «l  (^aai  Bmhb.    It  is   griiwcaa.     B«t  if  they  Mccoed  in  tbdr 
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Uie  benaSti  that  an  expected  from  the 
new  inalitutions.  The  pTOvince  of  Lower 
Canada  came  into  the  pouession  of  the 
Engliih  Crown,  in  conteqaence  of  the 
■uccetifnl  war  which  ended  in  the  peace  of 
1763.  It  contained,  at  that  time  abont 
60,000  nals,  who  were  gorerned  according 
to  the  laws  of  the  arbitrary  monarchy  of 
France,  harin^  for  their  own  especial  law 
one  of  ihott  inconvenient  and  local  taws 
known  in  France  by  the  name  of  the 
Castomi  of  Paris.  At  first,  the  British 
Government  wished  to  make  it  a  British 
colony,  to  give  it  a  constitution  tike  the 
other  colonies  that  had  fallen  into  oar 
hands,  and  make  it  like  other  British 
colonies  in  every  reapect.  This  pDlic7  was 
■flerwBida  changed;  and  when  we  entered 
into  the  contest  with  our  other  North 
American  povinces,  care  was  taken  to 
separate  Canada  from  the  appearance  of 
resistance  to  the  British  Crown,  and  to 
indace  the  colonists  to  cling  to  tlieir  own 
customs,  and  to  become  again,  asit  were, a 
French  colony.  With  the  increase  of  the 
people,  and  the  influx  of  emigration,  it 
was  proposed  to  introduce  a  new  kind  of 
government  for  that  province,  and  Mr.  Pitt 

froposed  a  Bill  which  became  law  in  1791. 
think  it  will  be  doubted  now,  both  upon 
abstract  grounds,  and  the  grounds  of  expe- 
rience, whether  the  main  provisions  of  that 
Act,  or  some  at  least  of  them,  were  adapted 
to  secure  future  good  government  in  that 
Goantry.  One  part  of  the  measure  of  1791 
was  to  establish  an  assembly,  which  should 
partly  consist  of  hereditary  members,  and 
partly  of  members  elected  for  life  by  the 
Government.  Another  part  of  the  measure 
was,  the  separation  of  the  provinces  of 
Upper  and  Lower  Canada,  with  the  inten- 
tion of  making*  Upper  Canada  more  com- 
pletely English,  and  a  resort  for  those 
emigrants  who  flocked  thither  in  great 
numbers,  while  the  lower  province  was 
left  to  become  more  gradually  a  conntrjr  of 
a  mixed  proportion  of  French  and  British 
■ubjects.  I  will  not  at  present  touch  upon 
the  latter  of  these  two  provisions,  but  t 
will  take  the  liberty  of  saying  a  few  words 
with  respect  to  the  former.  Ii  teems  to 
me  that  it  was  intended  to  establish  in 
Canada  a  general  resemblance  lo  the 
British  conatitntion,  which  I  think  impas- 
sible in  any  colony.  It  is  not  in  the 
power  of  anyone — as  thehon.and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  argoed  last  year,  and, 
aa  I  think,  was  very  generally  admitted — 
it  M  not  in  the  power  of  any  one  lo  eilal>- 


lish  to  Canada  nn  assembly  which  shonld 
have  that  moral  influence  which  properly 
belonged  to  the  House  of  Lords  in  this 
country :  became  there  is  no  class  of 
persona  who  can  naturally  be  pointed  out 
as  an  hereditary  aristocracy  in  that 
country,  and  it  would  be  difficult  to  select 
for  life  any  persons  whom  the  rest  of  the 
community  wonid  generally  acknowledge 
to  be  worthy  of  that  great  honour.  It  is 
hardly  possible  that  in  the  natural  course 
of  events  the  different  governors  who  have 
been  sent  from  this  country  should  not 
take  different  views  of  the  nature  of  ibeir 
duties,  and  of  the  persons  who  were  fit  to 
be  appointed;  and  that  there  should  not 
come  to  be  in  the  end  a  very  great  diffi- 
culty in  cnrrjing  on  the  government  by 
an  assembly  thus  created,  without  any 
settled  svstem,  as  there  would  be  no  au- 
thority Ifke  that  of  the  King  acting  throDgh 
his  ministers,  which  should  be  responsible 
for  all  appointments  that  might  be  made 
The  evil  consequences  of  the  present  state 
of  things  is  agreed  lo  by  all  parties.  The 
Assembly,  on  the  one  hand,  comldaine 
very  much  of  the  existence  of  the  Legists- 
tive  CoDucil.  The  petition  presented  to 
Parliament  last  year,  and  which  was  sent 
to  the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Coloniee 
from  the  Constitutional  Associalion,  d^ 
dared  that  the  power  was  a  very  danger- 
ous one ;  that  it  had  not  attoge iber  been 
properly  executed;  and  that  there  ought 
to  be  some  new  check,  in  order  to  obtain 
a  proper  and  due  selection  of  the  legisln- 
tive  councillor*.  So  far,  I  believe,  I  may 
conclude  that  there  is  some  fault  or  some 
defect  in  the  constitution  of  the  Legislative 
Council;  bnt  this  Is  not  the  only  subject 
on  which  immediate  remonstrances  have 
been  made,  or  on  which  contrsis  have 
existed  for  a  long  time.  On  the  contrary, 
there  are  many  subjects  of  dispute,  wiih 
respect  to  the  nomination  of  judges,  with 
respect  to  the  di:>posal  of  the  public 
money,  with  respect  to  the  prosecution  of 
certain  persons  who  were  delMuliers,  and 
various  other  subjects,  which,  after  con- 
tinning  for  eight  years,  were  Sl<ll  suhjfcts 
oF  dispute  in  the  provinces.  These  mat- 
ters had  been  rrferrr-d  by  Mr.  Hu>lciH<>n, 
when  he  was  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  to  ihe  consideration  of  »  Sritrcl 
Committee  of  this  Houie ;  and  aronn);  the 
papers  printed  by  the  ordiK'  of  the  (IuuBt>, 
there  is  a  minute  of  the  Barl  of  Aberdeen, 
which  wa^  drawn  up  by  him  when  he  was 
Colonial  Secretary,  ie  which  thequeaiioa 
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■a  tnatad  wnb  %aj  gnat  < 

HdieraCiaa.  aiii  ^vile  ta  dencmtntiaQ-  i  ftam  tJ  .- ^ — 

it  fkaws,  Ibat  vitk  wiyert  te  afl  !&e  sab-  !  biUl    w«   psscd.    vrfh  i 
JBCli^  vkb  tke  anpboB  of  oae.  wbidi  I '  tacked  to  lite  » 
AmU     M^uiaB     preaeody,    wkkh    wen  ^  that  ceruui  pe: 

IwMil^hC  beftirc  the  Coimnitkc  of  1899,  fbr  sudi  officei,  pnjvitin^  at  ite  i 
^  nacAet  jtotiiad  b^  the  GovosaKct  time,  th^  dtey  liuMuti  wx  boU  awf  ak^ 
■f  lUi  OMBBy  w«e  not  osiy  fofl;  tbu '  cfice,  and  vaiicos  eondionwi  «f  Iks  kad, 
vhidk  the  f -■'—'*»  Oiuuuitne  reccn-  <  ia  eoaa^aoice  of  vliick  iIm  ^i^j  tmH. 
mc  bermd  tiw  prapoKOOn  1  wn  loat.  Ia  1334-JieHiMaeiu  ,l«aMli^ 
B  bj  the  Coaminee.  I  will  meodtni  peMed  iimetT-n>o  wwnUw,  vliieB  hk 
c  of  this,  and  ^  ■  a  vcr  straog '  ^"'■^■■"'  ta  dui  Hook  both  « thor  pwyt 
The  Canada  Coointittee  re- ,  and  '^err  lanxvage.  In  Ii33  ihe  tijr 
d  that  a  eeftain  duty,  which  of  AiaeaibW  aepamed  ■ilhcxt  paHBg  a 
d  hr  the  .let  of  1774,  ibdnld  be  nippl  j  tu'.!',  in  eodseri^aence  <d  uni  Ajl- 
id  by  lb*  Boose  of  Asembiy  ner  refusing  ta  action  thev  vw^  fac 
Melf  u  Boa  ■•  thai  Hoaae  of  Asancbly  \  the  (nndngsit  expesas.  In  1335  G^ft- 
Aaalil  Bafc*  ^i  i— in  iil  ptotiwcM  fis  die  !  miwionera  •«»  sent  aat  frau  daacnmiiy, 
nppoct  «f  the  jndgc^  aim  (br  the  mpport  in  aider  to  investigate  >he  wbule  of  dK  sab- 
nmiiber  of  officos  of  the '  Ject  matter  in  dispate,  and  that  ther  nii^hf 
t.  The  Gu*eiBiient  of  nake  a  leport  to  his  KajeXr's  Gov^n- 
it  berond  that  praposal. '  meat,  by  which  his  Majetfy  ^ooid  be  m.- 
■u  by  the  Act  of  I83I  ihny  repealed,  fiimied  of  the  whole  of  the  mativ  is  din~ 
umf^  and  at  mce,  the  pravinaiu  nf  the  puts,  to  be  able  ta  jod^  bow  &r  it  nu^hc 
Aei  of  1774,  as  far  as  it  left  the  appro-  '  be  safe  or  practicable  tn  cmnply  wkh  tke 
priation  to  the  Lcrds  of  the  TreuDrr  of  demands  al  the  House  of  1  imiiiMj  It  b 
thin  cosAiy.  and  lc&  it  firstly  and  fally  to  ,'  *ay  miActDry  ta  me  that  the  Coaunik- 
"■     "*  '  '  "  ■  appnipnale  the    sion  which   was  appointed  a»ok,  fi^  time 
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sot  iilk>w  Mst  because  ibe  Cawnrtient ;  the  pnipositioiis  made  to  this  cannay.     I 

aod  ths  Legislature  of  this  conntrr  dealt    think  that,   «hatei«r  so&nng  there  asy 

this  fair  and  fnO   rnniiiisiiiii  to  the  Honae  '  have  been  on  the  part  of  ifaoae  officaa  ot 

vt  AsaaaiUy.  tfatt  they  should  be  diqnced  '  the  gaTemmeai:   who  daim,   and  have  a 

•d  mahs  a  pnper  EStum,  by  acceding  to    ri^t  to  claim,  the  protection  of  the  Bddak 

vhat  the  CanDBittee  of  1^28  considered  '  Crawn  and  the  Btitiafa  Parliament  to  d>:&a.y 

as   indnpsnsable   preliminary.      On   the    the  stuns  owing  to  them, — I  think,  what- 

contrary,  they  haxe  not  hitherto,  and.   I  [  ererpobiic  incnnvenience  may  ha^   been 

ttjnk.  as  I  shall  beieafiK  show,  they  do  I  mffeied  io  conaequeice  of  the  delay  in  tba 

not  aeam  dtipoaed  now  tn  make  any  soch  \  appointment  of  that  Cnitimiswon.  yet  tW 

|>rovision.     Tbae   waa  ona  recommenda-    inestimable  advaotages  derired  fi^un  i^— 

tion  of  the  Conuaittea  which  isfened  to  ;  that  we  do  not  now  \\tneiii\   withoot  the 

I '  fuileK  and  fairoM  inquiry,  and   thai  every 

f '  subject  has  been  caiefolU  tooked   into — 

r  I  rttllycompensalofor  the  lime  diat  has  been 

'    lost.     After   foor    ;fCBra    Ktd   a   half  no 

r  I  supply  has  been  Mted ;  and  we  have  eosa 

' !  M  last  to  this  dectsm   q^ueabon,  whether 

>  I  Of  not  we  can  grant  some  or  :dl  of  the  de- 

,  I  ownds  of  the  Uoiiae  of  liiaiiislilj.  wilhoat 

I  whiub  no  supply  caa  in  any  case  be  looked 

'  to  ^    It  is  a  ^^reat  advantocB^  I  think,  thtd 

.  "ra  do  not  appear  ta  proceed  in  haste  or 

(^USM>o,  or  in   ignaraoce,  and   that  every 

ligbt   w^ich     can     b«    thiowt     am    tke 

,  subject   ha«   boa*    tfannra    apon   it — cfaaC 

v^kivihiog  that  caaU  be  l^ily  granted  xo 
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■id«r,  iriiether  or  not  we  shall  proceed  lo 
al<«r  ihfiGOMlilulionof  1791,  and  to  alter 
it  in  «  mannar  wltich  1  sbaK  alYenvard* 
■bow  ii  iaeonaitteDt  with  th*  teUiiona  of 
the  mothar  country  and  the  colon ies;  or 
wltetlMr  we  shall  Interpose,  as  in  acaro  at 
nsoeMitj,  and  a  case  of  clearly  and  fully 
proved  necessity,  lo  proUct  the  colony 
itself  from  disturbance,  and  to  rescue  the 
honour  of  the  British  Crown  from  that 
which  I  consider  a  slain  upon  it — of  leav- 
ing the  sut^ecls  of  the  Crown  unprotected 
in  a  iiuiation  in  which  they  iMive  been  en- 
coaraged  and  even  directed  by  tliegoTern- 
moDt  to  place  themselvBt  ?  That  this  is 
(he  question  is  sufficiently  proved  by  the 
amendment  which  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Leader)  means  lo  propose.  He  does  not 
say,  neither  do  those  who  agree  with  him 
say,  "  Let  not  Psrliament  interfere,  allow 
the  colony  to  continue  ita  course,  do  not 
coerce  the  assembly  of  the  colonjr,  do  not 
interfere  with  the  imperial  parliament  j" 
but  what  he  says  is  this,  "  It  ia  necestary 
tointerfere;  it  is  necessary  that  you  should 
consider  former  acts  of  Parliament ;  it  is 
necessary  that  ^ou  should  repeal  those  acts 
and  adofA  another  constitution."  To  this 
question,  then  I  beg  leave  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,and  I  will  only  do  so  gene- 
rally, because  really,  though  I  have  been 
long  conversant  with  the  subject,  1  am  not 
able  to  enter  at  length  into  every  statement 
of  tbe  demands  of  the  House  of  Assembly. 
Bot  J  am  sure  that  my  learned  Friend  who 
sits  near  me  (Sir  O,  Grey)  will  be  able  to 
give  any  details  that  may  be  necessary. 
I  will  go  shortly  and  generally  into  the 
questions  upon  which  the  House  of  As- 
sembly mak«  their  demand,  and  I  will 
State  the  reasons  why  I  thinlc  it  impossible, 
for  us  to  erant  those  demands,  and  the 
eourse  which  1  propose  to  take  on  this 
sobject.  Tbe  fitat  demand  of  the  As* 
senvbly  is,  that  the  legislative  council  hav- 
ing hitherto  been  nominated  by  the  Crown, 
shall  for  Ibe  future  be  an  elective  as- 
sembly. Tbe  next  is,  that  the  executive 
conncil  shall  be  a  responsible  council, 
similar  to  the  cabinet  in  (his  country. 
Another  is,  that  the  law  oftenores  shall 
be  changed  without  respecting  the  rights 
acquired  under  an  Act  passed  by  the 
Britiah  Parliament;  andthefoorth  is, that 
tbe  land  company  shall  be  abolished,  with 
a  similar  disregard  of  the  rights  acquired 
ander  the  saiiM  Acr.  With  respect  to  the 
proposition  of  mdung  the  legislative 
il  eUcUve,  tbe  e^ct  «r  it  u  the  pre* 


sent  state  of  the  colony  must  be  tosnalcM 
second  assembly  exactly  resembling  that 
which  at  present  exists.  There  could  be 
no  doubt,  from  the  Report  of  tbe  Cooi- 
misstoners — and  every  oi»e  who  has 
spoken  on  the  subject  seems  to  have  coow 
to  the  some  conclusion— that  the  second 
Assembly  would  be  but  an  echo  of  the 
6rst  AsBembly,aud  would  try  to  enforce  all 
iheir  demands.  It  is  propMed  in  the  next 
place  that  the  executive  ooancil  should  be 
made  to  resemble  the  ministry  in  this  coun- 
try. I  hold  this  proposition  to  be  entirely 
incompatible  with  the  relations  between 
the  mother  country  and  the  colony. 
The  relations  between  the  mother  country 
and  the  colony  require  that  his  Majesty 
should  b«  represented  not  by  a  person  re- 
moveable  by  the  House  of  Assembly,  but 
by  a  governor  sent  out  by  the  Kieg, 
responsible  to  the  King  and  responsible  (o 
the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain.  This  was 
the  necessary  constitution  of  a  colony ; 
and  if  you  have  not  these  relations  exist- 
ing between  the  mother  eonntry  and  the 
eoTony  you  will  soon  have  an  end  lo  the 
relations  altogether.  Then,  again,  if  the 
executive  council  were  made  respmiBible 
as  the  ministers  of  this  country,  of  conrae 
the  governor  must  act  according  to  their 
advice,  if  the  Assembly  do  not  trust 
those  ministers,  if  they  do  not  think  then 
fit,  they  must  be  removed,  and  others  put 
in  iheir  places.  The  person  sent  out  by 
tJie  king  as  governor,  and  those  ministers 
in  whom  the  assembly  confided,  might 
differ  in  opinion,  and  there  at  once  would 
be  a  collision  between  the  measures  of  tbe 
King  and  the  conduct  of  the  representa- 
tives ofihe  colony.  But  this  proposilioa 
would  tend  not  merely  to  produce  disputes, 
not  merely  to  try  the  King's  authority,  but 
it  would  tend  to  introduce  authorities 
totally  incompatible  with  the  authority 
which  the  King  seems  to  have  over  every 
colony.  There  is  an  obligation,  for  in- 
stance, on  the  Government  of  this  country, 
to  prevent  any  British  subject  being  injured 
with  impunity.  If  the  executive  council 
be  appointed  through  the  influence  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  the  consequence  would 
be  that  the  Ministers  thus  appointed  must 
carry  into  effect  the  acts  of  the  Assembly, 
and  must  deprive  persons  of  land  or  other 
possessions,  though  holding  them  under 
the  laws  of  this  country,  and  by  virtue  of 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  Let  it  be  con- 
sidereU,  that  these  measures  must  be  car- 
ried into  effect  not  merely  by  tbe  ioicfltof 
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■tuoM,— they  CBtrnot  imagine  a  body  of 
coutitneiiU  of  such  a  natare,  so  dif- 
feraat  from  the  body  which  constitute* 
the  preMBt  House  of  Assembly,  as  to  have 
an  independent  assembly  appointed  in  the 
maoner  of  an  election,  and  not  by  the 
nomination  of  the  Crown.  But  they  state 
that,  whatever  may  be  the  result  come  to 
upon  abstract  speculation,  that  this  is  not 
the  case  in  Canada;  that  the  case  of 
Canada  is  such,  that  if  you  yield  to  these 
demands  a  great  portion  of  the  King's 
subjects,  namely,  those  of  British  descent, 
will  be  ezcludod  altt^tfaer  from  a  voice 
and  representation  in  the  two  assemblies ; 
that  that  portion,  consisting  of  120,000  of 
our  fellow-subjects,  persons  of  consider- 
able wealth  and  intelligence,  and  who 
are  engaged  principally  in  commercial 
pnrauits,  would  consider  themselves  so  far 
abandoned,  so  far  unprotected,  that  it  was 
not  lilcely  that  the  peace  of  the  colony 
would  be  preserved,  but  that  they  would 
oppose  and  resist  the  Government  as  a 
Oovemment  from  which  they  could  ex- 
pect no  security  for  life  and  property. 
They  concluded  that  whatever  might  be 
the  result  of  speculation  on  this  subject, 
and  though  their  views,  as  far  as  regarded 
them  individnally,  were  in  many  respects 
dissimilar,  yet  they  all  agreed  in  this,  that 
in  the  present  state  of  the  colony  it  would 
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not  be  possible,  with  security  to  the  sub- 
ject  and  tranquillity  to  the  colony,  to  grant 
the  demands  that  were  made.  I  consider 
— 4bese  Commissioners  having,  as  I  stated 
in  many  respects  entertained  diBsimilar 
views  upon  many  questions  that  came  be- 
fore them — I  consider  that  there  must  have 
been  a  very  strong  impreBsioD  that  the 
present  state  of  the  colony  was  such  that 
It  would  be  unwise  and  unsafe  to  intro- 
duce an  elective  conncil  into  that  colony. 
I  think  that  the  report  of  the  Commis- 
stoners  affords  snfBcient  reasons  for  the 
opinions  to  which  they  have  come.  Hav- 
ing thus  stated  why,  in  the  opinion  of  his 
Majesty's  Government,  it  is  impossible  to 
yiefd  to  the  demands  which  have  been 
made  by  the  representative  assembly  of 
Lower  Canada,  I  shall  now  proceed  to 
state  the  views  which  we  have  taken  of 
the  whde  case,  and  of  the  remedy  by 
which  we  propose  to  put  an  end  to  the 
difficulties  which  have  arisen  in  conse- 
quence of  these  occurrences.  The  first 
difficulty  is  the  payment  of  the  judges  and 
of  the  king's  officers  in  the  colony.  When 
it  ii  Kcollected  that  it  is  now  fbui  yean 


and  a  half  since  thejadges  havereceivad 
their  salaries,  during  which  period  they 
have  been  left  entirely  to  their  own  re- 
sources for  support,  the  House  will,  I  think, 
consider  that  it  is  high  time  for  us  to  coma 
forward  and  interpose  the  authority  of 
Parliament  in  their  behalf  and  rescue  those 


officers  from  the  state  of  distress  which 
must  necessarily  result  frora  a  protracted 
continuance  of  this  state  of  things.  Had 
we  followed  the  advice  of  the  Commis- 
sioners  upon  this  subject,  we  should  hare 
come  forward  last  year  and  demanded  of 
Parliament  the  means  of  paying  the  arrears 
justly  due  to  these  officers ;  but  it  was 
thought  that  as  some  misunderstandinn 
appeared  to  exist  between  the  Assembly 
of  Lower  Canada  and  Lord  Glenelg,  it  ' 
would  be  desirable  to  give  them  an  op- 
portunity to  re-consider  the  subject  once 
more,  and  wait  to  see  if  they  still  persisted 
in  refusing  these  payments.  With  regard 
to  the  propriety  of  the  proceeding  which  I 
am  about  to  recommend,  I  apprehend  that 
it  is  undoubtedly  in  the  power  of  the  im- 
perial Pariiament  to  interfere  in  colonial 
affairs,  whether  in  legislative  matters  or  in 
supply,  when  a  pressing  occasion  occun 
for  BO  doing.  In  legislative  matters  ne  bad 
recently  an  instance  in  regard  to  Jamaica, 
where  we  interposed  our  anthority  to  con- 
tinue an  act  of  great  importance,  which 
the  colonial  legislature  had  omitted  to 
pass  within  the  proper  period.  In  matters 
of  supply,  also,  I  have  as  Uttle  doubt  diet 
ia  cases  of  great  necessity  it  is  in  the  power 
of  Parliament  to  employ  all  the  means  ia 
its  hands  to  appropriate  the  proceeds  of 
the  taxes  raised  in  a  colony  to  certain 
public  services  in  a  colony  to  which  they 
are  under  ordinary  drcnmstances  applied. 
This  principle  was  admitted  at  the  bar  of 
the  House  of  Commons  by  Dr.  Benjamin 
Franklin,  who  in  regard  to  the  Assembly 
of  New  York,  was  asked,  whether,  if  a 
colony  were  altogether  to  refuse  sopfdies, 
the  imperial  Parliament  could  interfere, 
and  he  replied  that  "  he  could  not  con- 
ceive such  a  case  to  occur,  though  they 
had  in  some  cases  refused  to  grant  per- 
manent salaries  to  the  officers  of  Govern- 
ment, and  he  thought  very  wisely  so."  He 
was  then  asked  again,  "  whether  in  casei 
where  interference  was  juatiBable,  tbs 
right  of  interfering  ought  not  to  be  in  thft 
Parliament  of  Great  Britain  V  To  which 
he  replied,  "  that  he  wonld  have  no  objec- 
tion to  it,  provided  the  power  were  only 
lued  for  the  nie  and  good  of  th«  colmy 
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Sasf  ed  by  the  Parliament  of  the  United  King- 
om  in  farour  of  the  North  American  Land 
Company ;  and  b;  the  said  address,  the  said 
House  of  Assembly  further  adverted  to  the 
demand  made  by  that  House  of  the  free 
exercise  of  its  control  oier  all  the  branches 
of  the  Eieentive  Government;  and  by  the 
9mA  address,  the  raid  House  of  Assembly 
further  declared,  that  it  vras  incumbent  on 
them,  in  the  present  conjuncture,  to  adjourn 
Iheir  deliberations  until  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should,  by  its  acts,  especially  bj  ren- 
dering the  second  branch  of  the  Legislature 
conformable  to  the  wishes  and  wants  of  the 
people,  have  commenced  the  great  work  of 
justice  and  reform,  and  created  a  confidence, 
which  alone  could  crown  ii  with  success. 

"  4.  That  in  the  existing  state  of  Lower 
Canada,  it  is  unadvisable  to  make  the  Le- 
gislative Council  of  that  province  an  elective 
body ;  bnt  thai  it  is  expedient  that  measures 
bs  adopted  for  secaring  to  that  branch'  of 
the  Legialature  a  greater  degree  of  public 
GOnfidence- 

"  5,  That  while  it  is  expedient  to  improve 
the  coDiposilion  of  the  Executive  Council  in 
Iiower  Canada,  it  is  unadvisable  to  subject  it 
to  the  responsibility  demanded  by  the  House 
of  Assembly  of  that  province. 

"  6.  That  the  legal  title  of  the  North  Ame- 
lican  X/and  Companv  to  the  land  holden  by 
the  said  Companf,  by  virtue  of  a  grant  from 
his  Majesty,  under  the  public  seal  of  the  said 
province,  and  to  the  privileges  conferred  on 
the  nid  company  by  the  Act  for  that  purpose 
made,  in  the  fourth  year  of  his  Majesty  s  reign, 
ought  to  be  maintained  inviolate. 

"  7.  That  it  is  espedieni,  that  so  soon  as 
nrovisioni  shall  have  been  made  by  law,  to 
be  passed  by  the  I/egislatuie  of  the  said  pro- 
vince of  Lower  Canada,  for  the  discharge  of 
lands  therein  ft«m  feudal  dues  and  services, 
and  for  removing  any  doubts  as  to  the  inci- 
dents of  the  tenure  of  land  in  fee  and  com- 


teign  of  his  late  Majesty  King  George  IV., 
commonly  called  '  The  Canada  Tenures  Act,' 
and  so  much  of  another  Act  passed  in  the 
third  year  of  his  said  late  Majesty's  reign, 
commonly  called  '  The  Canada  Trade  Act,  as 
relate*  to  the  tenures  of  land  in  the  said  pro- 
vince, should  be  repealed,  saving  nevertheless 
to  all  persons  all  rights  in  them  vested  under 
or  by  virtue  of  the  said  recited  Acts. 

"  8.  That  for  defraying  the  arrears  due  on 
account  of  the  established  and  cuslomary 
cha^s  of  the  administration  of  justice,  and 
of  the  civil  government  of  the  said  province, 
it  is  expedient,  that  after  applying  for  that 
panMse  such  balance  as  shall,  on  the  said 
lOlh  day  of  April,  1837,  be  in  the  hands  of 
die  Recciver-OeDeral  of  the  said  province, 
arising  from  his  Majesty's  hereditary,  terri- 
torial, and  casual  revenue,  the  Governorof  Ihe 
said  province  be  empowered  to  issue  from 
tad  out  of  an/  other  pan  of  hii  Majesty's 


revenues,  in  the  hands  of  the  Receiver<Cto- 
neral  of  the  said  province,  snch  farther 
SDins  as  shall  be  necessary  to  effect  Un 
payment  of  the  before-mentioned  mm  of 
142,160J,  IHi.  M. 

"  9.  That  it  is  expedient  that  hia  Majesty 
be  authorised  to  place  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Legislature  of  Ihe  said  province,  the  net  pro- 
ceeds of  his  Majesty's  hereditary,  territorial, 
and  casual  revenue  arising  within  ihe  same, 
in  case  the  said  Legislature  shall  see  lit  to 
giant  to  his  Majesty  a  civil  list  for  defraying 
the  necessary  charges  of  the  adminiitration 
of  justice,  and  for  the  maintenance  and  nD> 
avoidable  expenses  of  certain  of  Ihe  prioa 
cipal  officers  of  the  civil  government  of  tbe 
said  provinces. 

"  10.  That  great  inconvenience  had  been 
sustained  by  his  Majesty's  subjects  inhabiting 
the  provinces  of  Lower  CanaJda  and  Upper 
Canada,  from  the  want  of  some  adequalt 
means  for  regulating  and  adjusting  questions 
respecting  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the  said 
provinces,  and  divers  other  questions,  wherein 
the  said  provinces  have  a  common  interest; 
and  it  is  expedient  that  tbe  Legislature  of 
the  said  provinces  respectively  be  authorised 
to  make  provision  for  the  joint  regutaiion 
and  adjustment  of   such  their  common  io- 

Mr.  Leader  :  It  is  my  intention  to  op- 
pose the  resolutions  proposed  by  the  iiobie 
Lord,  if  tbe  usage  oi  the  House  permit. 
If  the  noble  Lord  in  rising  to  bring  forward 
the  subject  were  under  tbe  necenity  of 
craving  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  I 
must  tita  claim  similar  indulgence,  not 
only  on  account  of  illtiess,  but  on  account 
of  the  vast  importance  of  tbe  qaeation. 
Tbe  interests  of  a  nation — the  interests  of 
a  large  and  gallant  body  of  fellow-sub- 
Jectt— depend  on  tbe  vote  which  tbe 
HouBe  may  come  to  on  tbe  resolution* 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord.  The  Tcsola- 
tions  were  of  vital  importance,  not  only  to 
tbe  colony,  but  to  this  country,  and  any 
one  much  more  competent  than  myself  to 
discuss  the  merits  of  the  question  must 
approach  it  with  some  degree  of  awe. 
The  noble  Lord  said  be  bronght  fonrard 
tbe  resolutions  with  considerable  reluc- 
tance, and  I  am  not  surprised  at  the  ex- 
pression. The  noble  Lord  represented  a 
liberal  constituency,  and  was  tbe  leader 
of  a  liberal  Government,  and  tie  moat 
therefore  have  felt  reluctance  in  bringing 
forward  the  most  arbitrary  measure  tliat 
had  ever  been  proposed  to  that  House.  It 
was,  in  short,  a  Coercion  Bill.  The  noUa 
Lord  admitted  that  colonial  assemblies  were 
often  in  tbe  right  at  the  commencemettt, 
whea  they  complaiaed  of  griefuces  ftnd 
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clumed  redreu;  but  it  alio  often  haj). 
pened  that  these  colonies  ended  iheli 
clairaa  by  formiag  theouelvei  into  com- 
montreaUhi.  The  AMetnbl^  or  Low«r 
Canada  had  commenced  with  the  firat 
mode  of  proceeding;  but  uoleas  their  just 
demands  were  conceded,  they  would  not 
form  themselves  inlo  a  commonwealth,  but 
tlirow  themselves  into  the  arms  of  a  ueigh- 
bou ring  republic.  I  diiTerfrom  the  noble 
Lord  relative  to  the  effects  of  the  Act 
passed  in  1828  ;  and  he  will  find  on  re- 
ferring to  it,  that  the  report  of  his  own 
Commissioners  is  equivocal  on  that  point. 
The  noble  Lord  had  told  us,  that  ihe 
Legislature  has  hitherto  abstained  from 
interfering  with  the  tUps  taken  by  the 
House  of  Assembly.  But  what  had  caused 
that  conduct  but  the  course  pursued  for 
the  last  twenty  years  by  a  nominated  coun- 
cil against  the  wishes  of  the  Canadian  peo- 
ple, and  sustained  by  Ihe  bad  policy  of 
the  Colonial-office?  The  noble  Lord  says 
if  the  Lefislative  Council  were  made  elec- 
tive, the  intereils  of  the  people  would 
predominate.  What  an  objection  to  come 
from  the  noble  Lord  t  The  people  of  Ca- 
nada say,  in  order  that  all  I^tslation  may 
not  be  impeded,  there  is  an  absolute  ne- 
cessity that  the  Legislative  Council  should 
be  retormed  ;  and  the  noble  Lord  proposes, 
by  way  of  remedy,  not  that  the  Legislative 
Council  should  be  so  reformed  as  to  act  in 
harmony  with  the  other  estates,  hut  that 
the  House  of  Assembly,  and  the  G;reat 
body  of  the  people  should  be  RiBde  to 
conform  lo  the  vicious  priaciplea  and  prac- 
tice of  the  Execntive  Council.  The  noble 
Lord  says,  it  would  be  inexpedient  to  re- 
peal the  Act  by  which  the  North  Ameri- 
can Land  Company  hold  their  tenures. 
Now  diat  very  Act  is  one  great  subject  of 
complaint.  The  people  of  Canada  say, 
that  the  Tenure  Acta  and  other  Acta  of  a 
similar  description,  ought  never  to  have 
passed  the  Imperial  Parliament,  and  con- 
tend that  so  long  as  they  have  a  Constitu- 
tion and  National  Assemblies  of  their  own, 
the  Imperial  Parliament  ought  not  to  in- 
terfere with  their  concerns.  The  noble 
Lord  said,  if  the  Legislature  of  this  coun- 
try supported  the  resoiutionE,  tba  people 
of  Canada  would  be  placed  in  a  most  en- 
viable position:  but  tne  noble  Lord  forgets 
one  point;  he  forgets  that  if  these  resolu- 
tions are  passed,  the  independence  of  the 
Canadian  Assembly  is  annihilated;  he 
forgets  that  the  people  are  deprived  of 
tbnr  oonatitutionsl  ri^ls.    That  would 
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be  the  result  of  ihe  resolutkwa.  Tbtt  would 
be  the  enviable  position  in  whidi  the  peo- 
ple of  Canada  would  be  placed.  Kow,  I 
would  aslc  the  noble  Lord  whether  be  ia 
prepared  to  deprive  that  Colonial  Aaaem- 
tly  of  the  rights  with  which  it  is  intrusted 
for  the  benefit  of  the  people — is  he  pre- 
pared to  deprive  that  Assembly  of  tnett 
control  over  their  finances,  of  their  omi. 
trol  over  the  esecutire,  and  to  tnx  the 
Canadian  people  without  the  consent  of 
the  National  Legislature?  That  wm  th« 
course  pvirsued  towards  the  North  Ame- 
rican Colonies.  That  was  the  cause  of 
their  separation  from  the  mother  country; 
and,  with  such  en  example  before  yom 
eyes,  will  you  persevere  in  such  unono- 
strtutional  and  arhitrary  measures.  Is  titen 
not  an  Act  passed  by  the  Imperial  Legis* 
lature,  which  declares  that  the  colonies  of 
Upper  and  Lower  Canada  shall  not  be 
taxied  but  by  their  own  Legislatures?  And 
are  not  the  resolutbns  of  tba  noble  Vmd 
directly  opposed  to  this  principle?  The 
noble  Lord  proposes  that  the  HoufS  of 
Assembly  shall  pay  certain  arraan.  They 
refuse  to  pay  onless  on  certain  conditions 
— these  conditions  are  not  complied  witb, 
and  yet  the  noble  Lord  steps  in  between 
the  parties — tbe  Assembly  and  tbe  Etecu- 
ti*e— and,  in  tbe  most  unconatitotiOBal 
and  arbitrary  manner,  endaavonrs  to  tui 
the  colonies.  If  such  a  system  ia  to  be 
carried  into  effect,  the  constitution  of  Ca- 
nada is  a  mere  paper  parcbment,  and  the 
Assetnbly  nothmg  mora  than  a  debating 
club.  I  therefore  contend  thai  lo  long  as 
the  Canadian  people  have  a  constitutions! 
assembly  of  their  own,  it  is  beyond  the 
right  of  this  House  to  interfere  with  tbeir 
concerns,  or  make  any  change  in  their 
6oanciBl  affairs.  The  ComtnlssionerB  had 
some  feelings  of  this  sort.  What  ate  tbeir 
words ! — "  That  such  a  measure  would  be 
less  objectionable  than  any  interference 
with  the  privileges  of  the  Canadian  Legis- 
fatnre  or  any  tampering  with  the  princi- 
ples of  the  Constitution  granted  in  1791." 
The  noble  Lord  said  be  wag  sorry  there 
was  no  choice  left  but  to  adopt  tbe  lattet 
course.  And  what  would  that  amount  to 
but  to  send  troops  to  the  country,  and  pro- 
voke the  people  by  ihrsata  and  the  fear  of 
slavery  ?  8uoh  was  not  a  constitutional 
course  of  proceeding,  and  so  long  as  the 
colonies  had  a  Legislature  of  their  own, 
this  country  bad  no  right  to  tamper  or 
interfere  with  the  privileges  of  the  people, 
or  render  null  and  void  tbat  povrer  whioli 
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■yva  have  jatfottod  to  tfa«  LegiilatiTe  As- 
■entbly.  Now,  tbii  umatisfactory  arul 
nnconstitatiODat  resolution — and  he  wa> 
not  •«rpri»ed  when  he  read  it — this  uncon- 
ilitntional  resolution  is  founded  on  the  re- 
port  or  the  CommiBaionerB,  and  ie  in  ac- 
cordance wilh  the  policy  of  the  Colonial- 
oflice  at  all  times.  I  do  not  con6ne  my 
remark!  to  this  or  that  side  of  the  House  ; 
It  is  in  accordance  with  that  policy  towards 
our  colonies,  which,  for  many  years,  has 
been  most  arbitrary,  and  which  still  re- 
mains unaltered.  I  beard  the  resolutions 
and  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  with 
■inoare  regret,  because  they  will  be  neither 
satisfactory  to  the  Colonial  Parliament, 
nor  to  the  people  of  the  country,  whom 
they  would  exasperate  in  the  highest  de- 
gree. The  grievances  of  the  colony  are, 
unfortunately,  too  well  known,  and  it 
would  only  be  a  waste  of  the  time  and 
patience  of  the  House  to  enumerate  them. 
They  have  existed  for  more  than  forty 
yean.  In  1791,  when  a  change  was 
made  in  the  oonstitution  of  the  colony, 
it  was  said  by  many  it  would  not  work 
well,  and  the  vital  error  and  defect  was 
the  nominated  I^^lative  Council.  The 
prediction  has  unfortunatelT  proved  too 
Inro.  Tlie  Constitution  has  not  worked 
well.  For  twenty  years  a  contest  has  been 
carried  on  between  the  nominated  Council 
and  the  Legislative  Assembly,  and  alt 
legislation  stopped.  And  what  does  the 
noble  Lord  propose  to  supply  for  a  remedy  ? 
The  noble  Lord  comes  forward,  not  with 
a  remedy,  but  with  a  resolution  to  make 
the  people  pay  without  directing  his  atten- 
tion to  their  just  demands.  The  grievances 
and  the  complaints  had  continued  so  long 
that  a  Commission  was  sent  out,  and  a 
sort  of  reprt  had  been  made ;  and  he 
must  say  of  that  report  that  he  had  never 
seen  a  more  curious,  more  incompleli 
more  disjointed  document.  To  the  report 
drawn  up  and  signed  by  the  three  Com' 
miuioners  there  are  notes  appended 
some  by  Sir  Charles  Grey,  disagreeing 
with  a  part  of  the  report;  some  by 
QcorgeGipps,  of  a  similar  character  ;  and 
there  is  only  one  od  which  they  all  agree, 
the  general  attack  made  on  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber (or  Bath.  All  sgree  to  that  short 
report ;  and  even  the  seo'etBry  was  so 
delighted  with  it  that  he  thought  proper 
also  to  sign  his  name.  In  that  report 
they  said  little  or  nothing  of  the  remedy, 
bat  it  was  full  of  threats  aguinst  the 
Lagislmtive  Assembly,  full  of  projects  for 


taking  away  their  rights,  and  with  scbemea 
for  converting  the  mmority  into  a  majority, 
and  with  plans  and  Bills  of  a  similar 
nature,  which,  instead  of  satisfyrag  the 
people  of  Canada,  would  excite  them  to 
the  highest  degree  of  exasperation.  Tli!^ 
report  acknowledged  there  were  many 
grievances — it  acknowledged  the  Assembly 
had  justice  on  their  side;  but  there  were 
many  dif!icalties  in  settling  the  question, 
and  they  have  not  settled  any  question. 
They  have  staved  many  things  on  which, 
unless  brought  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion, 
may  lead  to  a  separation  between  Canada 
and  this  country.  Now  the  great  point  to 
be  settled,  and  on  which  the  Canadians 
laid  the  greatest  stress,  was  making  the 
upper  assembly  elective.  That  depended 
on  the  state  of  parties  in  Lower  Canada,  it 
was  said  because  Gentlemen  interested 
told  us  that  it  was  a  contest  not  for  right, 
but  a  contest  between  English  and  French 
Canadians.  Now  that  was  not  the  truth, 
because  there  is  a  majority  of  English 
Members  voting  with  what  was  called  the 
French  parly.  Many  of  British  descent 
and  many  of  American  descent  are  found 
to  agree  with  those  of  French  descent-  It 
couldnot,thereibre,  as  insinuated,  be  called 
a  contest  of  races — no,  it  was  a  contest 
between  the  people  and  a  nominated 
council  —it  was  a  contest  between  the 
oligarchy  and  the  democracy,  insulted  and 
trampled  down  by  a  miserable  minoiity — 
an  oligarchy  who  had  so  long  tyrannised 
over  the  rest  of  the  community  that  they 
think  they  are  deprived  of  their  tights 
when  afTiirs  are  placed  on  a  proper  footing. 
Four-fifths  of  the  Canadians  wish  to  make 
the  council  elective  ;  and  the  other  fifth, 
interested  in  abuse,  are  determined  to 
keep  up  the  nominated  council,  and  say 
they  will  never  submit  to  the  National  Co- 
lonial Assembly.  In  favour  of  which  of 
the  two  parties  will  you  decide  ?  Will 
you  agree  with  the  minority  or  the  major- 
I  ity?  That  is  the  real  state  of  the  (^uealion. 
When  the  constitution  was  granted  in  1791 , 
the  ministers  of  the  day  thought  it  would 
be  a  great  benefit  to  give  a  constitution 
as  much  like  to  that  of  England  as  possible 
and  thoy  accordingly  framed  it  on  the  same 
plan,  though  wilh  different  titles  fot  the 
separate  estates.  For  the  King  the  colonies 
have  a  governor — for  the  cabinet  a  privy 
council — for  the  House  ofLords  a  Legisla- 
tive Council,  and  for  a  House  of 'Commons 
a  House  of  Assembly.  The  great  di6ficnlly 
was  to  fiud  proper  persons  to  oonslitnte  an 
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upper  Home,  became  in  Canada  there  are 
noelemeDtsforaaariitocracy— no  persona 
of  the  proper  stamp  to  make  a  House  of 
Lorda  ;  but  ibe  Ooveroment  fioding  it  was 
necessary  to  make  the  constitution  like 
that  of  England,  created  that  assembly  of 
officers  Domioated  by  the  Crown,  tt  was 
hardly  to  be  expected  that  a  body  thus 
nominated  would  agree  with  aa  assembly 
elected  by  the  people ;  and  the  consequence 
was  such  as  every  man  expected — the  two 
houses  did  not  agree  on  any  one  point,  and 
all  legislation  was  stopped— the  assembly 
was  useless,  and  the  colony  was  deprived 
of  the  benefit  of  a  Legislature,  because  it 
had  been  judged  necessary  to  adopt  this 
scheme  for  a  House  of  Lords.  What 
remedy  do  the  Commissioners  propose  ? 
They  do  not  propose  to  do  away  with  the 
Legislative  Council,  or  rerorm  it,  though 
after  forty  years  experience  it  had  been 
fonnd  a  failure.  They  did  not  propose  to 
restore  to  harmony  the  Executive,  the  Legis- 
lative Council,  and  the  House  of  Assembly, 
but  still  to  keep  up  ani]  preserve  this  strange 
and  anomalous  body.  The  Commissioners  in 
their  report  admit  that  there  was  a  want  of 
harmony  and  a  hostility  shown  towards  the 
Legislative  Council,  and  that  something 
was  expected  by  the  people  by  which  the 
Council  would  be  placed  more  under  con- 
trol. Their  words  are  :— "  With  these 
signs,  therefore,  of  a  continued  hostility 
before  us,  we  are  disposed  to  ascribe  the 
fact  of  no  formal  demand  for  an  elective 
Council  having  been  made  before  1833 
aimpiy  to  the  expectation  enlertaiaed  by 
the  popular  party,  that  in  consequence  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee  of 
1828,  very  essential  alterations  in  the 
composition  of  the  Council  were  on  the 
point  of  being  effected.  An  alteration  was 
indeed  produced  in  1832.  The  judges 
ceased  to  take  any  part  in  its  proceedings, 
and  tbirieen  new  members,  unconnected 
with  the  Oovemroent,  were  added  in  the 
course  of  the  year ;  but  that  these  new 
nominations  were  uasatisfaclory  to  the 
Assembly,  and  that  the  disappointment, 
they  felt  at  the  ulterations  in  the  Council 
was  the  cause  of  their  fresh  proceedings 
against  it,  may  be  inferred  from  the  fact, 
that  in  the  next  session  of  the  Legislature 
was  roted  the  first  address  in  which  a  de- 
mand for  an  elective  Council  was  put 
forth.  .  .  '.  We  certainly  do  not  think 
that  either  the  recommendation  of  the 
Committee  of  1828,  or  anything  that 
■ubsequently    issued   front   a  competent. 
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!  source,  warranted  an  ezpeetatiOB  (bat  tb« 
LegislaUve  Council  was  to  be  made  eatirelj 
to  harmonise  with  the  feelings  of  the 
Assembly  ;  nevertheless  that  somethtDc  al 
the  kind  was  expected  by  the  popular  putj 
does  seem  beyond  dispute.  We  do  not 
feel  called  on  to  pronounce  an  oplnioB  on 
the  propriety  of  the  appointments  in 
question  ;  and  the  less  so  ai  they  were 
narrowly  scanned  in  the  crosa-examinatioD 
of  Mr.  Morin,  before  the  Committee  of 
1834  ;  but  we  may,  we  think,  venture  to 
say,  that  whilst  they  satisfied  the  teraii 
of  the  recommendation  made  by  the  Com* 
mitiee  of  1828,  as  far  as  the  matter  of 
pecuniary  independence  of  the  Crown  was 
concerned,  they  scarcely  produced  an 
alleration  in  the  political  character  of  the 
body  to  which  the  new  Members  were 
aggregated."  The  next  topic  they  advert 
to  is  the  contest  between  the  two  races. 
That  part  of  the  report  conclades  with  the 
remark,  that  though  at  first  it  m^t 
have  been  expedient  to  make  some  change 
in  the  constitution  of  the  assemblies  it 
would  not  be  advisable  to  adopt  tbe  pwin~ 
dple  now.  And  why  7  Because  it  woold 
only  take  tbe  power  from  one  and  give  it 
to  the  other — tne  very  argament  used  bj 
Gentlemen  opposite  when  they  refuted 
Certiorate  Reform  to  Ireland.  They  said 
"No!  it  may  be  just  to  give  Corporations 
to  Ireland,  but  we  will  not,  by  giving 
Corporations  to  Ireland,  create  a  party 
triumph."  It  is  perfectly  surprising  that 
Commissioners  appointee!  by  a  liberal  Gp- 
vernroent  should  have  drawn  up  such  a 
report.  It  ends  by  quietly  recommending 
that  as  they  cannot  agree  to  make  the 
Legislative  Council  elective,  the  Constitu- 
tion of  Canada  should  be  taken  away  alto- 
gether, and  a  Coercion  Bill  sabstituted 
for  it.  Such,  Sir,  is  the  ai^ument  of  tba 
Commissioners.  But  I  appeal  from  the 
Commissioners  to  this  House.  Na^,  I 
appeal  to  the  noble  Lord,  and  ask  bint  if 
he  is  prepared  to  sanction  such  an  aq^ 
ment  as  that  ?  The  Canadians,  in  a  con- 
stitutional manner,  ask  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  principle  of  election  into 
the  Legislative  Council,  both  as  a  great 
measure  of  reform,  and  as  a  measure  (tf 
urgency,  without  which  peace  cannot  be 
restored  to  Canada.  What  is  the  anawer 
of  the  Commissioners  ?  "  We  cannot 
agree  to  your  request,  for  it  is  contrary  to 
the  unity  of  Government  in  the  British 
empire.  But  we  have  a  remedy  of  our 
own ;  which  is  to  deprive  jou  of  tbe  con- 
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tnl  over  yoar  fintncea,  and  to  talce  away 
youi  Constitution.  We  cannot  consent 
to  the  intToductioQ  of  the  elective  princi- 
ple ;  for  tlien  the  Legidalive  Council  will 
not  be  like  the  House  of  Lords."  Sir,  let 
it  be  Temembered  that  in  the  first  instance 
the  L^slati?e  Council  was  but  an  expa- 
riment.  Mr.  Pilt  said  that  it  was  only  an 
experiment.  What  were  the  words  of  an- 
other great  statesman  on  the  occasion  of 
ill  establUhment  i  The  noble  Lord  told 
us  the  other  night  that  when  he  wished 
to  seek  for  lai^  and  liberal  principles  of 
Oovemment,  he  did  not  refer  to  the  sys- 
tem of  Locke  or  (be  technicalities  of  Black- 
stone.  1  perfiectly  agree  with  the  noble 
Lord,  that  a  more  powerfal  advocate  of 
liberal  {ninciples  than  Mr.  Fox  never  lived. 
Bat  what  did  Mr.  Pox  say  on  the  occa- 
sion to  which  I  have  just  alluded?  In 
the  debate  on  the  Quebec  Government 
Bill  in  1791,  Mr.  Fox  said,  ■'  He  did  not 
advise  giving  Canada  a  servile  imitation 
of  our  aristocracy,  because  we  could  not 
^ve  them  a  Honse  of  Lords  like  our  own. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqaer  appeared 
to  be  aware  of  this,  and  therefore  be  had 
reconrse  to  a  salMtitQte  for  hereditary 
nobility.  It  was,  however,  he  must  con- 
tend, a  very  inadequate  snbslitate ;  it  was 
a  semblance  but  not  a  substance.  Lords, 
JDdecd,  we  might  give  them,  but  there  was 
no  such  thing  a*  creating  that  reverence 
and  respect  for  them  on  which  their  dig- 
nity and  weight  in  the  view  both  of  the 
popular  and  monarchical  part  of  the  con- 
stitution depended,  and  which  alone  could 
give  them  tnat  power  of  control  and  sup- 
port that  wastheohject  of  their  institution." 
The  experiment  has  now  been  tried  for 
above  forty  yeanj  and  the  result  has  sbowrt 
that  Mr.  Fox  was  right.  It  has  been  a 
complete  failure.  In  a  subsequent  part 
of  the  same  speech,  Mr.  Fox  said,  "  In- 
stead, therefore,  of  the  Kin^  naming  the 
Council  at  that  distance — in  which  case 
Ihey  bad  no  security  that  persons  of  pro- 

Grty,  and  persons  fit  to  be  named,  would 
chosen — wishing,  as  he  did,  to  put  the 
freedom  and  stability  of  the  Constitution 
of  Canada  on  the  strongest  basis,  he  pro- 
posed that  the  Council  should  be  elective" 
So  that  I  now  merely  propose  what  the 
noble  Lord's  chief  authority  in  political 
matters  proposed  in  1791.  Mr.  Fox 
added,  "  In  order  to  show  that  his  idea  of 
an  Elective  Council  was  not  a  new  one, 
before  the  Revolution,  more  of  the  coun- 
cils in  onr  colonies  were  elected  by  the 
VOL.  XXXVI.  {T^] 


Ctaada,  1314 

people  than  by  the  King."  Such  were 
Mr.  Fox's  views  on  the  subject  in  1791> 
He  at  that  time  predicted  what  has  siuca 
happened.  We  nave  now  the  experienco 
of  forty  years  to  gaide  ug.  Is  the  noble 
Lord  prepared  to  oppose  not  only  the 
opinions  of  Mr.  Fox,  but  the  result  of  the 
experience  of  nearly  half  a  century?  I 
beg  leave  to  tell  him,  that  if  he  perseveres 
it  will  be,  in  a  very  short  time,  impossible 
for  his  or  any  other  Government  to  rule 
Canada,  except  by  force  of  arms.  Is 
England  likely  to  derive  either  honour  or 
pro^t  from  such  a  state  of  things?  Re* 
member  the  consequences  of  the  unholy 
policy  pursued  towards  America.  Com- 
pare that  policy  with  the  liberal  policy 
now  pursuing  towards  Ireland,  and  deter- 
mine which  IS  the  best.  Remember  that 
Canada  has  been  complaining  for  these 
thirty  years.  Remember  that  there  is  in 
her  neighbourhood  a  great,  flourishing,  and 
powerful  republic,  anxious  to  assist  her. 
Remember  tnat  the  attachment  of  Canada 
to  England,  not  weakened  8t  present,  can 
he  destroyed  only  by  oUtinate  perseve- 
rance in  en  unjust  course.  I  appeal  (o 
every  hon.  Gentleman  who  remembers  tbe 
contest  with  America ;  I  appeal  {to  every 
man  who  prefers  free  institutions  to  arbi- 
trary rule :  and,  above  all,  1  appeal  to 
the  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  to  do 
justice  to  Canada.  Id  political  condition 
Canada  may  be  considered  a  miniature  of 
Ireland.  The  Irish  Members  demand  jus- 
tice for  Ireland;  I  demand  justice  for 
Canada.  Sir,  I  move  as  an  amendment 
to  the  noble  Lord's  resolution.  "  That  it 
is  advisable  to  make  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cil of  that  province  an  Elective  Council." 

Mr.  ilo6ittfon  observed,  that  the  speech 
of  the  hon:  Member  for  Bridgewater  had 
been  a  complete  commentary  upon  that 
delivered  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  who 
had  moved  the  resolutions  now  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  Everybody, 
however,  who  was  acquainted  with  the 
policy  of  the  present  Government  must  be 
well  aware  that  the  noble  Lord  must  have 
submitted  those  resolutions  for  tbe  adop- 
tion of  the  Honse  with  a  great  deal  of  re- 
luctance, and  that  those  resolutions  never 
would  have  been  brought  forward  by  him 
if  he  had  not  felt  that  every  means  &r  the 
conciliation  of  the  Canadian  people  had 
been  completely  exhausted.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bridgewater  had  assumed 
throughout  the  whole  of  his  speech  that 
the  House  of  Assembly  were  right  in  all 
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Amt  dMUuub—tbtt  the  lopaUim  coanol 
btd  bwn  dwridcdly  wrong— that  ihe 
CoowUMWiMfB  bad  omh  wroai:  in  ihcir 
TwvB,  and  that  tba  OorcnuMot  iuelfbad 
acted  Dodet  error.  Now,  eartainty  iKu 
waa  a  vary  B>odett  ajaamption.  Wb«o 
iba  bon.  GcDtkoaii,  on  behalf  of  the 
Caoadiaa  people*  demanded  that  the  cod< 
atitotioo  of  l79l  abouidhemaiDUined,  ai 
be  coDleaded  itoa^l  to  be  raaiotained  in- 
violate,  and  jet  the  hon.  GeDlleman  had 
Bored  an  aowDdment  in  atter  violation  of 
that  vary  conetitntion,  becauae  nobody 
cimld  new  deaf  that  the  coiutkatioo  of 
1791,  which  made  the  Hoiua  of  Anemblj 
paMofthatCODatitntion.cxpieaalj  provided 
that  there  Aonld  alao  be  a  L^ialative 
Coaocil  nominated  by  the  Crown.  The 
boo.  Gentleaian  had  quoted  the  worda  of 
Mr.  Fox  on  the  occaaion  of  the  debate  on 
the  Qad>ec  Government  Biil  in  1791 ;  he 
wovld  alao  quote  an  ezpreaaion  of  Mr. 
Foe,  tiaed  in  tbe  aame  diacoaaioD,  wfaioh 
admitted  of  a  very  different  cooiiruction 
from  that  contended  for  by  the  bon.  Mera- 
bac  for  Bridgewmter.  Hr.  Fox  never  aup- 
poaad  that  either  ia  the  colonies  or  in  thii 
coanliT  them  would  ever  oaiat  anch  an 
anomaly  aa  the  Hoaae  of  Repretenla- 
tivea  of  the  Hoaae  of  Asaembly  lubatan- 
tially  enjoying  tbe  iDpreme  power  of  ihe 
atale;  and  whatdid  Mr.  Fox  say  io  1791  ? 
In  numotable  woida  be  laid  it  down  ai  a 
principle  never  to  be  deported  from — 
naoaeiy,  that  in  every  part  of  the  BriiUb 
dominioni,  there  ought  to  be  a  govern- 
mcDl  in  which  the  monarchical,  the  ariilo- 
cralic,  and  lh«  democratic  principle  were 
aveatually  blended,  nor,  indeed,  waa  there 
any  government  6t  for  Brilith  lubjectt  to 
live  under  which  did  not  contain  itt  due 
weight  of  tboae  three  elements  of  a  con- 
Btitntion.  Now,  ihia  principle  was  that 
which  he  now  contended  for  with  refer- 
ence to  the  present  question,  and  ihia  wai 
the  point  at  iune  between  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  and  the  Canadian  people, 
and  tbe  legiilatnre  and  government  ofthia 
country.  It  was  true  the  hon.  Member 
had  choaen  to  aay,  that  this  waa  not  a  dis- 

giite  between  the  Canadians  and  the 
ritiih  people }  but  be  was  prepared  to 
maintain  that  tbe  whole  of  this  contention 
was  neither  more  nor  less  than  a  dispute 
between  tbe  Canadian  people,  who  were 
endeavouring  to  roainlain  separate  nation- 
ality in  Canada,  and  the  British  people 
settled  there.  In  support  of  this  proposi- 
Uon  be  would  refer  to  a  Canadian  journal, 
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otgaa  of  Hr.  PapoMMi's 
paityi  tba  viewa  of  which  woald  fisBy  ae- 
coont  for  the  very  eatjaordinaiy  dnaod 
now  made  upon  tbe  govenment  of  this 
coontry.  In  tbe  Ifiaerva  lie  (Hr.  Rabin- 
son)  fcHiDd  this  statement : — "  Oacxa^M- 
ing  with  an  attentive  eye,  what  is  paaaii^ 
aroand  us,  it  is  easy  to  convince  ouraehm 
that  our  coontry  is  placed  in  very  critical 
circumstance*,  and  that  a  reralotioo  per- 
haps will  be  necessary.  We  have  a  co»- 
slitution  to  remodel,  a  nationality  loaaaia- 
tain,  and  these  are  tbe  objacta  which  at 
present  occupy  the  attentioa  of  alt 
Canadians.  I  repeat,  (hat  an  immadiale 
separation  from  Ei^landistbe  only  aie«BS 
of  preserving  oor  natiooalily."  Here  lei 
him  remind  the  hon.  and  learned  Mesnber 
for  Bath,  who  last  year  bad  taken  oi 
to  deuy  his  (Mr.  Robinson's)  1 
that  the  struggle  between  the  Uonee  of 
Assembly  and  tbe  British  nation,  or  rather 
the  British  Parliament  and  Govemaunt, 
was  this— that  they,  tbe  Hooae  of  Assem- 
bly were  determined,  if  poasible,  togevers 
Canada  for  and  by  tbe  Conadisn  psyija- 
lion  alone.  He  spoke  «f  tha  French 
Canadian  population.  Now,letthaHoDS« 
see  what  the  organ  of  Mr.  Papineau  B^ 
upon  that  aubject :— "  Sons  time  bence. 
when  emigration  shall  have  nude  oor 
adversaries  equal  in  number  to  ounclvea 
— when  they  shall  have  become  more 
daring  and  less  jealous,  they  will  deprive 
as  of  our  liberties,  or  we  shall  share  tbe 
same  fate  as  our  unhappy  couitltymeo  ia 
a  neighbouring  district.  This  is  the  fate 
that  awaita  ua."  He  contended  that  theao 
articles  amounted  to  an  open  declatation 
that  the  French  Canadiana  were  deter. 
mined  to  maintain  a  system  of  govem- 
meot  in  that  country  the  efi'ect  of  which 
woald  be  to  preclude  the  possibility  of 
British  settlers  going  out  there,  in  con- 
sequence of  tbe  appreheoaion  that  tbe 
necessary  consequence  of  the  influx  of 
British  settlers  into  Lower  Canada  would 
be  to  equalize  in  the  proceas  of  time  the 
population,  and  to  deilroy  the  preponder- 
ance of  the  French  Canadian  party.  He 
(Mr.  Robinson)  begged  now  to  ask  the 
British  Parliament  if  that  was  the  course  of 
policy  in  which  the  Legislature  ought  to 
concur.  This  country  looked  to  her 
colonies  in  North  America  as  furnishing 
an  abode  and  employment  for  her  surplus 
population,  and  therefore  could  she  permit 
lite  House  ol  Assembly  to  say,  "You 
shall  not  send  your    population    bersl" 
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No;  inch  muld  be  a  coune  of  proceeding 
to  irhish  the  ^fcrnmeat  of  this  coontiy 
ought  not  and  could  not  be  expected  to 
jield.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bridgwater 
had  forgotten  to  slate,  that  when  the  pre- 
■eat  Oovernment  came  into  office  they  un- 
dertook to  foHoi*  up  and  to  adopt  the 
ayttem  which  had  been  deiigned  by  the 
Adminntration  which  they  lacceeded — 
namely,  by  lending  ont  Commiuionen  to 
inquire  into  the  Btnte  of  Lower  Canada. 
No  objection  could  be  raised  to  the  three 
CommtBiioneTs  who  had  been  sent  out; 
Ihsif  character)  were  such  that  no  man 
could  pretend  to  doiiht  for  one  moment 
that  they  had  a  most  anxious  and  sincere 
desire,  if  possible,  by  erery  reasonable  con- 
cession to  the  Canadians,  to  redren  their 
grievances.  Could  any  honest  man  who 
bokcd  to  the  diligence,  the  assiduity,  the 
anxiety  with  which  those  Commissionen 
had  performed  their  numerous  and  most 
arduous  duties,  looking;  also  at  the  instruc> 
tioas  given  to  them  by  Lord  Qleneig,  could 
any  man— nay,  be  would  even  put  it  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath, 
eoterufo  a  doubt  that  the  Com  mis  si  on  era 
had  not  mBDifeeted  a  desire  to  falBl  thou 
iostructiona,  and  by  go  doing  to  make 
etery  concession  to  the  French  Canadian 
party  that  was  consistent  with  the  rights 
of  the  British  subjects  in  that  colony  and 
the  supremacy  of  the  British  crown  ?  He 
(Mr.  itobintoo)  felt  convinced  that  the 
CoKtuiisionera  had  come  to  the  recocn- 
mandatbn  with  which  they  concluded  their 
report  only  when  they  found  that  ell  their 
hopes  of  conciliation  were  destroyed.  Did 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bridgewater  recollect 
that  when  the  Earl  of  Gosford  wrote  and 
published  his  able  and  most  conciliatory 
address  totheHouseof  Assembly,  in  which 
his  Lordship  declared  that  he  came  charged 
by  the  King  with  the  duty  of  inquiring  into 
all  their  grievances— that  he  was  resolved 
•0  far  as  depended  on  him  to  carry  out  his 
instroctbns  to  their  fullest  extent,  did  the 
hnn.  Gentleman  remember  that  the  Garlof 
Oosfonl  also  declared  that  he  would  in 
future  remore  all  cause  of  complaint  as  to 
the  filling  up  of  public  offices,  and  that 
the  Canadians  should  have  their  full  share 
in  those  public  appointments  ?  In  short, 
no  man  could  read  the  noble  Eari's  first 
address  without  being  impressed  with  the 
conviction,  lirsl,  that  the  Government  had 
sent  him  on  a  mission  of  peace  and  good- 
will, and  next  that  the  Earl  of  Gosford  was 
a  man  determined,   iT  possible,  to  carry 
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such  their  design  and  iolenluiM  into  tlM 
fullest  operation  and  effect.  He  thought 
that  last  year  the  hon.  and  learned  Mam-' 
ber  for  Bath  spoke  in  termi  of  eulogy  of 
the  Earl  of  Gosford.  (Mr.  Aoeivci:Nevert 
on  the  contrary,  I  always  condemned  Uia 
Commission.]  He  had,  then,  misunder- 
stood the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 
However,  it  appeared  that  the  Earl  ot 
Gosford  felt  it  his  duty  to  do  justice  to 
every  cIbm  of  his  Majesty's  subjects  in  the 
colony,  and  from  that  moment  the  French 
Canadians  turned  round  and  said  he  waa 
worse  than  his  predecessar.  Lord  Aylmer. 
He  had  ever  been  the  advocate  of  liberal 
principles— -his  interests  were  identified 
with  those  of  Canada;  but  he  must  deny 
the  existence  of  any  identity  whatever  be- 
tween the  state  of  Canada  and  the  stat« 
of  Ireland.  When  the  lion.  Member  for 
Bridgewater  talked  of  an  analogy  between 
the  two  countries,  he  must  ask  the  hon. 
Member  whether  any  portion  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's subjects  in  Canada  laboured  under 
any  ditqualification,  civil  or  political,  on 
the  ground  of  religion?  And  yet  ttan 
Canadians  meant  nothing  mora  nor  Int 
than  this—naraely,  to  demand  that  tha 
whole  power  of  the  cotonrshould  be  vosted 
iu  the  Houseof  Assembly'.  Uwaatrue  they 
talked  of  an  elective  Legislativs  Coancil, 
but  what  was  meant  by  that?  Why,  a 
council  which,  by  the  adoption  of  the  elec- 
tive principle,  should  be  rendered  a  mere 
echo  ofthe  other  house.  He  would  not  say 
that  the  Legislative  Council  bad  not 
adopted  extreme  views,  because  if  he  un- 
derstood the  noble  Lord  right,  the  Goremx 
meat  were  desirous  of  altering  its  constitu- 
tion so  aa  to  make  it  harmonious  with 
the  feelings  of  the  House  of  Assembly. 
He  hoped,  however,  the  Council  would 
not  be  made  dependent  upon  the  Housa 
of  Assembly,  as,  if  such  were  intended, 
it  would  be  better  to  give  up  the  govern- 
ment of  Canada  entirely.  Ha  hesitated 
not  to  say,  that  the  inbabitaota  of 
Lower  Canada  would  infinitely  prefer 
that  the  Oovernment  should  abandon 
them  altogether  than  that  it  should  yield 
to  the  extraTsgant  end  most  extraordinary 
demands  of  the  House  of  Aasembly.  Wat 
it  to  be  believed  that  the  Canadians  tham- 
selves  really  desired  a  separation  from  Alt 
country,  if  those  terms  and  those  demands 
were  not  acceded  to  ?  No  such  thing. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  fer  Bath 
would  doubtless  endeavour,  by  and  by, 
to  persuade  tbe  House  that  the  Canadian 
2U2 
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ivere  not  confined  to  Lower  CuMb,  bat 
that  tbej  had  found  their  way  bto  oth«r 
proTincei  of  Britiih  North  Aaienc%;  in- 
deed, if  the  same  feeling  were  not  to  be 
found  there,  it  was  not  for  want  of  TUt 
exertion,  and  great  asiiduity  on  the  part 
of  the  Canadian  party,  who  had  aent 
forth  their  resolutioni,  and   had  endea- 


popalatioB  wtn  Dnaaimont  in  lupport  of 
th«  views  of  the  dominant  party  in  that 
colony.  He,  howerer,  begged  at  once  to 
den<r  the  fact  He  admitted  that  Mr. 
Papioeau  and  hia  parly  ezerciwd  an  in- 
floence  over  the  elective  body  there  ;  but 
homnatat  the  same  time  affirm,  that  a 
very  considerable  portion  of  the  Canadian 
people  were  adverse  to  hit  extreme  views 
ud  would  be  diipoied  to  adopt  the  remedy 
for  existing  evils  which  the  nohle  Lord  by 
his  resolutions  had  poiated  out.  But  ho^ 
could  it  be  expected  that  the  Canadiar 
would  he  satisfied  with  what  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  mother  country  proposed  to  do 
when,  in  addition  to  the  excitement  kept  up 
amongst  tfaem  by  Hr.  Papineau  and  his 

Ety,  the  bon.  and  learned  Vemher  for 
th  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
contributed  to  that  excitement  by  sending 
ont  the  most  inflammatory  statements  to 
that  conntry.  In  one  of  those  addresses 
the  power  of  this  country  over  the  pro- 
vince  of  Lower  Canada  had  been  called  a 
baneful  domination.  After  this  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  he  was  not 
•arprised  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  sboold  follow  in  the  same 
■teps,  and  in  his  communication  state, 
that  if  gfiaraoees  were  not  redtesaed,  re- 
voorse  must  be  bad  to  arms. 

Mr.  RMbmck  rose  to  order.  Hiat  as- 
sertion had  been  so  often  contradicted 
by  him,  that  be  was  surprised  the  hon. 
Member  for  Worcester  should  again  quote 
it. 

Mr,  SdnHSim  was  not  aware  the  lan- 
guage be  had  cited,  had  been  denied  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath ; 
on  the  contrary,  he  had  supposed  the  use 
of  it  had  been  admitted.  If  he  was  wrong 
in  that  supposition,  he  begged  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  pardon. 

Hr.  Humt :  I  deny  also  the  use  of  the 
langnage  imputed  to  me  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Worcester. 

Mr.  Bolntaim  observed,  that  he  had  the 
letter  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
in  print,  and  had  never  heard  it  denied 
before.  The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
J.  Rnsaell)  had  justly  observed,  that  the 
Britiih  Parliament  had  been  absolutely 
menaced  by  the  French  Canadian  party, 
and  their  supporters ;  and  it  bad  been 
■aid,  that  if  these  tesolationa  were  nt- 
leropted  to  be  carried,  it  would  lead  to  a 
nhellion  in  Canada.  Now,  he  remem- 
bered that  last  year,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex    stated,   that-  these  demands 


voured  to  inoculate  Uie  other  provinces 
with  the  same  democratic  principles  and 
reelings.  But  let  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  now  call  to  mind  the  complete 
revolution,  in  point  or  feeling,  which  had 
taken  place  in  Upper  Canada  for  instance, 
where  similar  demands  had  been  made, 
since  last  year.  Let  him  remember  what 
in  that  prOTince  had  been  the  effects  of 
the  jutliciouE  course  puraoed  by  Sir 
Francis  Head — a  course  which  had  led 
lo  a  complete  change  ia  public  opinion  in 
Upper  Canada ;  and  he  would  rentnre  to 
say,  that  at  the  moment  at  which  he  was 
speaking,  there  was  not  a  colony  in  his 
Majesty's  dominions,  a  people  more  satis- 
Bed  with  the  constitution  under  which 
they  lived,  and  their  connexion  with  the 
mother  country,  than  the  popalatioB  of 
Upper  Canada.  So  alao  were  the  other 
North  American  Provinces;  and  ao, 
also,  would  be  the  people  of  Lower 
Canada,  if  they  were  freed  from  the  mis- 
chievous firebrands  that  were  sent  forth 
amongst  them.  The  LegialaUire  of  this 
country,  by  the  course  now  proposed, 
were  endeavouring  to  persuade  a  class  of 
men,  eminently  indostriOBS,  virtuous,  and 
well-disposed,  to  preserve  the  connexion 
with  the  mother  country,  conscious  of  the 
benefit  of  her  protection,  that  haj^y  woold 
be  their  lot  but  for  the  tinfortunats  in- 
fluence exercised  orer  ihem,  in  bringing 
them  in  opposition  to  the  Government. 
The  noble  Lord  opposite,  in  a  speech  of 
great  moderation,  had  ptMoted  out  the 
course  which  the  Government  meant  to 
pursue,  in  the  unhappy  ex^ncy  which 
had  arrived.  The  necessity  for  mter- 
Terence  had,  however,  now  arisen.  Ha 
contended,  that  neither  the  Canadian 
House  of  Assembly,  nor  the  Commons 
House  or  Parliament  were  juatifled  in 
exercising  their  privilege  of  slopping  the 
supplies,  except  in  an  extreme  case;  that 
powerful  engine  was  only  given  to  guard 
the  righti  and  privileges  of  the  popular 
branch  of  a  ^vernmeiit  like  that  of  this 
country,  against  invasion  by  the  Crown, 
or  the  other  House  of  Parliament.  Now, 
there  had  been  no  lucb  inTUton  of  the 
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i  use  of  that  engine,  and  said, 
until  a  change  was  made  in  their  consti- 
tution, they  would  not  pay  the  public 
senrants  of  the  state.  Those  servants  bad 
been  kept  no  less  than  a  period  of  four 
years  out  of  their  salaries,  the  victims  of 
tn  expenment  to  extort  and  force  a  change 
in  the  Canadian  Constitution.  Anxious 
as  he  was  to  sapport  the  privileges  of  the 
Rouse  of  Assembly,  he  should  cheerfully 
support  (he  noble  Lord  opposite  in  the 
proposition  he  had  made,  and  take  sufiB- 
cient  from  the  funds  already  in  the  Trea- 
sury Chest  of  that  colony,  to  pay  the 
amount  of  arrears  now  due.  With  respect 
to  the  Executive  Council,  every  one  must 
concede  that  if  it  was  made  responsible  to 
the  House  of  Assembly,  there  would  be  a 
complete  abrogation  of  the  rights  of  the 
Crown  in  that  colony.  Who  could  doubt 
eithert  but  that  if  the  Legislative  Council 
was  made  elective,  the  rejection  of  mea- 
iures  not  to  be  approved  would  be  thrown 
upon  the  Governor- in- Chief,  and  thus  the 
whole  odium  would  be  thrown  on  the 
King's  representative?  But  if  the  analogy 
of  the  United  States  was  to  be  preserved, 
the  next  step  of  the  Canadian  party  would 
be,  to  demand  an  elective  governor  also. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
Staled  they  did  seek  that  change.  He 
did  not  doubt  it  would  be  the  next  step 
taken,  and  ding  a  democratic  form  of 
government  was  sought  to  be  established. 
He  differed  from  the  noble  Lord  on  the 
wording  of  the  fourth  resolution.  Why 
should  the  words  "  the  existing  state  of 
Lower  Canada"  be  intiodacedT  Because, 
if  they  meant  anything,  they  meant  that 
lime  and  circumstances  might  arrive,  in 
which  Government  might  be  disposed  to 
concede  the  point.  He  woald  tell  the 
nohle  Lord,  that  he  must  be  both  firm 
and  conciliatory ;  be  mast  concede  every 
thrag  to  the  Canadians,  and  every  thing 
■boald  be  conceded  to  tbem  on  account 
of  their  prior  claims,  as  being  the  original 
proprietors  of  the  soil;  he  would  say 
nothing  about  dominion  acquired  by  con- 
quest, a  term  which  was  frequeotly  used 
in  reference  to  Ireland,  although  "  agi- 
tation "  was  equally  well  known  in  both 
eonatries.  The  Commissioners  bad  unani- 
tDOunly  declared,  that  the  claims  of  the 
British  American  Land  Company,  of  which 
ha  had  the  honour  to  be  a  governor,  had 
bwn  founded  ou  mcb  piioci[^est  that  any 


attempt  to  shake  It,  would  shake  At 
foundation  of  all  property  in  that  colony. 
But  the  Commissioners  had  not  stopped 
there — they  had  informed  the  British 
people,  that  from  the  existeoce  of  that 
Company  the  colony  had  derived  roost 
important  benefits.  It  had  caused  the 
employment  of  a  considerable  amount  of 
capital,  without  which  the  waste  lands 
would  never  have  been  improved,  and  it 
had  laid  a  foundation  for  the  Government 


to  render  the  colony,  in  a  few  years,  aa 
fiourishiog  as  it  would  have  been  long 
ago,  but  for  the  antiquated  prejudices  (^ 
the  Canadians  themselves.  Some  of  the 
demands  which  they  bad  made  were,  how- 
ever, such  as  could  not  be  acceded  to. 
One  demand  was  most  audacious— name- 
ly, that  the  Imperial  Parliament  here, 
should  be  made  subservient  to  the  House 
of  Assembly  there.  They  denied  the  right 
of  that  House  to  legislate  for  the  colony 
in  extreme  cases.  He  protested  against 
(hat  audacious  doctrine.  The  noble  Lord 
had  alluded  to  a  case  last  year,  in  which 
the  House  of  Commons  unanimously  legis- 
lated for  Jamaica.  He  admitted  that  thera 
might  have  been  one  or  two  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  objected  to  that  course;  bnt  their 
number  was  so  small,  that  no  notice  was 
taken  of  the  circumstance.  To  grant  such 
a  demand  would  be  to  diminish  the  pre- 
rogatives of  the  Crown  in  Canada.  But 
if  such  demands  were  persisted  in,  and 
such  language  as  he  had  alluded  to  was. 
continued  to  be  held  out  to  this  country, 
then  the  Canadians  should  be  told,  that 
(be  British  House  of  Commons  would,  aa 
a  dernier  raort,  abrograte  Uie  constitu- 
of  1791.  That  House  ought  not  to 
sacrifice  the  privil^es  and  prert^tlves  of 
the  Crown  to  any  of  our  colonies.  If  the 
Canadians  were  strong  enough  to  enforce 
their  demands,  they  should  be  told  at 
once,  that  the  time  bad  arrived  when  they 
might,  like  the  United  Slates,  shake  off 
their  allegiance  altogether ;  for  he  had  no 
notion  of  people  continuing  to  live  under 
the  protection  of  this  country,  who  denied, 
or  attempted  to  deny,  their  allegianoe  to 
British  Crown,  and  refused  to  yield 
obedience  to  the  Imperial  Legislature.' 
The  noble  Lord,  and  the  right  boo. 
Baronet  must  know,  if  they  were  wall 
acquainted  with  the  state  of  the  colonies, 
that  the  threats  which  had  been  held  ont 
on  Iba  part  of  the  Canadiana,  were  nerely 
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power,  rupect  from  ialelligcDce,  and  comign 
US  la  uaenaureble  bondage." 

Sack  wu  the  language  of  the  pelilion- 
ets,  and  yet  they  were  told  that  it  waa  the 
Tiiiannnout  deaire  of  the  Canadian  people 
that  they  ahoold  >o  far  apset  the  Conali- 
tution  of  17dl,  which  they  sought  to  per- 
petmte  byiotrodacing  into  the  Legislative 
ABflembly,thealippeTy  unstable  foundation 
of  the  elective  principle,  The  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Bridgevaler  said,  he  deprecated 
the  iDterferaDce  of  the  British  Parliament 
ID  the  interaal  afiairs  of  Canada.  But 
Sir  Junea  Haclcinto^  admitted,  that  Par- 
liunent  had  the  right  of  interference.  He 
admitted  that  a  case  br  interference  might 
arise.  All  be  contended  for  was,  that  the 
circnmatances  should  be  strong  enough  to 
justify  that  interference.  He  only  sought 
to  put  off,  for  six  months,  the  Act  intro- 
daced  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Coventry. 
His  language  in  1822  was, 

"  Ua  wu  anxions  that  his  view  of  this  ques- 
tion should  not  be  misunderstood.  His  own 
opinion  wu,  that  such  a  po«er  (the  power  of 
making  and  of  altering  laws  which  should  be 
binding  on  tfae  colonies)  did  inhere  in  Parlia- 
ment b7  tba  law  and  constitution  of  England. 
It  was  a  power  which  ought  not  to  be  wantonly 
or  indisciiminately  exercised,  but  which  should 
be  leserved  for  exlraoTdinary  occasions — to 

S reserve  the  unity  of  the  empire — to  prevent 
iacotd  between  distant  dependencies — to 
regulate  the  general  commercial  intercourse  of 
every  part  of  Europe — above  all,  to  correct 
any  extraordinary  act  of  direct  misrule  and 
oppression  which  the  provincial  govemments 
■night  commit." 


Now  he  maintained  that  the  necessity  had 
actually  ajisen  in  the  case  before  them, 
for  the  interference  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment. He  acknowledged  the  difiiculties 
of  the  case,  and  that  they  were  even  pro- 
ceeding on  the  nnpopular  principle  of 
legislating  against  the  majority ;  but  his 
defence  was,  that  that  majority  had  been 

Sit  up  by  a  system  forced  and  untenable, 
e  could,  for  instance,  name  one  member 
of  the  Assembly  who  had  been  denounced 
and  displaced  by  M.  Papineau,  because 
he  drew  back  from  the  course  into  which 
ha  was  attempting  to  inveigle  them.  The 
hon.  Member  then  referred  to  the  Act  of 
1791,  which  Mr.  Pitt  acknowledged  to 
beao  experiment,  which  established  the 
franchise  on  one  principle  in  Upper,  and 
on  another  principle  in  Lower  Canada, 
and  which,  though  partially  remedied  by 
an  Act  in  1829,  still  contained  in  it  an 
nbetent  Ticious  principle.   The  fjancluH 
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should  be  so  framed  as  to  ioclude  tba 
widest  range  of  the  population  settlinc 
there,  so  that  all  might  be  represented 
directly  or  indirectly  in  the  House  of  As- 
sembly. He  could  not  but  express  hi* 
regret  that  the  present  occasion  should 
have  arisen,  but  he  must  say,  and  he  waa 
sure  the  country  would  support  the 
opinion,  that  the  noble  Lord  had  acted 
consistently  as  the  friend  of  the  people, 
whetherabroad  or  at  home,  in  interferii^ 
as  he  did  in  this  matter.  They  talked  M 
interfering  with  the  money  of  the  Cana- 
dians. They  did  no  such  thing.  They 
did  not  even  repeal  the  Act  of  1831,  the 
Appropriation  Act ;  they  merely  took  the 
accumulations  which  had  arisen  under  it, 
which  bad  not  only  not  been  appropriated 
but  unfairly  and  dishonestly  retained,  and 
assigned  them  to  the  purposes  for  which 
they  were  originally  destined,  when  that 
Act  was  passed.  He  inferred  from  the 
10th  Resolution  that  a  federal  assembly 
waa  to  be  formed  from  the  two  provinces, 
to  which  would  be  intrusted  the  whole 
regulation  of  navigation  and  every  thing 
else  connected  with  the  trade  of  the  St. 
Lawrence,  by  which  the  old  cumbersome 
system  of  duty  would  be  completely  super- 
seded. If  that  were  the  intention  of  the 
noble  Lord,  he  would  say  it  was  pro- 
spectively the  most  valuable  of  all  the 
resolutions.  He  hoped  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  below  him  (Mr.  Roe* 
buck)  would  bare  no  concealment  here. 
There  was  no  doubt  they  would  have  ti 
forcible  denunciation  of  the  resolutions, 
hut  he  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Oen- 
tleman  would  act  in  regard  to  the  Cana* 
dian  question  as  he  did  on  a  recent  occa- 
sion with  respect  (o  the  home  policy  of 
the  Government.  Before  special  measurea 
had  been  introduced,  he  denounced  theu 
all,  and  before  a  single  actor  had  appeared 
on  the  stage,  cried  "  Off,  off;"  but  suc- 
cessively as  the  bills  were  produced,  he 
appeared  again  as  the  able  and  xealoua 
supporter  of  them  all.  So  with  respect  to 
these  resolutions,  the  House  should  not 
place  much  stress  on  his  general  dennn- 
ciattons,  assured  that  on  second  thoughts, 
and  on  discussing  them  separately,  be 
would  give  the  case  of  the  Canadians  hia 
efficient  support.  He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  adhere  to  their  Resolutions, 
and  pursue  the  constitutional,  sound,  and 
safe  policy  of  extending  to  the  Canadaa 
the  power  and  protectisa  of  the  Impeiial 
Parliament, 
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monarch  who  dared  lo  Ux  ihem  without 
tksir  consent — in  a  limilaT  case,  their 
fallow-citicens  of  the  United  Sutei  bad 
them  defiance  nnd  threw  off  their  yoke ; 
and  if  the  Canadians  were  of  that  race 
which  produced  Waihington,  Jefferson, 
and  Vrauklin,  they  would  feel  tberoselvci 
Id  that  pontiun  which  made  every  man  of 
English  blood  a  rebel.  He  trosted,  how- 
ever, that  such  an  anfortunaie  state  of 
circnmstancei  would  not  be  brought  to  a 
crisis.  He  firmly  believed  the  people  of 
England  woald  not  permit  such  conduct 
on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord,  nor  allow 
their  lepreteolatives  to  adopt  the  means 
which  he  proposed  of  putting  down  their 
Canadian  fellowsubjects.  Probably  enough 
the  resolutions  would  be  carried.  The 
sympathies  existing;  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  would,  probably  enough,  lead 
to  an  unholy  coalition  with  bis  Majesty's 
Ministers  upon  the  present  occasion. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  wished  lo  hi 
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the  conquest  of  Canada  a  precedent  for'^J"^"^^  ^' 

the  re-conquest  of  Ireland,  and  be  had  no 

doubt  they  would  join  most  willingly  in 

this  vile  and  unholy  crusade  against  the 

rights  and  privileges  of  freemen.     But  the 

Canadians  would  act  as  Englishmen,  and 

attempt,  he  confidenily  expected,  by  every 

means  in  their  power,  to  shake  off  the 

yoke.     The  people  of  England,   he  was 

snre,  would  say  they  had,   in  that  case, 

done  right;  they  would  never  suffer  their 

representatives  to  give  the  noble  Lord  the 

means  of  putting   the  Canadian    people 

down.     Let  the  House  look  at  this  qnes- 

tion,  in  cnnjunction  with  the  preient  state 

of  the  Texas,    and   ask    themselves    if, 

having  failed  in   the  case  of  the  United 

States  when  diey  stood  alone,  they  were 

likely  to  be  mora  successful  in  a  similar 

struggle  against  the  Canadas,  backed  by 

so  many  who  hated  the  name  of  monarchy, 

and  abhorred  an  act  of  tyranny  such  as 

this?     He  should  resist  the  Resolutions 

of  the  noble  Lord  in  every  stage, 

tending  first  of  all  that  they  had  no  right 

whatever  to  pronounce  a  judgment  on  the 

acta  of  the  Canadian  legislature,  they  not 

beJDg  responsible  to  that  House;  secondly, 

that  they  had  no  constitutional  right  tc 

interfere  with  their  control  over  their  own 

money;    end  lastly,  because  the  conse- 

Sience  of  such  an  attempt  most  lead  to 
e  violent  separation  of  the  two  countries 
or  a  dreadful  civil  war. 

Colonel  Thompion,  aftar  what  he  had 
beard  during  the  dabue,  oould  not  »c»d 


recommending  his  Majesty's  OovernmeDl 
to  adopt  on  this  occasion  the  advice  of 
the  Scriptures,  and  to  "  agree  with  their 
adversaries  quickly,"  because,  after  allhe 
had  beard,  he  had  not  found  one  reason 
advanced  on  either  side  to  show  why  the 
people  of  England  should  support  the 
Government  in  a  struggle  with  the  Ca. 
nadas.  On  the  contrary,  he  bad  been 
itruek  with  soma  strong  reasons  why 
their  wishei  should  be  exactly  opposite 

the  wishes  of  the  Government. 

'  If  we  could  but  lose  Gansda,  what  should 

gain  in  a  commercial  way  I  Would  not 
every  man  in  England  who  lives  ia  a  house, 
gain  B  substantial  sun  which  he  might  add  to 
mount  of  his  eqioymenrsi  Is  not  Ci- 
kept  as  H  breeding  pen  or  a  warren  to 
which  to  send  that  part  of  the  populslioa 
which  is  not  allowed  to  live  at  home?  Do  not 
our  young  couples  marrj  with  a  cerisintj  that 
they  are  to  brsed  for  esportatioii  ?  Will 
the  people  of  England  think  it  worth  their 
while  lo  struggle  (or  the  maintenance  of  that 
system?  Wears  toldaUo  ihatweare  tostruggle 
for  the  present  Legislative  Council,  lest  there 
should  be  an  elective  one.  Why,  what  do  wa 
want  ourselves  but  an  eleciive  Legislative 
Council  ?  Is  not  that  one  of  the  objects  which 
the  henris  of  a  vast  majority  of  the  people  of 
England  are  visibly  at  this  moment  fixed 
upon?  Is  this  to  be  our  recruiting  cookade 
against  Canada— '  Don't  let  Canada  have  an 
elective  Legislative  Council,  for  if  you  do, 
there  will  be  an  elective' Council  here*'  This 
is  what  is  proposed  to  us.  I  certainly  think 
that  the  reasons  for  an  elective  Legislative 
Council  for  Canada,  are  stronger  than  ihey  are 
for  one  in  this  country,  atrong  as  they  may  be 
with  us.  There  is  a  sort  of  reverence  among 
the  people  for  a  House  of  Lords,  snd  justly  so 
to  a  certain  extent.  Voltaire  onoe  said  to  an 
old  lady,  that  he  had  said  in  Rve  minutes  more 
good  of  the  Creator  of  the  world,  than  she 
had  ever  thought  of  him  in  all  her  lift.  Now, 
!sl  me  see  if  1  may  not  say  thi  same  with  re- 
spect to  the  House  of  Lords.  The  House  of 
Lords  contains  the  desceudauts  of  men  who 
once  possessed  substantial  power,  co-equal 
with  that  of  the  empire,  and  even  superior  to 
it.  It  still  maintains  much  of  that  reverence 
which  the  people  of  former  days  entertained 
for  it ;  but  dues  anything  of  toat  kind  exist 
in  Canada?  Is  there  anything  there  but  a 
mock  House  of  Lords." 

The  principle  acted  upon  seemed  to  bt, 
that  wherever  the  people  atlempted  to 
govern  themselves,  these  efforts  were 
made  lo  check  them.  Such  was  the  na- 
ture of  the  struggle  going  on  in  Canada, 
and  how  long  It  would  continue,  bei 
could  not  say ;  but  history  told  them 
that  generally  the  people  eventually  suo- 
ctodwl.     He  thought   the  qtwftion  in 
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them.  Ai  shortly  as  I  am  ahle,  I  will 
relate  the  history  of  her  wrongs,  describe 
the  claims  she  now  maltea  for  justice,  and 
ezptflin  and  answer  the  reasons  which  are 
adduced,  in  order  to  lead  ns  to  refuse 
her  righteous  and  oft-reiterated  demands. 
The  House  must  bear  in  mind,  that  the 
present  discussion  relates  solely  to  Lower 
Canada.  The  case  of  the  Upper  province 
is  a  separate  matter,  that  must  tierearter 
occupy  our  ettention.  In  the  year  1791, 
the  then  province  of  Quebec  was  divided 
into  two  separate  colonies,  the  one  called 
Upper,  the  other  Lower  Canada.  Lower 
Canada  was  then,  as  now,  chiefly  inha- 
bited by  persons  descended  from  French 
proprietors,  and  was  governed,  as  re- 
spected civil  law,  according  to  the  Cus- 
toms of  Paris.  By  31  Geo.  3rd,  c.  31, 
a  constitution  was  granted  to  Lower  Ca- 
nada, in  form  something  similar  to  our 
own,  in  substance  widely  different.  The 
Government  was  tripartite — 1 ,  There 
was  a  Governor,  representing  not  the 
King,  but,  in  reality,  being  Ihe  mere 
lieutenant  of  the  Colonial  Minister.  Not, 
indeed,  responsible  ta  the  people,  but 
wholly  subject  to  the  ministry  at  home  : 
in  nothing  did  he  resemble  the  King  in 
England.  He  was  merely  the  lieutenant 
of  the  Colonial  Minister,  I  do  not  mean 
Lord  Glenelg  ;  but  [  mean  certain  parties 
who  inhabit  a  certain  office  in  Downing- 
street ;  and  I  doubt  not  there  is  a  certain 
person  siting  under  that  gallery  who  is  the 
ital  colonial  minister.  3.  There  was  a 
Legislative  Council,  called  the  upper 
House  ;  hut  in  nothing  else  resembling 
the  House  of  Lords,  having  no  wealth,  no 
estates,  and  chosen  for  life,  chiefly  from 
among  the  official  ranks.  They  thus  con- 
stitute a  faction,  having  no  natural  ties  or 
influence  in  the  country  :  and,  thirdly  and 
lastly,  there  was  created  a  Hopse  of  As- 
sembly, which  really  represents  the  whole 
population.  Such  was  the  constitution.  I 
will  now  proceed  to  detail  the  consequences 
of  creating  it.  The  real  history  of  the  present 
discontents,  the  circumslances  which  have 
given  birth  toalltheexistingdisquietude,BB 
well  as  the  great  principles  really  involved 
in  the  discussion,  are  all  carefully  kept  in 
the  back  ground  by  those  who  favour  the 

Kesent  ministerial  scheme ;  and  this 
oase  is  now  called  upon  to  act  blindfold 
in  a  most  delicate  and  difficult  case.  I 
will  now  endeavour  to  atate  for  the 
information  of  the  House — briefly,  indeed, 
bull  hope  clearly— .the  real  story  of  this 


long-continued  and  dangerous  strife.  Soma 
years  after  the  constitution  I  have  just 
described  was  granted  to  the  Canadians, 
they  became  fully  sensible  of  the  value  of 
the  gift,  and  determined  to  use  it  to  the 
purposes  for  which  it  was  intended.  This 
determination  quickly  brought  out  the 
latent  errors  that  had  been  committed  in 
the  construction  of  their  Government  The 
sinister  interests  of  the  Legislative  Council 
were  at  once  brought  to  light,  as  well  as 
the  mischievous  power  which  the  con- 
stitution gave  of  successfully  promoting 
them.  The  House  of  Assembly  desired  to 
relieve  the  mother  country  from  all  unne- 
cessary burdens,  and  sought  10  take  charge 
of  their  own  peculiar  concerns.  To  this 
end,  in  the  year  1810,  they  demanded 
permission  to  provide  for  their  own  civil 
expenditure.  The  House  of  Commons 
may  not  know  that  within  the  lifetime  of 
most  of  its  members  there  were  committed 
acts  by  the  English  rulers  of  Canada  very 
.similar  to  those  which  this  House  had  to 
bear  in  the  reign  of  Charles  the  first.  For 
the  demand  of  the  House  of  Assembly 
three  of  its  Members  were  sent  to  gaol  by 
Sir  James  Craig,  and  were  eventually  con- 
temptuously turned  out  of  prison,  with- 
out  trial  or  explanation.  It  may  be  de- 
manded of  me  why  this  outrage  was  com- 
mitted. The  answer  to  the  question  is  the 
key  to  all  the  future  discontents  and  dis- 
putes, and  explains  the  present  condition 
of  the  province.  The  official  people  of 
Canada  dreaded  responsibility  to  the  House 
of  Assembly.  They,  therefore,  at  the 
outset  thus  violently  opposed  the  demands 
which  they  clearly  saw  necessarily  brought 
with  them  this  disagreeable  condition. 
The  great  expenditure  of  England,  and  the 
pressing  difficulties  of  our  position  during 
the  great  struggle  with  Napoleon,  at 
length  compelled  the  colonial  Government 
to  accept  the  ofTer  of  the  Canadian 
representatives ;  but  the  official  tribe  did 
not  lose  their  fear  of  responsibility,  and 
therefore  determined  to  lessen  the  evil 
they  could  not  wholly  avoid.  Three  several 
plans  to  this  end  were  devised,  and  these 
three  plans  are  at  this  moment  in  full  force, 
andare  about  to  be  carried  partially  into 
efFect  by  the  noble  Lord.  The  one  was, 
first  to  demsnd  that  the  monies  to  pay 
the  expenses  of  the  Government  should  be 
voted  in  one  sum,  in  what  was  then  termed 
en  bloc  leaving  the  distribution  of  the 
several  salaries  and  items  in  the  Executiva 
GovernmeDU  To  this  demand  (he  House  of 
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Dowaing-slrMt,  and  tkey  in  their  next 
petition  demanded  a  cooiplet*  change  in 
tha  constitution  of  the  lecond  charter. 
The  reaWD  of  tbia  demand  was  the  non- 
performance on  the  part  of  the  Government 
of  iia  proniwe  to  refortn  the  colonial  ad- 
miniUration.  All  the  former  abuies  were 
suffered  to  exist,  and  to  increase,  and  new 
ones  have  been  added.  The  Houie  again 
petitioned,  and  no  redress  was  granted. 
They  thereupon  again  stopped  the  sup- 
plies, and  have  resolved  not  to  grant  money 
till  their  grievances  are  redre«sed.  I  will 
now  shortly  state  what  their  grievances 
are,  and  what  is  the  plan  which  they  pro- 
pose as  aremedy,  andcODlrast  it  with  that 
now  submitted  to  us  by  the  noble  Lord, 
The  grievances  I  am  about  to  enumerate 
aie  elaborately  set  forth  in  ninety-two 
resolutions  of  the  House  of  Assembly.  1 
admit  they  are  too  numerous;  their  griev- 
ances naight  have  been  summed  up  in  two 
words  —  "bad  government."  To  those 
resolutions  tho  House  still  adheres,  so  that 
I  cannot  be  said  to  act  on  this  matter 
without  aatboriiy.  1.  The  first  class 
of  griemuces  relates  to  finance*  The 
House  of  Assembly  conplains  ihst  a 
revsDue  is  raised  from  tha  people  without 
their  consent  that  the  control  of  the  pro- 
vincial revenue  is  withdrawn  from  the 
House— and  that  accounts  have  hiifaerto 
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many  things  which  it  onght  not  to  do,  end 
leaving  undone  those  things  which  it  ought 
to  do.  They  complain,  in  fact,  that  ihsf 
are  deprived  of  the  Oovernment  of  their 
own  BfTsira,  and  they  say  that  th^  are 
made  the  prey  of  a  faclioo,  who  cajoie  the 
people  of  England,  and  rob  the  people  of 
Canada.  Such  being  the  evil,  the  Houia 
of  Assembly  thought  it  necessary  to  sug^st 
a  remedy.  Knowbg  well  the  seat  of  the 
disease,  their  remedy  is  applied  to  the 
really  peccant  part,  and  would,  if  adopted, 
completely  eradicate  tha  evil.  Tha  evil  is 
the  irresponsibility  of  the  publio  servants  t 
the  means  by  which  this  irresponsibility 
has  been  maintained  is  the  Legislative 
Council.  This  council  is  responsible  to 
no  one,  and  therefore  recklessly  pursues 
its  own  interest,  and  treats  with  contempt 
the  interests  of  the  province.  The  House 
of  Assembly,  therefore,  proposes  to  render 
this  body  elective,  thus  making  it  respon- 
sible to  the  people,  and  depriving  it  of  that 
reckless  and  mischievous  character  which 
now  distinguisbes  it.  They  propose 
further  to  this  Hoase  to  repeal  the 
Canadas  Tenures  Aot,  and  the  Aot  oreating 
a  Land  Company,  because  such  Acts 
Intsffere  with  their  internal  Government. 
And,  lastly,  they  require,  that  all  the  reve- 
nues of  the  province  sbwld  be  subjected  to 
the  control  of  the  provincial  larislalure. 


been   denied.     2.    The   second    class   of  i  I  will  immediately  proceed  to  the  dia 

grievances  relate  to  the  administration  of      '  ■■  >  > 

justice.    The  judges  are  wholly  irrespon- 

aibls,  and  the  present  disgraceful  situation 

of  the  judicial  bench  proves  the  necessity 

of  an  immediate   and   searching  reform. 

They  complain,  moreover,  that  all  judicial 

reforms  by   which  justice  may  be  made 

cheap  and  easily  accessible — have  been 

refused    by  the  JLegielative  Council.     3. 

The  House  complains  that  the  revenues 

which   ought  to  have  been  devoted   to 

public  instruction  have  been  diverted  from 

that   end.    The  Jesuits'   estates  belong 

to  the  public,   but  have  been  usurped  by 

the  official  party  and  applied  to  their  own 

uses.    The  House  complains  bitterly  of 

this  enormous  grievance  ;  moreover,  they 

further   complain     that     1,600     primary 

schools  have  been  closed  by  the  Legislative 

Colincil,  acting  from   party   and  penonal 

pique.     4.    They  further   complain    that 

the    British   Parliament    interferes    with 

internal   concerns  ;  and,  5.    They  aasert 

that   the  general    administration  of  the 

Govcrttment     is     mischievous,     creating 


of  certain  objections  which  have  been  urged 
to  this  plan,  but  before  I  da  so  1  would 
beg  of  the  House  to  compare  the  enormous 
extent  of  the  difficulties  of  the  case  before 
us,  and  then  to  estimate  the  worth  of  those 
inadequate  remedies  proposed  by  tha  noble 
Lord.  The  representatives  of  a  great  co- 
lony have  repeatedly  petitioned  for  redress. 
You  have  told  them  that  you  would  give 
all  due  attention  to  their  complaints,  and 
to  that  end  you  sent  out  an  expensive  com- 
mission to  investigate  their  grievances. 
The  people  lold  you  long  since,  and  jour 
own  Commissioners  tell  you,  that  thepoinls 
in  dispute  are  great  questioosof  policy,  in- 
volving principles  upon  which  rests  the 
whole  science  of  government.  You  are 
told  that  a  people  complain  of  the  respon- 
sibility of  its  public  servsnis.  You  hear 
that  supplies  have  been  refused  by  a  vote 
aloiost  unanimous  of  the  House  of  As- 
sembly. You  see  that  demands  are  made 
to  remedy  a  defective  constitution,  and  the 
noble  Lord  brings  before  youmotice  a  piti- 
ful evasion  of  the  whole  matter  in  dispute 


jMlontiea,    distrusu,   and  alarm,    doing  I  —a  sort  of  cut-purse  remedy,  "  Rob  m» 
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tfw£i«ktq<Hr,  Ral,"  btiDg  biimttto  and 
tula  opoa  tha  occaaiaii.  He  propows 
Btsnly  to  pay  cvtain  uraars  of  nlary,  to 
iatlUQy  tbtu  tha  moral  force  of  the  Amem- 
hly,  and  to  Uava  tha  whole  evil  nitbout  tha 
laut  remedy  ar  cbaclc  The  coming  year 
muat  bfinjC  t>Bck  ever^  difi5cult<f ;  aeain 
airaars  will  axist :  asain  supplies  wiil  be 
rafused;  agaio  tha  Legialative  Council 
will  ba  complained  of;  and  again  the 
official  tribe  will  send  their  birelingsacnus 
the  Atlantic,  and  rouse  the  sympathies  of 
their  brother  officials  in  Dowoing-atieet. 
Compare,  I  aay,  tbii  paltry  expedient,  thi 
shuT'  "  ■■  ~  ■  


tiuMie, 

uEBiug  and  disgraceful  evasicm  of  the  dif- 
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— of  penotts  bom  among  them,  wtH  kooai- 
ing  th«c  failings,  waota,  and  «'  ' 
scquaint«l  with  tbdr  manaeta  a 
lawa — and  you  Hont  OBt  tfaeaa  gi 
from  this  country  to  snpoaede  tbs  E 
of  Assembly  in  their  &iBgtia»  of  repK 
ation,  the  giieraBces  of  the  people,  tf 
Throne  and  lo  Paiiiament.  Now  the  btt 
inquiry  oeesasBrily  must  be,  is  then  asy 
pecuUar  knowledga  or  ocrtwMy  in  tfacM 
persons  to  fit  tfaem  for  this  JBTidi— a 
posiiion  ?  Before  we  can  maasKt  sacb  a 
queMion  we  most  kimw  what  was  the  sab- 
ject  matter  of  tbeir  inqwincs.  Let  it  be 
mn&atiued  that  the  awfajaet  mttter  of 
inquiry  was  here  twofold — IscA  great 
practical  difficnlty  aiisii^  in  the  gpwsiia- 
ment  of  a  colowy  under  luj  uu*(i  and  ta- 
muaataaeea;  Ziai,  A.  bedy  ctf- 
very  cfwaplicatad  lawa  which  axe  attd 
to  require  rvfima.  This  body  of  inaa  ia 
compeaad  of  the  old  RaaaaH  cr,  ^  it  » 
called,  the  ciril  law,  of  the  Carton  at 
Paris  a*  existing  in  the  jarcKtftti  crm~ 
Onj,  oeitliii  portiaas  of  the  BB^jtish  oo^h- 
lav.  of  the  fiag^  rtaCaaelaw^  ^ 


ficuUy,~witb  the  bold,  honeat,  and  com- 

piehensive  piaa   of  the  A^iBembly.     Tou 

Doay  call  yourselves  statesmen,  and  fancy 

yoiusrives  superior  to  the  people  whom 

you  are  about  to  insult ;    but  the  day  is 

not  far  off  when  your  punv  efibrts,  your 

pietencea  at  lagtslation,  vrlU  receive  the 

scorn  they  so  rtcnly  merit,  and  contaaipt   < 

will  be  duly  leflactod  from  Urn  raaaaaiea 

tbeii  autbora.      Look,  too,  Sir,  at  the  n 

chtaary  which  has  been  enfitoyed  to  pio- 

doce    this   rai^ty  pteiect  q£  legislative   < 

wiadon.     Not  cooteat  with  tha  st  ' 

of  the  peifte's  rafMaeaMttres,  yon  seat   i 

out  an  dspwiiva  conmiMiDn  to  make  ic 

quinoa,  ajul  mw  propose  to  do  what  you 

coaJd  have  aa  easily  have  done  two  yean 

since.      Have  ^1  you  iaquiiiea  had  tbis 

edbet  alose  ^    Have    your    thiea.  special 

ComauasMMMn  dooe  oathiog  more  than 

thu  ?  Has  all  thett  wisdom,  and  ihat  al   < 

ibe  mtaiwty  to  boot,  baaa  able  to  suggest 

no  wsMT  pUnthaa  thiaptuftdpettifog(ing  jcsa  he  be  i 

chteaw  ?   In  good  inttb.  Sir,  spite  oi  m.y  i  Caaadiaa  lawv    Sir  Gmi^  ^ip^  ia  > 

ilrtlii^uMioii,   I    caaaot  hulp   intyiog  the  I  foldier :  aad  Sir  Cbadaa  Gt^,  chnigh  ^ 

dttradad  positioa  both  i>f  the  Govemnieei  \  Eaat  ladiaii  jodgv.  caanot  beeafweted  tm 

aad   th«ic   CoataMtswa  in   ibia  nretciiad  { Imoir  mace  than  his  CoUiagaest     TUtff 

pfoceadiug.-     Hantog laeBbOBed  the  Co<»-  <  batabeea  i  ■liilhwiliiisiiM  of  ofi^aeiie  psi^ 

laMaitM  iutd  tha   Cocaniisaioaeis,  I    wiU  i  JitRelsaetiaBaatB;  and  the  Ih.pBsto«yw 

here  eapcesa   my  opinioa  of  thMsaelves,  i  table,  evinces  the  gieaily  beaaficinl  ftawlt; 

thttic  pwceadtn)^  nul  tbeic  pradecttaa.  [  m  i|iiaiiiilliiii,  i  iiimiiiiaauiiHii     SiettMege- 

The  v«r)>  upiMtHiaMat  i>f  the  OoaMBsaiaD  ,  Uippa  hao  a  laadtag  towaida  IfceialiH-: 

WMia  ilMlfau  iiiBultto  ibe  people  wtih  |  Sk  Charles  Urar  is  j.  Iiigh  Tory;  avAw- 

th«tt  rapcewuUttvM  at  thair  head.     You  i  for  poor  Lord  Uoaford.  he  saaaia  to  htoe 

had,  •iv*«a  tha  people  a  cuusuiatiua,  and  ,  lad  a  dtsagneaWe  life,  betweia  the  Maal^ 

tb«  i«yc<MeBtiiU>«i»  have  ibe  marked  itm-  \  ing  ^Vhi^  ttad  ibe  unagant  Tory,  aad  waa 

lidautitf  of  their  coHSUtuenta.     This  body  i  evideotiy  distrBsaed  to  chaoaa  buaauu.  ti^ 

uJteu  saut  back  to  ibe  |XMplei.iud  aauften  i  twe,  kDowmg  nothug  of  tha-sriii^  ma*~ 

r«-«lauwd,  3«t  fonii   ibfeu'  uwaaure*  aad  ( >eroi'dnpWe.     :Suehkaya«rp(^akLcaav 

tli«ir  deoMiids,  ^Hd  yoa  m  duiMet  <iuiui  t)ut  |  uisauMt,  whtcb    npinarfnd  the  RUptesBeai 

ahudy  oi  L^wuii^^autiiitu  uMkbiiiiiuKiM  j  BUvesui  '.he  peopie  la  thett daty  of  d^ 

a«  to  ibtt  tiuih   ^i  'be   VsMOkwiyti  ct*»- j  covvtit^^  jMi  eapiauttoe  :he  jriuMaeee' 

jjUinU^    TtHLt  1^  wu  sui  4Hdt!  Uie  sUUi-  |  aud  w«mw  oi  ibe  - 1  wuniiT      Aad  what- 

u)t;uu  'jI  i\it  U4.iu(4  li»d>^«  oi  tlw  i'vu|uc  1  ba»  Um  ComaisMuw  dflse  ^     It  haa  dd» 
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chamber  it  requfiiteto  wise  legislation, 
and  thiS'  opinion  they  share  iir  common 
with  the  large  majority  of  those  who  havB 
spoken  and  written  on  the  subjecL  Thil 
elective  council  it  is  proposed  to  elect  by 
a  difFereat  mode  from  that  by  which  the 
Assembly  is  chosen ;  and  (he  councillort 
are  to  be  elipble  at  a  later  period  of  life 
than  the  members  of  the  Assembly.  Theit 
nnmber  also  is  to  be  smeller.  In  short, 
the  model  is,  the  Senate  of  the  varioui 
legisiatares  of  the  United  Slates.  In 
the  Report  on  your  table,  the  Com- 
missioners, though  opposed  to  this  elective 
Council,  are  obliged  to  confess  "that  in 
BDch  a  country  (as  Canada]  the  peopla 
will  be  little  inclined  to  respects  any  legii- 
latire  body  which  does  not  emanate  from 
themselves ;  and  that  this  effect  must  be 
enhanced  in  Lower  Canada  by  the  exam- 
ple of  the  powerfnt  states  which  flourish 
80  immediately  in  her  neighbanrhood." 
Acknowledging,  then,  that  in  principle 
the  plan  of  the  Auembly  ii  correct,  what 
objection  do  they  urge  to  its  establish- 
ment ?  Merely  what  they  nie  pleased  to 
state  present  circnm stances.  If  it  had 
been  nked  earlier— if  it  had  been  asked 
Inter — we  woald  hare  granted  it;  but 
seeing  that  it  was  asked  just  at  the  time 
that  it  was  asked,  we  are  bound  to  refuw 
yoni  demands.  To  refuse  what?'  The 
means  of  good  government ;  means  which 

they  themselves  allow  t-  ' * - 

remedy  for  an  abuse 
selves  admit  to  be  a  c 
were  to  grant  this  demi 
missioners,  we  should 
one  party — we  shouli 
feelings     and 


just  what  I  predicted  it  would  do— spent 
niaD<fy,'and  gaiaed'DOiDftnrmatfDn.  Look 
at  the  Report— I  hope  hon.  Members 
hove  read  it.  The  noble  Lord,  indeed, 
thought  fit,  in  his  official  capacity,  to  give 
it  official  praise :  but,  unburthened  by  any 
conventional  authority,  I  am  bound  to 
■ay,  that  ■  more  unworthy  document  was 
never  laid  upon  your  table.  It  sins  in 
every  possible  way  against  the  rules  ac- 
cording to  which  such  a  document  ought 
to  be  framed — confused,  contradictory, 
illogical,  insincere,  containing  few  facts 
worthy  of  record,  and  no  reasoning  worthy 
of  the  name;  it  is  beneath  contempt;  it 
is  a  disgrace  to  its  authors,  and  to  the 
Oovemment  to  which  it  is  addressed.  I 
defy  any  one  to  point  me  out  a  single 
particular  of  importance  of  which  the 
Oovemment  had  not  already  am  pie  inform- 
ation. I  challenge  any  one  to  show  me 
an  argument  which  is  not  condemned  by 
the  premises  stated  in  the  volume  itself. 
Itlella  no  Imtbworth  knowing — it  records 
many  falsehoods  long  since  refuted— it 
bai  CMt  a  large  sum  of  money,  and  will 
probably  cost  ni  alto  the  colony  itself.  I 
now.  Sir,  return  from  thh  digresiiDn  to 
the  consideration  of  the  two  plans  of  re- 
form before  us ;-  and  I  first  solicit  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  that  proposed 
by  the  Assembly.  The  objecU  of  the 
Assembly  are  twofold — 1st,  they  desire  to 
make  all  the  public  functionsries  respon- 
sible to  the  people  whom  they  serve;  and, 
2nd,  they  desire  to  have  subject  to  the 
control  of  the  representatives  of  the  people 
the  whole  of  the  revenue  derived  from  and 
paid  by  them.  To  these  ends,  the  first 
great  means  is  the  destruction  of  the  irre- 
^nsibility  of  the  Legislative  Council,  by 
which,  in  fact,  hitherto  every  malversation 
baa  been  dehnded,  every  recusant  officer 
protected,  every  abuse  of  whatsoever 
description  supported.  In  accordance 
with  the  snccessiul  practice  of  their  intel- 
ligent and  powerful  neighbours  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  the  Canadian 
House  of  Assembly  have  endeavoured  to 
fender  this  second  chamber  elective.  M; 
own  opinioQ  on  the  matter  has  been  very 
tnnAj  expressed  to  them ;  and  I  have 
sought  to  convince  them  that  this  was  not, 
in  my  belief,  the  wisest  plan — my  scheme 
contemplated  the  abolition  of  the  Council. 
However,  to  this,  as  far  as  I  can  ascertain 
it,  I  believe  the  feeling  of  the  people  to 
■be  averse.  They  believe  that  a  second 
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They  thus  echo  the  cry 
of  Canada.  They  have  adopted  the 
fallacy,  and  to  the  best  of  their  endeavours 
propagate  the  falsehood  which  these 
pecnlating  and  refractory  servants  have 
been  concocting  for  the  last  four-and- 
twenty  years.  One  part  of  this  staUment 
I  allow.  You  will,  if  yon  grant  this  elec« 
tive  Council,  give  a  victory  to  one  party; 
so  you  will,  if  you  pay  these  arrears,  by 
your  violent  interposition.  In  the  first 
case,  the  party  to  whom  yon  will  give  the 
victory  will  be  the  people  at  large,  de- 
maodtDg  securities  for  good  government ; 
in  the  second  case,  you  will  give  the 
victory  to  dishonest  public  servants,  who 
have  been  plundering  the  people  and 
fighting  ofT  responsibility  by  every  effort 
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ia  their  powsr.  ChooH  wbich  courie  yon 
will  pteiene.  But  I  ijepy  wholly  the  («• 
mabing  portbni  of  the  Comroiwioneri* 
asMrtioni.  I  auert  boldly  that  thia  ia 
Itot  a  quarrel  of  racei.bnt  a  quarrel  of 
principle.  The  disbopf «t  partv  cliooie  to 
call  tDemaelves  Eogliib,  but  I  deny  that 
their  inleretta  are  English  intereBti,  or  that 
race  or  language  marks  uut  the  contending 
parlies.  I  take  two  leparate  pasuges  of 
the  Cooimiaaioaera'  Report  to  >how  thia. 
The  firat  paaaage  will  ahow  that  tome 
French  people  join  the  official  herd,  be- 
cause they,  like  them,  have  aiiiifiter  inter- 
eita.  The  aecond  paaaage  will  ahow  that 
«  large  bod;  ot  the  Engliih  have  joined 
the  popular  party,  becauae  their  intereita, 
beiDgi  that  of  tbe  people  at  large,  are 
identical.  "We  do  not  know  where 
any  perKDB ,"  laya  the  Report,  "  are  lo 
be  found  of  Britigh  descent  who  enjoy  any 
influenqe  in  aocietyi  and,  at  the  aame 
time,  wiah  for  an  elective  Council" — (Thia, 
while  they  wrote  it,  the  CommifiBionera 
muat  havs  known  to  be  a  faUehood) — 
."  whilst  of  the  htgbai  class  of  French 
Canadtaiti,  (hen  are  isveral  who  have  no 
deiire'for  it."  Hera,  then,  are  aeveral  of 
the  higher  class  of  French  Canadi 
aiding  with  (be  official  party  (as  appears 
by  the  genenl  Report),,  when  we  have  it 
diatinclly  allowed,  that  all  the  large  body 
of  ^noni  descended  from  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  and  living  in  Canada,  per- 
sons sjpeaking  English,  are  hostile  to  the 
official  partv.  How  thent  I  ask,  could 
any  nan  in  his  lenses  saVi  (hat  the  quarrel 
was  a  qparrel  of  races/  But  the  Com- 
misiiotien  have  bad  the  hardihood  tc 
assert  that  no  persona  of  English  descent 
of  any  influence  in  aaciety  have  joined  ^e 
jxipulsr  party.  What  do  the  Commis- 
sioners say  to  the  names  of  the  provincial 


against  a  penectting  mtjorily  of  Preoeb 
Catholic  republicans.  It  is  my  daty  to 
destroy  this  fallacy ;  and,  with  the  pef> 
miaaion  of  the  House,  I  will  proceed  to 
tbe  tsak.  The  population  of  Lower  C*> 
nada  is  something  beyond  600,000,  and 
of  these,  I  will  allow  for  tbe  preaeot 
100,000  to  be  persons  speaking  English. 
But  this  100,000  must  be  clasaiGed  also. 
There  are  three  distinct  classes  of  persons 
speaking  English ;  6rst,  there  is  the  largt 
majority  of  the  whole  who  are  agitcal- 
turists — now  these  people  live  chiefly  ia 
the  townships  by  themselves,  and  very 
liitle  intermingle  with  the  Fiench  Cftfla> 
diani,  and  of  these  townships  one-half,  ia 
point  of  numbers,  have  sent  members  to 
the  House  of  Assembly,  who  are  staanck 
friends  of  the  popular  party.  I  presa  this 
fact  ujMn  the  consideration  of  tbe  Hoin& 
I  challenge  any  one  to  deny  it ;  and  I  Uk 
how  any  one  who  ia  solicitous  of  bia  cha- 
racter as  a  peraon  loving  the  truth  out, 
with  this  Fact  staring  him  in  the  face,  dare 
to  assert  that  the  question  is  one  of  rac^ 
and  not  of  principle  ?  J  refer  meoiber* 
who  aft  doubtful  upon  this  mattet  to  tho 
DiiDuta  of  Sir  Oeoige  G'lpps  at  tha  end  oT 
the  General  Report  The  nest  section  of 
the  Eoglish-apeakiog  minority  are  the 
merchants  of  Montreal  and  Quebec :  sod 
these  merchants  having,  as  I  shall  soon 
show,  a  sinister  interest,  they  for  tbe  most 
part  side  with  the  third  section,  Tiz.,  the 
official  people  snd  their  families.  Now  I 
desire  anxiously  lo  koon  in  what  way  the 
Legislative  Council  protects  Engiiril  inter. 
«stg ;  for  I  assume,  first,  that  it  is  in  tbe 
interest  of  England,  as  a  nation,  that  the 
colony  be  well  governed  i  and  next,  (hat 
the  interests  of  the  majonty|of  tbe  peraone 
speaking  English,  are  precisely  the  saoM 

.     __., .    -  -  .  -     as  those  of  the  French  Canadians.    Now, 

M.F.'eT    The  Houae  must  pardon  me  if  if  these  assumptions  be  correct,   and  I 


]  dwell  on  tbia  topic.  Tbe  official  parly, 
when  they  found  their  case  becoming 
desperate,  artfully  invented  this  protest 
of  English  interests  to  influence  the  Eng- 
lish people.  They  knew  that  prejudice 
against  everything  French,  and  particu- 
larly French  repubUcaoism,  was  strong  in 
this  country ;  tiiey,  therefore,  have  labour- 
ed industriously  to  make  out  that  the 
popular  party  in  Cauada  are  French  and 
republican ;  that  they  desire  to  persecute 
ihfi  English  minority;  and,  that  the  Legis- 
lative Council  has  been  the  sole  means  of 
security  fbr  the  English— the  sole  barrier 


challenge  any  one  to  disprove  them,  bow 
does  it  hsppen  that  for  their  protedioo  ai 
irresponsible  and  hitherto  mischievous 
body  is  needful?  These  legislative  Coo  d- 
cillora  have  no  such  influence  in  the 
country,  either  personally  or  as  a  body— 
they  are  not  (he  great  land-owners  of  te 
country — they  are  powerful  only  hecaaae 
they  have  a  veto  upon  all  legislKlioa. 
How,  then,  came  their  pecuHat,  their 
sinister  interests,  ao  identified  with  thoac 
of  the  laborious  English  aettler  ?  Bot  it 
may  be  objected,  that  the  interests  of  the 
French  and  great  body  of  EngUsb  Caae- 


„C.ooglc 


1340 


Aihintf 


{Harcb  8} 


Canadti, 


135Q 


dteiu  Buy  be  tbe  tame,  bnt  tha  French 
daiire  to  ptrsecute.  Th«^  have  hilberto 
been  the  peraacuted.    Their  deiira  of  van* 

Smnoe  will  induoe  them  to  run  counter 
their  inleraita,  and  ilUtreai  their  fellov- 
•iiinna  tpeaking  EnghsH.  Tharefora,  we 
Rtutt   g^ve   the    minority   power    in    tlie 

Bvarnmant  equal  to  that  of  the  majority. 
y  aniwer  to  thia  is,  that  tha  CanadianB 
have  hitherto  gi?an  no  evidence  of  their 
deiira  to  pertecnte;  they  have,  in  all 
things,  proved  Ihcmialves  kind  naigbbouri. 
faotpitable  boats,  firm  fnaadB  to  thou 
Eogliah  who  have  cone  to  thwr  country ; 
in  none  of  their  kgiilative  proccedinga 
have  they  shown  any,  the  ieaat  pEtrliality 
to  Prenoh  Canadiana  ;  they  hare  never 
attempted  to  draw  any  line  of  distinction 
between  the  Englnh  and  Canadian!.  I 
alio  dMire  to  know  how,  in  what  manner, 
Iba  Legislative  Council  have  hitherto 
opposed  the  desire  to  persecute  1  Has  it 
bean  b^  shielding  peculating  officials  t 
praventiDg  the  incrasss  of  education  i 
Bghtinz  a  disgracefnl  fight  in  favour  of 
tvery  abase,  and  rasittiag  reform  at  every 
step  7  If  such  conduct  be  a  defeDoe  of 
Englisb  Interests,  than,  indeed,  may  the 
Legislative  Council  lay  claim  to  the  cha- 
racter of  their  supporters.  The  House, 
doubtless,  must  be  struck  with  the  identity 
of  the  language  used  respecting  the 
minority  in  Canada  and  in  Ireland.  In 
Ireland,  neverdialess,  we  have  determined 
to  grant  power  to  the  majority— we  have 
done  nothing  to  ihield  the  minority— why 
•honid  we  do  to  in  Canada  ?  Some  night's 
iince,  when  I  attempted  to  give  my  rea- 
wna  for  believing  tbit  the  majority  would 
not  persecnle  the  minority,  the  House  and 
bis  Hajesiy's  Ministers  were  pleased  to 
receive,  with  approbation,  my  areuine&ta, ' 
Md  to  adopt  my  conclnsions.  "fba  same 
spirit  which  dictated  tha  pretest  in  the 
case  of  Ireland  set  it  up  in  that  of  Canada  l 
and  we,  in  consequence,  shall  treat  the 
pretence  in  both  cases  with  the  scoin  it 
richly  deserves.  To  show  the  House  the 
identity  of  thstwo  cases,  I  must  once  more 
^ote  rrom  the  Report.  Not  content  with 
retaining  tbe  Legislative  Council,  the 
Commissioners  entertain  tbe  inquiry  of 
bow  the  House  of  Assembly  may  also  be 
made  int^ect  to  the  minority,  and  one  of 
tbe  Commissioners,  Sir  Charles  Grey,  tells ' 
us  how  he  would  have  acted  in  the  Irish 
Municipal  Bill,  and  wishes  us  to  treat  the 
Centdiani  as  he  would  have  treated  the 


people  of  Ireland.  [Here  the  hon.  OnU*-' 
man  read  the  passage  in  the  General  Rb- 
pott,  containing  Sir  C.  Grey'a  schente  of 
voting,]  I  mustnowdismisB  this  topic,  and 
turn  to  another,  the  interests  of  the  mer- 
chantsofMontrealand  Que  bec,about  which 
1  shall  content  myself  with  this  remark. 
To  maintain  these  merchants,  and  enable 
them  to  aid  in  keeping  a  large  colony  in 
turmoil,  we  consent  to  Ion  a  million  and  a 
half  a  year  bv  our  restrictions  on  tinber. 
Whether  we  derive  corresponding  benefit, 
let  the  House  determine.  The  last  olgeo- 
tioQ  1  shall  notice  at  preeent  to  the  plan 
of  tbe  Assembly,  relates  to  their  conduct 
on  the  tenurea  of  land.  In  a  passage  I 
have  quoted,  the  CommiBsioneri  innnnate 
thai  the  House  of  Assembly  is  in  love  with 
antiquated  feudal  customi,  and  determined 
to  retain  a  mischievous  system  of  law, 
I  would,  in  answer,  remark,  that  Bir 
Geoige  Gippi,  a  soldier,  and  Lord  Goaa 
ford,  a  oonntry  gentleman,  are  but  liltls 
qualtiied  to  judge  of  the  difficulties  at> 
tandsnt  on  changing  a  law  of  tiiia  kind. 
They  know  nothing  of  the  law  of  Frtnoe, 
and  the  iocidenta  %nA  complicated  pe- 
culiarities of  the  tenures  thay  deny,  and  I 
suspect  Sir  Cbttlet  Gwy  is  pret^  mueb. 
in  the  same  conditiM.  It  so  happens  tbst 
the  great  body  of  the  publio  desire  * 
change,  bat  they  desire  that  tha  ah*^^ 
should  be  made  by  their  Own  represents^ 
lives,  and  not  by  those  so  ignorant  of  tlia 
whole  matter  as  the  Uaperial  Parliament. 
For  (his  they  are  abused,  and  a  reason  la 
hence  deduced  for  maintaiaiog  a  oorrnp 
and  corrupting  body,  that  is  itself  also  in- 
capable ot  working  out  the  reforms  aeeded 
snd  desired  by  the  people.  To  the  other 
Items  of  the  Assemnty's  plan  I  shftU  not 
now  advert,  but  shall  resume  the  retnarkt 
I  have  to  oSer  when  the  separate  resola- 
tions  are  submitted  to  tbe  Committee.  2 
am  coDu  to  (be  plan  of  tbe  noUe  Lord  t 
and  I  am  pleased  to  know,  respecting  thil 
whole  project,  the  following  thinn:— 
That  \.  Tbe  plan,  if  adopl«I,  witt  be  • 
signal  and  gross  breach  of  faith  on  tbe 
part  of  this  House.  2.  That  it  is  wbolly 
inadequate  according  to  the  noble  Lord  • 
own  showing;  and  S.  That  it  isunjustand 
impolitic.  When  the  disastrous  conse- 
quences of  the  attempt  to  tax  one  of  our 
American  colonies  in  1770  were  dearly 
proved  by  the  loss  of  those  flourishing 
possessions,  and  the  independence  of  tha 
United  States  of  America,  the  Legislatnre 
2X2 
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■p.  a»  «  giMt  enanaaaa  to 
M^rie,  aB  fWKT  •!  taxiafihe 
Tim.    poww     «*■•    after  Ifeu 


'  As  gnenatt,  bat  to  pwBwh  the 
■liuiQ  far  DtSBVB^  jTrti  nriiititg 
tMamieii^,  aad  jbmJiu  aot  tobgin- 
MMn^  loBtoU  tfaem  joa  bad  fivea 
viB  ft  coaitaliMMVM  powcTf  wncB  yew 
CBMMHnaoae  beyoHl  wl  pnce;  9^''^  ton 
*M  (fan  «cs«  tke  HoM  of  CoBMU  of 
OHt^aad  Tw  m«  pubb  tbea  fcr 
fMtiBC  faitli  B  jon  MiwtiiiM.  YoM  an 
MOat  (0  twe  apOB  yoamlfgi  tivlazatXMi 
«r  tba  paaph;  70a  am  aboat  10  dedaie 
Aat  warnlMBB  dedaralioa  in  times  past, 
xtoavatioB  vnag  ftamyoabj  a  bitter 
■rf  iftifcrauLfal  expcnence,  vaa  a  nhan 
hnx,  and  thai  job  keep  joor  faith  only 
as  loB^  as  yoa  are  not  afraid  of  the 
mnaanaaiiua  of  laiathi^  h.  What 
ia  BOW  thavalaeofyoar  pioUatatiom? 
Toot  faith  will  be  a  by-ward  aBoag 
thepsopis  and  fUbwing  yoar  miachiev- 
oaa  aunaple,  the  people  will  obey  only 
ao  loof  as  Ibey  bar  yoo.  Need  I  ny 
aaythinr  to  ptora  the  attar  (aadeqaaey 
or   (his    plan?      What    ia     the     mU. 


jaat?  Toa  seek  to  p 
bftfafal  gaanbaas  of  tba  people  ;  yoa  pao- 
tect  and  sypaifaiae  oaly  with  the  ■■- 
worthy,  neaaaata  ^ad  p       '  ' 


of thepetmle;  ya 

far  the  laAiiaeo' . 

etcmd  talk  of  ds  e?i)  coaaaipMacaa  of 
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hear  pothiag  m  lepnof  of  the 


aQ  the  poUie  priMaiy  adMMb  iadte  coaB> 
tiT.  and  left  60,000  chiUiea  wtikoat  ia. 
ttrnciMa.  All  yooc  regarda  are  taiaed  Aa 
wroD^  way— all  yoar  mqairiea  have  a 
wroag  e*d  in  view.  Too  aoagbt  to  sake 
oat  acaoeof  hatdAip  to  the  acwaaf  of 
the  peo[^,  bat  yoa  toiaul  a  deaf  car  lo 
all  complainta  of  evil  to  the  petqile  tben- 
aeha*.     The    Hoaae  of  H^^titf    seeka 


yo«  tbnst  Toaiehes  into  tba  ditpate,  awl 
■ntead  of  doiag  what  yoar  duty  dictates, 
yoa  take  the  pan  with  the  proiigata  ao^ 
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itaMw.  Soeh,  Sir,  is  the  courae  bis  Ma> 
jetty's  Mioiiters  now  leek  to  pursue.  Al 
th«  CDmmencemeDt  of  the  Session  I  stated, 
in  reTiewing  the  colonial  policy  of  the 
present  Government,  that  in  no  way 
Ihey  better  than  their  predecetaors,  and 
they  DOW  affirm  my  assertion.  I  saidi 
th»t  abroad  they  did  not  fear  the  anger  of 
the  people  of  England,  they  knew  that 
the  people  pay  little  attention  to  the  colo- 
nies— in  the  colonies,  therefore,  ministerial 
feelings  have  full  sway,  and  revel  in  un. 
disturbed  security.  What  is  the  result  7 
Bebold-it  now  on  your  table — behold  it  in 
the  propositions  of  the  noble  Lord, 
division  of  this  evening;  you  will  at  once 
learn  the  apathy  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, and  the  inoatespirit  of  jobbing,  and 
uawNthy  leaning  to  unworthy  servants, 
which  rules  uncontrolled  in  the  hearts  of 
the  servants  of  the  crown.  But  I 
ask  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  if  they  have 
,  well  weighed  the  policy  of  this  measure, 
and  do  they  know  its  inevitable  results  \ 
Lest  they  should  have  been  negligent  on 
this  head,  and  in  order  to  prevent  the  pos- 
■ttiility  of  their  saying  at  any  future  time, 
"  w«  did  not  an^ipate  such  resuits,  and 
BO  one  pointed  them  out,"  I  will,  for  their 
information,  and  for  that  of  the  House, 
state  what  my  knowledge  of  the  country 
leads  me  to  expect  as  the  result  of  this 
measure.  The  first  immediate  consequence 
will  be,  intense  anger  in  the  minds  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  population,  who 
will  see  in  this  proceeding  insult  and  in- 
jury. This  anger  will  produce  a  determi- 
B^ioa  as  soon  as  possible  to  get  rid  of  a 
dominion  which  entails  on  them  results 
so  mischievous  and  degrading.  Every 
year  will  hereafter  streugthen  this  feeling, 
axd  lasting  eomity  and  discord  will  thus 
be  created  between  the  mother  country 
■ad  tbe  colony ;  discord  that  will  cease 
only  when  tbe  colony  shall  become  like 
the  United  States,  a  great,  powerful,  and 
ijidepeDdeot  community.  The  immediate 
cfiecli  of  this  anger  will  not  be  seen  in 
open  and  violent  revolt,  but  in  a  silent, 
Uio^  effective  warfare  against  your  trade. 
NoB-intercoune  will  become  tbe  religion 
of  the  people.  They  will  refuse  your 
nano&ctiues,  and  they  will  smuggle  from 
the  Sistea.  The  long  tine  of  frontier  will 
nnder  all  your  attempts  to  prevent  this 
Mangling  unavailing.  Tbe  people  will 
nfnae  your  West-India  produce,  and  they 
Wl  fiew  with  faatred  your  i^oals  of  nn- 
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protected  emigrants.    They  will  withdraw 


themselves  from  your  communion,  they 
will  teach  their  children  to  hate  you,  ana 
they  will  look  with  longing  eyes  to  this 
happy  States  adjoining  their  frontier. 
Impatiently  will  they  wait  for  the  moment 
in  which  they  shall  obtain  their  freedom, 
and  become  part  of  that  happy^  and,  for 
our  interests,  already  too  powerful  re- 
public. A  war  will  be  waged  through  an 
unrestricted  press  upon  vour  Government 
and  your  people.  In  America  you  wilt 
be  held  up  as  the  oppressors  of  mankind^ 
and  millions  will  daily  pray  for  your  signal 
and  immediate  defeat.  To  restrain  this 
press  wilt  be  impossible ;  printing  pressei 
will  be  establisbed  along  the  line,  and  in- 
flammatory papers  will  be  imported  into 
your  colony,  spite  of  an  army  of  custom- 
house officers  and  lawyers.  The  fatal  mo- 
ment will  at  length  arrive.  Tbe  standard 
of  independence  will  be  raised ;  thousands 
of  Americans  will  re-cross  the  frontier,  and 
tlie  history  of  Texas  will  telL  the  tale  of 
Cauadian  revolt.  The  instant  you  have 
passed  the  resolutions  of  the  noble  Lord, 
a  wide  and  impassable  gulf  will  be  opened 
between  you  and  your  colony,  the  tima 
for  reconciliation  will  be  gone  for  ever, 
and  the  bitter  lesson  taught  us  by  th« 
mighty  empire  we  hdve  already  lost  will 
be  repeated.  We  may  then  indeed  repent 
our  folly,  but  repentance  will  be  vain— «ur 
loss  witl  be  irreparable — shame,  defeat, 
and  ignominy,  wilt  be  our  portion,  and  we 
shall  leave  for  ever  the  shores  of  America, 
amidst  th^  hootings,  and  reviling,  and 
exultation,  of  the  many  millions  of  her 
people  whom  we  have  successively  injured 
and  insulted. 

Sir  George  Grey  said,  the  hoo.  and 
learned  Gentleman  bad  endeavoured  to 
lead  tbe  House  from  the  real  object  under 
its  consideration  by  a  lengthened  detail  of 
grievances,  the  whole  of  which,  with  ona 
exception,  he  perfectly  remembered  to 
have  beard  the  bon.  and  learned  Member 
go  through  in  a  speech  delivered  by  him 
m  1334,  when  he  moved  for  a  Commiltea 

inquire  into  the  state  of  Canada.  Tbe 
hon.  and  learned  Member  omitted  to  state 
the  fact,  although  it  was  a  most  material 
one  that  they  were  now  discussing  this 
question  under  entirely  altered  circum- 
stances from  those  which  existed  when  tha 
question  came  formerly  before  this  House. 
In  tbe  several  addresses  which  had  lately 
been  presented  tg  tbe  Hoose^  from  tl^ 
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flMJvdfM  oftlwtMMln 
*•  wlton  Wow  Ibfl". 
Ihs  crtoihtl*  *rhom  1I17  h«d  10  try.  H* 
votflcl  appMl  to  '"  ■>>'  papers  on  th« 
l«bj»— (o  ■!'  il'"  initrtictioni  which  had 
Win  Mni  out  to  the  local  rorenimenti, 
tfid  to  f'J  *ct  which  they  nod  done  In 
pvnitinee  of  thoee  Initnictioni — and  bs 
woald  Bik  ir  Ihera  wtre  anything  which  a 
ttat  and  independent  people  had  the 
idlgbuwl  right  10  conplain  of?  Brery 
irMvance  which  had  anien  oui  of  former 
»li'(Ofernmenl— mli-pjTtrnroent  Urong- 
tj  oondmned  and  reprobated  by  the  Com- 
pttNloneri  and  the  nome  Ooveminent — 
bed  bean  redreieod  to  the  almoit  power 
of  tlw  Uovemmettt)  ar>d  now  the  Hoaee 
of  AHNibly  look  iheir  eland  on  another 
arvni,  ami  deolnrvd  thnt  if  the  conMltu- 
Qm  were  KOI  alierod,  \t  Tarioui  eole  ware 
Ml  liofw,  whioh  Oovarnmenl,  coniiMenlly 
tthh  lie  ilvty,  oould  not  eek  the  Houee  to 
ttot  1>HI  whloh  must  be  done  by  Par- 
INimni,  ir  dma  at  all,  that  they  wovld 
dhMaln  from  ihaoxereliaorthoeeninctiona 
NMNd  tn  Ihem  by  the  Act  or  1791. 
whH  wtrt  the  damande  made  by  ih«  Ae- 
•twUyl  Tbejr  Ui  been  trHUd  w  if  iber 
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that  they  did  mm  eokaaia  m  the  eewte. 
■wntB  of  the  msfority.  Tlw  GoeentMBt 
had  been  atwaya  Adlj  deainwe  mt  aftiag- 
to  the  bottotD  the  MatemeDti  mmd0  oa  raw 
side  and  the  other  afMikveMeae^pwUio 
feelinr  ia  ibe  jmnaM,  and  all  ibat  «m 
broo^t  before  tbe  HtMse,  eefwcwdly  as  to 
the  L^isbiif*  Comci).  The  alaie  of 
feehng-  wa*  (trongly  ad*«rted  to  by  Iba 
CommfwioMn,  and  wu  besidea  fallj 
endcDced  in  the  proccediogi  of  the  Hmm 
of  AteemUy,  pteceediogs  which  o«ght  to 
be  eondocted  witb  jodicial  gnnity,  bvt 
whioh  evlncod  a  tnoet  iliukaft  patty  ipWt, 
directed  agalnat  ofhtnal  panona.  fi» 
proposittone  of  ifae  Hoi»e  of  AmiaJly 
were  for  the  noai  part  idtegetke  inaa- 
•fatent  with  tba  rehtdona  esiatii^  betimm 
the  noiher  eoantoy  and  her  eotsMes ;  tod 
it  was  tha  tn^apenaable  dvtv  of  Ooma- 
nent  to  oppoat  propoaitioaathe  dkect  lod 
immediMa  tendency  of  wbich  ma  the  die* 
iMmberateit  of  the  cnpirv  and  tbe  senr* 
iag  from  tbia  coeaetry  one  of  iba  grealwt 
poaieiiioM   of  the  Oi9it»,    THk  eaiy 
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ikHfa  whM  bod  bOMi  brought  agkiott 
the  SMcuiive  Ogternmetit  wu  iti  tppo* 
priHieH  of  runds  not  sabjetit  to  ih«  Houm 
of  AMNHblv,  and  this  *t%  h  dourte  wbicb 
ib«  EiecUllVfl  Qoverometit  wti  warranted 
in  ukiiig  on  tit  juit  and  cooitltutlonal 
gtMSd*.  An  tMlog;  had  been  attempted 
to  bl  HthblUhM  betmen  tliit  queition 
bmI  iba  quflUion  on  which  the  Hooh  had 
bMB  to  lately  oectipled,  tha  grantltiK 
Munleipat  Corporations  to  Irelaod ;  and 
ha  Waa  ready  to  adratt  ihat  coniiderable 
tngvault;  had  been  eibibited  in  tha  an- 
dHVWr  thus  to  enlUt  fbr  the  HotiM  of 
AMMuWy  Of  Canada  the  feelinn  of  the 
i«|)i«ae«Uti*w  for  Irelaad,  and  tlioBc  who 
had  atragfgled  with  them  Ih  the  aiiertion 
of  tha  grant  principle  lately  auerted  by 
th«  OMnnaons  of  England  i  but  there  was 
not  th«  slightest  analogy  between  the  two 
oawa.  The  object  which  had  been  strken 
flH*  id  refbfenca  to  Ireland  was,  not  to 
nako  it  Bn  independent  portion  oflhe  em- 
piic»  but  to  invest  It  with  thote  local 
mwen  oF  Muelcfpal  Government  which 
Had  been  with  such  aucceis  granted  to 
ngtatid  and  ScDiland.  It  was  no  change 
IB  the  oonUitutiOn  which  had  been 
straggled  for  on  behBt^of  Inlmd ;  it  was 
a  ehanga  in  the  conititutlon  which  wai 
detnanaed  by  the  Houae  of  Aasembly  of 
Lower  Canada.  It  Was  to  be  partkularly 
remarked,  too,  that  this  outcry  wai  raited 
only  by  the  Hoase  of  Assembly  of  Lower 
Canada.  The  people  of  Upper  Canada 
tdtogatfaer  diaclafaned  any  {mrtieipatioa  in 
the  demands  made  by  Lower  Oanada. 
And  what  was  the  case  in  refhrence  to 
New  BruoswickT  In  the  past  year  New 
Brumwick  Mot  two  Members  of  her  Le- 
gfalatnreto  this  country  to  ask  concession 
•n  all  tboM  points  on  which  the  people  of 
Lower  Oanada  stated  themselves  to  be  ag. 
gtkvodi  In  Consequence  Of  the  commu> 
nieatiooi  that  took  place,  an  arrangement 
WM  proposed  precisely  similar  in  principle, 
Ud  M  most  of  its  details,  to  the  proposi' 
tk>a  made  to  the  House  of  Assembly  of 
Lmm  Oanada.  He  had  only  within  Ibeee 
ftw  daya  received  a  copy  of  certain  reaolu- 
tiodi  paaaed  nnanlmonsly  hy  the  AsaembJy 
«r  New  Bmnswiek,  with  a  few  of  which 
Iw  would  ttoable  the  House.  Theflratrc 
a^stroot  which  waannanimouily  passed  by 
the  CoaiinftiM  of  the  whole  House,  was  to 
thecAct  that  the  diapatchn  containing 
tiw  declantlon  of  his  Majetty's  Oovera- 
flwat  irith  iNpeot  i»  rvKMi  impottant 
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mattara  which  wera  Inaght  undac  ooti-> 
sideration  afforded  the  most  entin  at- 
tisftDtion,  and  that  raqutllta  meant  b* 
takeb  aa  speedily  as  potiibia  in  order  that 
the  views  of  the  bom*  OovaTnment 
(night  be  mrried  intoefiteti  The  aacond 
rcselutioo  Was,  that  tba  House  of  As* 
Btmbly  antettalned  a  daap  aansa  of  tha 
obiigatioaa  which  it  owed  his  Majett^a 
Government  for  tba  promptnew  with  which 
it  had  Mtendad  to  thair  wiabea.  Thaaa 
retolutien*  Were,  aa'he  had  sUtad,  panad 
unanimously  by  the  Housa  of  Asaambly^ 
which  was  a  completely  fair  raprasentatioa 
of  the  inhabitanta  of  the  colony,  seoaibla 
of  Lhefr  rightii  and  williog  and  anxtoas  to 
mainiain  them.  They  showed  the  uttar 
groundlessness  of  t&e  oharn  that  tbe  pra* 
sent  Government  was  dealing  with  ihoaa 
colonies  in  a  severe  manner.  The  tanat 
offered  to  New  Brunswick  had  bean  offartd- 
toLowerCanada,Bnd,lnaddith>n,thaypro* 
posed  to  deprive  the  Crown  of  the  appro* 
priation  of  one  million  annually,  proTidod 
that  tbe  support  of  the  judge,  and  a  fm 
other  civil  officers  iMS|euaraatasd  by  tb* 
House  of  Assembly.  The  pvopoaltion  wia 
rejected  by  the  Hooae  of  Astemblyt  tbey  \t^ 
siated  upon  the  absolute  concession  of  thalt 
daHttnda,  involving,  as  they  did,  tha  hul«- 
pendente  of  tha  colony,  and  lit  aeparaiioti 
from  England.  And  though  th«e  Wat  • 
nominal  control, involving  aoertatn  degn* 
of  responsibility,  it  was  a  most  inconvo* 
nlent  responsibility,  and  one  that  did  not 
ensure  the  existence  of  good  eoveromoaU 
It  certainly  was  the  duty  of  MInislen  not 
to  abandon  its  colonlei  witbout  tuffioient 
reason  being  assigned.  It  was  tmpotsiblo, 
in  his  opinion,  to  concede  the  demand* 
insisied  upon  by  the  House  of  Assembly! 
Tbe  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Corn- 
wall (Sir  W.  Molesworth),  had  taken  a  high 
ground,  and  said  that  he  denied  tbe  ripil 
of  the  House  to  interfere  in  the  way  pro* 
posed.  He  would  not  detain  the  Hooso 
with  this  argument,  he  vronld  only  appeal 
to  a  memorable  instance  in  which  Pariia- 
ment,  by  virtue  of  the  right  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  denied,  proposed  to  assert  that 
privilege  that  existed  to  the  case  of  an  ex- 
ttvme  emeigency,  and  did  assert  it,  by 
striking  off  the  fetters  of  890,000  alavH, 
by  virtne  of  an  act  of  the  Imperial  Legis* 
lature,  who,  but  fbr  this  interference  oa 
the  part  of  the  Oovemment,  would  havs 
continned  In  perpetual  slavery.  The  only 
queaUon  they  had  to  argue  wai,  whether, 
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oT  AMeably  of  Lo««r  Cnnftda,  should 
pttTienre  in  their  present  covne  after  the 
TW«rded  opiakwof  FaTliament,  a  c(H)Bi- 
denUoB  wonid  arise  lespectiDg  the  con- 
nexion which  this  question  had  with  re< 
ference  to  Upper  Canada.  Hon.  Members 
who  wen  6uni)iai  with  the  geographical 
potitioD  of  that  proTince,  its  Tast  territory, 
end  increasing  population,  would  perceive, 
that  if  a  free  passage  were  not  accoicled 
for  its  commerce  throogh  Lower  Canada, 
it  would  of  necessity  be  driven  to  uek  one 
th  oDgh  the  Unite  States  of  America. 
Hfl  therefore  tboaght  that  the  Imperial 
Parliament  was  bound,  ai  far  as  it  could, 
without  unduly  interfering  with  the  Legis- 
latire  powen  of  the  Colonies,  to  provide, 
or  rather  to  invite  the  local  Legislatures 
to  provide  some  means  by  which  the  com- 
mon interests  of  both  provinces  might  be 
consulted  much  more  effectually  than  they 
cooM  be  by  any  arrangement  at  present 
eziscing.  By  the  Canada  Trade  Act,  cer- 
tain regulations  were  made  with  respect 
to  the  apportionment  of  duties  between 
the  two  provinces;  hut  inconventencies 
had  been  found  to  result  from  the  system 
established  by  that  Act.  According  to 
the  provisions  of  that  Act,  the  Legislative 
Assembly  of  either  province  possessed  the 
power  of  originating  laws  which  should  be 
common  to  the  two  provinces ;  but  before 
they  came  into  operation,  it  was  necessary 
that  they  should  receive  the  sanction  of 
both  the  Assemblies.  The  consequence 
had  been  that  in  that  respect  the  Act  had 
remained  a  dead  letter.  It  was  for  that 
his  Majesty's  Oovemment  had  proposed 
the  tenth  resolution,  by  which  each  of 
the  local  Legislatures  were  invited  to  de- 
pute a  cerUin  number  of  its  members — 
namely,  eig^t  members  from  each  House 
of  Assembly,  and  four  members  from 
each  Legislative  Council — to  form  a  joint 
committee  to  consult  together  about  the 
navigation  of  the  St.  Lawrence,  the  shipping 
dues,  and  other  matters  interesting  to 
both  colonies.  The  Legislature  of  each 
province  would,  nevertheless,  have  the 
power  of  rejecting  any  proposition  made 
by  the  Joint  Committee ;  hut  he  trusted 
that  the  institution  of  that  C(»nmiitee 
would  be  a  means  of  drawing  the  pro- 
vinCM  together,  and  putting  an  end  to  a 
feeling  of  jealousy,  which  he  regretted  to 
say  had  been  continually  increasing  in 
forcoi  and  which,  in  his  opinion,  was 
mon  calculated   to  endaager  the    con- 


nexion of  the  provinces  with  Great  Britain 
than  any  of  those  measures  which  hiid 
been  so  warmly  commented  upon '  that 
night.  If  the  hon.  Member,  who  alluded 
to  Municipal  Institotioos  in  Ireland,  were 
to  snggest  to  the  Canadiaos  the  expedi- 
ency of  estabUshiDg  Corporations  in  their 
connlry  similar  to  those  which  existed  in 
this  country,  he  would  be  acting  a  more 
friendly  part  towards  them  than  by  stir- 
ring them  up  to  resist  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament. He  felt  convinced  that  Parlia- 
ment would  be  of  opinion  that  the  con- 
cession of  the  demands  of  the  Canadians 
would  be  fraught  with  danger,  and  he 
appealed  to  the  House  to  decide  between 
those  demands  and  the  propositions  of 
the  Government.  He  deatred  that  the 
sentiments  of  that  House  should  be  known, 
and  in  spite  of  the  predictions,  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath,  he  trusted  that  when 
the  British  Parliament  should  have  pro- 
nounced an  opinion,  the  House  of  As- 
sembly would  recede  from  some  of  their 
demands,  and  not  think  it  aay  badge  of 
slavery  to  be  connected  with  the  British 
empire,  and  to  enjoy  those  privileges  which 
were  valued,  respected,  and  cherished  in 
every  other  possession  of  tlie  British 
Crown. 
Honse  resumed,  Committee  to  sit  again. 

iHrxisoHHENT  FOR  Debt.]  On  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  further  consider- 
ation of  the  Report  of  this  Bill  bein^;  read, 

Mr.  Pease  inquired,  whether  the  judge- 
ments of  the  County  Palatine  Courts  of 
Durham  and  Lancaster  would,  under  this 
Bill,  have  equal  weight  with  those  of  the 
superior  Courts  of  Westminster  Hall  ? 

Lord  Stanley  hoped  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  give  his  parti- 
cular attention  to  the  subject  alluded  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham.  It  was 
desirable  that  this  Bill,  which  professed 
to  be  a  remedial  measure,  should  not  in- 
flict injustice.  This  it  certainly  would  do 
if  it  destroyed  the  efficacy  of  the  judgments 
of  the  Courts  in  question.  The  inhabitanla 
within  their  jurisdiction  would  have  to 
submit  either  to  the  expense  of  proceed- 
ings in  Westminster  Hall,  or  to  a  total 
denial  of  justice.  The  practice  of  those 
Courts  had  been  assimilated  by  Act  of 
Parliament  with  that  of  Westminster 
Hall,  but  thiswould  go  to  neutralise  that 
provision  of  the  Legislature, 

The  Attomey-Oeneral  feared  that  on- 
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Uto  dm*  wei*  B  gMwfil  nffbtr;  of 
jb4|iMiiU  (kimI  n  m»  ooHld  doin  that 
itDprovnont  man  ihan  ha  did)  it  wonld 
be  biMt  iflaoDTBbiaat  to  alloir  the  j«d|* 
Hants  W  thote  Gowta  Is  blKa  fall  ft»  a 
■Dd  aActt  Tba  tanlt  woald  b«,  (hat  no 
ptopsrljr  ooiiM  ba  tnoifafrtd  without 
"--■-'-'  nrf  j«d|aMta  In  Iba  Patatina 
DariMta  and   Laooutar,    U 
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tMU  A*  io  Iba  ComMk  Law  Omm  of 
WMttDlHtn  Hall. 

Mr.  Wamm  obaamd,  (bat  Um  dUU 
culty  Might  bf  sbfiatod,  bj  fonflniag  ih« 
jiM^awau  M  propanj  in  Iha  t«*  oiMW- 
liaf  of  LlnoUMt  and  Dutham. 

lUpstt  flODtidorad.  Son*  dattM*  wtrs 
addad)  and  ordand  to  ba  priatad<  Th* 
itepon  i»  be  ftirttaar  wuidertd. 
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A  RiPMvr  op  THB  BvBBCH  OP  WiLLiAH  Albx.  Mackimvov,  Estt,  Jd.P. 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  an  Tuetday,  Feb.  14,  1837,  an  Motion 
for  Leave  to  hring  in  a  Sill  to  amend  ike  Practice  relating  io 
Lbttbrs  Patbmt.— -Lohdok,  Roake  4-  Varty. 


Sib, 

Tbbrk  Hems  but  little  neceuity  to 
tDter  into  apy  lengthened  itUeraQot  to 
■how  the  ioipottance  of  lbs  law  of  PatsBle, 
and  how  mach  nny  fniprovement  in  tbi4 
law  is  likely  to  benefit  the  ioTentori  and 
tbe  communitj. 

Tbia  coontry,  in  a  mat  measure)  owes 
iu  prosperity,  and  tna  ^eat  capital  of 
whieb  it  is  possessed,  to  the  improveiMDU 
nada  by  iDgenions  indiriduals  in  ms' 
obiaery.  Those  InventioBS  bare  enabled 
M,  in  despits  of  toil  and  duMie,  to  out- 
rival all  toe  aationa  of  the  world  io  mana- 
iaotured  pmductktBt;  tnd  it  behoves  us 
to  retain  that  pre-tmiaence,  and  to  use 
•very  esdeaTOur  to  promote  the  weirarc  of 
wgmioas  men,  by  securing  to  them  the 
buMfit  of  tbek  iarentioni.  A  well  koowo 
writer  ki  tba  last  century,  aseerted  that 
OtSBl  BrituB  could  not  dmt  more  tbsa  a 
hundred  aaillioBS  of  debt ;  ahe  now  has 
^ht  times  that  amoaot  of  debt  which 
dMs  BOl  press  on  the  country,  since  steam 
power  has  been  brought  into  nsa,  and  that 
lalntad  men  have  applied  their  ingennity 
IB  isspMvias  tlte  power  of  steam  applied 
M>  BMcbinesy,  by  the  d«dte  to  improve 
tbetr  fbrtuBsa,  aad  beocfit  tbcmseivfls  and 
the  community. 

Tba  HMBDeC  in  which  tbo  fair  emolu- 
meats  BiislBg  frook  inraBtioss  can  be  beb- 
ter  SBcMed,  by  bb  tiBpn»eDwnt  in  the 
PatsBl  hw,  ia  »  boon  loadly  called  for  by 
aU  who  ar*  jnlerastad  oi  connected  with 
this  asUeGt.  Socb  a  call  en  icanely  ba 
oveflooBed  by  the  LeRiilatiirB, 

I  CBB  BstufB  the  Ifoose  that  I  tm  fnlly 
»enaible  both  of  the  importance,  and  of 
the  difficulty  of  tbe  subject  which  I  have 
Madartabea.  I  tmy  add,  that  whatever 
tima  er  aUeBtmi  has  btea  bestowed  by 
me  on  tbe  question  ha*       '       '        ' 


that  imiwesBion.  I  was  also  awars  of  the 
former  attempts  that  had  been  msda;  and 
sensible  of  this  before  I  enteiad  iaio  a  con- 
sideration of  tbe  subject,  I  inquired  of  mj 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  late  Attomay- 
Qeneral,  whether  he  would  undartaka  it, 
and  also  my  BoUe  Friend,  the  late  Lord 
Chancellor.  I  alto  mentioned  the  subject 
to  the  present  Attorney  •General,  and  to 
the  Lord  Advocate  of  Scotland.  The 
legal  and  political  avocations  of  these 
Geailemsn  reodered  their  time  too  vbIb- 
able  to  allow  them  to  enter  into  a  coo' 
sMentKMof  tbe  Fateut  laws,  but  all,  I 
believe,  concurred  in  opinion,  that  they 
required  revision  and  asMadment,  The 
only  courae,  therefore,  left  for  me  was  to 
uadertake  those  alterations  and  amend- 
mauls  whieb  I  mean  to  propose  to  tba 
Houas,  in  the  bill  which  I  am  about  to  lay 
before  them. 

It  la  most  desirable  to  secare  to  iBdivi- 
duals  tbe  benefits  arising  from  whatever 
discovMiea  they  make ;  also,  after  a  siven 
time,  to  secure  to  the  public  tbe  advao- 
tages  arieing  fh>m  the  skill,  the  ingeouityi 
or  the  fortunale  application  of  some  n«w 
or  latent  principle  made  by  any  member 
of  tbe  oemmdnMy.  Whatever  is  of  serviee 
to  one  party,  the  inventor,  ot  prodaceri 
must  Dsceasarily  benefit  also  the  pablic, 
as  tbo  iBvenlof  eao  eidy  gais  by  tbe  gaae* 
ral  ose  of  bis  ioveotion.  Tba  advaataceti 
thfrefors,  are  reoiproeal.  Tba  ibIb  evat 
to  be  k^  ia  sight  is,  that  a  patODlea  doe* 
BOtpoeScssany  ezohisivB  rigbtof  SMaoM* 
ly  over  tbe  f>Btili«  of  any  invoBlioB  or  ois* 
covery  that  is  in  use,  he  only  obtaine  by  a 
pateDt  the  exclusive  right  of  di«post«f  foe 
a  few  year*  of  his  discovery,  or  of  tbat  m* 
veatioB  which  was  not  known,  aad  tbesB> 
fovB  net  in  wee.  CeaaaqBcmlyt  by  tb« 
gnat  ef  ■  patent  Ik  •  iwrel  diworeff  «f 
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ni|voniaeiit,  no  injoiy  can  poisibty  be 
done  to  any  one,  provided  the  tenn  of  the 
pa  teat  is  hmited. 

A  patentee  enters  into  the  following 
iort  of  contract  with  the  public.  Tbftt  he 
ahalt  have  the  full  eDJoymeDt  and  excla- 
■ive  right  of  dispoung  of  his  invention  or 
diicovery,  for  a  given  cumber  of  yean, 
provided  at  the  end  of  that  period,  the 
community  are  made  fully  acquainted  with 
his  invention  or  discovery,  in  such  ft  man* 
ner,  that  an  ordinary  workman  in  the  par- 
ticular tine  in  which  the  invention  or  dis. 
covery  is  made,  may  construct  or  imitate 
the  machine,  or  substance  for  which  the 
patent  is  granted,  so  as  to  make  it  in  every 
Kipect  equal  to  the  one  prodaced  by  the 
patentee.  If  this  is  not  the  case,  or  can* 
not  be  effected,  the  contract  between  the 
patties,  the  public  and  the  patentee,  is 
ntit  fulfilled;  it  becomes  void,  consequent- 
ly the  patent  is  forfeited. 

That  some  further  legislative  enactments 
are  necessury,  will  appear,  not  onl^  from 
ihc  various  and  unceasing  complaints  of 
individuals  of  all  rias'es  connected  with 
patenis,  from  the  testimony  of  most  men 
of  science,  und  of  political  economist*, 
betb  in  tliis  House,  which  i  now  see  be- 
fore me,  end  of  those  enrof  this  House, 
who  all  agree  that  some  improvement  in 
the  law  is  loudly  called  for  by  the  com- 
munity. If  any  furrhef  testimony  were 
required,  1  will  read  to  the  House  the 
Report  of  tlie  Select  Committee  which  sat 
ill  June  I  K3g,  on  the  law  relative  to  Pa- 
tents, whii'li  is  as  Follows  ; — 

"  The  subject  referred  to  the  cODudera- 
lion  of  your  Committee  is  in  its  nature  so 
iutricate  and  important,  that  it  has  occa- 
sioned the  necessity  of  examining  wit- 
nesses al  greol  lenglli;  at  the  present  late 
period  of  the  Session  ihey  are  only  prepared 
to  report  the  minutes  of  the  evidence  taken 
before  them,  and  tbeyearnestlyreconnneiid 
to  the  Hoase  that  the  inquiry  may  be  ra- 
mmed next  session."  On  my  inquiring  of 
the  hon.  Membw  who  was  Chairman  of 
Aat  Committee,  the  reuon  why  no  further 
repeit  or  legishttive  enactment  had  fol- 
lowed, he  ansvrered,  as  I  understood,  that 
the  difficulty  and  intricacy  of  the  sub- 
ject bad  deterred  him  from  further  pro- 
ceedibga. 

After  thii  I  do  not  think  it  will  be 
denied  by  any  one,  even  the  most  strenn- 
o«  BuppiMler  of  the  ancient  mode,  that 
tbn  present  system  or  law,  (if  it  may 
be  10  atyted,)  for  grastia;  pa(ent«>  does 
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not  require  both  alteration  and  impHwe- 
ment. 

The  mode  of  proceeding  that  I  mean  to 
adopt  wilt  be  to  shew  to  the  House  the 
fanlts  and  deficiencies  of  the  present  ays- 
Cem  that  are  most  felt,  and  to  esplaia  tbe 
suggestions  that  I  make,  and  the  Fsasoas 
of  iheseveral  clauses  in  my  proposed  Bill; 
afterwards  I  will  enter  into  the  inlended 
protection  suggested  by  me,  and  inserted 
in  this  Bill  for  tbe  Copyright  of  pattmM, 
models,  casts,  prints,  and  designs,  whJoh 
designation  is  understood  to  include  all 
figures  or  manufactured  articles,  these 
articles  it  is  intended  should  be  secured 
by  a  Copyright  for  tbe  advantage  of  the 
manufaciurers,  to  afford  them  some  return 
for  the  great  expenses  inonncd  in-proonr- 
ing  these  designs,  models,  or  pnntB,-aiid 
the  considerable  outlay  of  labour  and  la- 
lent  that  is  necessarily  required. 

The  system  of  taking  out  patents -at 
present  is  this.  An  affidavit  is  first  made, 
then  a  petition  is  presented,  staling  the 
object  of  the  petitioner :  the  Attorney  of 
S<dicttM  General,  is  afterwards  to  becos- 
snlted.  Then  a  warrant  ».to  be  obtained, 
Ngaed  by  his  majesty;  afterwards  a  variety 
of  ceremonies  are  to  be  complied  with,  and 
fees  to  the  Haneper  and  to  several  officers, 
in  accordance  with  the  old  custam  eata- 
bli^ed  by  the  27tb  Henry  Vin.  chap.  ]  1. 
At  length  the  specification  is  given  in  b^ 
the  party  requiring  the  patent,  and  oom- 
plying  with  a  few  other  forms,  in  all  about 
flfieeD  or  sixteen,  all  troublesome  and  ex* 
pensive,  the  signeture  ofthe  King  is  again 
obtained,  and  the  patent  granted. 

Thus,  the  individual  requiring  a  patent, 
has  to  undergo  an  unccrtaia,  expeosive, 
and  dilatory  form  of  proceeding,  in  ac- 
cordance with  a  system  of  the  sixteenth 
century,  for  the  statote  of  James  Ist  only 
limited    the    King's   power,  of    granting 


patents  for  discoveries,  bat  did  not  legn- 
late  the  forms  of  so  doing. 

I  am  of  opinion  that  the  expense  of 
taking  oat  a  pat«it  is  radier  too  coniider- 
able.  From  the  evidence  before  the  Com- 
nrittee  on  the  BuhjeGt  in  1829,  it  appears, 
and  also  from  the  statemenlB  of  tbe  per- 
sons who  have  written  on  the  subject, 
that  the  expense  of  taking  out  a  fateat 
for  England,  Scotland,  and  Inland,  is 
about  3451.,  and  15L  for  the  Colonies— 
in  all  360^. 

Tbe  chief  objections  made  by  tboie  con- 
versant with  the  Patent  Laws,  to-tbe  pr«> 
seot  system,  anf-~ 
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lit  IV  «ii9Dse  of  talcing  out  patents. 

Sod.  That  the  patent  shauld  be  in  date 
from  the  date  of  the  petition. 

3id.  That  all  the  delay  and  iQconveni- 
ence  attendant  od  the  application,  to  the 
several  oEBcea,  and  payment  of  the  various 
fees,  ihould  be  lesiened. 

Now,  if  the  amouDt  which  aiises  from 
330/.  to  3601.  is  considered,  and  added  to 
the  heavy  expenses  attendant  on  ezpeti- 
ments,  and  of  the  drawing  out  the  speci- 
fication, t(^ther  with  the  certainty  that, 
in  general,  those  men  who  are  likely  to 
give  up  their  time  and  attention,  and  to 
undergo  the  labour  and  patient  investiga- 
tion so  rec|ui3ite  to  bring  any  invention 
into  maturity,  are  not  genetally  men  of 
great  wealth,  it  seems  to  me  most  desirable 
that  a  less  expense  should  be  incuned, 
which  I  shall  propoBe< 

With  regard  to  the  simplicity  of  tfaa 
proceedings,  there  seems  no  doubt  what- 
ever that  the  manner  of  obtaining  a  patent 
ought  to  be  as  simple  as  possible  for  all 
parties,  M«i  are  more  likely  to  come 
forward  and  apply  for  patents  in  propor- 
tion M  the  trouble  of  obtaining  the  patent, 
and  the  time  nqtared  are  akortenad,  and 
the  facility  is  increased. 

That  a  liberty  of  amending  the  specifi. 
cation  should  be  granted,  provided  no 
fraud  is  intended,  cannot  be  questioned. 
This  principle  was  admitted  in  the  Bill 
of  the  Session  1835. 

In  stating  this  I  do  not  wish  to  be 
understood  as  desirous  of  lessening  the 
expense  of  taking  out  patents  too  mucb^ 
I  think  a  certain  expense  ought  always  to 
be  incurred  by  the  patentee,  to  prevent 
litigation  and  the  multiplicity  of  patents, 
both  highly  injurious  to  those  persons  of 
ingenuiiy  and  talent,  who  wisn  to  take 
the  benefit  of  the  Patent  Laws. 

The  almost  concurrent  testimony  of  the 
witnesses  examined  before  the  Committee 
on  patents,  seems  to  admit,  what  has  been 
slated  by  me,  that  considerable  loss  of 
time  and  expenditure  has  been  incurred 
by  the  tedious  and  complicated  manner  tn 
Which  patents  are  obtained,  and  the  delay 
in  obtaining  the  King's  sign  manual  twice, 
once  to  the  warrant,  and  afterwards  to 
Ibe  patent,  which  delay  has  sometimes 
caused  a  lapse  of  several  months  to  inter- 
vene, to  the  great  injury  of  the  party  seek- 
og  protection  for  his  discovery. 

Another  fault  very  generally  spoken  of, 
as  eiisting  in  the  Patent  Law  is,  that  the 
patCDt  bmrs  date  obIJ'  from  the  time  of 


the  signature,  which  may  be  several  months 
after  the  petition  has  been  presented;  this 
is  not  the  case  with  the  patent  laws  of 
eitherFrance,  Spain,  Austria, or  America, 
nor  indeed  of  any  other  country,  and  I 
cannot  see  any  good  reason  why  it  should 
continue  in  ours.  Much  inconvenience 
and  serious  loss  may  be  incurred  in  con- 
sequence by  the  patentees,  and  1  am  not 
aware  of  a  single  valid  reason  that  can 
be  assigned  for  continuing  such  a  prac* 
tice. 

Another  complaint  made  by  patentees 
is,  the  difficulty  of  ascertaining  whether 
or  not  their  invention  is  imitated  and 
pirated. 

The  following  remedies,  therefore,  are 
suggested  in  my  proposed  Bill. 

That  the  expenses  hould  be  considerably 
lessened  in  talcing  out  patents  for  the 
empire  and  possessions  abroad ;  that  the 
Chancellor  of  tlie  Exchequer  should  give 
up  the  Stamp  duties,  which  would  reduce 
the  expense  from  360/.  to  about  20O/., 
upwards  of  one-third;  this,  I  think,  would 
be  a  great  boon  to  the  public,  and  would 
prove  a  loss  to  the  revenue  of  no  more 
than  nearly  10,000/.  per  annum,  as  will 
appmr  from  this  paper:  and  fbr  thia 
defidmcy,  I  will  suggest  an  equal,  if  not 
greater  source  of  revenue ;  the  new  mode 
of  revenue  I  will  mention  before  I  con- 
clude these  observations.  It  must  be  un- 
derstood, therefore,  that  I  ask  no  boon 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  any 
rednction  of  the  taxes  of  the  country  in 
this  esse.  With  regard  to  the  delay  in 
obtaining  the  King's  sign  manual  to  the 
warrant,  and  aflerwaniB  to  the  patent 
itself,  I  confess,  in  these  Radical  times, 
I  feel  some  difficulty  and  hesitation  that 
his  Majesty's  signature  should  be  dia* 
pensed  with  in  the  patent. 

The  next  point  that  requires  amend- 
ment seems  to  be,  that  the  patent  should 
bear  date  from  the  first  time  that  applica- 
tion is  made  for  that  purpose. 

I  have  before  observed,  that  by  the 
patent  law  of  every  other  country  in 
Europe,  the  patent  bears  date  from  the 
first  day  of  application  for  the  same, 
whereas  the  custom  with  us  is,  that  the 
patent  is  not  dated  until  the  enrolment  of 
the  specification,  which  may  be,  and  often 
is  a  considerable  time  after  the  patent  is 
presented.  There  is  a  chance  of  loss  to 
the  patentee  and  his  family  in  such  a 
proceeding,  as  mnst  be  apparent  on  the 
slightest  conaideratioD,  to  any  «ie  ac> 
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miaui  vhli  tfM  nl^tet.  At  tlie 
□me,  ■Ithoagti  thfi  patent  ifaonid  date 
tna  the  time  of  prMentiog  the  pttiUon, 
I  think  the  extent  of  the  dnration  of  the 
patent  ought  to  be  rrom  the  time  the 
specIficatioD  it  enrolled. 

For  the  pnrpOK  ofTemOTinff  the  btirtfaeo 
ftom  till  thouldera  of  the  Attorney  and 
Solicitor  •General,  and  to  limpliry  the 
whcie  machinery,  I  propoae  to  eitabliih 
three  Commiuionera  to  nperinteod  the 
{ranting  of  patent!,  and  to  lessen  the  ex- 
peoiFi  and  delaj  hitherto  incnrred,  Ii 
theae  da^,  when  the  Attoraey-Qenertl 
has  so  much  to  employ  his  time,  he  ii  a 
Tery  nnfit  person  to  have  the  direction  of 
the  patents  of  (he  kingdom.  Let  me  ask 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  oppoaite, 
can  he  find  time  to  attend  to  the  clatroB  of 
fail  Damerout  clients,  to  his  political  duties 
ts  Attorney -General,  ana  also  has  he 
time  (0  be  certain  that  all  patentees  hiTe 
their  right  and  their  Inrentuma  secuied  to 
them? 

Something  has  been  safgested  that,  in- 
itead  of  a  common  or  special  jury,  a  Jory 
of  individuals  connected  with  the  partica- 
lar  scienca  or  prioetple  that  leiatea  to  the 
patent,  should  decide  the  question,  Bot 
exactly  the  same  as  the  "  eonseil  des 
Pmdhomnies"  in  Prance,  but  yet  resem- 
bling, in  some  measure,  that  tribunat.  To 
this  I  think  it  may  be  answered,  that 
among  men  of  science  in  this  country, 
or  amongst  practical  mechanics,  there  is, 
generallv  speaking,  considerable  bias  to 
be  found  in  favour  of  one  system  of  science 
or  mecbunics  more  than  another,  which 
may  in  some  degree  prejudice  such  per- 
sons, whereas  the  comiDon,  or  special 
jury  enter  into  the  subject  without  any 
scientific  or  mechanical  partialities, anxious 
only  to  perform  their  duly,  and  to  act  im- 
partially; and  with  good  common  sense, 
assisted  by  the  learning  of  the  judge,  and 
the  ingenuity  of  counsel.  It  does  not  seem 
improbable  that  they  should  arrive  at  a 
just  conclusion. 

There  is.  Sir,  another  subject,  one  of 
very  great  importance  to  the  various 
branches  of  manufacture,  to  the  producers 
of  Manchester  goods,  of  Sheffield  or  Bir- 
mingham ware,  or  of  other  things  con- 
nected with  the  arls,  and  with  modelling 
or  design; — I  mean  the  protection  re- 
quired of  the  Legislature  for  the  copyright 
of  all  patterns,  models,  prints,  and  draw- 
ings, for  cotton  or  other  goods,  which  is  so 
loudly  called  for  by  the  community.  Thai 


legtBation  if  vef|BTTeQ  ott  this  aabiect,  cam 
•caredy  admit  of  dooht ;  bvt  tt  nay  be  a* 
well  if  I  state  the  following  extracts  ot 
evidence  to  the  HoiHe,  to  confiiM  my 
statement  I  believe  I  may  my  tx  ws9 
dUce  OBHies,  bat  if  any  bon.  dentlemea 
are  desirotts  of  farther  pcoof,  I  w3l  refer 
Thetn  to  the  Evidence  Wora  the  Coin- 
raittee  on  Patent  Lewi,  in  May  1829,  awl 
also  to  the  evidence  taken  in  1835  and 
1830,  before  the  Committee  of  Aria  aod 
Design.  I  will,  however,  conflna  my  a^ 
serliOD,  and,  I  trost  tatisfr  the  Henaa,  by 
reading  the  following  brief  extract  of  tfw 
eridence  of  Mr.  John  Bmidi,  a  SheAeld 
ntanafhciurer,  before  the  OamBktee  oa 
Arts  and  HannhEtures,  ISM : 

*  There  ts  no  protecdon  at  aO  in  ■■••  waAa 
of  art)  we  have  sent  Ml  saah  a  tliiM  ea 
Monday  moniing,  and  ti  his  bam  to  Maa 
ohesiar,  back  again  to  Sheffield,  oopied  and 
relumed  to  Manchester  berore  Saturday  night. 
Ihe  modet  wbicli  I  am  now  speaking  of  cost 
tu  50(,  for  men's  labour." 

"  Is  the  copy  as  good  as  yoor  o^imd  woskf 
— It  is  not;  but  they  sril  them  so  nraeh 
cheaper,  btcsDsa  tkay  pay  nothiDg  bt  Uis  pa** 

"  This,  of  course,  is  graat  injustice  and  S«r^ 
ous  ioM  (o  the  parties  that  iavsat  thadwgnsl 
— It  is  so  great  a.  loss,  that  \re  shall  give  ap 
coDtinuing  it.  I  suppose  that  mori  than  on^ 
half  of  lbs  patterns  far  stove  gralesaodtadea 
used  in  En^and,  have  originatad  tnm  as;  bat 
the  piracy  has  oome  (e  sued  esieat,  (bat  oalsM 
theie  is  protection  we  mast  give  it  np  alto* 
gather.  If  I  take  a  pive  of  clay,  and  model 
the  likeness  of  %  human  head  or  so;  other 
form  that  my  haey  may  dictate,  and  cast  a 
i:opy  of  the  same  in  plaster  of  Paris,  I  have  a 
patent  or  exclusive  right  tOsell  copies  of  ii,  by 
merely  pmtinr  tny  name  and  date  of  pabtic^ 
tion  upon  eaoi  copy ;  bat  if  1  taka  a*  saaM 
pieea  of  dsy,  and  spMd  the  same  liow  on  it, 
and  toodsl  a  useful  Brti«ls>  a  tea-pot  ibr  in- 
sianee,  and  cast  it  iu  SDalal,  I  must  pay  from 
100/.  to  4001.  for  a  patent  for  that  article, 
which  I  coDsidei  a  hardship." — SMertee  it- 
fore  CommUttt,  JAty  B,  1829. 

Now,  Sir,  the  remedy  that  1  tnnild^iro- 
pose,  or  rather  the  conns  of  l^alttion 
fbr  the  protection  of  copyrights  or  aaodela, 
patterns,  monldi,  drawings,  and  design, 
should,  in  my  opinion,  be  as  follows: — 

That  every  manufhcturer  or  deBisiier 
who  is  desirous  of  securing  to  himself  the 
right  of  selling  any  substance  or  thing 
with  a  new  pattern,  design,  model,  east, 
or  print,  may  have  the  exclntive  right  of 
•o  doing  fbr  one  year,  on  condition  of 
registw^Dg  such  model,  ftc.,  and  depoail- 
Ing  a  fkc  simrlrof  the  substance  or  thing 
so  modeQed,  or  of  stndi  pattern,  Ac.  Ac, 
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ud  ofpijiac  B  ><>■>>•  *>y  1(M.,0B  nfiitiy, 
aad  by  Mwh  rapatir  to  bars  tb*  txupy- 
rigbt  ■wiCMd  to  bim  Tor  tbo  tmn  b«ron* 
■nentieocd  of  tff«ln  ciUndu  monthi. 
That  for  •ficling,  in  «  Mcora  manner, 
tb«  rtgUlry  of  luch  copjiigbbi,  tbt  ihrta 
ComBiuiioDen  alraady  ineDtioned  (with 
or  without  a  aalarj)  bs  ippointed  by  the 
Traasnry,  or  by  aoy  other  competeot 
autbotitf,  enanating  from  the  Estcutivfl 
QovarD«anl.  Th«M  CoDimiHiooan  to 
iwwin  the  asiouot  paid  by  tha  partiu 
iamnadiae  a  copyii^t,  aod  to  rflgiatar 
accordisgly,  the  urplui  of  the  amount  of 
the  Mmi  10  reowved  by  the  taid  Com- 
niuioDcrt,  to  be  by  them  pdd  into  hi* 
U^jeMj'i  Treasury,  after  aeductiof  all 
Mceiaary  espeiiMi  of  remuaaratio^  for 
the  lOH  of  feea  and  the  dutiaa  of  aecrelary 
and  clerks;  and  further,  that  the  laid 
Conmiaaiouars  mej  h«*a  the  power  of 
•electing  apartmeati  to  form  a  "  National 
Qallatjr  of  PaUaros  and  Models,"  to  ad- 
But  m  public  to  via*  aseh  pattarn*  or 
■Dodala,  and  to  bava  autbority  in  wfaatavai 
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■lae  may  ha  deemed  oeceiiary  for  the  pur- 
pose  of  ■fioting  ihe  object  of  a  eeoura 
lagistry,  b)  ata»|ii«g,  or  devfttag  aama 
Meana  of  markinf  articles,  whiab  nai^  ba 
aaoured  by  eopyr^t  to  the  party  deairoua 
af  obtainiDg  tba  aana. 

It  appears  to  me  that  the  only  objection 
fbat  ma^  be  stertad  agaiDit  this  plan  of 
reMsttation  fbr  one  year  would  be  the 
liakof  Illation,  as  many  persona  might 
ttgiiter  ailiclas  so  very  lika  each  other, 
%ni  yet  not  exactly  tba  same,  as  to  render 
it  diffianll  to  aay  whether  piracy  was  or 
waa  not  oooMutted  by  one  party  over  the 
alhar.  In  auch  a  case,  I  think,  but  I  have 
not  vantQred  to  insert  it  in  my  Bill,  that 
tba  Coramianonen  might  have  the  power 
to  call  a  jury  together  by  their  warrant, 
ai  the  ooioner  ia  empowered  to  do,  which 
jory,  on  reading  the  specification  on  both 
aidest  and  viawing  the  articles  before  them, 
nigfat  at  oaoa  eome  to  «  oonolustoo  aa  to 
tba  simple  matter  of  fact,  whether  or  not 
ana  of  tba  artides  registered  was  a  piracy 
or  imitation  of  tba  other.  Such  a  jury, 
pwaided  over  by  one  of  tbe  CommUsionerB, 
woald  bafe  OnW  to  enter  at  onoe  into  an 
enuaioatioD  of'^tbe  articlea  before  them, 
after  having  read  tbe  apecificatioe,  of  tba 
simple  (act ;  all  ezpenees  to  be  borne  by 
tba  party  wbo  committed  tbe  piracy*  If 
ao  piracy  or  imiution  was  dioceverad,  and 
it  appeared  to  snch  jniy  tbat  there  was 
OMiy  that  (caamblaaGe  batween  tba  two 


articles  wbid)  mi^t  ncoiir  fn>n  tmt  pat* 
sons  directing  thetr  attention  to  the  suae 
subjeot,  then  the  aapenaa,  tiiough  trifling, 
should  be  borne  equally  by  both  partiaa, 

I  do  not  enlfirtain  tbe  sl^htast  doubt, 
end  there  is  a  probability,  I  think,  of  the 
CbanoetioT  of  tbe  Exchequer  agreeing  with 
roe,  (and  his  eyes  will  then  glisten  with 
pleasure  instead  of  drawing  straws)  at  the 
bare  poMibiliiy  of  aa  additioa  to  the  reve- 
nue, if  this  system  is  ad«p(ed> 

Tba  sums  for  patuts  paid  into  tbe 
hands  of  tba  Commiasionsrs  fbr  tba  pataats 
alone,  admitting  that  a  greater  number  of 
patents  will  ba  obtuned,  must  be  mucb 
greater  than  is  at  present  received  In  tba 
shape  of  duties  or  stamps.  There  can 
also  be  no  doubt  that  tba  number  of 
patteraa  or  models  registered  for  one  yaar, 
will  be  very  Dumerous,  and  will  alone  pro* 
duce  a  oonsiderable  ravanut,  after  all  the 
eipenses  eoooomitant  en  tbe  commisskm, 
and  a  compansation  for  all  fees  of  office 
are  admiltod. 

Tba  advaolaget  v^ng  from  the  ap- 

Einimctit  of  such  a  ooawussioo,  wonld 
obfioui  to  the  Houaa ;  the  Conwii^ 
sioners  cao  antor  into  the  detaila  for 
sacurtag  th»  aafyrigbta  and  tba  registrj 
in  a  mannertbat  ao  Kgiilalive  eBaetnanli 
could  meet;  they  can  also  direct  and 
superintend  the  partioulars  of  aatabUabing 
the  National  Gallery  of  patterns,  modela, 
casts,  monlds,  drawings,  ot  designs,  so  aa 
to  aSbrd  to  tbe  copyiight>hoIders  the  ad- 
vantage of  their  new  designa  or  laodals 
being  seen  and  duly  appreciated  accord- 
ing to  their  merita;  and  to  iba  public 
they  can  aecura  tbe  advantage  of  improv- 
ing their  taste,  by  the  inspeoiion  of  these 
patterns,  deaigoa,  or  sodels,  at  a  snail 
and  trifling  eapeose,  aod  also  of  enabling 
foreigners  to  select  their  purdiases  to  sait 
tfaemtelves.  I  am  not  called  on  at  tbe 
present  moment  to  enter  into  further  de- 
teils  on  this  measure,  but  I  have  brleSy 
thrown  out  tba  outline  of  my  proposed 
plan  for  tbe  consideration  of  gentlemen 
who  may  give  their  attention  to  tbe  aub- 

{'sot.  Some  ebjeotione  have  bead  made 
ty  mannibatarera  and  odtera  in  ihii  mMta- 
polia,  with  regard  to  tba  aipense  of  rfigistry 
being  proposed  to  ba  lOL  u  it  seena 
tbey  tbiak  this  sum  loolaige:  to  which  I 
should  say,  tbat  if  tbe  expense  was  made 
nuMb  less,  such  a  luiBiber  of  patterns 
and  designs  voald  be  registereo,  aa  to 
give  riae  to  ooostant  litigatioa,  as  one 
daeiga  or  model  nugbt  very  closely  tnaoh 
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w  tin  imga  or  nodd  of  anodwr  pcr- 
•on. 

Anotber  ofejeetioa  u  to  tbe  tenn  of 
twalft  c«l«iMlar  months  ha*  been  mooted, 
bat  I  cuRot  help  being  IsToiirable  to  that 
tefm,  becaoH  it  affords  saScient  time  tor 
ibe  faibioos  lo  have  ihdr  sway,  and  enablea 
&e  parties  to  b^n  next  year  some  other 
daugo. 

Jka  otqection  has  been  started  by  others, 
at  baTing  all  tbe  patterofl  exposed  to  view 
IB  tbe  proposed  nationfl  Gallery,  as  they 
nigbt  thereby  be  made  tM>  ^miliar  to  tbe 
eyes  of  Ibe  people;  to  this  I  answer,  that 
in  aoch  a  case,  the  Comminioners  might 
exercise  their  discretion,  and  expose  tbe 
designs  and  patterns  or  not,  as  the  parties 
gave  dinections  on  the  sat^ect. 

Before  I  sit  down,  I  cannot  refrain  from 
obsernng  bow  important  tbe  points  that 
I  have  had  tbe  hoaoar  of  suggesting  to 
the  Honae  are  to  the  beat  interests  of  tbe 
commnoity.  I  am  not  prgodiced  in 
favour  of,  or  wedded  to,  anv  particnlar 
mode  of  tegiilatioD,  and  I  shall  feel  grate- 
^ll  for  whatever  amendment  or  jodidoas 
■heralioo,  or  sn^eatioB  for  my  Bill  that 
can  be  made  by  anj  hon.  Member,  on  nay 
of  the  details  which  I  have  hud  before 
them,  either  within  these  walls,  ot  by  gen- 
tlemen oat  of  this  HoDse. 

When  we  conwder  the  importance  of 
HcariDg  to  iodividnals  the  bene&ts  arising 
from  their  inventions,  when  the  advantages 
already  reaped  by  the  commanity  in  every 
civilized  country  of  the  universe,  by  dis. 
coveries  or  inventions  of  various  descrip- 
tions, are  taken  into  the  account,  I  think 
that  no  trouble  oaght  to  he  spared,  and 
no  question  be  deemed  more  important  by 
the  liigislature,  than  that  of  forming  a 
code  ofTegulatioDs  that  maybe  beneficial 
to  the  patentees  and  to  the  public.  I  will 
discuss  the  subject  no  further  then  to 
observe  that,  as  civilization  and  wealth 
and  the  desire  to  improve  their  condition 
increase  in  most,  if  not  all  the  communi- 
ties that  compose  the  civilized  world, 
the  Btimnlus  for  inventions  will  propor- 
tiouably  be  greater,  and  we  may  ai^ue 
fVom  analogy,  and  look  to  the  next  cen- 
tury.for  further  improvements  in  coml^ua- 
tioni  of  matter  which  have  idready  pro- 
duced such  wonderful  results  in  the  last 
flftyyears. 

The  three  or,  I  mi^  add,  four  great  in- 
ventions made  at  dimrent  periods  of  the 
world,  which  have  tended  so  much  to  its 
civilixationf  and.  to  the  preeent  improved 


state  of  society,  may  be  stated  to  be,  the 
invention  of  printrag  :*'Ae   magnetic  nee^ 
die;  the  discovery  and  application  of  ^nn-- 
powder;  and  last,  though    not   least,  the 
mvention  of  steam  power.     The  gigantic' 
effect  of  this  latter  discovezy,  it  ^s  impot* 
sible  for  the  human  mind   fully  to  appre- 
ciate, or  even  to  comprehend.     Hov  far 
its    extension,    general     application,   and 
further  improvements  are  likely  to  become 
more  useful  and  subservient  to  the  welfare 
of  mankind,  it  is  not  here   my  province  to 
consider.    I  trill  only  say,  that  the  means 
of  improvement,  of  creating    capital    or 
we^tb,  of  increasing  prodnctiotiB   in  the 
various  nations  which  compose  the  aevrt^ 
portions  of  the  globe,  can   be    eztetidett  (o 
fifty,'  five  hundred,    or  feven    a  tfaousand 
fold  ;  no  bounds  can  in  tbe  hnmaa  mind 
be  fixed  to  the  results  arising  from  the  in- 
genuity,   the   activity,  the    eoterprize   of 
mankind,  or,  1  may  say,  of  that  capital 
vdiich  may,  and  most  assuredly    vill,   be 
created.    How  tai  the  relatire  sitdatioDs 
of  people  and  their  rulers,  or  the  mode  of 
governing  communities  may  becfauiged 
bv  such  results,  has  litfle^oi 'nothing  to  dO 
with  the  {Mcaent  question,  and  I  will  only 
say  (as  the  ofaaervatian  is  not  irrelevant   to 
the  subject),  that  if  either  of  tbe  great  dis- 
coveries to  vhicb  I  have  already  allnddd 
had  been  made  in  former  times,  say  many 
centnries  back,    1    doubt  much   whether 
tbey  would  have  produced  any    resufu 
whatever.    To  make  a  discovery  or  an  in- 
vention of  tbe  least  use,  some  degree  of 
capital  and  civilization  must  be  in  exist- 
ence, which  can  only  be  found  'with  a  cer- 
tain  sentiment  of  moral  principle,  in  a 
community  where  the  rights  and  proper^ 
of  every  individud  are  protected,  and,  I 
think,  this  moral  principle  was  not,  aoU 
never  can  be  said  to  exbt,  unless  founded 
upon  the  principles  of  Christianity,     To 
illustrate  my  position,  suppose  an  indivi- 
dual of  the  interior  of  Africa  or  of  the 
Sandwich  Islands,lhad  discovered  ,fivehun- 
dred  years  since,  the  art  of  printing,  or  at 
this  time  know  correctly  the  principle  of 
generating  a  power  from  steam,  the  dis- 
covery of  the  former  art,  or  the  latter  in- 
vention, would  be  useless  to  %im,  it  would 
die  with  him  wiihbnt  producing  the  slight- 
est benefit  to  the  individual,  or  the  least 
advantt^^e  to  the  community.      All  the 
means,  all  the  retjuisites  for  either  maldag 
types  and  paper  in  the  former  case,  worid 
bave  been  wanting,  and  even  if  finiBd  to 
the  utmost  exteht  required,  -tbaywoahl 
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liecM&e  vnprocIuctiTe  amongst  a  set  of 
savBgei,  even  Happosing  (almost  aa  im< 
possibility)  an;^  one  man  to  hare  made 
such  a  discovery,  would  an  individual  ca* 
pable  of  possessing  so  might;^  a  mind ; 
would  any  individual,  I  say,  give  up  the 
best  part  of  his  life  in  bringing  it  to  per- 
fection,  unless  with  the  fair  prospect  of 
soma  reward,  or,  at  any  rate,  of  some  re- 
turn, either  for  himself  or  for  hi 
I  will  not,  however,  extend  c 
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on  to  an  interminable  length,  and  perhaps, 
only  weary  the  attention  of  the  House,  an 
ungrateful  return  for  the  very  favourable 
manner  in  wnich  my  observations  have 
been  received.  Before  I  sit  down,  I  will 
only  add,  that  in  the  Bill  which  I  here 
submit  to  the  consideration  of  the  Legis- 
lature, I  have  endeavoured,  as  far  aslay 
in  my  power,  to  meet  most  of  the  great 
and  reasonable  objections  that  were  made 


against  the  present  system  of  the  Patent 
law.  I  am  fully  open  to  any  amraidmenls 
on  my  Bill  that  may  be  sug^ted.  1  an 
neither  so  blinded  b^  partiuity  to  uy  pro- 
duction, nor  BO  obstinate  in  my  detemun** 
tion,  as  not  to  receive  with  de&nnce 
whatever  valid  objecUons  may  be  made, 
or  to  hesitate  in  the  adoption  of  any  im- 
provements that  may  be  suggested,  pro- 
vided I  feel  satisfied  that  such  alterations 
are  likely  to  promote  the  object  w«  hava 
all  in  view,  the  securing  to  individnalt  the 
full  benefit  of  their  inventiona  for  a  given 
time,  and  aflerwards  of  imparting  ibeir 
discoveries  in  the  most  useful  manner  to 
every  member  of  the  communitv.  Sic,  i 
uow  beg  to  move,  that  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  be  given. 

Leave  granted. 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  and  ordered  to  bs 
printed;  and  read  a  second  time  on  Wed- 
nesday, March  lat. 
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tituts  uot  manly  aslced  tho  legislatun 
twt  to  anroroe  tha  law,  but  to  lepeal  it 
If  tba  ecGlniutical  report  which  had  been 
cited  wai  worth  anylhiog,  it  wai  worth 
double  the  value  which  the  right  boa. 
GaaUaman  bad  placed  upon  it;  Tor  it  not 
only  sbowed  the  evile  on  which  the  right 
hon.  Qeatletnan  relied,  but  alto  the  re- 
mediei  to  which  he  had  avoided  any  al- 
Isaion.  But  the  great  quetttoa  wai, 
not  the  detail  of  the  plan  now  laid  before 
the  Houie,  for  the  right  hon.  OeaUeman 
bad  staled  that  hon.  Membera  could  not 
now  be  expected  to  meet  him  on  those 
details.  He  had  claimed  a  right 
jadeed  by  his  aetlona,  and  not  by  any 
prejudice  raised  out  of  doora — ho  had 
prayed  that  he  might  not  be  met  by  the 
cry  of  "The  Chnrch  in  danger,"  Now  he 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Oeotleman  to 
read  the  petitions  preaented  against 
Church-rates  by  those  whose  opinions  he 
professed  to  respect — he  asked  him  if  they 
did  not  state  the  objections  to  a  Church 
EitabUghment,  and  he  would  also  aak  bim 
if  it  were  not  as  belonging  to  that  Estab- 
UlhmeDt  that  Church-rates  were  now  at- 
tacked ?  It  could  nM  be  dnticd  that  the 
ohjecdon  did  not  lie  to  ikm  amount  nf 
Church-rate^  but  to  the  principle  on  which 
they  were  based.  Tlie  objetnion  to  that 
principle  went  against  the  Church  as  an 
EstabUshraent,  and  went  to  destroy  its  na- 
tionality. If  the  plan  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  adopted  to-morrow, 
though  a  fiind  might  be  ftjund  suffident  for 
all  Church  puiposes,  yet  the  nationality  of 
the  Church  of  England  would  be  destroyol, 
and  it  would  be  conndered  as  a  Church  not 
supported  by  the  nation,  but  by  itself.  He 
would  not  then  enter  into  the  queition  re- 
specting the  lew  of  Church-rates,  or  the 
mode  ct  collecting  them ;  but  he  would 
contend  that  they  formed  a  portion  of  the 
estates  of  the  Church,  and  that  she  held 
them  by  a  tenure  which  waiolder  than  that 
which  secured  the  title  of  any  other  pro- 
perty whatever  to  Its  possessor  J  and  that 
tfaoee  rates  were  held  by  the  Church  for 
the  purpose  of  maintaining  the  worship 
thereof.  Long  before  the  House  of  Com- 
nnns  eiiated  as  a  body,  the  Church  had  a 
right  to  tins  property  :  and  there  was  not 
a  hmiH  or  an  estate  in  England  which  had 
been  bought  and  sold  that  had  not  been 
bought  and  sold  siilijcct  more  or  less  to 
payment  uf  Church-rates.  He  wiiuhl  ask 
any  h(Ki.  Gentleman  wliethcr  he  had  not 
himself  purvhased  his  house,  or  occupied 
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his  land,  with  a  distinct  statement  on  lb* 
part  of  the  person  from  whom  he  received 
his  property,  that  it  was  subject  to  such  an 
outgoing  ?  He  would  then  ask  vrhether 
it  was  consistent  with  common  sense,  and, 
he  would  add,  with  common  honesty,  for 
the  party  who  held  the  property  to  turn 
rtiuud,  and  say  to  thosewhohad  this  inter- 
est in  it,  "our  conscience  vrill  not  permit 
us  to  respect  your  Interest,  or  to  pay  this 
rate  ?"  He  was  quite  willing  to  have  the 
cane  decided  by  the  customary  condition  of 
bargain  and  sale;  and  if  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
would  appeal  to  any  given  number  of  auc- 
tioneers in  London,  he  would  finil  that  the 
outgoing  of  Church-rates  was  always  takeit 
into  calculation,  as  well  as  the  outgoings 
arising  from  the  sewcr-rate,  the  poor-rate, 
or  any  other  rate.  Could  it  then  be  deemed 
coDustent  with  common  honesty,  that  a 
Dissenter  having  purchased  a  house  und^ 
the  condition  that  he  should  pay  so  mutji 
less  to  his  landlord  because  he  ivould  have 
to  pay  Church-rates,  should  say,  that  td- 
though  his  conscience  would  not  prevent 
him  paying  his  rent,  yet  it  would  not 
allow  him  to  pay  the  Church-rates  ?  Ho 
believed  that  no  hou.  Gentleman,  whether 
Churchman  at  Diaieater,  would  defend 
such  a  courw  m  that.  Let  them  object  if 
they  pleased  to  Churcb-rates  or  to  Tithes 
on  the  ground  of  political  teomiaiin;  but 
let  them  not,  whatever  oh}ections  they 
might  urge  against  the  one  or  the  other, 
put  those  oinectlons  on  the  ground  of  ask. 
ing  for  a  refief  on  the  aoore  of  conscience. 
It  was  utterly  inconceivable  thai  proper^ 
which  a  man  held  to-day  snlgect  to  the 
payment  of  Church-rates  should  cease  to 
If  transferred  to  a  Dissenter  to- 
morrow. Absurd  as  was  this  doctrine,  it 
had  been  stated,  but  nothing  could  be  more 
delusive.  If  carried  into  practice,  it  would 
be  at  once  a  premium  for  hypooity,  aa 
encouragement  to  dissent,  and  a  penalty  on 
adherence  to  consistent  principles.  He 
believed  no  one  would  attempt  to  defend 
it,  or,  at  least,  could  defend  it,  either  in  or 
out  <i  the  House,  by  sober  argurae:at ;  and 
be  was  glad  to  observe,  by  a  movement  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  that  he  reoogDised 
the  truth  of  that  opinion,  Under  this 
view  of  the  subject,  then,  reslstanec  to  the 
payment  of  Church-rates  was  unreaKonable 
idefensible.  It  was  unreasonable 
also  that  the  oldest  tenure  of  Church- 
projwrty  should  behazarded,  and,  what  was 
much  more  important,  that  the  esislence  of 
the  Church  aa  a  nalioual  establisJimenl, 
SY2 
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practice  be  did  not  approve  ;  andMattbew 
Henry  had,  in  his  Commenlaries  cm  the 
■Scrtpfwcf,  expressed  himself  in  such  a 
manner  upon  that  part  of  our  Saviour's 
life,  that  be  rantt  venture  to  tell  it  to  the 
Home,  begging  them  to  reineniber  that 
he  was  not  quoting  a  Churchman,  but  a 
Dissenter,  and  that  the  argument  was  not 
one  of  bis,  bnt  of  one  of  the  great  leaders 
of  dissent,  Matthew  Henry,  who  said,  that 
•t  the  period  alluded  to  in  the  New  Teita- 
nent  history,  "  Christ  wrought  the  miracle 
of  the  tribute  money — to  set  us  an  example 
—of  contributing  to  the  public  worship  of 
GOD  in  the  places,  where  we  are." — "  The 
tribute  demanded  was  not  any  civil 
payment  to  the  Roman  powers :  that  was 
strictly  exacted  by  the  publicans :  bnt  the 
ChurcQ  duties,  the  balfshekel,  about  I5d. 
which  was  required  from  every  person  for 
the  service  of  the  temple,  and  the  de- 
fraying the  expense  of  the  worship  there.'' 
— "The  temple  was  now  made  a  den  of 
thieves ;  and  the  temple  worship,  a  pre- 
tence for  the  opposition  which  the  Chief 
Priests  gave  to  Christ,  and  his  doctrine: 
and  yet  Christ  paid  this  tribute. 
'  [Note :  Church  dttttet  )«f^  imposed  nra 
to  De  paid,  notwithataadiDg  Chnrch  tuirtip- 
tioni.  We  muat  lake  care  not  to  use  our 
liberty  as  a  ctoak  of  covetouiness, 
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If  Christ  pay  tribute,  who  can 
pretend  an  exemption  V'J 
He  trusted,  theo,  that  those  who  spoke 
■0  much  of  conscientioui  scruples,  would 
consider  how  Cu  they  could  sustain  their 


argument  against  the  aathority  of  Matthew 
Henry,  one  of  their  great  leaders,  or 
against  the  great  exam  le  of  Him  who 
ought  to  be  considered  a'  the  great  leader 
of  all  who  professed  to  be  Christians.  Ha 
would  not  attempt  to  go  further  into  the 
scheme  proposed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
but  he  would  reserve  any  observations  that 
might  be  nocessa^  to  a  future  stage  of 
this  discussion.  He  had,  at  least,  endea* 
voured  to  shew  bis  right  btm.  Prieiid,  that 
while  he  was  anxious  to  agree  with  him, 
and  hailed  with  satisfaction  and  thankful- 
ness  several  of  the  propositions  which  he 
had  discussed,  he  could  not  agree  to  the 
general  proposition  upon  which  the  mea- 
sure was  founded.  The  first  position  which 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  taken  was,  on 
the  popular  dislike  to  Church-rates ;  but 
did  not  that  resolve  itself  into  this  propo- 
sition— "  Resist  the  law,  and  it  will  be 
repealed  ?"  Unless  they  were  prepared  to 
strictly  maintain  the  law  id  the  first  in- 
stance, he  ventured  to  say  that  this  prin- 
ciple would  be  carried  out,  until  the  next 
thing  would  be,  a  demand  to  be  relieved 
from  the  payment  of  a  tax,  on  the  ground 
of  conscientious  scruples  as  to  (he  public 
purposes  to  wtrMi  the  revenue  was  to  be 
applied ;  and  tk»  then  next  thing  would 
be  8  demand  to  be  salteved  from  the 
payment  of  rents,  on  the  groand-«f  xoo- 
scientiouB  scruples  as  to  the  character  of 
the  landlord.  For  all  these  reasons,  be 
objected  most  decidedly  to  the  proposed 
measure  of  His  Majesty^  OovernmeDt. 
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